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V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

                     

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

WEDNESDAY, July 10, 2019 

6:30 P.M. 

TRAINING ROOM – SECOND FLOOR OF WILMETTE VILLAGE HALL 

1200 WILMETTE AVENUE, WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091 

Members Present: Charles Hutchinson 

 Carmen Corbett 

 Joseph Vitu 

 Melanie Glass 

 Tanvi Parikh 

 Bob Fogarty 

 

Members Absent: Bob Furniss 

 Christine Harmon 

 Rick Daspit 

       

Staff Present: Kate McManus, Planner II 

  

Guests:    Paul Turnbull, 1001 Oakwood Avenue 

    Tiffany and Dan Neely, 301 Sheridan Road 

    Erich Wefing, Wefing Design Studio 

    April Cesaretti, 935 Oakwood Avenue 

      

I.       CALL TO ORDER 

Chairman Hutchinson called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.  Commissioner Bob Fogarty introduced 

himself to the Commission noting that he is a 6 year resident of Wilmette.  

 

II. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FROM APRIL 24, 2019 
The meeting minutes from April 24, 2019 were approved as submitted. Motion to approve by Commissioner 

Corbett and seconded by Commissioner Parikh. 

 

III.  CONSIDERATION OF LOCAL LANDMARK DESIGNATION – 1001 

OAKWOOD AVENUE  
Mr. Turnbull explained that his wife and he recently purchased 1001 Oakwood Avenue and are pursuing 

landmark designation to take advantage of the property tax assessment freeze. He stated that the house 

features Craftsman style elements and was constructed in 1908 by the Crabb Brothers. He noted that there 

was a small addition constructed in the 1970s and his intention is to replace the mid-century style 

windows with more appropriate Craftsman style windows to match the home.  

 

The Commission voted 5 to 1 to recommend approval of the designation of 1001 Oakwood Avenue local 
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landmark under Criterion 7 with Commissioner Glass voting nay. 

 

IV.  CONSIDERATION OF A REQUEST FOR A CERTIFICATE OF 

APPROPRIATENESS – 301 SHERIDAN ROAD 
Chairman Hutchinson reminded the Commission that a Certificate of Appropriateness was issued in 2017 for 

a garage addition and that changes to the approved plans are now proposed. He requested that the Commission 

focus on the proposed changes and not on the addition itself. He noted that a number of changes have been 

made without approval from the Commission.  

 

Mr. Neely introduced himself as the owner of the property. He stated that a number of materials were 

considered for the porch roof. Wood shingles were considered but were advised against by the Fire 

Marshall. He noted that in his opinion, changing the roof material to metal would satisfy the Commission 

since it visually breaks up the roof masses. 

 

Mr. Wefing added that because of the roof pitch, metal would perform better and could be replaced with 

shingles in the future.  

   

Mr. Neely acknowledged that they made a mistake by making changes to the exterior without coming back 

to the Commission or obtaining a building permit.  

 

In response to a question by Commissioner Corbett, Mr. Wefing clarified that none of the images provided 

in the packet of metal roofing examples are located in Wilmette. He stated that metal is seen on older houses 

and that the Queen Anne style is very eclectic with a variety of materials. He stated that in his opinion, the 

material is appropriate. 

 

Mrs. Neely stated that there are water issues with the front porch and the roof pitch was likely causing these 

issues. 

 

Mr. Neely stated that the front porch had a rubber roof previously.  

  

Mr. Neely stated that a number of changes were made to the window and door openings because he did not 

believe the round windows visible in historic photos from 1907 were original to the house. He stated that 

when plaster was removed from the walls, there was no evidence of one of the round windows. He stated 

that they made the decision to cover the openings rather than restore them. He stated that they should have 

come back to the Commission before making these changes. 

 

Mr. Neely explained that originally, circular windows were proposed on the garage, but they decided to 

change them to square windows for safety and ventilation reasons. He stated that if desired, the square 

windows could be made to appear round by using different types of shutter treatments. 

 

In response to a question from Chairman Hutchinson, Mr. Neely confirmed that there was a round window 

on the rear façade to provide light into a closet.  

 

Mr. Wefing stated that a door was converted into a window. 

 

Mr. Neely stated that the carriage door was originally proposed on the garage, but that they decided to 

eliminate the door. He stated that greenery and landscaping can be used to soften the garage elevation from 

Sheridan Road. 
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Mr. Neely stated that the proposed windows on the north elevation of the garage were eliminated because 

his neighbors directly to the north are quite aggressive. He stated that he did not want to expose his family 

to the neighbors and he is concerned with his children’s safety.  

 

Mrs. Neely assured the Commission that the east elevation of the garage will be well screened from 

Sheridan Road with landscaping and only the roof line should be visible. 

 

Commissioner Glass suggested that landscaping be added between the property and the neighbor to the north, 

since they are concerned with safety and privacy.  

 

Mr. Neely stated that they had a stained glass window restored. He added that the door hardware was redone 

by Al Bar.  

 

Mr. Neely stated that the project in nearly finished and plantings are going in.  

 

Commissioner Tanvi asked why the porch columns were changed from round to square, since that is 

inconsistent with the existing front porch.  

 

Mr. Neely stated that a number of changes were made to the porch columns. They initially proposed round 

columns with detailing consistent with the existing front porch. He stated that the side porch that was added 

later had square columns so they decided to use square columns instead. He added that the porch columns 

are not original on the front porch. 

 

Mr. Neely stated that the new porch is a wraparound porch, so the porch columns are varying widths to 

give the illusion that the columns are the same size when viewing them from an angle. He acknowledged 

that when looking directly at the columns, the varying widths are evident.  

 

Mr. Wefing stated that the intention of making the columns different sizes was to reduce the scale of the 

porch. 

 

Commission Glass stated that squared columns are not consistent with the Queen Anne style and that round 

columns would have been more appropriate. 

 

Commissioner Parikh confirmed that the porch columns are not structural and noted that it appears awkward 

to have varying widths. 

 

In response to a question from Mr. Wefing, Ms. McManus confirmed that architectural inspections are done 

on projects that are issued a Certificate of Appropriateness so that staff can verify that the finished product 

is consistent with the approved plans. 

 

Mr. and Mrs. Neely stated that it is a hard task to get approval for changes and that they made decisions as 

they went along. It was not their intention to circumvent the process. 

 

Mr. Wefing stated that most owners choose to demolish older homes and that older housing stock is being 

lost in Wilmette. In the future, they will contact staff first, but that going through the HPC review process 

slows down construction. 

 

Ms. McManus stated that it would have been more expeditious to have contacted staff prior to the work 

being done and that the Commission meets on an as needed basis. She added that it’s never staff’s or the 
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Commission’s intention to slow down a project.   

 

Commissioner Glass questioned why so many changes were made to the exterior without first coming to the 

Commission for approval.  

 

Commissioner Corbett pointed out that the owners have made a lot of effort to preserve features where possible. 

 

Commissioner Glass stated that the owners took liberty in making a lot of changes without approval. She added 

that the owners were familiar with the HPC review process and should have known to come back to the 

Commission before making the changes. She stated that it appears that the owners approach was to “act now 

and ask for forgiveness later” and that it is unfair to other homeowners who follow the process and get the 

proper approvals and permits.  

 

Commissioner Parikh agreed with Commissioner Glass’ comments and expressed concern that approving the 

modifications after the fact may set a precedent for future projects and convey that it is acceptable that 

homeowners ignore the approval process. She stated that while she appreciates the efforts the owners made to 

restore some elements of the home, the owners have made the Commission’s decision difficult because the 

changes that have already been made. She stated that being an owner of a landmark bears certain 

responsibilities. 

 

Commissioners Vitu and Glass stated that they have been on the Commission the longest and have never had 

this type of situation happen before.  

 

Chairman Hutchinson stated that this is a learning process and that the Commission can do a better job at 

making it clear to petitioners what is being approved. He added that he now has more clarification on the history 

of the house.  

   

Commissioner Parikh moved to recommend approval of changes to the porch roof material from shingles to 

metal. Commissioner Corbett seconded the motion and the voice vote was 5 ayes and 1 nay with Commissioner 

Glass voting nay (Commissioners Furniss, Harmon and Daspit not present). Motion carried.  

 

Commissioner Vitu moved to recommend approval of changes to the window and door openings as outlined 

in the staff report. Commissioner Fogarty seconded the motion and the voice vote was unanimously approved 

(Commissioners Furniss, Harmon and Daspit not present). Motion carried.  

 

Commissioner Corbett moved to recommend approval of changes to the porch columns as outlined in the staff 

report. Commissioner Fogarty seconded the motion and the voice vote was 4 ayes and 2 nays with 

Commissioner Parikh and Glass voting nay (Commissioners Furniss, Harmon and Daspit not present). Motion 

carried.  

 

V. SIGNIFICANT STRUCTURES REPORT 
Ms. McManus provided an update that 802 Lake Avenue was recently demolished. She stated that the 

house was one of the oldest homes in the Village, but was not protected under the preservation ordinance. 

She stated that 507 Lake Avenue, the Baker House, is currently vacant. It is a local landmark designed by 

Frank Lloyd Wright. 

 

VI. OLD BUSINESS 

There was no old business discussed. 
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VII. PUBLIC COMMENT 
Ms. Cesaretti expressed support for the landmark designation of 1001 Oakwood and noted the importance 

of preserving rather than demolishing older housing stock in the Village   

 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

Motion to adjourn at 7:21 p.m. by Commissioner Corbett and seconded by Commissioner Fogarty 

and approved unanimously.  Scheduling of the next meeting date was postponed. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Kate McManus 


