Meeting Agenda

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

MEETING LOCATION &
HPC INFORMATION

Location:
Geneva Fire Department
Lower Level Training Room
200 East Side Drive
Geneva, IL 60134

1.

Call to Order

2.

Roll Call

3.

Approval of Meeting Minutes
December 19, 2017

4.

Review of Project Concepts
A. 402 South River Lane
CASE 2017-127
Applicant:
Brian Hogan - Hogan Design + Construction,
Developer / Contractor
Sean Gallagher, Gallagher Associates, Architect
Application for:
Infill Construction for Single Family Residence

Time:
7:00 p.m.

Commissioners:
Scott Roy, Chairman
Steve Collins
Jim Hamilton
Al Hiller
George Salomon
Paul Zellmer
Carolyn Zinke

Staff Liaison:
Michael A. Lambert
Preservation Planner
630/938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

TUESDAY, JANUARY 16, 2018 MEETING

B.

406 South River Lane
CASE 2017-128
Applicant:
Brian Hogan - Hogan Design + Construction,
Developer / Contractor
Sean Gallagher, Gallagher Associates, Architect
Application for:
Infill Construction for Single Family Residence

C.

410 South River Lane
CASE 2017-129
Applicant:
Brian Hogan - Hogan Design + Construction,
Developer / Contractor
Sean Gallagher, Gallagher Associates, Architect
Application for:
Infill Construction for Single Family Residence

5.

Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates)

6.

New Business
A. From the Commission
B. From the Public

7.

Adjournment

Next meeting: February 20, 2018 – Public Works Facility – Training Room,
1800 South Street, Geneva.

The Geneva Historic Preservation Commission meeting is audio-recorded, and summary minutes are
transcribed by a recording secretary.
The City of Geneva complies with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require accommodations in order
to allow them to observe and or participate in this meeting are required to contact the Planning Division
at 630/232.0818 at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting to allow the City of Geneva to make
reasonable accommodations for those persons.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
MINUTES
Geneva City Council – Council Chambers
109 James Street, Geneva, Illinois
December 19, 2017
1.

Call to Order

Chairman Roy called to order the December 19, 2017 meeting of the Geneva Historic
Preservation Commission at 7:05 p.m.
2.

3.

Roll Call
Present HPC:

Chairman Roy, Commissioners Collins, Hamilton, Hiller, Salomon,
Zellmer, Zinke

Staff Present:

Historic
Preservation
Planner
Michael
Lambert;
Community
Development Dir. David DeGroot; Recording Secretary Celeste
Weilandt; Planet Depos Court Rptr: Joanne Ely

Others Present:

Elizabeth Safanda; Susan Soldati, Bob Shiffler; Linda Steele; Pat Love;
Colin Campbell, Paula Kraft; Tom Lichtenheld; Craig Meadows, Margaret
Eagan; Christine Lazaris; Roger Harris; Larry Duneske; C. Baumann,
Linda and Howard Strong; Ellen Barrett; Pat Leone, Michelle and Jack
Demaray, Karen and Mike Leone; Denise Collier; Matt Demaray.

Approval of Meeting Minutes – November 21, 2017

Minutes of November 21, 2017 – Motion by Commissioner Zellmer to approve the
November 21, 2017 minutes as presented. Second by Commissioner Zinke. Motion carried
by voice vote of 6-0-1 (Collins abstains)
4.

HPC Public Hearing:

A.
520 Ray Street – (Case No. 2017-098). Applicant: Madeline Roth, Owner.
Application for Historic Landmark Designation. Chairman Roy announced that at the request of the
applicant, this case was withdrawn from the agenda.
Motion by Commissioner Hiller, second by Commissioner Salomon to amend the
agenda to remove the application for 520 Ray Street (Case No. 2017-098). Motion passed by
voice vote of 7-0.
5.

Review of Planned Unit Development (PUD)

A.
210 S. Sixth Street (Case No. 2017-075) Applicant: Geneva Public Library.
Architects: Craig Meadows and Patrick Callahan with Studio GC. Application for New Public
Library Facility. Mr. Lambert located the site on the overhead map and briefly reviewed the
commission’s four charges, per its ordinance, as it relates to a planned unit development within the
historic district. Elevations of the proposed library were depicted, along with photographs of
adjacent residences surrounding the site. Interior and landscape plans followed. The proposed
site plan, with encroachments, was also depicted.
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Mr. Patrick Callaghan, architect with Studio GC, briefly recalled the number of meetings and
public comment sessions, along with this commission, that were held on this proposal which
comments were incorporated into the design of the building. The inspiration for the building also
followed. Mr. Callaghan explained the building will look Mid-Century Modern with new material and
will sit six inches lower than the former Sixth Street School. Terra cotta material, a direct
inspiration from the nearby county court house, will be incorporated, using two colors -- brown and
buff – for simplification purposes.
Mr. Craig Meadows came forward and explained there was a need to simplify the colors of
materials due to public comment, resulting in a beige-colored limestone brick (manufacturer: NBK)
that was “textured” in Natural, Wire-cut, or Fine Grove in order to provide a different look from the
sunlight. An architectural terracotta material (manufacturer: NBK; color: M-9-11-0) would also be
incorporated. Samples were distributed. To harken back to the former Geneva Cabinetry
Company, a bone-white aluminized metal panel would be used on the building. The glass
Solarban 60 system would provide a low-e insulating glass to be incorporated into the building.
Mr. Callahan returned to discuss the height of the building on the east elevation (Campbell
Street) recalling there was discussion about the east and north elevations having a slight splay with
the goal to minimize any setback infringements. Details were explained as to steps taken to
reduce height on the various elevations. Turning to the site plan, Mr. Callahan reviewed the
orientation of the building, the overall flow of the site, and the landscaping used specifically to
soften the Campbell Street side. He explained the site was a challenge and the Geneva Library
Board was pushing to squeeze the building onto the site to maintain vehicular access. Other areas
of relief being requested were pointed out by Mr. Callahan.
Commissioner concerns were as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

what was the reason for the setback encroachments (vehicular access traffic);
what was the actual setback – the eave or the building footprint;
the cantilevered floor space on the second floor (meeting rooms);
height, size and placement of the building on the site;
the proposal did not meet the parking requirements, setbacks and height;
parking spaces totaled 79 but the site was 4 spaces short; and
the undulating north sidewalk should be straight, like the neighborhood sidewalks.
Commissioners’ positive points included:

•
•
•
•

the new location of the library’s entrance sign;
the three textured variations of the limestone (Batavia Quarry) material;
the landscaping in the parking lot; and
the developer should continue taking steps to soften the Campbell Street side landscaping,
including the undulating sidewalk.
Chairman Roy opened up the meeting to public comment.

Mr. Colin Campbell, 18 S. Sixth Street, discussed that today’s library is a meeting center for
a community and not just for book rental, which was why the parking was necessary. He
discussed how areas and residences change over time and eventually people adapt to a building.
He did not believe the building would overwhelm the neighborhood; it would increase property
values. He was pleased to see Geneva’s history incorporated into the building.
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Mr. Tom Lichtenheld, 910 James Street, asked the commissioners to consider the
architectural details the developer has created to minimize the visual and psychological impacts of
the building -- the top floor was smaller to lighten the building. Commissioners should not focus on
the setbacks, as they were minimal. He stated the newer townhome development along 7th Street
was built against the sidewalk while the proposal had “plenty of breathing room.”
Ms. Amy Maher, 2026 Wellington Court, an architect by trade, voiced concern about the
large parking area, the smaller play area, and the fact that the proposal was pitched as having a
quality play area, which it did not, for the neighborhood. She asked the commissioners to consider
scaling back the building and have its architecture more in keeping with the Geneva architecture
that the residents love. She asked that commissioners stop the references to the past and build a
quality building that will last. She supported the terracotta material but the glass material was a
large departure from the rest of Geneva and was not in keeping with the historic district. She
asked that the cast stone be of quality material and asked the developer to comment on it.
Ms. Susan Saldoti, 307 S. Seventh Street, commented on the previous use of the
park/playground area and voiced that the same green space was now going away. She asked the
commissioners to re-evaluate the use of this land -- not having a playground would be missed.
Ms. Karen Leoni, 528 Campbell Street, was before this board for her own home and stated
she had to stay within the zoning setbacks and prove a hardship. She questioned the relocation of
the park which reflected a larger site in prior plans. She believed the building’s scale, design, and
proposed setbacks did not honor the neighborhood. Lastly, she pointed out one-quarter of the
parking offered will be from the street and it was not demonstrating the need for the variances.
Ms. Denise Collier, 302 S. Sixth Street, stated she supported a library for the area and it
was important to have an enhanced park with some landscape berms for safety. She discussed
the need for parking but was more concerned about overflow. While she loved the library, she
believed more thought should go into its design.
Returning to more commissioner comments, Mr. Zellmer agreed with a resident’s comment
that people have to get use to things, but he did not believe the residents had to get used to
something out of scale for the area; others concurred. Chairman Roy suggested that some of the
green space in the parking lot be returned to the park. Commissioner Zinke emphasized that the
park should be a priority and the parking spaces be reduced to increase the park size.
To the comments about the park, Mr. Callahan summarized an Intergovernmental
agreement between the library and park district currently existed and discussions were ongoing.
As a former Batavia Park District board president, he disclosed that parks today were very different
from parks of years past. The current park was aged.
Commissioners discussed the proposal as it relates to the following four points:
Character of the Development: Commissioner comments included that the character items
incorporated into the building were necessary to explain why such features were being used;
having 25 public meetings should have provided enough input from the public on the design of the
building; and while the concern was that the building may be modern, it was complementary to the
area and would be designed in such a way for the future children of the community. A couple of
commissioners were not in favor of the busy-ness of the design, however.
Yard Setbacks - Commissioners were in agreement that the required setbacks for the first
floor elevation should be respected; the overhead eaves were not the issue. Since residents were
3
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required to meet setbacks, it was appropriate to require the same of the applicant for this building.
Commissioners appeared to be in agreement that the setback requirements for the parking needed
to be reviewed with spaces tightened up by giving up some greenspace.
Landscape Features – While some commissioners supported the parking lot greenspace
they also saw the need for more parking spaces and retention of the playground. A couple of
commissioners supported straightening the Campbell Street sidewalk.
Building Scale - The building’s size and scale appeared to be a concern and its location on
the site, whereas the former Sixth Street School was as tall but was set further back on the site.
Commissioners discussed that while the building was being used for the public, half of the parking
lot was being used to park library staff. Concern was raised the public would have to park on the
street which currently had parking restrictions and commuters. Also noted was that fact that the
library was being relocated to this site in order for the public to park and to accommodate the
various uses of the library. The chairman believed the Plan Commission would have to review the
number of parking spaces as well as the many uses of the library. A balance between the parking
and building size was necessary.
Ms. Liz Safanda, 1013 Dunstan Road, suggested centering the building on-site, surround it
with landscaping, economize the parking, and create a larger setback on Campbell Street. She
pointed out how the current library had no parking and suggested looking at the St. Charles
Library’s parking lot.
Mr. Colin Campbell, noted that since street parking spaces on Campbell, Sixth, and
Seventh Streets were not being counted towards the proposed parking count, an additional 30 to
40 allowed parking spaces existed on the same block as the library.
Ms. Linda Steele, who resides at 6th and Campbell, stated she has had parking around her
for the past fifty years while living in Geneva, which was part of living in the downtown area.
Parking issues always existed due to Swedish Days, people patronizing restaurants, etc. and she
believed parking was always available within a few blocks for staff and/or residents to walk to the
library. She agreed the park area was important, however.
Mr. Tom Lichtenheld 910 James Street, returned and cautioned the commissioners to not
hold the applicant’s building to the same setback requirements as the residents, seeing that the
building was to serve/benefit the community as a whole and not just one family, like a residence.
Again, Preservation Planner Lambert emphasized it was important at this time that
commissioners express all their concerns. No further comments followed.
6.

Review of Building Permit Applications

A.
113 Fulton Street (Case No. 2017-119; continued from 10/17/2017). Applicant:
Matt and Michelle Demaray, Owners. Application for Façade Renovation including Wood Siding
and Trim Replacement and Reconstruction of Porches. Mr. Lambert recalled this case was the
fourth time up. Location and photographs of the home followed. For the record, Mr. Lambert
corrected that the previously identified Jarvis House should be identified as the Acres-Jarvis
House, as explained to him by the Geneva History Museum staff. A brief history followed
regarding Roswell Acres who appeared to have no known major contributions to the city and did
not live in the home. A brief history also followed on Joseph. R. Jarvis, Sr. and Junior, who again,
had no major contributions to the area. The history of the home appeared to be with the LeBaron-
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Turner family who resided in the home from 1875 to 1956. Sanborn Fire Insurance Map depictions
followed, reflecting the changes to the home over the years.
Mr. Lambert discussed the existing deterioration of the home: peeling paint, siding split due
to moisture infiltration, patching, caulking failure, rotting wood, replaced window heads, removed
hardware, improper flashing, etc. The current owners did, however, take advantage of the tax
assessment freeze program and made interior improvements to the home over the years but did
not make exterior changes except for an addition added in the early 2000’s.
Mr. Lambert shared three sample motions the commission could consider tonight: motion
to approve as presented; approve with stipulations; or a motion to table the matter. He
summarized his understanding of the prior discussions that took place with the commission as well
as those with the Demarays.
Owner, Matt Demaray explained that he submitted two additional bids (per the
commission) -- one for $100,000 (by Pinzano Brothers) for the siding and trim, repair/replacement
work on the south and west facades. The second bid was for $87,000 to $97,000 (by McDowell).
Both contractors recommended to him to not move forward with the repair/replacement project due
to concerns of splicing in new wood with old wood and their variations. Estimates for wood
replacement ranged from 40% to 50%, minimum.
Mr. Demaray offered two options: 1) repair/replace the south and west facades; 2) in lieu
of using composite material on the front façade, he offered a wood for wood replacement, which he
thought was reasonable, fair, and in the spirit of the SOI standards. He believed the commission
was of the understanding that he and his wife were not interested to make a six-figure investment
into a repair/replacement project, citing the $500,000 he previously invested into preserving his
home’s historic interior as well as spending over $100,000 in landscaping. He also found it
disheartening to hear a Preservation Partner representative make a comment that their home was
neglected. Mr. and Mrs. Demaray shared how the home’s paint had deteriorated over time and did
not want to just “slap paint” on the home. Instead, they wanted to do the project correct,
supporting a wood for wood replacement.
Mr. Demaray stated he spoke with his alderman. He referenced a letter he wrote clarifying
the points of his argument. Mrs. Demaray stated the bids that were provided did not include the
repairs to the porch or roof, the shutters or gutters, which would be another $60,000. She also
confirmed for Mr. Lambert that the historic white bracket frieze board and the area above it would
be repaired, only on the front of the home and one-third through the sides of the home.
As voiced by Commissioner Hiller, he believed a fair compromise was to allow Hardiboard
on the east, north and west facades but require restoration of the south façade, seeing that
sometimes a cost existed with such projects. In response, Ms. Demaray pointed out she contacted
the owner of 500 Fulton Street who stated he re-sided his entire home with Hardiboard. Another
home -- 502 S. Fourth Street -- was re-sided and historically plaqued. Ms. Demaray voiced her
frustration about precedent setting, not being able to re-side her home, and inconsistencies. In
response, Commissioner Hiller did not recall those owners residing their entire homes. He further
explained the HPC has had extenuating circumstances but that under the Secretary of Interior
Standards, there was not much choice. He explained the commissioners could vote on this case
and the owners could take their case to the City Council who could override the HPC’s decision.
Further dialog followed.
Mr. Lambert proceeded to explain that the (historic) plaque program was not tied to the
HPC. It fell under the Geneva History Museum. Also, he reported the siding policy was adopted in
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2010 and he was not present at that time. The siding policy was created due to concerns about
siding replacement and historic material being lost. Lastly, Mr. Lambert stated the owners of the
two homes referenced were not present nor was it fair to discuss their projects. Ms. Demaray
asked staff to research the two homes.
Again, the Demarays reiterated their concerns: precedence-setting, fairness to owners,
and two repair experts stating the wood (siding) would look “patchy” due to the different age and
type of wood used. (See McDowell letter, as referenced by the owners.)
Mr. Lambert was asked if he recalled some recently painted/renovated homes in the historic
district wherein he explained permits were not required for painting, however, he recalled there
were a number of renovation/addition projects that included repaired siding. He shared details.
Continuing his points, Mr. Demaray added that after some research, the SOI Standards
were guidelines only, not regulatory. Reading text from some of the standards, as applied to his
home, he believed his proposal met the spirit of the SOI Standards. Ms. Demaray reiterated that
she and her husband were asking to reside the south and west facades of their home with (cedar)
wood siding to match, including the headers.
After clarification of the bids, Commissioner Hamilton questioned the definition of
“unreasonable” and whether the commission believed replacing 50% of the wood was in excess to
make it unreasonable. He cited the Peyton Street home where almost all of the project was
irreparable. Discussion between the commissioners and the petitioner proceeded to follow as it
related to the various bids and the work being proposed under each bid.
Asked for clarification of the SOI Standards, Mr. Lambert explained that the SOI Standards
adopted by the HPC were written broadly but were codified in the city’s historic preservation
ordinance, thereby making them the regulation standards under the city’s ordinance.
It was pointed out by the commissioners that if the HPC’s decision was appealed, the city
council would have to consider the case under the ordinance and understand that the actual
amount of the material that needed to be replaced was still undetermined (the estimated bid
quoted 40% to 50%). Again, Mr. Demaray shared the challenges he had in finding contractors to
estimate the costs involved in replacing wood siding and the unknowns involved in such projects.
Chairman Roy expressed concern on how the project was being bid by the contractor whereas,
other commissioners explained it was not the HPC concern, only that they requested a bid and the
owners obtained it.
Discussion led to 1) what projects the HPC did review where different materials were used
or salvaged and appeared to have worked; 2) the fact that the home was significant and not
contributing and that many of the prior structures that came before the HPC were contributing; and
3) that many of the siding projects that came before the HPC ranged between 20% to 40%
replacement. Again, the difference between the way the SOI Standards were written as compared
to the city’s siding policy, were explained by Lambert.
Ms. Demaray explained that, initially, she did not realize the siding policy was so strict and
suggested that it be written more clearly.
Chairman Roy believed enough examples existed in the district where there was a
reasonable way to repair and replace the wood siding. Ms. Demaray concurred, however, she
explained the owners of those homes were not present to explain how much percentage of their
siding was repaired or replaced.
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Commissioner Salomon pointed out the siding policy was changed in 2010 due to past
indiscretions and the projects for the two referenced homes were prior to 2010 which made them
irrelevant to this case. He emphasized the rules changed and the commission had to follow the
current rules, irregardless of the prior board.
In closing, Ms. Demaray stated they would not agree to: 1) removing lead paint;
2) precedence setting; 3) aesthetics of the final project; and 4) cost.
Ms. Liz Safanda came forward and recalled she took pictures of the 500 Fulton Street home
and recalled the owners were allowed to construct an addition on the side of their home that faced
Fulton Street. She also recalled the new siding only was on the addition. (Ms. Demaray stated her
text from the owner reflected that he resided the entire home, including the trim, and he
encouraged her to fight for what she wanted.)
Commissioner Collins moved to approve the request to replace the wood, in-kind, on
the south and west facades of the 113 Fulton home. Second by Commissioner Zellmer.
Roll call:
Aye:
Nay:

Collins
Hamilton, Hiller (citing SOI Standards 3, 4, 5, 6); Salomon,
Zellmer, Zinke, Roy
MOTION FAILED. VOTE: 1-6

Commissioner Zellmer moved to approve the project at 113 Fulton Street with repair
of the existing wood and replacement of the deteriorated wood siding and trim on the south
and west facades. Second by Commissioner Zinke. Roll call:
Aye:
Nay:

Hamilton, Hiller Salomon, Zellmer, Zinke, Roy
Collins

MOTION FAILED. VOTE: 6-1

(For the record, Ms. Demaray stated she and her husband did not request the second motion to be
made and would be appealing the first motion.)
7.

Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates) - None

8.

New Business

A.
From the Commission: Zinke reported the tarp on the Mill Race building was in
terrible condition and failing. Mr. Lambert reported the requirement was to keep the building in
weather-tight conditions. He would pass on the information to Code Enforcement.
B.
From the Public: Liz Safanda expressed concern about the development of the old
Jones home on Campbell Street where five townhomes were been developed. She felt she may
have made a mistake and suggested that in the future a 3-D model be requested. She also asked
why the public hearing case was removed from tonight’s agenda, commenting it was unfortunate
since a homeowner on Batavia Avenue was present to see how the process worked.
9.

Adjournment

There being no further business to come before the Historic Preservation Commission, the
meeting was adjourned at 10:10 p.m. on motion by Commissioner Salomon, second by
Commissioner Zellmer. Motion carried unanimously by voice vote of 7-0.
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Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
January 16, 2018

Applicant:
Brian Hogan – Hogan Design +
Construction, Developer /
Contractor
Sean Gallagher – Gallagher
Associates, Architect

Request:
Concept Review for a New
Single-Family Residence

HPC Case Number:
2017-127

Staff Liaison:
Michael Lambert
Preservation Planner
630/938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

AGENDA ITEM 4A

402 South River Lane
Proposed Single-Family Residence

BACKGROUND
In 1837, the subject property was platted as Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block 89 in
the Original Town of Geneva. Between 1914 and 1926, Frank W. Renwick
assembled the lots of
Blocks 72 and 89 as well
as land along the west
bank of the Fox River.
Frank W. Renwick
platted the Riverside
Addition to Geneva in
1926.
Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block
89 remained vacant for
more than 120 years—
until 1958, when a
building permit was
issued for a new, Cape Cod home. Construction of the new home was
completed in 1959 or 1960. The home was first occupied by the Blatner
family in 1961. The property was transferred to descendants of the
original owner in 1988.
In November 2017, a request for demolition of the Cape Cod home was
made to the Geneva Historic Preservation Commission; the request for
demolition was granted at that time.
REQUEST
The Applicant is seeking approval for
the construction of a new, single-family
residence on Lot 1 of Block 89. The
proposed, new residence incorporates
traditional architectural details and
modern materials for siding, windows,
columns, and roofing.
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CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
January 16, 2018

Applicant:
Brian Hogan – Hogan Design +
Construction, Developer /
Contractor
Sean Gallagher – Gallagher
Associates, Architect

Request:
Concept Review for a New
Single-Family Residence

HPC Case Number:
2017-128

Staff Liaison:
Michael Lambert
Preservation Planner
630/938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

AGENDA ITEM 4B

406 South River Lane
Proposed Single-Family Residence

BACKGROUND
In 1837, the subject property was platted as Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block 89 in
the Original Town of Geneva. Between 1914 and 1926, Frank W. Renwick
assembled the lots of
Blocks 72 and 89 as well
as land along the west
bank of the Fox River.
Frank W. Renwick
platted the Riverside
Addition to Geneva in
1926.
Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block
89 remained vacant for
more than 120 years—
until 1958, when a
building permit was
issued for a new, Cape Cod home. Construction of the new home was
completed in 1959 or 1960. The home was first occupied by the Blatner
family in 1961. The property was transferred to descendants of the
original owner in 1988.
In November 2017, a request for demolition of the Cape Cod home was
made to the Geneva Historic Preservation Commission; the request for
demolition was granted at that time.
REQUEST
The Applicant is seeking approval for
the construction of a new, single-family
residence on Lot 2 of Block 89. The
proposed, new residence incorporates
traditional architectural details and
modern materials for siding, windows,
columns, and roofing.
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CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
January 16, 2018

Applicant:
Brian Hogan – Hogan Design +
Construction, Developer /
Contractor
Sean Gallagher – Gallagher
Associates, Architect

Request:
Concept Review for a New
Single-Family Residence

HPC Case Number:
2017-129

Staff Liaison:
Michael Lambert
Preservation Planner
630/938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

AGENDA ITEM 4C

410 South River Lane
Proposed Single-Family Residence

BACKGROUND
In 1837, the subject property was platted as Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block 89 in
the Original Town of Geneva. Between 1914 and 1926, Frank W. Renwick
assembled the lots of
Blocks 72 and 89 as well
as land along the west
bank of the Fox River.
Frank W. Renwick
platted the Riverside
Addition to Geneva in
1926.
Lots 1, 2 and 3 of Block
89 remained vacant for
more than 120 years—
until 1958, when a
building permit was
issued for a new, Cape Cod home. Construction of the new home was
completed in 1959 or 1960. The home was first occupied by the Blatner
family in 1961. The property was transferred to descendants of the
original owner in 1988.
In November 2017, a request for demolition of the Cape Cod home was
made to the Geneva Historic Preservation Commission; the request for
demolition was granted at that time.
REQUEST
The Applicant is seeking approval for
the construction of a new, single-family
residence on Lot 3 of Block 89. The
proposed, new residence incorporates
traditional architectural details and
modern materials for siding, windows,
columns, and roofing.

