
 
 
 
 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 
Regular Meeting 

AGENDA 
 

September 12, 2013 – 6:30 p.m. 
 

LEMONT VILLAGE HALL 
418 MAIN STREET 

    
 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. ROLL CALL 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Meeting of May 9, 2013 and 
May 14, 2013 and August 8, 2013 

IV. CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 

V. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

VI. APPLICATIONS 

A. Certificate of Appropriateness for fence at 700 
Singer Ave 

 

VII. NEW BUSINESS 

VIII. PLANNING & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR 
COMMENTS 

IX. AUDIENCE PARTICIPATION 

X. ADJOURN 

Village of Lemont 
Historic Preservation Commission   

 
418 Main Street · Lemont, Illinois 60439    

phone 630-257-1595 ·  fax 630-257-1598   



MINUTES 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

 

May 11, 2013 

Meeting Re-Convened May 14, 2013 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 The monthly meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission was called to order on Thursday, 

May 11, 2013 at 6:30 p.m. by Commissioner Cummins in the absence of the Chairman. 

 

II. ROLL CALL 

 Commissioners Cummins and Schwartz present.  Commissioners Buschman, Baldwin, Batistich, 

Flynn, Roy absent.  Ron Stapleton, Board Liaison, was also present.  

 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

    Due to the lack of a quorum, minutes were not approved. 

 

 CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 

 No report  

  

IV. PUBLIC HEARING 

 

V. APPLICATIONS 

  

A.  01.13 – Certificate of Appropriateness  

 Rear Yard Fence at 507 Singer Avenue 

Acting Chairman Cummins described the dwelling and property as a non-contributing building in 

the historic district.  In the absence of a quorum, no action was taken. 

 

B.  02.13 – Certificate of Appropriateness 

 Window Replacement 308 Canal Streeet 

Commissioners present reviewed the submittal.  In the absence of a quorum, no action was taken. 

 

C.  03.13 – Certificate of Appropriateness 

 Repair of Canopies/awnings 224-226 Lemont Street 

Mr. & Mrs. Zaragoza were present and presented their application to repair two existing 

canopies/awnings – one on the Illinois Street entrance and one on the Lemont Street south 

entrance.  Repairs consisted of tuckpointing, removal and replacement of roof shingles, 

installation of flashing, replacement of rotting wood with identical new wood, and re-painting.  

One new canopy is proposed over the north entrance on Lemont Street, to match the existing two 

canopies.  Acting Chairman Cummins noted that any existing architectural detail should be 

preserved, and stated that due to lack of a quorum, the Commission would meet at the earliest 

opportunity to vote on the application.  The Applicants were excused. 

 

VI.   NEW BUSINESS 

A. Façade Grant for 308 Canal Street. 

In the absence of Commissioners Flynn and Batistich, the grant was not considered. 

   

   The meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m. until Tuesday, May 14 at 6:30 p.m. 

 

 

 

 



Re-Convened Meeting 

May 14, 2013 – 6:30 p.m. 

 

I. Call to Order 

 The meeting was called to order at 6:35 p.m on Tuesday, May 14, 2013 at the Village Hall by 

Commissioner Cummins in the absence of the Chairman. 

 

II. Roll Call 

 Commissioners Cummins, Flynn, Roy, Schwartz present.  Commissioners Buschman, Batistich, 

Baldwin absent.   

 

III. Approval of Minutes 

 Motion by Ms. Roy, seconded by Mr. Schwartz, to approve the minutes of the February 20, 2013 

meeting.  Voice vote:  4 ayes.  Motion passed. 

 

IV. Chairman’s Report – No report. 

 

V. Public Hearings – No public hearings scheduled. 

 

VI. APPLICATIONS 

 

A. Certificate of Appropriateness - Fence at 507 Singer Avenue. 

Applicants Stefanie and Jim Connelly, owners, were not present.  The application requested a 

certificate for installation of a white PVC rear yard fence to be installed by the owner.  A 5- 

foot length of the fence on either side of the house would be visible to Singer Avenue.  

Commissioner Cummins described the house as a 1970’s bungalow, non-contributing 

building in the historic district.  Trustee Stapleton commented that a wood-grained fence in 

the wood color might be more attractive with this dwelling.  Mr. Flynn stated that without a 

photo or graphic of the fence material, it is difficult to review the project.  Point to be noted 

for future applications.  Motion by Mr. Flynn, seconded by Ms. Roy, to approve a Certificate 

of Appropriateness pending submittal of a catalog graphic or photo of the fence material for 

the file, per the application submitted and dated 4/20/13.  Voice vote:  4 ayes.  Motion 

passed. 

 

B. Certificate of Appropriateness – Window Replacement 308 Canal Street 

Applicant Jerry Kulhanek was not present.  The application requested a certificate for 

removal of 4 existing 2
nd

 story windows and replacement with 4 vinyl thermal pane double 

hung windows on upper front of building, exterior color to be bronze, white on the interior.  

The Commissioners reviewed the materials submitted and Mr. Flynn noted that the graphic 

submitted showed only the interior view of the window and the color chip was not in color.  

He asked that a condition be placed on the application to require an exterior view.  Mr. 

Schwartz noted that the windows are recessed approximately 5-6 inches and so would not 

have a high visibility from the street.  Motion by Mr. Cummins, seconded by Ms. Roy to 

approve a Certificate of Appropriateness pending submittal of a catalog graphic or photo of 

the exterior view of the window, per the application submitted and dated 4/16/2013.  Voice 

vote:  4 ayes.  Motion passed. 

 

C. Certificate of Appropriateness – Repair/Replacement/Installation of 

Canopies-Awnings 224-226 Lemont Street.  

Applicant John Zaragoza was not present but had attended the May 11 meeting.  Acting 

Chairman Cummins informed the Commission that Mr. Zaragoza’s application proposed 

repair of tuckpointing, installation of flashing, replacement of existing roof shingles, 

replacement of existing rotting boards in identical dimensions and repainting.  Mr. Zaragoza 



also proposed installation of a new canopy/awning on the north entrance door on the Lemont 

Street side of the building.  Mr. Flynn questioned the installation of lights.  Mr. Zaragoza did 

not request installation of any additional lighting, but one of the canopy/awnings shows a 

fixture which is assumed to remain.  Motion by Mr. Schwartz, seconded by Ms. Roy, to 

approve a Certificate of Appropriateness for repairs and installation of the canopies/awnings 

per the application submitted and dated 4/25/13 with the recommendation that any lighting 

installed as part of the project be period-appropriate.  Voice vote:  4 ayes.  Motion passed. 

 

VII. New Business 

A. Façade Grant for 308 Canal Street. 

Mr. Flynn was the only member of the Grant Review Committee present.  He 

recommended approval of the grant, pending review by Mr. Batistich. 

 

VIII. Planning & Economic Development Director Comments – None. 

 

IX.        Audience Participation – None. 

 

X.        Adjourn 

Motion by Ms. Roy, seconded by Mr. Schwartz, to adjourn the meeting at 7:00 p.m.  Voice 

vote:  4 ayes.  Motion passed. 



MINUTES 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

 

August 8, 2013 

 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 The monthly meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission was called to order on Thursday, 

August 8, 2013 at 6:30 p.m. by Chairman Barbara Buschman. 

 

II. ROLL CALL 

 Commissioners Buschman, Batistich and Roy present.  Commissioners Baldwin, Cummins, 

Flynn, and Schwartz absent.  Ron Stapleton, Board Liaison, Charity Jones, Planning & Development 

Director and Martha Glas, Village Planner, were also present.  Ron Stapleton brought up the recent 

difficulty assembling a quorum and directed the secretary to contact members to verify future attendance. 

 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

    Due to the lack of a quorum, minutes of May 11 and 14 were not approved.  No meetings were 

held in June and July. 

 

 CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 

 No report  

  

IV. PUBLIC HEARING 

 

V. APPLICATIONS 

  

VI. NEW BUSINESS 

 

A. Proposed Amendments to the UDO, June 2009 

Two previously proposed amendments to the Unified Development Ordinance, Chapter 17 

Historic Preservation were presented; one amendment was added in 2009, the other was not.  

The following new paragraph F to 17.16.050 was not included in 2009 when it was 

discovered that it was inadvertently omitted from the UDO.  Staff was seeking direction from 

the Commission as to whether the omitted amendment should be included in the Ordinance. 

 

F.  If after review of an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness for demolition of a 

structure the Historic Preservation Commission [or Village Board] finds that a Certificate is 

warranted, the Certificate of Appropriateness will not be issued until a building permit for a 

replacement building [or site development permit] has been approved, paid for, and 

obtained by the applicant.” 

 

The language was discussed by the Commissioners present and by way of background it was 

noted that the paragraph addition was sought in response to demolitions in the downtown 

where no replacement building was constructed or restoration completed, creating voids in the 

streetscape. The Commissioners present were in favor of including the language in the UDO 

to avoid future similar circumstances.  To cover the circumstance where a demolition has 

been permitted with no planned replacement building (i.e. the Cass Street church parking lot) 

staff suggested that the phrase “or site development permit” be included.   

 

B. Architectural Design Guidelines for New Construction in the Downtown District 

Staff is seeking direction from the Commission as to whether the draft document, authored by 

Jim Brown, was ever presented to the Commission and whether the Commission would like to 



have these guidelines included in the Time for Preservation pamphlet, which staff is in the 

process of updating.  Existing new construction guidelines are very general while the 

proposed guidelines provide specific examples of good design principles for new 

construction.  Mr. Batistich commented that he remembered seeing the document previously, 

and from an architect’s perspective, such a document would have great value.  While the 

document is specific regarding windows and directional expression, the Commission thought 

it was a work in progress and could address more of the architectural elements for good 

design in new construction.  Charity Brown commented that the document could be added to 

the UDO as principles recommended but not required.  

 

I. Planning & Economic Development Director Comments –  

 Staff updated the Commission on the Technical Review Committee comments from the 

meeting in July for the proposed development on the 508 Illinois Street property consisting of 

2 new 2-unit buildings and conversion of the existing Second Empire residence to 2-flat. The 

developer and architect are revising plans to accommodate comments from the TRC. 

 

 Charity Brown mentioned that on the September agenda the Commission would discuss 

and vote on amending the current ordinance to allow staff to review submittals and issue the 

Certificates for fences and signs.  This would increase department efficiency in issuing 

permits. The Commission members present agreed on the fences but thought that signs should 

continue to be reviewed by the Commission.  It was also suggested that simple roof 

replacements could also be handled by staff. 

 

II.        Audience Participation – None. 

 

III.        Adjourn 

 Chairman Buschman announced that the next regularly scheduled meeting would be held 

on September 12.  Mr. Batistich will be away that week and not able to attend.  Motion by 

Ms. Roy, seconded by Mr. Batistich, to adjourn the meeting at 7:20 p.m.  Meeting adjourned. 
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