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WINNETKA LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
NOTICE OF MEETING 

February 1, 2016 
7:30 p.m. 

 

On Monday, February 1, 2016 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 December 7, 2015 meeting minutes. 
 

3. Approval of January 4, 2016 meeting minutes. 
 

4. Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the single family residence 
at 1087 Oak St.  Case No. 16-02. 

 
5. Old Business. 
 
6. New Business.    
 
7. 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 
DECEMBER 7, 2015 MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
Members Present:   Louise Holland, Chairperson 

Laura Good 
Beth Ann Papoutsis  
Paul Weaver 

 
Non-Voting Member Present: Stuart McCrary  
 
Members Absent:    Chris Enck  

Anne Grubb 
     Brian Wolfe 
 
Village Staff:    Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant  
 
Call to Order: 
Chairperson Holland called the meeting to order at 7:37 p.m. and welcomed Paul Weaver to the 
Commission.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Chairperson Holland asked for a motion to adopt the September 21, 2015 meeting minutes. She 
noted that she had several corrections to be made to the minutes. Chairperson Holland then stated 
that with the large agenda, once the minutes are adopted, the corrections can be turned in.  
 
A motion was made by Mr. Weaver and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the meeting 
minutes of the September 21, 2015 Winnetka Landmark Preservation Commission, as amended.  
The motion was carried by unanimous voice vote.    
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion to adopt the October 5, 2015 meeting minutes.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Good and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the meeting minutes 
of the October 5, 2015 Winnetka Landmark Preservation Commission, as amended.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that with regard to the corrections, in the interest of time, the 
corrections can be turned in to Ms. Klaassen.  
 
The motion was then carried by unanimous voice vote.    
 
TEARDOWNS  
 
Review of the Alteration of Designated Landmark - 510 Green Bay Road: Address 
Numbering For Village Hall                                                                   
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Megan Pierce informed the Commission that she did not have anything significant to present.  
She indicated that you would notice the progress made on the doors.  Ms. Pierce then stated that 
they were asked to return with the address numeral information and that the previous submittal was 
for small residential house numbers in a location she identified for the Commission.  She stated 
that the plan is to mount larger numerals so that they are more visible.  Ms. Pierce noted that the 
materials show a mockup that Wilmette Hardware did in bronze to match the new hardware and 
architectural style of the original hardware for the building.  She then referred to the new poles 
which she described as architecturally significant and stated that by the end of the week, the larger 
poles would go back in and would also be mounted on the west doors.  Ms. Pierce concluded by 
stating that the hardware for the west door is temporary until the bronze is finished.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if it would be going on both sides.  
 
Ms. Pierce responded that it would be on one side which is the north side.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any comments from the audience.  No comments were 
made by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any comments from the 
Commission.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis commented that she is happy that such great care was taken.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that since it is a local landmark, the Commission would have to 
approve the request.  She then asked for a motion to approve the new numerals to be located on 
the north side of the front stones of the building.  
 
A motion was made by Mr. Weaver and seconded by Ms. Good to approve the alteration of a 
designated landmark at 510 Green Bay Road.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously 
passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 117 Church Rd.  Case No. 15-19.                                                               
Martin Murphy introduced himself as the owner and stated that he is a general partner of 117 
Church Road Limited Partnership.   
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any comments from the audience.  No comments were 
made by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any comments from the 
Commission.  Chairperson Holland then asked if the new building would be a single family 
residence.  
 
Mr. Murphy confirmed that is correct.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis asked if it would have a similar footprint.  
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Mr. Murphy stated that it would have the same width but that it would be deeper.  He also stated 
that it would still have the side drive with the garage in the middle.  
 
Ms. Good asked what style of home would it be.  
 
Mr. Murphy described the home as kind of Craftsman but that it would be more round as opposed 
to square.  He also stated that it would be more ornate than a four square and that it would have 
hardy board siding.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership but that it was designed by 
Howard Bowen who designed The Chimneys which she described as an important building in 
Winnetka at the corner of Green Bay Road and Hill Terrace.  
 
Ms. Good asked if there are any other designs that Mr. Bowen has in Winnetka.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that there is another one up for demolition tonight and that there are a 
number of them.  
 
Ms. Klaassen confirmed that is correct but that they do not have the actual number of them.  She 
indicated that his name comes up every once in a while.  
 
Chairperson Holland then stated that it is not a rare occurrence.  
 
Mr. Murphy informed the Commission that Mr. Bowen built the home for his son and 
daughter-in-law or daughter and son-in-law.  
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Good and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the demolition of 117 
Church Road.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 523 Elder Ln.  Case No. 15-20.                                                                 
Halina Krupa introduced herself to the Commission as the owner.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She asked Ms. Krupa if 
they would be replacing the home with a single family residence. 
 
Ms. Krupa confirmed that is correct.  
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Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the audience.  No questions were 
raised by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any questions from the 
Commission.  No questions were raised by the Commission at this time.  Chairperson Holland 
asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Papoutsis and seconded by Mr. Weaver to approve the demolition of 
523 Elder Lane.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Ms. Krupa informed the Commission that her husband is out of town so she would be presenting 
all of their applications.  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 1137 Laurel Avenue.  Case No. 15-21.                                                              
Halina Krupa also presented this request to the Commission.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.   
 
Ms. Krupa confirmed that is correct.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the audience.  No questions were 
raised by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any questions from the 
Commission.  No questions were raised by the Commission at this time.  Chairperson Holland 
asked Ms. Krupa if they would be replacing the home with a single family residence.  
 
Ms. Krupa confirmed that is correct.  
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Mr. Weaver and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the demolition of 
1137 Laurel Avenue. A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 1341 Edgewood Ln.  Case No. 15-22.                                                              
Halina Krupa also presented this request to the Commission.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She then asked if there 
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were any questions from the audience.  No questions were raised by the audience at this time.  
Chairperson Holland then asked Ms. Krupa if they planned to build a single family residence. 
 
Ms. Krupa confirmed that is correct.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the Commission.   
 
Ms. Papoutsis asked what would be the style of the new home.  
 
Ms. Krupa responded that all of their homes are traditional homes.  She informed the Commission 
that they have done many homes in the community and that people seem to love them and 
complement them.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that the home was built in the 1950’s and asked if it is a tri-level home.  
 
Ms. Krupa confirmed that is correct.  She also stated that the lot is wider and that the new home 
will be more interesting of a home.  Ms. Krupa added that the design is quite beautiful and noted 
that each home they build is different and that they did not build the same models.  She stated that 
they build to the neighborhood and the land.  
 
Chairperson Holland indicated that they appreciated that.  She then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Good and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the demolition of 
1341 Edgewood lane. A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 165 DeWindt Rd.  Case No. 15-23.                                                         
The architect for the project, Douglas Reynolds, introduced himself to the Commission and 
informed them that the property owner is out of town.  
 
Chairperson Holland referred to neighbors who told her they have no problem with the demolition 
request.  She then stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership. Chairperson Holland then 
asked how big is the lot.  
 
Mr. Reynolds indicated that it is about an acre.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if they would be replacing the two story home with a much larger 
home.  
 
Mr. Reynolds responded that because of the flood plain, they would be well under what they are 
allowed to build.  He added that there would be no basement.  
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Chairperson Holland asked if there were any questions from the audience.  No questions were 
raised by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any questions from the 
Commission.    
 
Ms. Papoutsis indicated that she is curious about the flood plain issue.  
 
Chairperson Holland informed the Commission that the neighbor she spoke with had quite a bit of 
a flooding issue and is on DeWindt also.  She stated that this would solve it.  Chairperson 
Holland then asked if there is a new designation from FEMA for this property.  
 
Mr. Reynolds responded that there is not but that it is relatively new for the Village.  He also 
stated that the Village adopted more stringent regulations which prohibit basements in that area 
and that it is becoming a trend.  
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Papoutsis and seconded by Mr. Weaver to approve the demolition of 
165 DeWindt Road.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 461 Maple St.  Case No. 15-24.                                                             
Matthew Kerouac introduced himself to the Commission as the architect for the project and stated 
that he would present the request to the Commission since the property owners are not here, he 
added that the builder is here.  
 
Chairperson Holland commented that it is a wonderful old home.  She also stated that the 
Historical Society has stated the home is over 100 years old and it has had a rich history of 
ownership but that since there is a very large amount of information in the files of the Historical 
Society, the Historical Society did not feel that further research is required.  She asked if there 
were any questions from the audience.  No questions were raised by the audience at this time.  
Chairperson Holland then asked Mr. Kerouac if he would be building a single family residence.  
 
Mr. Kerouac confirmed that is correct. 
 
Chairperson Holland then asked if the new home would be sited in the same area.  
 
Mr. Kerouac stated that the original entrance faced Maple and that they planned to bring it more 
forward to continue the street elevation.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if the garage would be to the north.  
 
Mr. Kerouac responded that the entrance will be on Cherry as it was originally.  
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Chairperson Holland asked if they would be putting the new garage in the same place.  
 
Mr. Kerouac indicated that they would be maintaining the curb cut but that the garage would be 
located on the north side of the residence and that it would be an attached garage facing north.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked what is the setback requirement for the rear yard. 
 
Ms. Klaassen informed the Commission that since it would be attached, it has to comply with the 
setbacks required for the residence.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that currently the garage is right on the lot line and that the home is set 
quite a distance back.  She asked the Commission members if they had any comments.   
 
Ms. Good informed the Commission that she lives on the block further down and that she loved the 
home.  She also stated that with regard to the home’s age, especially for the area, it is one of the 
very older homes in the neighborhood.  Ms. Good also commented that she liked the different 
gables.  She then stated that she thought that the landscape is really going to be changed with this 
home gone and referred to its ambience in this part of town.  Ms. Good stated that she would not 
be happy to see it torn down at all.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there should be consideration for an HAIS to be done seeing as the 
age of the home is over 100 years.  
 
Mr. Kerouac agreed that there is age to the home and that he appreciated that.  He then stated that 
if they were to look at going through what the Historical Society survey has, he described what is 
significant is that you would not reproduce this in another part of town.  Mr. Kerouac stated that it 
is a conglomerate of two homes which were brought together and that it is very unlivable since 
there is no plumbing for a powder room on the first floor and that you have to step up to get to the 
second floor.  He also stated that on the outside, there is a conglomeration of styles.   
 
Mr. Kerouac then stated that there is a difference between what is significant and what is unique. 
He stated that he appreciated the Commission’s concern and what the Commission’s goals are.  
Mr. Kerouac referred to finding the Commission’s charge of it being significant in terms of its 
ownership and architectural history and that besides its age, if he had to defend its historical 
significance, he would find that he would have a hard time defending it besides its age and that he 
did not know if that is the only criteria to defend a property. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that when there is a property this old, it relates to what was there and 
that once it is gone, it is gone.  
 
Mr. Kerouac stated that it started in 1861 as a home which was added onto 10 years later from the 
home down the block.   
 
Chairperson Holland indicated that is all part of the history of the structure that gives interest to 
what was on Maple at that time.  She agreed that there is not very much there and informed the 
Commission that a murder was committed on Wilson not far from there of the Village President.  
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Chairperson Holland also stated that the home was a very significant spot for a number of years in 
the Village and that they have to consider that for an HAIS.  
 
Mr. Kerouac stated that if you were to walk up to the home, the charm has been lost.  He described 
the home as dilapidated and unlivable.  Mr. Kerouac then referred to the balance of preserving the 
idea and remembrance of the home versus preserving the reality of the structure.  He indicated 
that it would be a hardship to preserve the home as is.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the ordinance did not allow for the preservation of the structure 
indefinitely but that they can preserve what was there prior to its demolition.  She asked the 
Commission members if there were any other comments.  
 
Ms. Good asked if the current owners live there.  
 
Sean Freeman, with Twenty 9, Inc., the builder, informed the Commission that the owners moved 
out of the home and relocated to a condominium approximately 6 to 8 months ago and that they 
have been in the home since 1965.  
 
Mr. Freeman noted that they gave up and have not done anything to the home.  He referred to 
getting the home up to any type of suitable living conditions.  Mr. Freeman noted that it was 
stated in the letter from the owner that they did not take care of the property and added that it is a 
dilapidated structure.  He also stated that it has become more dilapidated since no money was put 
into it to preserve it and that there is nothing there to preserve.  Mr. Freeman then stated that there 
is no significant architecture to highlight and that the interior is beyond resolving which would be 
issues for a new owner.  He stated that in trying to balance everything, he understood the 
Commission’s charge but that he is telling them the reality of what is there and what the market 
dictates.  Mr. Freeman also stated that it has become an eyesore to the neighborhood.  
 
Chairperson Holland informed Mr. Freeman that the Commission did not have a problem with the 
eventual demolition of the home and that the issue related to whether they should have a history of 
the home on record because of its age.  She indicated that it may result in a delay and that there 
would be a cost to it and that it is what the ordinance allowed the Commission to do.  
 
Mr. Freeman responded that he appreciated that.  He informed the Commission that they have 
done a lot of work in Winnetka.  He also stated that they are building a home for his best friend 
and that he is known as a rehabber.  Mr. Freeman noted that they looked at trying to rehab the 
home when it was purchased and that they also looked extensively with regard to structural 
engineers and reiterated that the owner lived in the home since 1965 and is a great person.  He 
stated that they wanted to save the home and looked at every aspect.  Mr. Freeman then stated that 
Mr. Kerouac was interviewed for the project and that they realized that there is nothing that can be 
done.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that they also looked at the history of the home to see its previous owners.  He 
then stated that while the consensus is that while it is a great home which will be missed, he 
informed the Commission that with regard to a fourth generation contractor from Hyde Park, there 
is nothing that can be done to make the home a valuable asset in the community.  Mr. Freeman 
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indicated that they did not know how significant the new structure would be but that it would keep 
the old world charm.  He also stated that it would be a unique home and that each home they build 
is distinctively different and charming.  Mr. Freeman stated that it would be a long term 
investment and a forever home.  He then informed the Commission that both of the new owners 
are from the area and are New Trier grads and that they looked for a home for five years and that 
this would be their dream home and location. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they appreciate the fact that they rehab homes and have fine 
architecture. She then stated that what they are wrestling with is whether they should ask for the 
owners to provide them with a history of the structure which would be an accurate history which is 
what the Commission can do under the ordinance.  Chairperson Holland stated that the 
Commission did not fault them for taking a home which is not livable and building a new one.  
She then stated that the Commission must ask themselves if they would be depriving the Village of 
the history of the home which goes back to 1872.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that he understood the Commission’s position.  He also stated that the packet 
of information that the Historical Society prepared provided a clear delineation from day one to 
today of the home.  Mr. Freeman then stated that in terms of going through and getting a more 
accurate history, there is nothing more than what has been done.  
 
Chairperson Holland indicated that you would be surprised at how architectural historians delve 
into a property. She also stated that the Commission rarely contradicts the opinion of the Historical 
Society, but that sometimes they do.  
 
Ms. Good stated that if they had a survey which they have been trying to get for so long, they 
would know how many civil war homes there are in town and that there are not a lot of them.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that the home is from the civil war era based upon the time of interest.  
She then stated that if they tear the home down, they want to know the history of it, such as the fact 
that it was put together from two different households.  Chairperson Holland also stated that they 
want to know why and when.  She added that there are a lot of unanswered questions and that they 
would like to have the professional investigation for their records.  
 
Mr. Weaver stated that he understood that it is an old home and that it made no sense to put money 
into it.  He indicated that it would make sense to have the Historical Society look and see if there 
is other information about it that they do not have before the home comes down.  Mr. Weaver then 
stated that it is great that they have fine architecture and would bring something beautiful for the 
community.  He stated that for the sake of what they do, it is a very old structure and that the 
Historical Society commented that it has a rich history of ownership, they need to have a 
comprehensive study and report of the home in the records.  Mr. Weaver added that it is their job 
to the community.  
 
Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that when the home was first opened up is when the 
Historical Society did their review and that they did not find significance of the home and are not 
against the home being torn down.  He reiterated that the rich history of the home is noted. 
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Chairperson Holland stated that they are not saying that, but that it says that it is 100 years old and 
that it has a rich history of ownership.  She stated that it also said that there is a lot of information 
in the files and they did not feel that further research is required.  Chairperson Holland stated that 
still did not amount to the professional research that an architectural historian would give to this 
specific home.  She then stated that it is up to the Commission to make a motion.  Chairperson 
Holland also stated that given that the Historical Society has so much information on the home, the 
HAIS can be done quickly.  
 
Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that a young couple is trying to purchase the home and 
that there would be financial hardship and that they have done their due diligence.  He also stated 
that there is a letter in the file from the owner selling the home saying that the home is not livable 
and should be torn down.  Mr. Freeman indicated that he understood that is not the goal of the 
Commission and referred to the history which can be given from the owner whom he described as 
an intelligent man as well as with regard to the history of the owners and previous ownership.  He 
reiterated that nothing new would be found under a leaf turned over.  
 
Ms. Good stated that it is unclear that the owners lived in the home for 50 years.  She then referred 
to the fact that suddenly, the home is not livable and that she would like more specifics as to what 
made the home so unlivable.  
 
Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that first, the owners were elderly and there is no 
bathroom on the first floor.  He also informed the Commission that the woman had hip and knee 
replacement surgery.  Mr. Freeman then informed the Commission that he lives in a 150 year old 
home with children.  He also stated that in going from room to room with different heights, it 
presented a problem.  Mr. Freeman then informed the Commission that the kitchen has exposed 
masonry and that there is no electrical and that there is not a conduit or wiring.  
 
Ms. Good then referred to the age of the home and the fact that electrical can be replaced.  She 
indicated that it is not accurate to say that the home is unlivable.  
 
Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that the owners fought the battle for a long time and put 
the home on the market in the early 2000’s and that the value was so significantly reduced, for their 
retirement, they could not sell the home and live a comfortable life.  He then stated that as the 
market escalated, they felt it was the best opportunity after due diligence and meeting with realtors 
and others.  Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that the home was listed on teardowns.com.  
 
Ms. Good asked who put it there.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that the owner put it there on his own.  He reiterated that the 150 year old 
home he lives in is a Howard Van Doren Shaw home and that he was painstakingly committed to 
keeping and maintaining the home and went on to describe the improvements made to his home. 
Mr. Freeman stated that for those expenses to be done to this home would exceed the cost of new 
construction.  He also stated that in connection with the garage, you can barely drive to the back 
of the detached garage and that vehicles did not fit in it.  Mr. Freeman stated that there would be 
the same problem whether the owners were 88 or 28 in that they would not be able to park in it.  
He added that there were a number of things which lead them to this point. 
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Chairperson Holland referred to the problems in connection with preservation as opposed to 
teardown.  
 
Mr. Freeman reiterated that a lot of the home’s history has been documented.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that it has not been professionally documented in what the Village 
has used for over 20 years for an HAIS.  She reiterated that once the home is gone, it would be 
gone and that it is up to the Commission to ask for a professional history to be given in the HAIS 
report.  Chairperson Holland then informed Mr. Freeman that as soon as the Commission has the 
report and determined that it is satisfactory, full and complete, they would grant the demolition.  
She referred to the age of the home being identified from 1872 and that other material dated the 
home to 1861 and that the original portion of the home dated to 1861.  Chairperson Holland stated 
that in her personal opinion, the Commission would not be doing their duty if they did not ask for 
an HAIS.  She noted that it is not done often and that because of the age of the home, it may take 
a little bit of time.  
 
Mr. Freeman then informed the Commission that it would impose a financial burden on the current 
owners to have to wait for a date and that the home’s information is well noted and that there is a 
lot of information.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated that you would be surprised with what the HAIS report writers find.  
She stated that it will end up in the same place but that the Village would have a record of the home 
on the property.  Chairperson Holland indicated that the Commission did not want to make a 
problem for the new owners and that it can be done quickly and that they can provide a series of 
names of who can do the report and referred to the format that it gives the Commission.  
 
Mr. Freeman asked the Commission if they can approve the demolition request pending the fact 
that they would be providing an HAIS.  
 
Chairperson Holland responded that they would have to get the HAIS and make sure that it is 
complete and that then, they can grant the demolition permit application based on the HAIS.  
 
Mr. Freeman then asked if the next meeting is January 4, 2016.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that they cannot do anything between now and then. 
 
Mr. Freeman then stated that at this point, they have had a very unique winter and unbelievable 
weather. He asked if there would be an opportunity before January 4th for them to get the HAIS to 
the Commission and satisfy their questions so that they can move forward prior to January 4th.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that they cannot. 
 
Ms. Papoutsis suggested that they call a special meeting since there is so much information 
available.  
 
Ms. Klaassen indicated that it is up to the Commission as to whether they want to require an HAIS. 
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She also stated that they would have to make a publication in the newspaper of the meeting and 
send out notices.  Ms. Klaassen stated that they would not be able to schedule a special meeting 
soon.  
 
Chairperson Holland also stated that the applicant would have to choose an architectural historian 
to do the study.  She questioned whether they could possibly meet before January 4th when they 
talk to an historian and give them a timeline and make sure that with all of the information at the 
Historical Society, the process can be sped up to the point where the Commission could see it 
January 4th.  
 
Ms. Klaassen stated that she would have to look at the publication deadlines.  
 
Chairperson Holland also stated that there are no other demolitions from 1861 at this meeting and 
that it is rare in the community.  She indicated that there are not many pre-civil war homes and 
that when they have one, they want to try to make sure that the Village has a complete record of it.  
Chairperson Holland then stated that if they were on the east coast, there are lots of old homes but 
not in the Midwest.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that he understood and read the history in the packet of information with 
fascination.  He stated that there is so much of it, he knows the history of the home and that asking 
them to wait until February is not right.  
 
Ms. Good stated that is something that builders should make note of if they are coming in and 
tearing down pre-civil war homes that there would be extra expenses involved and time needed 
and that it should be noted for the future.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that the cost would not impact him.  
 
Ms. Good then stated that the argument is not the home’s architectural history, but that there are a 
lot of historic areas in the United States and if they were to determine if the home is architecturally 
or historically significant, the answer is no.  She then referred to the totality of a neighborhood 
being stripped away one by one in the Village which is her concern.  
 
Mr. Freeman informed the Commission that it is not a fly by night or blind decision and that the 
purchasers knew the history of the home when it was purchased and that the owners know the 
history of the home for which a lot of information is documented.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that it still is not the kind of professional documentation required and 
that the ordinance allowed the Commission and directs them to take on a home of this age.  She 
indicated that they would find that it would go much quicker than they think.  
 
Mr. Freeman stated that it is not about him, but the owners who have been living in Winnetka since 
they were born.  He then stated that to ask them to wait to build their dream home because there is 
not enough history would be reasonable but there is enough information in the packet.  Mr. 
Freeman also stated that while it is not professional, it is complete.  
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Chairperson Holland stated that the Commission cannot take that and that this is what the 
ordinance tells them they are able to do.  She then stated that in a month or two, the owners would 
appreciate living in Winnetka and that she did not believe they have ever had a home quite this old.  
Chairperson Holland then referred to a home at 595 Sheridan which was the antebellum home but 
which was not quite this old.  She then stated that at the age of 1861, it is not too many years 
different from the age of the log home.  Chairperson Holland stated that she appreciated the 
problems with the structure which is not the issue.  
 
Mr. Freeman indicated that he understood and asked if there is a way to maintain that they be 
obligated to do the HAIS and allow them to move forward.  
 
Chairperson Holland confirmed that there is not and that is the way in which the ordinance read.  
She stated that sometimes the Commission agreed with the Historical Society and that other times 
they did not.  Chairperson Holland then commented that she is sure the new home would be 
beautiful and asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Good and seconded by Mr. Weaver to request that an HAIS be done 
for 461 Maple.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Chairperson Holland informed the applicant that Ms. Klaassen would provide a list of architectural 
historians and that it is their hope for it to come to the Commission quickly so that they can act 
quickly and get the applicant’s plans in to the Building Department.  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 20 Kent Rd.  Case No. 15-25.                                                                       
Amy Brock introduced herself to the Commission and stated that she and her husband are the 
property owners.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked Mrs. Brock if they live in the adjacent home.  
 
Mrs. Brock confirmed that is correct and stated that they live at 2 Kent Road and identified the next 
door property as 20 Kent Road. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society says that while the home was designed by 
Laurence Booth who is a prominent architect, they did not feel that further research is necessary.  
She then asked Mrs. Brock if they planned to tear down the home and rebuild.  
 
Mrs. Brock stated that they planned to tear down the home and convert the land back as it was 
originally designed which is just a yard.  
 
Chairperson Holland then asked if they planned to keep it as a separate lot.  
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Mrs. Brock confirmed that is correct as a hedge against the future financially and that there are no 
plans for improvements on the property.  
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any comments from the audience.  No comments were 
made by the audience at this time.  She then asked if there were any comments from the 
Commission. 
 
Ms. Papoutsis commented that their home at 2 Kent is a beautiful home and that she appreciated 
the fact that they want to restore the property to its original condition.  She also commented that 
the home has a very different style than the others on the block.  
 
Mrs. Brock confirmed that is correct as well as the surrounding area.  She informed the 
Commission that the subdivision was sold off in the 1950’s and 1960’s and that two homes were 
built.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that the building permit was registered as 1977.  She asked if there 
were any other comments from the Commission.  
 
Ms. Good commented that unfortunately, Winnetka did not have a lot of modern homes of this 
period, especially since it is one of the Chicago Seven architects.  She then indicated that it would 
be hard to say that the home is architecturally significant without seeing the interior.  Ms. Good 
also commented that the exterior is interesting enough and you see historic homes being taken 
away from the fabric of the community as well as a lot of modernistic homes being taken away.  
She noted that they just lost one on the corner of Prospect not long ago.  Ms. Good added that 
Larry Booth is an extremely well known modernist architect and that she would definitely like to 
see an HAIS.  
 
Mrs. Brock stated that it is her understanding that Mr. Booth did the home at the beginning of his 
career and called it contemporary.  She informed the Board that they reached out to Mr. Booth to 
determine if there was any interest and that there was not.  
 
Ms. Good also stated that when it occurred in his architectural career, Frank Lloyd Wright created 
bootleg homes which are before his sophisticated Prairie school style types of homes which are 
still a significant style.  She added that you did not see them torn down in Hyde Park and that 
argument did not hold up.  Ms. Good then stated that it would be hard to say and they are not sure 
what materials were used on the home since it is hard to tell from the photograph and that she 
would like to know more about this particular property.  
 
Mr. Weaver stated that he had no comment and that he is fine with the information they have on 
this home.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis reiterated that she appreciated that Mrs. Brock and her husband have gone to great 
extent to renovate their home and restore it to the historic grandeur that it is and that they have 
gone to a great effort to do that.  She also stated that she respected the architecture of the 
community.  Ms. Papoutsis then stated that while it is hard to see a structure go down, she 
appreciated what the applicants are doing to their home and that this would improve their home as 
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well along with the beautiful garden which she is sure it will be.  She concluded by reiterating that 
she appreciated everything they have done to their home to preserve it.  
 
Ms. Good stated that she realized that they cannot keep the home from being demolished and that 
the question is that, based on the previous property, do they want a record of it.  She then stated 
that seeing that the Chicago Seven and the fact that they have very few mid-century homes with 
flat roofs in this neighborhood, she described it as almost a no brainer that they need an HAIS, also 
given the fact of who lived there and that they are not planning on building another home which 
would impede on a builder’s schedule.  
 
Mrs. Brock informed the Commission that they shut off the electricity and water and that there is a 
foot of water in the basement, as well as the fact that the roof is falling down.  She stated that the 
property has not been maintained for a long time.  Mrs. Brock then referred to the disconnection 
of the air conditioning and her concerned related to going through the roof which is slanted and not 
flat. She then questioned how long can the home sit with standing water and that her concern 
related to what it meant to the environment.  Mrs. Brock agreed that they would not be holding up 
a builder, but that her concern related to safety and aesthetics for the neighborhood with delays.  
She added that the home is not constructed soundly and was not maintained very well. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that Mr. Booth did much newer work on the Ravines.  
 
Mrs. Brock confirmed that the water and electricity is off and that the gas had been pulled.  
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion.  
 
Ms. Good moved to recommend that an HAIS be done on 20 Kent Road.  The motion was not 
seconded.  
 
Chairperson Holland noted that since there was no second to the motion, she stated that the motion 
would be to vote to grant the demolition.  She asked if there were any other comments.   
 
Ms. Good stated that she is concerned about the environmental issue.  She suggested that the 
applicant bring in something from the architect saying that there are risks.  
 
Mrs. Brock informed the Commission that they discovered the water with the Village Engineer 
this week.  She also stated that they did not know where the water was coming from and that 
likely, it is because of a failed sump pump.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that since there was no second to the motion, she asked for another 
motion to grant the demolition permit.  
 
A motion was made by Mr. Weaver and seconded by Ms. Papoutsis to approve the demolition of 
20 Kent Road. 
 
Ms. Klaassen noted that all four voting Commission members would have to vote unanimously for 
the motion to pass.  
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Ms. Good stated that if the applicant brought in something saying that there is a threat to the 
Village, she would be fine and that otherwise, she would vote no.  
 
Chairperson Holland suggested that they hold the matter over until the January meeting with a 
larger quorum.  She also stated that during the month, for the applicant to bring information from 
the Village, a plumber or contractor to document that a danger existed in allowing the home to 
stand.  
 
Mrs. Brock agreed that would be fine.  
 
No vote was taken on this matter at this time.  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 1432 Scott Avenue  Case No. 15-26.                                                              
Gary Frank introduced himself to the Commission as the applicant.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the Historical Society research did not show that the home has 
historic architectural significance or evidence of significant ownership.  She asked if there were 
any questions from the audience.  No questions were raised by the audience at this time.  
Chairperson Holland then asked if there were any questions from the Commission.  No questions 
were raised by the Commission at this time.  Chairperson Holland asked Mr. Frank if they are the 
owners.  
 
Mr. Frank confirmed that is correct.   
 
Chairperson Holland then asked Mr. Frank if they planned to build a single family residence.  
 
Mr. Frank confirmed that is also correct.  
 
Mr. Weaver stated that they talked earlier about homes in flood plains.  He then stated that 
although this is a different area, there is some flooding in the area and asked if it would be a 
problem for this home.  
 
Mr. Frank noted that the home would not be in the flood plain and that it would be pitched north to 
south.  He indicated that they have done all of the engineering on it and that all of the water going 
to the south side would be picked up by catch basins and then north uphill to the pump then to the 
city storm.  Mr. Frank added that there would be storm water detention on the property as well.  
He informed the Commission that it would be looked at by the Village and civil engineers. 
 
Chairperson Holland then asked for a motion.  
 
A motion was made by Ms. Good and seconded by Mr. Weaver to approve the demolition of 1432 
Scott Avenue.  A vote was taken and the motion was unanimously passed.  
 
AYES:   Good, Holland, Papoutsis, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
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NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Old Business 
No old business was discussed by the Commission at this time.  
   
New Business 
Chairperson Holland indicated that she did not know if this represented old or new business, but 
that the trolley tour which takes place in May and which is a tour of all of the landmarks of the 
Village.  She stated that until now, there have been no additions so the pamphlet made by the 
curator of the Historical Society would be reproduced again and given to all of the people who 
wish to go.  Chairperson Holland added that it would be under the Community Development 
Department budget.  
 
Mr. McCrary noted that they spent $500 spent last year.  
 
Chairperson Holland confirmed that $1,000 was spent last year and that $500 was to produce the 
brochure. She indicated that it would be a matter of paper and it is all in the computer.  
Chairperson Holland then stated that when they have more members present, they can discuss it in 
greater length.  
 
Ms. Klaassen asked the Commission with regard to changing the start time of the meetings to 7:00 
p.m. and that she would like to take a poll.  She indicated that two of the Commission members 
have let her know their comments and that it would be up to the Commission.  Ms. Klaassen 
informed the Commission that it has been the trend lately.  
 
Mr. McCrary referred to the executive session and that it is a question of convenience for the 
members.  
 
Ms. Good stated that she cannot make it any earlier.  
 
Chairperson Holland stated that the start time can remain at 7:30 p.m. 
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that it is fine either way.  
 
Chairperson Holland then thanked the Commission for their consistence and thought process.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis stated that she had corrections to be made to the minutes.  
 
Chairperson Holland informed Ms. Papoutsis that she gave her corrections to Ms. Klaassen and for 
Ms. Papoutsis to give hers to Ms. Klaassen as well.  She stated that was done since there was a 
long agenda and that she thought they would be here much later.  
 
Ms. Papoutsis agreed that would be fine.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:46 p.m. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
Antionette Johnson,  
Recording Secretary 
 



DRAFT 
 

LANDMARK PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
JANUARY 4, 2016 MEETING MINUTES 

 
 
Members Present:   Louise Holland, Chairperson 

Chris Enck  
Laura Good 
Anne Grubb 
Paul Weaver  

 
Non-Voting Member Present: Stuart McCrary  
 
Members Absent:    Beth Ann Papoutsis 
     Brian Wolfe 
 
Village Staff:    Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant  
 
Call to Order: 
 
Chairperson Holland called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 
 
TEARDOWNS: 
 
Continued from the December 7, 2015 meeting:  Preliminary Review of the Application 
for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence at 20 Kent Road.  Case No. 15-25                                                                  
 
The applicant and property owner, Amy Brock, stated that she lives at 2 Kent Road, next door to 
20 Kent.  She stated that her home was built in 1906 and the property originally included the 
subject site.  Ms. Brock stated that the property has sat for over a year.  She stated that they were 
told by the previous owners that there is a sewage leak under the garage.  Ms. Brock stated that 
there was over a foot of standing water in the basement, which has now receded to approximately 
3 inches.  She stated that the roof is leaking and has a number of issues.  Ms. Brock stated she and 
her husband have restored three homes; they do not believe in tear downs but not every house is 
significant.  She stated they had not sought to purchase the home.  Ms. Brock then referred to the 
1928 landscape plan by Root & Hollister for 2 Kent Road, which represents the 20 Kent Road 
property being a part of the original site.  She described the original gardens and vistas that they 
would like to reintroduce to the property, similar to what they have done on their property at 2 
Kent.  Ms. Brock stated that Larry Booth may be a significant architect but that doesn’t make 20 
Kent significant, which it is not.    
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any public comments regarding the demolition of 20 Kent 
Road. 
 
There were no public comments. 
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Ms. Good stated that there are not many modern homes in Winnetka.  She described the need to at 
the very least have such a home documented.  Ms. Good suggested, if it was possible, to approve 
the demolition permit under the condition that an HAIS be commissioned. 
 
Chairperson Holland stated that is not possible under the ordinance they are required to work 
within. 
 
Ms. Brock stated that the previous owners only lived in the home during the fall to spend the 
holidays with their family.  She stated that they are worried what will go on the lot if they did not 
buy it.  Ms. Brock stated they are trying to protect the historic nature of the property.  She stated 
they are also concerned with drainage.  Ms. Brock stated they want to plant trees to protect their 
property from Hibbard Road.   
 
Mr. Enck asked Ms. Brock if they plan to keep the lot vacant and separate from their 2 Kent 
property.   
 
Ms. Brock stated yes, for the time being.  She stated they are consulting with tax attorneys to 
determine what is best for them. 
 
Ms. Good stated Larry Booth is one of the Chicago Seven.  She stated it may not be one of his best 
works the house is very important. 
 
Ms. Brock stated Larry Booth is significant but he was commissioned by the Bears to build their 
dream home but that doesn’t mean it is significant architecturally.  She stated that there were 
comments at the previous meeting that there isn’t a financial burden if the demolition is delayed.  
Ms. Brock stated that is not true, it costs $100 a day in taxes to have the house sitting vacant.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated she visited the site and it is a dangerous situation.  She stated this 
house is not one of Larry Booth’s best.  Chairperson Holland stated there are other Booth homes 
in Winnetka.  She stated it would be an imposition to keep the property in its current condition.  
Chairperson Holland stated the house is in very bad shape.  She stated she would vote to approve 
issuance of the demolition permit.  
 
Mr. Weaver stated he would be in favor of voting for the demolition. 
 
Mr. McCrary stated he likes to find a compromise in a situation like this.  He asked if photos that 
are generally included in an HAIS be taken so that the information that can’t be gained once the 
house is demolished is obtained.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated the Winnetka Historical Society could be asked.   
 
Ms. Grubb stated that they need to consider what a resident is trying to accomplish and it is 
important to consider how people view their own neighborhood when considering an application 
like this. 
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Mr. Enck stated photos would be good to have taken by the Winnetka Historical Society so it could 
be documented.   
 
Chairperson asked for a motion to approve issuance of the demolition permit for 20 Kent Road.   
 
A motion was made by Mr. Enck to approve the application for demolition for 20 Kent Road.  The 
motion was seconded by Ms. Grubb.  A vote was taken and the motion was passed with a vote of 
4 to 1. 
 
AYES:   Enck, Grubb, Holland, Weaver  
NAYS:  Good 
NON-VOTING: McCrary  
 
Preliminary Review of the Application for Demolition Permit of the Single Family Residence 
at 960 Private Road.  Case No. 16-01                                                         
 
Mitch Ruchim stated he is Mr. Birov’s attorney and he is representing Mr. Birov.   
 
Mr. Weaver asked who currently owns the home.   
 
Mr. Ruchim stated it is currently owned in a trust, the Barbara Ann Joyce Self Declaration of Trust.  
He stated they are expected to close January 29, 2016. 
 
Ms. Good stated that she agrees the home is not architecturally significant.  She stated however, 
the home is considered historic due to its age being over 50 years.  Ms. Good stated it is a 
handsome in the Village.  She asked when the property was listed. 
 
Mr. Ruchim stated he doesn’t have that information.   
 
A discussion ensued on the listing date of the property.   
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any public comments regarding the demolition of 960 
Private Road. 
 
There were no public comments.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated her displeasure with a new home being advertised before the 
demolition permit is approved.  She stated it is very disrespectful to the Commission and Mr. 
Birov has been told this many times. 
 
Mr. Ruchim stated he will relay the Commission’s message to Mr. Birov. 
 
Mr. Enck stated he has said this before; it is disappointing that there is a lack of creativity to not 
explore ways to modify and/or expand a house like this. 
 
Chairperson asked for a motion to approve issuance of the demolition permit for 960 Private Road.   
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A motion was made by Ms. Grubb to approve the application for demolition for 960 Private Road.  
The motion was seconded by Mr. Enck.  A vote was taken and the motion was passed 
unanimously. 
 
AYES:   Enck, Good, Grubb, Holland, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary     
 
Review of the Historical Architectural Impact Study (HAIS) for the Single Family 
Residence at 461 Maple St.  Case No. 15-24.                                                             
 
The applicant and builder, Sean Freeman, was present.   
 
Chairperson Holland stated the HAIS is very interesting and very complete.  She stated she hoped 
they will take to heart the comment in the HAIS which stated that the “Demolition of the Thomas 
Bassett House at 461 Maple Avenue could have an adverse impact on the block upon which it is 
situated and the block to the south in particular if its replacement is not sensitive to the issue of 
scale.”   
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there were any public comments on the HAIS for 461 Maple. 
 
Winifred Date Hayes stated she lives in Lake Forest, but she was born and raised in Winnetka and 
has very close ties to Winnetka.  She stated 461 Maple is important to the Village of Winnetka.  
Ms. Hayes stated that Stanly and Winifred Rich were here maternal grandparents.  She stated the 
first lived at 535 Willow then moved into 461 Maple in 1926.  Ms. Hayes described some of the 
features of the home, including that she was told by her parents that the front door was designed by 
S.S. Beman.  She stated that tried to verify that herself but was unable to.  Ms. Hayes stated 
Winnetka loses its uniqueness and character every time a historic house is torn down.  
 
There were no additional comments. 
 
Chairperson Holland asked for a motion to accept the HAIS as complete.   
 
A motion was made by Mr. Enck to accept the HAIS for 461 Maple as complete.  The motion was 
seconded by Ms. Good.  A vote was taken and the motion was passed unanimously. 
 
AYES:   Enck, Good, Grubb, Holland, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
NON-VOTING: McCrary     
 
A second motion was made by Ms. Grubb to approve the application for demolition for 461 Maple 
Street without issuance of a delay.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Weaver.  A vote was taken 
and the motion was passed unanimously. 
 
AYES:   Enck, Good, Grubb, Holland, Weaver  
NAYS:  None 
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NON-VOTING: McCrary     
 
Chairperson Holland asked if there was any old or new business to discuss. 
 
There was none.   
 
A motion was made by Mr. Enck to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Ms. 
Grubb and passed unanimously. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 8:15 pm.  
 



VILLAGE OF WINNETKA  
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

 
NOTICE OF DEMOLITION APPLICATION 

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

 
DATE:  January 25, 2016 
    
REFERENCE: 1087 Oak St.  Case No. 16-02 
 
An application for demolition was received December 22, 2015 for the removal of the single-family 
residence at 1087 Oak St.  The residence was built in 1921.  The original building permit lists A. J. 
Johnson as the owner and architect when the residence was built.  The structure is not a national, 
state, or local designated landmark.  Research by the Winnetka Historical Society 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. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LPC Agenda Packet p. 2



 Village of Winnetka 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

M E M O R A N D U M 
 

Date:  January 4, 2016 
 
To:  Winnetka Historical Society 
 
From:  Ann Klaassen, Planning Assistant 
 

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

at 1087 Oak St. on February 1, 2016 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 January 22.  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 
03.01.1921 Construct 2-story frame residence. A. J. Johnson A. J. Johnson 
09.10.1921 Construct 1-story frame garage. A. J. Johnson A. J. Johnson 
03.10.1961 Construct 1-story addition to 

residence. 
Robert J. Eck William D. Murphy 

08.13.1996 Remodel two existing bathrooms, 
basement and replace HVAC. 

Andy & Maureen 
Storch 

Morgante Wilson 
Architects, Ltd. 

 
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:  01.21.2016   
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