
 
 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, IL  60091 

            

 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT        (847) 853-7500 

                   Fax (847) 853-7701 
                              TDD (847) 853-7634 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

MEETING AGENDA 

 

Thursday, December 10, 2020 at 4.00 P.M.  

Remote Meeting 

 

 

Due to the 2020 COVID-19 pandemic, this meeting will be held remotely by the Historic 

Preservation Commission. For links and further information about joining this meeting, please 

click here. 

 

I. Call to Order 

 

II. Swearing In of All of Those Wishing To Testify 

 

III.  Consideration of a Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for window 

modifications to the local landmark at 1040 Chestnut Avenue (Schager House) Case 

#2020-HPC-05. 

 

IV. Public Comment 

 

V. Approval of Minutes 

Minutes from the meeting of June 22, 2020 

 

VI.  Adjournment 

 

 

NOTE:  The Chairman reserves the right to alter the order of the published agenda if he 

deems a change necessary. 

https://www.wilmette.com/event/historic-preservation-commission-meeting-9/?instance_id=2275
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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 
MONDAY, JUNE 22, 2020 

4:00 P.M. 
REMOTE MEETING BROADCAST LIVE ON CHANNEL 6 AND YOUTUBE 

 
 

Members Present: Charles Hutchinson 
 Bob Furniss 
 Melanie Glass 
 Joseph Vitu (audio only) 
 Rick Daspit 
 Tanvi Parikh 
 Bob Fogarty 
 
Members Absent: Christine Harmon 
 Carmen Corbett 
        
Staff Present: Kate McManus, Planner III 
 Lisa Roberts, Assistance Director of Community Development 
  
Guests:    Loreen Mershimer 
    Ellen Whitehead 
    William Truszkowski 
    Mike Venechuk 
    Eric Bauer 
      
I. Call to Order 

Chairman Hutchinson called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. 
 

II. Swearing In of All of Those Wishing To Testify 
 Chairman Hutchinson reviewed the meeting procedures for remote meetings and how the 

Historic Preservation Commission will conduct business. All applicants and interested 
parties present were sworn in. 

 
III.  Consideration of a Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for revisions to 

previously approved plans for a rear addition to the local landmark at 507 Lake 
Avenue (Frank J. Baker House) Case #2020-HPC-02 
Mr. Venechuk introduced himself as the project architect. He stated that the owners were 
issued a Certificate of Appropriateness in January. There were changes made to the gas 
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range which necessitates the removal of a center bay of windows. He stated that the wall 
cabinets require the removal of the windows on the west elevation. He noted that the trim 
will remain on the west elevation. He explained that the owners desire to have the option 
to keep or eliminate the center bay of windows so that they have some options for the 
placement of the gas range. He stated that in either design scenario, the clerestory windows 
located on the west elevation presented in January will be eliminated, but the trim work 
will remain. 

 
Ms. McManus reviewed the proposed project noting that the Commission recommended 
approval of the rear addition back in January. She stated that since that time, the owners 
have made some changes to the window configuration which requires the Commission’s 
review. Based on the petitioner’s request, she stated that the Commission could make a 
motion to recommend approval of the proposed changes with the option of including the 
center bay of windows on the south elevation to provide the owners some flexibility.  

 
Mr. Bauer stated that he appreciates the option of the window placement and noted the 
difficulty of making design decisions during a remodel. 
 
Chairman Hutchinson invited questions from the Commissioners. 
 
In response to a question by Commissioner Parikh, Mr. Venechuk confirmed that there are 
existing single windows on the house. Chairman Hutchinson pointed out the locations of 
the single windows found on the house and noted that there are a few places where single 
windows were found. He explained that his initial concern was Frank Lloyd Wright’s use 
of light but noted that the addition is not part of the original design and still retains 
symmetry.  
 
Commissioner Daspit asked if there was any consideration to making the clerestory 
windows shadow boxes to provide depth and the appearance of windows from the outside, 
but still allow the owners to retain the desired cabinets on the interior. Mr. Venechuk stated 
that he did not consider shadow box windows. Mr. Bauer stated that he was hesitant to add 
that type of window due to maintenance issues. Commissioner Daspit explained how a 
shadow box window is constructed. Commissioner Glass stated that shadow boxes were 
not part of Wright’s designs and that she is not in favor of adding that type of window. 
Commissioner Vitu stated that he agreed with Commissioner Glass’s assessment and noted 
that he is able to see everyone, and the plans shared on screen; however, he is having 
trouble with his video and is able to participate in the meeting by audio only. 
 
There were no additional questions from the Commission.  
 
Ms. McManus said that there was no one attending the meeting who wants to speak and 
there was no new case communication. Ms. Roberts said that no comments were submitted 
via YouTube Live.   
 
There were no other comments by the Commission. Commissioner Furniss moved to 
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recommend granting a Certificate of Appropriateness for revisions to previously approved 
plans for a rear addition to the local landmark at 507 Lake Avenue in accordance with the 
plans submitted with the option of including the center bay of windows on the rear elevation.  
 
Commissioner Daspit seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:  
Chair Hutchinson  Yes        
Commissioner Glass  Yes             
Commissioner Furniss  Yes       
Commissioner Vitu  Yes        
Commissioner Harmon Absent        
Commissioner Corbett  Absent         
Commissioner Daspit  Yes      
Commissioner Parikh  Yes            
Commissioner Fogarty  Yes         
 
Motion carried.  

 
IV.  Consideration of a Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear addition 

to the local landmark at 1040 Chestnut Avenue (Schager House) Case #2020-HPC-
03 
Ms. Whitehead introduced herself as the project architect with Morgante-Wilson. She 
stated that a small rear addition is proposed to accommodate a family room and expanded 
kitchen area. The form of the addition mimics the motifs of the existing residence with 
extruded arches. The addition is set off to articulate a division between the new addition 
and existing home and the addition will not be visible from the street. The exterior finishes 
will match the original materials. The existing kitchen windows were part of a 2000 
remodel and will be removed. New windows will match in configuration, color and 
likeness to the original windows found on the home. 
 
Chairman Hutchinson noted that he stopped by the property and the owner was kind 
enough to provide a tour of the outside. The addition will not be visible from the street and 
he complimented the sunken garden. He explained that the brick on the exterior wall will 
be repurposed for the addition. He stated that the proposed addition will be a change but, 
in his opinion, complimentary to the house. 
 
There were no additional questions from the Commission.  
 
Ms. McManus said that there was no one attending the meeting who wants to speak and 
there was no new case communication. Ms. Roberts said that no comments were submitted 
via YouTube Live.   
   
Commissioner Parikh stated that she appreciates the proposed windows and noted that they 
are an improvement to the windows installed during the 2000 remodel. They are more in line 
with the overall character of the home. 
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In response to a question from Commissioner Glass, Ms. Whitehead provided the height of 
the clerestory windows on the east elevation. She confirmed that they will be located above 
the kitchen cabinets and are about 9 feet above grade. 
 
Commissioner Glass stated that the addition will not be visible from the street and she is in 
support of the project even though the clerestory windows appear somewhat contemporary 
looking. 
 
Ms. Whitehead stated that the windows will match the transom height of the original windows 
so the windows will visually align. 
 
There were no other comments by the Commission.  
   
Commissioner Vitu moved to recommend granting a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear 
addition to the local landmark at 1040 Chestnut Avenue in accordance with the plans 
submitted. 
 
Commissioner Parikh seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:  
 
Chair Hutchinson  Yes        
Commissioner Glass  Yes             
Commissioner Furniss  Yes       
Commissioner Vitu  Yes        
Commissioner Harmon Absent        
Commissioner Corbett  Absent         
Commissioner Daspit  Yes      
Commissioner Parikh  Yes            
Commissioner Fogarty  Yes          
   
Motion carried.  

 
V.  Consideration of a Request for local landmark designation of 336 Sheridan Road 

Case #2020-HPC-04 
Mr. Truszkowski introduced himself as the owner of the property. He stated that his wife 
and he purchased the home knowing that it needed quite a bit of work. The house was built 
in 1907 and was completed in 1908 by Philetus Warren Gates of the Gates Iron Works 
Company based in Chicago. The house was originally the only house on a 5-acre parcel 
that stretched to the lake and was part of Evanston at the time. The property was later 
subdivided in 1927 which formed Canterbury Court. In the 1950s, the coach house was 
split off from the lot and the existing garage was constructed at that time. He stated that he 
is committed to a full rehab and was issued a building permit in the Fall of 2019. He has 
been working with Laura Ramsey of Ramsey Historic Consultants on the application for 
the historic property tax freeze.  He confirmed that the State Historic Preservation Office 
has preliminarily approved the work. The removal of the existing garage and the relocation 
of a new garage was part of that approval. He will be restoring the soffits, fascia and dentil 
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work and tuckpointing the house. He stated that the existing lintels will be replaced rather 
than repaired. He stated that the interior will be fully renovated, the original doors and trim 
will be retained. Some trim will be matched in kind, where needed. The floors are custom 
manufactured quarter sawn. The heating system has been updated and the radiators will be 
sandblasted and powder coated. A space pak system was installed. He noted that they are 
keeping as much of the original character as possible and there are no plans to replace the 
roof at this time. The home is a Colonial Revival and is nearly 8000 square feet above 
grade with another 2000 square feet below grade. He stated that the project will be finished 
in September and they plan to move in at that point.  
 
In response to a question from Commissioner Furniss, Ms. Truszkowski confirmed that 
there is no foundation work planned except at the rear of the house where there was a tunnel 
leading from the house to the original coach house. The portion of the foundation in that 
location will be replaced. He stated that the paver driveway will be re-laid.  
 
Ms. McManus explained that the request before the Commission is for the designation of 
the house as a local landmark only. The remodel permit has already been issued. She 
explained that if the owners wish to make changes to the exterior of the home in the future, 
after it becomes a local landmark, then those changes would come before the Commission. 
The landmark nomination is specifically for the house only and does not include the 
existing garage. She explained that should the owners wish to demolish the existing garage; 
the Commission would not review the demolition request. 
 
Chairman Hutchinson stated that he had the opportunity to visit the site and noted that the 
home is a perfect example of a Colonial Revival house and the fact that is was designed by 
a prominent architect for a prominent family is icing on the cake. He commended the 
owners for taking on the rehabilitation of the home. 
 
Commissioner Glass stated that she had some concerns with the deteriorating condition of 
the home over a number of years and that she appreciates the owners’ efforts. She stated 
that a home in Winnetka, designed by the same architect in a similar style, was recently 
torn down. 
 
In response to a question by Mr. Truszkowski, Ms. McManus confirmed that the garage 
will not be reviewed by the Commission because it is not part of the landmark request. She 
noted that the Preservation Ordinance provides different levels of review for improvements 
such as decks and patios and the new deck can be reviewed at the staff level and does not 
require a full review by the Commission.  
 
There were no additional questions from the Commission.  
 
Ms. McManus said that there was no one attending the meeting who wants to speak and 
there was no new case communication. Ms. Roberts said that no comments were submitted 
via YouTube Live.   
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There were no other comments by the Commission.  
   
Commissioner Glass moved to recommend designation of 336 Sheridan Road as a local 
landmark. 
 
Commissioner Daspit seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:  
 
Chair Hutchinson  Yes        
Commissioner Glass  Yes             
Commissioner Furniss  Yes       
Commissioner Vitu  Yes        
Commissioner Harmon Absent        
Commissioner Corbett  Absent         
Commissioner Daspit  Yes      
Commissioner Parikh  Yes            
Commissioner Fogarty  Yes          
   
Motion carried.  

 
VI. Public Comment 
 There was no public comment. 
 
VII. Approval of Minutes 

Minutes from the meeting of June 15, 2020 were approved as submitted. 
 
VIII.  Adjournment 

Commissioner Furniss moved to adjourn the meeting. Commissioner Daspit seconded the 
motion. Voting yes: Ms. Glass, Mr. Furniss, Mr. Vitu, Mr. Daspit, Ms. Parikh, Mr. Fogarty 
and Chairman Hutchinson. Voting no: None. The meeting was adjourned at 4:51 p.m. 

 
 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
Kate McManus 
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   REPORT TO HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION FROM THE 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
  
 

Case Number:   2020-HPC-05 

 

Property:    1040 Chestnut Avenue 

 

Historic Name:   Schager House 

 

Applicant:    Ms. Loreen Mershimer 

 

Request: Certificate of Appropriateness for window modifications to 
the rear elevation 

 

Hearing Date:    December 10, 2020 

      

Date of Application:   November 10, 2020 

 

Notices mailed to:   Village President and Trustees of the Village Board 
     Village Manager 

Members of the Historic Preservation Commission 
     Wilmette Historical Society 
     Petitioner  
     All Adjacent Property Owners  
    

Report Prepared By:   Kate McManus, Planner III 

 



2 

 
Description of Proposed Alterations 
 
The petitioner proposes window modifications to the rear (north) and west elevations of the 
breakfast room. Three of the existing window openings will be shortened and partially infilled. 
According to the architect, the existing sill will be reused, and salvaged brick will be used to 
infill the openings. Two additional windows and one French door on the west elevation of the 
breakfast room are proposed to be replaced in their existing openings. The proposed changes are 
not visible from the street. 
 
Marvin Ultimate Insert Double Hung windows are proposed on the breakfast room. With an 
aluminum clad exterior finish in “Cashmere” color, the inserts will match the existing window 
and trim paint color. The interior of the windows will be painted wood to correspond with 
existing finishes.  Window muntins will be affixed to the exterior of the glass as simulated 
divided lites with spacer bars. The windows and door are consistent with the previously 
approved windows on the family room addition.  
 
A Certificate of Appropriateness was granted in June of 2020 for a one-story rear addition off the 
existing kitchen area to accommodate a kitchen expansion and family room. A building permit 
was issued, and the approved project is currently under construction. 
 
Evaluation of Compliance with Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 
1.  Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property which 

requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a 
property for its originally intended purpose.  

 
This standard is met. The property will continue to be used as a single-family residence, as 
originally intended. 

 
2.  The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its 

environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or 
distinctive architectural features shall be avoided when possible.  

 
This standard is generally met. The proposed alterations will not affect the distinguishing 
qualities of the house. The changes to the window openings are minimal and the brick and 
sill detailing are consistent with the existing house.  

 
3.  All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. 

Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance 
shall be discouraged.  

  
This standard is met. The proposed window changes do not seek to create an earlier 
appearance. However, efforts were made to retain consistent exterior materials and muntin 
patterns. 
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4.  Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 
development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes may have 
acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and 
respected.  

 
This standard is met. The proposed alterations will not impact changes made to the home 
which have acquired significance over time. 

 
5.  Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a 

building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.  
 

This standard is met. The proposed alterations will respect the distinctive stylistic features 
found on the original structure. 

 
6.  Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever 

possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material 
being replaced in position, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or 
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of 
features, substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural 
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or 
structures.  

 
This standard is generally met. The new windows and door will match in design, color, and 
other visual qualities. 

 
7.  The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. 

Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials 
shall not be undertaken.  

  
This standard is not applicable to this request. 

8.  Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archeological resources 
affected by, or adjacent to any project.  

 
This standard is not applicable to this request. 

9.  Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be 
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, 
architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, 
material and character of the property, neighborhood or environment.  

 
 This standard is met. The proposed window modifications do not destroy significant features 

of the house and are compatible with the character of the property. 
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10. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner 
that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and 
integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.  

 
 This standard is met. The essential form and integrity of the structure will not be impacted by 

the proposed window modifications.  
 
Evaluation of Compliance with the Standards Set Forth in the Wilmette Historic 
Preservation Ordinance. 
The alteration does not materially impair the historical significance of the Wilmette Landmark. 
 

This standard is met. The historical significance of the Schager House will not be impacted. 
 

The alteration does not materially impair the architectural integrity of the Wilmette Landmark 
or Wilmette Historic District. 

This standard is met. The architectural integrity of the Schager House will not be impacted. 
 

The alteration is carried out in a manner consistent with the historical/architectural character 
of the Wilmette Landmark. 

This standard is met. The proposed alterations are generally consistent with the character of 
the house. 

 
It is not economically practical to preserve the Wilmette Landmark or contributing structure 
within a Wilmette Historic District without alteration or demolition. 

This standard is not applicable to this request. 

Any new construction shall be visually compatible with the historical/architectural character 
of the Wilmette Historic District. 

This standard is not applicable to this request. 

History of Designation   
At a public hearing on January 11, 2000, the Village Board of Trustees approved the 
recommendation of the Wilmette Historic Preservation Commission that the Schager House at 1040 
Chestnut be designated a local landmark. The Schager House was nominated as a local landmark 
under Criteria 2 as identification of the work of a designer, architect, or builder whose work has 
influenced the architectural development of the Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois or 
Nation.   
 
Building Permit History 
As noted above, a Certificate of Appropriateness was granted in June of 2020 for a one-story rear 
addition off the existing kitchen area to accommodate a kitchen expansion and family room. A 
building permit was issued, and the approved project is currently under construction. 
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A Certificate of Appropriateness was granted in 2017 for the replacement of 17 windows and one 
French door on the north and west elevations of the home. In 1999, the front loggia was restored 
based on Maher's original plans. 
 
Historical and Architectural Background (cited from the 1999 landmark nomination) 
The house at 1040 Chestnut Avenue, built in 1923 for Edward J. and Dorothy Schager, was 
designed by Philip Maher while he worked with his father's firm, George W. Maher Sons, Planners 
and Architects. Although not as well-known as his father, Maher was recognized as a significant 
architect who combined architectural historicism with his father's more progressive Prairie Style 
approach.  
 
In the beginning of the Twentieth Century there were two approaches to architectural design: the 
historic revival, which carried over from the 19th century, and a new approach that sought more 
modem designs that were considered appropriate to the times. Philip Maher's designs were a 
combination of both schools of thought. Although Maher's formal architectural training was 
modem, having worked with his father beginning in 1914, Maher chose to design using historical 
forms and styles. He then abstracted and simplified them. 
 
The house at 1040 Chestnut Avenue displays several characteristics of a historicist designer's 
approach to architecture. The house's rectangular massing, tile roof and arched openings are 
examples of Italian Renaissance. Maher's use of a triple-arched theme in several door arrangements 
including the garage, the original front open loggia and the west basement level entry, recall the 
arched loggias that were a common element of Italian Renaissance design.  The house also 
expresses a more progressive approach to architecture. This is expressed in its simplified geometric 
brickwork. It is also evident in Maher's application of his father's well-known motif-rhythm theory 
in the design of the front entrance arch and two side panels that are of carved stone. Each has an 
abstracted grapevine design. The vine motif is found in the interior in ceiling and door borders. 
George Maher frequently repeated an indigenous plant form to unify his design elements.  
 
The house directly west of 1040, at 1100 Chestnut, was designed for George and Helen Biehl by 
Philip Maher at the same time as he designed the Schager House. The two homes were built for two 
sisters, Dorothy Schager and Helen Biehl, by their father. The houses are both entered by a set of 
gates and have a shared landscape that originally contained a large swimming pool and pergola, a 
sunken rock pool or grotto and small fountains. The formal landscape design stylistically resembled 
a 17th Century Italian Renaissance garden.  
 
Action Required by the Commission 
The Historic Preservation Commission can make a recommendation to the Village Board to grant or 
deny a Certificate of Appropriateness for window modifications on the rear elevation of the local 
landmark provided they find the propose scope of work meets the Secretary of Interior’s Standards 
for Rehabilitation and the standards set forth in the Wilmette Historic Preservation Ordinance. 
 
INDEX TO DOCUMENTS 
 
   Doc. No.  Documents 
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  Location Maps and Plans 

1.0    Plat of Survey 
1.1    Sidwell Map 
1.2   Sanborn Map 
1.3   Floor Plan 
1.4   North Elevations – Permitted/Proposed 
1.5   West Elevations – Permitted/Proposed 

  1.6   Window Details/Manufacturer Specifications 
   
  Written Correspondence and Documentation 

2.0   Application for Alteration to a Local Landmark  
2.1   Posting Notice Affidavit dated November 25, 2020 
2.2 Ordinance Designating 1040 Chestnut Avenue a Local 

Landmark 
2.3 Historical and Architectural Survey for 1040 Chestnut 

Avenue 
2.4   Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation 
2.5 Rules Pertaining to Review of Applications to Alter or 

Demolish Landmarks 
 

  Photographs 
  3.0   Site Photos 
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MARVIN ®

ULTIMATE DOUBLE HUNG G2
The Ultimate Double Hung G2 window is an embodiment of our dedication to the craft of creating 
windows and doors. Influenced by the rich, historical significance of this window style and inspired by 
innovative design, each feature is thoughtfully added and every detail is carefully considered. This is all 
in service of shaping a window that deserves to be in the unique homes our customers desire.

INTERIOR EXTERIOR WASH MODE WITH SASH LOCK IN ANTIQUE BRASS

THIS PRODUCT IS CE CERTIFIED

Double Hung G2 window with Oil Rubbed Bronze hardware

Double Hung G2 windows in Ebony

14

MARVIN SIGNATURETM COLLECTION

ULTIMATE DOUBLE HUNG G2

1.6
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MARVIN ®

INTERIOR FEATURES AND PERFORMANCE

INTERIOR SHADES

Integrate seamlessly into the 
window without visible cords or 

pulleys. The fit is precise with 
virtually no light bleed.

RETR ACTABLE SCREEN

A screen option that easily 
retracts out of sight when  
not in use and provides 
smooth, quiet operation.

RICH WOOD INTERIOR

Offers beauty and warmth 
with six wood species and ten 
interior finish options.

SUPERIOR WEATHER 
PERFORMANCE

LC-PG50 on most sizes.  
Optional commercial  

(CW) performance and  
IZ3 certified coastal 

performance on most sizes.

DESIGN VERSATILIT Y

An array of simulated divided 
lite patterns, interior and exterior 

color options, ten hardware 
finishes, and archtop models.

ALUMINUM INTER-LOCK

Eliminates drafts and  
improves the window’s  

overall structural integrity.

TR ADITIONAL SILL BEVEL

The 14-degree bevel provides 
optimal water management 
while maintaining a classic look.

DUR ABLE CLADDING

Exterior cladding made with 
the industry’s highest level 
of certification, AAMA 2605, 
extruded aluminum and backed 
by a 20-year warranty against 
chalking and fading.

EXPANSIVE SIZES

Larger than 5 feet wide by 
10 feet high.

EXTERIOR FEATURES AND PERFORMANCE

16

MARVIN SIGNATURETM COLLECTION

ULTIMATE DOUBLE HUNG G2

Engineered for performance and designed to inspire, each aspect of the Ultimate Double Hung G2 
window was made with purpose. Our engineers consider every detail from the most innovative 
features to the most minute subtleties, all because the windows in your home help illuminate the 
most important parts of your life.

NARROW CHECKR AIL

Provides a sleek aesthetic at  
1 15/16 inches to maximize 
daylight opening while 
maintaining historical accuracy.

FIRST-RATE ENERGY EFFICIENCY

Meets ENERGY STAR® 
standards in energy efficiency 
with multiple glass options for 
various regions, climates, and 

weather needs.

TILT WASH

Allows easy access to  
exterior glass for cleaning 
and maintenance.

EXCLUSIVE AUTOLOCK

Activates when the sashes are 
closed, locking the window.

SASH BALANCE SYSTEMS

Enables smooth operation at 
the largest sizes.
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MARVIN ®

ULTIMATE SWINGING FRENCH DOOR
The Ultimate Swinging French door combines a classic single- and double-panel French style with expert 
craftsmanship. Engineered for both quality and performance, this door features a beautiful, substantial 
wood surround and a durable sill for weather protection even in harsh climates. To maximize views and 
access to the outdoors, select from inswing or outswing operation in sizes up to 14 feet wide and 9 feet 
high, and if a more streamlined look is desired, choose our short bottom rail option with sleek 4 3/4 inch 
wood surround on all sides.

OUTSWING INTERIOR  
WITH TALL BOTTOM RAIL

ARCH TOP INSWING INTERIOR  
WITH TALL BOTTOM RAIL

INSWING INTERIOR WITH  
SHORT BOTTOM RAIL

INSWING EXTERIOR WITH  
SHORT BOTTOM RAIL

THIS PRODUCT IS CE CERTIFIED74

MARVIN SIGNATURETM COLLECTION

ULTIMATE SWINGING FRENCH DOOR

Inswing French door with Matte Black hardware

Swinging French door and Picture windows
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\\VOWFILE\VHdata\Comm_Dev\COMMON\Historic Preservation\Meeting Docs\CASES\2020\1040 Chestnut - June\99-O-106 (Landmark-

1040 Chestnut).doc 

ORDINANCE NO. 99-O-106 

AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING A WILMETTE 
LANDMARK IN THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE 

WHEREAS, the Village President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Wilmette, Cook 

County, Illinois, find that James Blomberg and Sue Blomberg, owners of certain real property 

legally described as: 

Block 6 (excepting the East 475 feet thereof), and also a strip of land 52.5 feet wide 
lying West of and adjoining said Block 6 in Gage’s Addition to the Village of Wilmette, 
being a subdivision in Section 27, Township 42 North, Range 13, East of the Third 
Principal Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois; 

and commonly known as 1040 Chestnut Avenue, Wilmette Cook County, Illinois, said property 

being improved with an existing detached dwelling commonly known as “Schager House,” have 

requested that the Village of Wilmette designate said property as a Wilmette Landmark pursuant 

to Section 2-16.13, et seq., of the Wilmette Village Code; and, 

WHEREAS, the Village President and Board of Trustees further find that the Historic 

Preservation Commission of the Village of Wilmette, pursuant to notice published on or about 

October 14, 1999, conducted a public hearing concerning said nomination for Wilmette 

Landmark status on or about November 3, 1999, as required by said Section 2-16.13, et seq., of 

the Wilmette Village Code, and thereafter submitted a report and recommendation to the Village 

President and Board of Trustees recommending said property for Wilmette Landmark Status 

pursuant to Section 2-16.13, et seq., of the Wilmette Village Code; and, 

2.2



Ord. No. 99-O-106 
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WHEREAS, the Village President and Board of Trustees further find that Schager House 

and the above-described real property meet the criteria for designation as a Wilmette Landmark, 

and should be designated as same by Ordinance; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF 

TRUSTEES of the Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois: 

SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals, and each of them, are hereby made a part of this 

Ordinance and are incorporated by reference as if set forth verbatim herein. 

SECTION 2: The real property legally described as: 

Block 6 (excepting the East 475 feet thereof), and also a strip of land 52.5 feet wide 
lying West of and adjoining said Block 6 in Gage’s Addition to the Village of Wilmette, 
being a subdivision in Section 27, Township 42 North, Range 13, East of the Third 
Principal Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois; 

and commonly known as 1040 Chestnut Avenue, Wilmette Cook County, Illinois, and the 

improvement to same, that being the detached dwelling commonly known as “Schager House,” 

are hereby designated by the Village of Wilmette as a Wilmette Landmark pursuant to Section 2-

16.13, et seq., of the Wilmette Village Code, and said property and improvements shall hereafter 

be subject to such applicable rules regarding alteration or demolition as provided in Section 2-

16.13, et seq., of the Wilmette Village Code, both now and as may be hereafter amended. 

SECTION 3: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage, 

approval and publication as required by law. 

PASSED by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, on the 

  day of      , 1999. 

AYE:  ____        
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NAY:_____ 

Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 

APPROVED by the President of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, this day of , 

1999. 

President of the Village of Wilmette, IL 

ATTEST: 

Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
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Guidelines for Alterations and Additions  
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

The following Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation shall be used by the Wilmette Historic 
Preservation Commission when determining if an application for a building permit to alter a Wilmette Local 
Landmark merits approval.  These guidelines provide property owners the freedom to return a property to a state of 
utility, through repair or alteration, which makes possible an efficient contemporary use while preserving those 
portions and features of the property which are significant to its historic, architectural, and cultural values. 

The Standards for Rehabilitation are as follows: 

1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property which requires
minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a property for its
originally intended purpose.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its environment
shall not be destroyed.  The removal or alteration of any historic material or distinctive architectural
features shall be avoided when possible.

3. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.  Alterations that
have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall be discouraged.

4. Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and
development of a building, structure, or site and its environment.  These changes may have acquired
significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building,
structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever possible.  In the
event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in position,
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities.  Repair or replacement of missing architectural
features should be based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or
pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural
elements from other buildings or structures.

7. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible.  Sandblasting
and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials shall not be undertaken.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archeological resources affected by, or
adjacent to any project.

9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged
when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural
material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, material and character of the
property, neighborhood or environment.

10. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner that if
such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the
structure would be unimpaired.
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Rules Pertaining to Review of Applications to Alter or Demolish Landmarks 

3.1 Commission and Commission Member Responsibility: Prior to engaging in review 
of applications to alter or demolish designated landmarks (“applications”), the 
Commission shall, in each case, advise the applicants and owners that the Village of 
Wilmette and the Commission shall not, by reviewing such applications, assume any 
liability for its comments, suggestions, or recommendation, or for the completeness 
or quality of the work of any contractor or the safety of contractor methods, means 
of operations, or the safety of conditions on the work site, or for any act or 
omission by any contractor, subcontractor, materials supplier or worker. 

3.2 Submission of Applications: Prior to alteration or demolition of a Landmark, an 
application must be submitted to the Commission in the form required by the 
Commission. 

3.3 Hearings on Applications: Within 30 days of receiving a completed application, the 
Commission shall announce a public hearing on the application, which hearing shall 
be held within a reasonable time.  At that time, the Preservation Commission will 
review the application to determine its compliance with the guidelines set forth in 
Appendix C. 

3.4 Notice of Hearings on Applications to Alter or Demolish: At least fifteen 
days in advance of commencing a hearing on an application, the Commission shall 
post a public notice of the hearing and shall deliver a written notice of the hearing to 
the applicant, the owner, the Village Board, the Village Manager, the Wilmette 
Historical Society, and any persons who have informed the Commission in writing 
that they have an interest in the application. 

3.5 Testimony: 
a. Any interested person may submit testimony or other evidence to the

Commission by oral testimony at a hearing or by submitting written
comments.

b. Persons wishing to testify at the hearing on an application should notify the
Commission of that fact by no later than two business days before the
hearing.  The Commission may, in its discretion, have more than one
session of a hearing on an application.

c. The record may be kept open for at least five days after the conclusion of a
hearing on an application to permit any interested person to submit
additional written comments.

3.6 Report and Recommendation on Report on Applications: After the hearing, the 
Commission shall prepare a Report and Recommendation that shall include: 

a. Identification of the building, structure, or place;
b. Name and address of the applicant and owner;
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c. Record of compliance with the requirements of these rules regarding notice
and hearings;

d. Summary of the applicant's position;
e. Summary of the Record;
f. The Commission's recommendation on the application; and
g. Date and record of the Commission's vote.

A copy of a Report and Recommendation on an application shall be delivered to the 
Village Board and the Village Manager and mailed to the applicant, the owner, and 
the Wilmette Historical Society. 

3.7 Presentation of Report and Recommendation: One or more representatives of the 
Commission shall attend the Village Board meeting where the Commission's Report 
and Recommendation on an application is presented for the purpose of answering 
or providing other information. 

Additional Procedures: In addition to these procedures, the Commission may undertake such 
further actions as it sees fit in connection with recommendations relating to applications 
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