Meeting Agenda

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Mgggllﬁgég&g?%%& WEDNESDAY, February 18, 2026 MEETING
Location: Call to Order

Geneva City Hall

Council Chambers
109 James Street
Geneva, IL 60134

1. Rollcall

2. Approval of Minutes
January 21, 2026

3. Review of Building Permit Applications (Certificate of Appropriateness)

Time: A. 18 Campbell Street CASE 2026-006
7:00 p.m. Applicant: Edward Condon
Application for: Resetting Front Steps

o B. 102 S Second Street CASE 2026-010
Commissioners: Applicant: Kevin O’Neill
Paul Zellmer, Chairman Application for: Security Installation
Jewel Jensen
Lisa McManus C. 226 S River Lane CASE 2026-011
Kevin Phillips Applicant: Timothy and Susan Fallon
Mike Riebe Application for: Window Replacements

George Salomon

4. Concept Reviews
Andrew Tobler P

A. 17 N 6th Street CASE 2026-007
Applicant: Sean Gallagher
Application for: Rehabilitation for Multi-Unit Housing

Staff Liaison: B. 428 Ford Street CASE 2026-008
Emily Stood Applicant: Sean Gallagher

Preservation Planner Application for: Rehabilitation and Addition

630.938.4541

preservation@geneva.il.us C. 410 W State Street CASE 2026-009

Applicant: Rob Costello
Application for: Addition and Remodel

The Geneva Historic Preservation Commission meeting is audio-recorded, and summary minutes are
transcribed by a recording secretary.

ADA Compliance: Any individual with a disability requesting a reasonable accommodation in order to
participate in a public meeting should contact Emily Stood, Preservation Planner, at least 48 hours in
advance of the scheduled meeting. Emily Stood can be reached in person at 22 South First Street, Geneva;
by telephone at (630) 938-4541-0871; or via email at estood @geneva.il.us. Every effort will be made to
allow for meeting participation. Notice of this meeting was posted consistent with the requirements of 5
ILCS 120/1 et seq. (Open Meetings Act).



mailto:preservation@geneva.il.us
mailto:estood@geneva.il.us

Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates)

New Business
A. From the Commission

B. From the Public (When recognized by the Chair, proceed to the podium, state your name for the record, and provide your
public comments. Please understand that this is your time to be heard and the public body’s time to listen. No discussion or
debate will follow.)

Adjournment

Next HPC Meeting: March 17, 2026



Historic Preservation Commission Meeting Minutes
City of Geneva
109 James Street - City Council Chambers
January 21, 2026

Call to Order
Chairman Zellmer called the meeting of the Geneva Historic Preservation Commission to order at
7:00 pm on Wednesday, January 21, 2026.

1. Roll Call
Present: Chairman Zellmer; Commissioners Tobler, Phillips, Riebe, Salomon
Absent: Commissioners McManus, Jensen

Staff Present: ~ Preservation Planner Emily Stood, Assistant Planner Jessie Malkosky
Others Present:

2. Approval of Minutes
Minutes of December 16, 2025
Motion by Commissioner Salomon, seconded by Commissioner Phillips, to approve
the minutes of the December 16, 2025, meeting as presented. Motion passed by roll
call vote, (5-0).

3. Five-Minute Field Guide
Preservation Planner Emily Stood presented a Five-Minute Field Guide on the history of
historic preservation in the United States, tracing its evolution from 19th-century private
initiatives to modern federal policy. Beginning with the Mount Vernon Ladies’ Association
(1853) and the civic purchase of Independence Hall, she highlighted key legislative
milestones including the Antiquities Act (1906), the establishment of the National Park
Service (1916), and the transformative National Historic Preservation Act (1966). The
presentation concluded with contemporary challenges and expansions of the field, such as
addressing climate change impacts on historic structures, revitalizing traditional building
trades, and intentionally broadening preservation to encompass underrepresented cultural
heritage and cultural sites like music birthplaces.

Following the presentation, a question was raised regarding Historic American Building
Survey (HABS) documentation methods. Stood clarified that while historic submissions are
hand-drawn, contemporary work is typically completed using CAD, citing her own
documentation of the Octagon Shelter in Cuyahoga Valley National Park as an example.

4. Review of Building Permit Applications (Certificate of Appropriateness)
4a. 312 N Fifth Street CASE 2026-002

Applicant: Anais Bowring
Application: Roof and Staircase Change (Plan Amendment)

Seeking to amend a previously approved project for the historically complex residence, a
combined worker’s cottage (1845) and Greek Revival house (1855), Anais Bowring requested
approval for two modifications. The proposal involved replacing the existing porch roof with
a standing seam metal system (16-inch wide Slimline panels) and lowering the interior stair by
one step to improve headroom, which would correspondingly reduce the exterior staircase by
one step.



During discussion, Bowring explained the changes were recommended by a new contractor for
longevity and practicality. The Commission's dialogue focused on the detailing of the porch
skirting. While the applicant’s drawings showed the skirting lowered, Commissioners expressed
a preference for maintaining a continuous visual line with the foundation trim of the main
house. Bowring agreed to adjust the design. Regarding the metal roof, Commissioners noted
several existing metal roofs on porches within the district and found the material acceptable for
this low-slope, minimally visible porch roof. The discussion also touched on future plans to re-
roof the main house with metal, with a suggestion to consider metal shingles for a more
historically consistent appearance on the primary roof when that project is submitted.

Moved by Commissioner Phillips, seconded by Commissioner Tobler, to approve the
application for the roof and staircase modifications with the stipulation that the top line of
the porch skirting must align with the existing foundation trim line of the house at 312 N
Fifth Street.

Ayes: Tobler, Phillips, Riebe, Salomon, Zellmer
Nays: None
Motion Passed: 5-0

4b. 501 South Street CASE 2026-003
Applicant: 'T] Bollinger
Application: Garage Roof Replacement

Representing the homeowner, T] Bollinger of KNS General Contracting presented an
application for the complete deconstruction and reconstruction of a historically associated
garage roof, originally used as a stable, located at the rear of the property. The need arose
during a separate reroofing project when the garage structure was found to be unsound and
sagging. The contractor and homeowner chose to pursue a full reconstruction to ensure
structural integrity rather than partial repair.

The proposal stipulated that all exterior architectural features, including the hip roof pitch,
overhangs, and general appearance, would be precisely replicated. The only changes would
be to the structural framing members, which would be upgraded to modern code-sized
lumber, and the roof sheathing, which would be replaced with “2-inch CDX plywood. The
new asphalt shingles would match those installed on the main house. The Commission
confirmed that the work was a true like-for-like replacement with no aesthetic alterations.

Moved by Commissioner Riebe, seconded by Commissioner Salomon, to approve the
application for the garage roof reconstruction at 501 South Street as presented.

Ayes: Tobler, Phillips, Riebe, Salomon, Zellmer
Nays: None
Motion Passed: 5-0

5. Concept Review

5a. 420 South Street CASE 2026-001
Applicant: Steve Kubn
Application: New Construction




Following the approved demolition of a non-contributing 1968 house, property owner Steve
Kuhn, presented a conceptual design for a new single-family home on the cleared lot. The
proposed two-story residence, designed by architect Dan Marshall in an English Arts and
Crafts style, features natural stone accents, a prominent front porch, and a side-load (coach-
style) three-car garage set approximately 100 feet back from the street to minimize its
presence. A detached garage/workshop is also planned for the rear of the deep lot.

The Commission’s review focused on massing, scale, and contextual compatibility.
Commissioners noted the design’s deliberate roofline articulation to break up mass and its
generally appropriate scale compared to neighboring homes, including one tall historic house
and newer constructions on South Street. Significant discussion concerned site

planning: Kuhn confirmed that, at the city engineer's direction, he had eliminated a proposed
second curb cut and would instead use a single driveway that branches to serve both
garages. He also discussed ongoing grading challenges for the rear garage with the Building
Department. The Commission provided favorable feedback, agreeing the design was
contemporary yet contextual, with no false historicism. Kuhn was commended for engaging
in eatly review and plans to return with formal construction documents for a Certificate of
Appropriateness, likely in March.

No action was taken as this was a preliminary concept review only.

6. Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates)

Preservation Planner Emily Stood shared the following updates:

o Administrative Activity: One project has been approved administratively since the start of
the new year.

o 4 E State Property: The City Council has upheld the recent decision regarding this
property. Discussions are now underway regarding potential next steps and paths
forward for the site.

o DPreservation Month Planning: Staff will begin organizing events for Historic Preservation
Month in May. Commissioners were asked to brainstorm and bring programming ideas
to the next meeting.

o Oungoing Programs: The window rehabilitation program and other ongoing initiatives
continue to move forward. Staff look forward to the start of the spring construction
season.

7. New Business
7a. From the Commission: Commissioner Riebe sought clarification on the Commission's
specific purview and evaluation criteria for new construction projects within the historic
district, using the 420 South Street concept as a reference. In response, Preservation Planner
Stood elaborated that while the design guidelines provide the formal framework, the
Commission’s primary focus for new buildings is on broader contextual compatibility rather
than minute architectural details.

Key considerations include the building’s massing and scale in relation to neighboring
contributing properties, appropriate setbacks, roof forms, and the general layout of
structures on the lot (e.g., placement of garages). The goal is to ensure new buildings blend
harmoniously with the historic district’s character without mimicking historic styles, thereby
avoiding false historicism while still respecting the established streetscape.

7b. From the Public: No members of the public were present.



8. Adjournment
Motion to adjourn by Commissioner Salomon, seconded by Commissioner Tobler. Motion carried
unanimously by verbal assent. Meeting adjourned at 8:20 PM.



Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Edward Condon

Request:
Resetting Front Steps

Staff Liagison:

Emily Stood

Preservation Planner
(630)938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

AGENDA ITEM 3A 18 Campbell St
February 18, 2026 Resetting Front Steps
HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND

2026-006 This is not the original site of the home acquired by Augustus & Betsey Conant
on February 8, 1843. Eben Conant, the father of Augustus, originally built the
house. Following his studies at Harvard College, Augustus returned to Geneva
and served as the local Unitarian minister. The house was later connected to a

Applicants / Owners stone cottage to the south and transferred to Eben Conant on July 27, 1858.

Augustus Conant left Geneva in 1858, where he served as a Chaplain in the Civil
War before dying of exposure on the battlefield in 1863.

Later, it was the home of John (1827-1905) and Sarah Hight (d. 1888). John Hight
came to Geneva in 1854 and was a wagonmaker on the east side of the Fox River
until the Civil War. He was also a patternmaker and mechanic at W. H. Howell
before becoming a custodian at the Kane County Courthouse after it was built
in 1891.

The house was later sold to Amanda Hight, the invalid sister of John Hight who
cared for her. Upon her death, the First Street houses (wood and stone) were
transferred to John Hight in 1888.

2016 — from Campbell Street
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Edward and Kate Raftery moved the house to the Campbell Street site in 1928 (lots 11 and 12) as a part of Kate
Raftery's River Lane Beautification Project (1926-1950); a permit was issued in April 1928. Oliver C. and Grace
(Hight) Kenyon sold the house at the southwest corner of First and Campbell (f/k/a Washington) streets to the
Rafterys: house to be moved to "a lot near River Street.”. The full-width, front porch of the house was removed
when relocated. A new house was built on the original site (see 202 S. First).

The property is notable for its association with one or more significant persons, within the context of relocated
buildings in Geneva, and as a part of Kate Raftery's River Lane Beautification Project (which began in 1926). The
property is also notable for its association with architecture—specifically the Greek Revival style—and community
development—specifically the Early Settlement Period of Geneva (1837-1857).

Permits

1987: Remodel

1998: Roof Repair

1999: Roof

2010: Flat Roof; Driveway
2014: Fence

2015: Deck Renovation

2016: Roof

1999 — From Campbell Street
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REQUEST 3A:
Resetting Front Steps

HPC Case #2026-006

The Applicant is proposing to remove and reset the front steps using original bricks, in order to repair the stair’s
base. The porch was repointed in 2025, and the replaced mortar is already failing. The Applicant and
contractor believe that by replacing the sub-base, the lifespan of the stairs will be extended further than
with another round of repointing. The proposed mortar for resetting is a specialty stone veneer mortar with an
acrylic additive.

The bricks of the stairs have the Purington Brick Co. manufacturing stamp. Purington Brick Co. functioned out of
East Galesburg from 1890 until 1974. Their main products were paving bricks until 1948, when asphalt
became more popular for streets. Due to this, the bricks were known to be particularly hard in order to
stand up to frequent use in streets and sidewalks. It is likely that this brick stair was introduced when the
house was moved in 1928.

Existing Conditions Aerial View

STAFF ANALYSIS

The stairs proposed for work are not original to the house, but have likely existed since it was moved to its current
location. The makeup of the stair’s base is unknown, and it is very possible that it is minor or nonexistent. By
reinforcing that base, movement of the bricks is likely to lessen. As mortar is traditionally a sacrificial material, this
removal and resetting proposal would preserve the primary construction elements of the stair. As with typical
repointing projects, mortar selected for use should be softer than the brick to allow for movement of water and
extend the lifespan of the brick. If, in the process of reconstruction, some bricks are in need of replacement, care
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should be taken to select replacements of a similar hardness or color. Due to the historic popularity of Purington
Bricks, salvaged bricks with similar makeups are still available for purchase today.

Review for Conformity to SOI Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the SOI Standards as applied
to the proposed project:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
No change in use is proposed with this proposal.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
The material of the stair would be reused in the same formation.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. No new architectural
details would be added in this proposal.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The stair was likely constructed within the
Period of Significance and relates to the area history as a project included in Kate Raftery’s
River Lane Beautification Project.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. The proposed reconstruction would be like
for like, with bricks in the same orientation. The stair has typical tuckpointing patterns which
can be replicated without additional details.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. The bricks would be reused. Mortar is a sacrificial element and is designed
to be replaced over time.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
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archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. No new additions are proposed
with this permit.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. No new additions are proposed with
this permit.

Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted Design Guidelines
for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Maintain and Preserve Historic Doors and Entries. Functional and decorative features would be repaired
and reset. Existing bricks would remain.
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Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM 3B 102 S Second Street

Security Installation

Staff Liaison:
Emily Stood

Preservation Planner
(630)938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

February 18, 2026 Security Installation
HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND
2026-010 The Unitarian Universalist
Church, located at 102 South
Second Street, was constructed
in 1843 using rubble stone from a
Applicants / Owners nearby quarry northeast of the
s bridge, later covered with
Kevin O’Neill
cement plaster. A bell was added
in 1846, although the date of the
belfry's  installation  remains
unclear. A clapboard vestibule
Request: was added around 1880-1892,

while the front doors were
reportedly installed in 1855, 2016 - From Second Strret

although no documentation confirms this date. The vestibule was further
modified in 1874, at which time the original front doors were relocated. These
doors remain a character-defining feature of the building, though years of repair
have led to the original stained finish being painted over to conceal extensive
repairs and caulking.

In 1955, ground was broken for an addition designed by architects Jacques C.
Brownson and Bruno P. Conterato, with local contractor John B. Christensen
overseeing the project, valued at $13,900 (HABS). This modern, minimalist one-
story wing, made of concrete block, was dedicated in 1956 and wrapped around
the historic west elevation of the original structure, incorporating an office,
kitchen, restroom, utility room, and a small meeting space.

In 1989, the addition was further enlarged and connected to the Pioneer House,
the former parsonage at 112 South Second Street, resulting in alterations to the
south end of Brownson's original design. The church building underwent
extensive restoration and renovation, with the sanctuary interior and windows
updated in 1996 and the original exterior restored in 2004. A plaque from the
Geneva History Museum was added in 1999 to commemorate its historical
significance.

In 2024, the UUSG was awarded a grant from the Department of Homeland
Security (DHS) to enhance the physical security of the facility. This grant is part
of the Nonprofit Security Grant Program (NSGP) to help nonprofits to protect
themselves from extremist attacks. This proposal is the next phase in that plan.
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Permits
2004: Restoration, Windows, Bell Tower

2005: Renovation

2007: Roof Replacement
2013: Doors

2019: Roof Replacement
2020: Stoop

2024: Window Replacement

2025: Patio, Lighting, Windows

1 E—

1999 — From Second Street
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REQUEST 3B:
Security Installation

HPC Case #2026-010

The Applicant is proposing installation of a set of security hardware elements, specifically cameras and exterior
door access control devices, with the goal of providing additional security for the church campus. The goal of this
phase of the NSGP involvement is to create a safer, more secure environment around the church campus. It
follows earlier phases involving updating doors, windows, and outdoor lighting for security purposes, and has
undergone Section 106 review as it involves a federal grant.

The attachments to the 1843 Sanctuary would include cameras on the soffit and vestibule trim, with cabling routed
through the attic and a closet. This would not affect the existing stucco, which is a characteristic material of the
structure. On the 1885 Pioneer House, cameras would be installed on the porch soffit and some trim, which would
not be visible. Most cabling would be routed from the interior. Additionally, a door access reader would be
mounted on the door frame, with the existing door hardware to remain. On the additions, three cameras with
cabling behind, two door access readers, and one intercom would be installed. The 1989 addition is non-
contributing.

Exterior Camera & Door Access Plan
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Proposal

STAFF ANALYSIS

The goal of the Applicant, as in previous work done under this grant, has been to alter the historic portions of
the church campus as little as possible. Concerns with this hardware installation would be twofold: the effect
of the hardware on the character of the buildings, and the effect of the attachment on the structure of the
buildings. Many of the installations are in similar locations to the lights which have been previously installed, which
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would lower the impact on the character by clustering the modern elements together. Installation would avoid
drilling into the stucco and masonry units, avoiding additional structural issues that could be caused by breaking
that surface. Installation on masonry is required to be done in the mortar rather than the masonry unit by the
Section 106 review. Existing hardware on the historic doors would remain, preserving that design detail.

Review for Conformity to SOI Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the SOI Standards as applied
to the proposed project:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
No change in use is proposed with this proposal.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
No historic materials are proposed to be removed. Character-defining features would remain.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. No new architectural
details would be added in this proposal. The security features would be differentiable from the
historic fabric.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The 1956 addition falls within the Period of
Significance. No historic materials are proposed to be removed.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. No historic materials are proposed to be
removed. Installation would be designed to interfere as little as possible with historic building
materials.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. No historic materials are proposed to be removed or replaced.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.
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8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. No new additions are proposed
with this permit.

10

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. No new additions are proposed with
this permit.

Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted Design Guidelines
for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Integrate Mechanical Equipment Without Adversely Affecting the Character of the Historic Building. The
security system was designed with a sensitivity to the historic character of the property. When possible,
fixtures and electrical conduits would be concealed or cause the least impact on material.

2026 — Existing hardware on rear



Page 6 of 50

Historic Maps + Images



Page 7 of 50 Historic Maps + Images

1885 1891

Frame Construction

1897 1905

Stone Construction

x Shingle Roof
@ Composition Roof



Page 8 of 50

1912

COMMUNITY [I1BERAL CHURCH
SRR - SR

| HERTIFURN
T LIRS ELEL N

A

b i

e ® i

4

Historic Maps + Images

1930

1923

IST YNITARIIN CHURCH
( COATATINI T LIBERAL CHURCH]

1945

Frame Construction

Stone Construction

x Shingle Roof
@ Composition Roof



Historic Maps + Images

Page 9 of 50

=

:

i

1936 HABS
Photographs







Page 11 of 50 Site



Page 12 of 50

Existing Condition



Page 13 of 50 Existing Condition

& Sanctuary
€ office

z
%
¥

==




Page 14 of 50 Existing Condition

|l -l A R 2 -

o=



Page 15 of 50




Page 16 of 50 Proposal

Unitarian Universalist Society of Geneva
Security Camera and Door Access Controls
Geneva HPC Application February 3, 2026
Project Overview

Objective & Background

Improve safety and security while supporting long-term stewardship of UUSG’s historic campus.
UUSG was awarded grants in 2023 and 2024 through FEMA's Nonprofit Security Grant
Program (NSGP) to install a limited number of security cameras and exterior door access
control devices (e.g., electronic keycards).

Plan

The proposed plan, prepared by Noventech (IT services) and Systems & Cabling Solutions
(low-voltage installation specialists), identifies nine (8) exterior security cameras and four (4)
exterior door access control devices across the campus. All devices are manufactured by UniFi
and operate using low-voltage Power over Ethernet (PoE) cabling.

All installations are designed to be minimally visible and respectful of historic materials, with no
alterations to primary fagades or significant architectural features. In addition, all devices can be
removed in the future with minimal or no permanent impact to historic fabric.

While multiple camera models are shown on the attached plan and layout, the total number of
exterior cameras campus-wide will not exceed nine (9). Final placements may be adjusted
slightly during installation to avoid historic materials and to further reduce visibility, while
remaining consistent with the locations shown.

Currently, there are no exterior security cameras on any building. One exterior door uses a
manual keypad lock; all other exterior doors rely on traditional physical key locks.

Security Camera Attachments to Buildings

1843 Sanctuary

No devices will be attached to the historic stucco surfaces. Two cameras will be mounted to the
soffit and one to existing vestibule trim. Ethernet PoE cabling will be routed through the
sanctuary attic and an interior vestibule closet. All power will be supplied from existing interior
sources.

1885 Pioneer House

Two cameras will be mounted beneath porch overhangs, and one camera will be mounted on
the south wall. Ethernet PoE cabling will be routed from the cellar through interior walls to the
exterior and concealed using paintable wire mold. An additional camera will be placed on the
south side of the building and will not be visible from the public street.

1956 and 1989 Additions
Three cameras will be installed on the west cinderblock wall. Cabling will penetrate the wall
directly behind each camera and will not be surface-mounted or visible.

10of2
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Unitarian Universalist Society of Geneva
Security Camera and Door Access Controls
Geneva HPC Application February 3, 2026
Project Overview

Door Access Control Attachments to Buildings

1843 Sanctuary
No door access control devices will be attached to the exterior of the Sanctuary.

1885 Pioneer House
One electronic door access reader will be mounted to the exterior door frame. The existing
doorknob and door hardware will remain unchanged.

1956 and 1989 Additions

One electronic door access reader will be mounted to the door frame of the James Street
entrance aluminum door. At the 1989 entrance, one electronic door access reader and one
intercom will be mounted to the door frame.

All cabling will be routed internally. Electronic door strikes will be set in the door jambs and will
not alter the exterior appearance of the doors.

Supporting Documentation to Application (see attached)

e GHPC Building Permit Application Review

* Application for Permit

¢ UUSG Security Camera and Door Access Plan and Layout for GHPC 02.03.2026
¢ Unifi Camera and Door Devices Specification Sheets Combines

20f2
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Unitarian Universalist Society of Geneva (UUSG)
110 S. 2"d Street
Geneva, IL60134

Geneva HPC Application Documentation
for
Security Camera System
Door Access Control System

February 3, 2026
Contacts: Kevin O’Neill 630-532-8751
Jeff Stibal 708-476-2839
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Page 3:

Page 4-5
Page 6:
Page 7:

Page 8 - 9:

Unitarian Universalist Society of Geneva (UUSG)
Security Cameras & Door Access Controls for GHPC Review 02/03/2026

Table of Contents
Property map showing placement of camera and access control devices
1843 Sanctuary: camera placements on vestibule, north and south sides
1885 Pioneer House: camera placements on east porches and south side
1956 & 1989 Additions: camera placements on west side cinderblock wall

Door access control devices all four exterior doors
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Exterior Camera & Door Access Plan
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(Bartok)

MF-7

(Common Room)
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Ubiquiti Unifi EQuipment

® . G6Bullet(5)
o G5 Turret Ultra (1)

G6 Dome (1)
® 66 ProDome (1)

. Al 360 (1)

— G3 Reader Pro{4)

- Intercom Viewer (1)
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UUSG Security Enhancements
Security Cameras

1843 Sanctuary

. G6 Turret Ultra G6 Bullet
Y 3.97x3.7" - @ 6.0”x3.2”
On the trim below On soffit

the overhang
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UUSG Security Enhancements
Security Cameras

1843 Sanctuary

G6 Bullet
6.0”x3.2”
on soffit
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G6 Dome
5.7”x3.8”
on trim

UUSG Security Enhancements
Security Cameras

1885 Pioneer House

Camera will not be
visible from public
street or sidewalk

Al 360
- 5.8”x1.9”
on porch soffit

— G6 Pro Dome

v 5.7 "% 3.8"
on porch soffit

6
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UUSG Security Enhancements

Security Cameras

19566 Addition and 1989 Addition

G6 Bullet [
6.0”x3.2”
Two (2) cameras pointing in
opposite directions on
cinderblock

-

G6 Bullet
- 6 00wy, Y
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Door Access Control Hardware

gl nERRRRRERE

Unifi G3
Reader Pro
6.3’ X 1.6”
1885 Pioneer House :mmu_vu_,\mhﬁ@hmwﬂ.:m 1956 Addition
Main entrance James St entrance
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Door Access Control Hardware

@

9:27 AM

(&)

Front Door

Unifi G3 Reader

Unifi Pro

Intercom 6.3" X 1.6
Viewer
7”7 X5”

1989 Addition
Hetigage Room Entrance

1989 Addition
South Exit by Trash 0m=w
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1/31/26, 11:29 AM UniFi G6 Bullet - Tech Specs

Proposal

UniFi  UISP  Branding
Q Search UniFi products
; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting
Bullet > G6 Bullet
0@  ©6Bullt
UVC-G6-Bullet
In The Box Marketing Images Accessories Installation Guide
. | i
el ] sty _®
4 e x =
..... 'E'T‘-a/aj.?{%i_f) e
e ’m

~ Qverview

Without mount: &82 x 88.8 mm

(@3.2x35"

Dimensions
With mount: @82 x 153 mm
({@3.2x 6"

IR Night Vision 30 m (98 t)

Face Recognition v

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifi‘cameras-nvrsfuve-g6-bullet ?subcategory=all-cameras-nvrs
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1/31/26, 11:29 AM

License Plate Recognition

Smart Detections (People, Vehicles,

Animals)
Resolution

Field of View
Audio
Weatherproofing

Tamper Resistance

Mounting

~ Performance
Networking Interface

Video

Image Settings

Max. Frame Rate
Resolution
Optics
Sensor
Lens
Night Mode
~ Hardware
Max. Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
Power Method
Processor

Pole Mount Diameter

Proposal

UniFi G6 Bullet - Tech Specs

4K

H:109.9° V: 567°, D: 134.1°
Microphone

IP&6

IKO4

Wall, ceiling, pole mount (Included)
Junction box, angled base (Optional)

10/100 MBE RJ45 port

Coler, brightness, sharpness, contrast, white balance, exposure
control, 2DNR, 3DNR, NR by motion, masking, text overlay, HDR

30 FPS

8MP 3840 x 2160 (16:9)

1/1.8" 8MP
Fixed focal length

Built-in IR LED illumination and IR cut filter

o.9W

37-57v DC

PoE

Quad-core Arm® Cortex®-A53 based chip

1.5-2" (38-50 mm)

https:/techspecs.ui.comuunifiicameras-nvrs/uve-g6-bullet?subcategory=all-cameras-nvrs 23
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1/31/26, 11:29 AM
Weight
Enclosure Material
Mount Material

Button
Ambient Operating Temperature

Ambient Operating Humidity

UniFi G6 Bullet - Tech Specs

Without mount: 587 g (1.2 Ib)
With mount: 737 g (1.6 Ib)

Polycarbonate, aluminum alloy

Wall mount: aluminum alloy, polycarbonate
Pole mount: aluminum alloy

(1) Factory-reset
-20to50° C (-4 t0122° F)

0 to 0% noncondensing

NDAA Compliant v
Certifications CE, FCC,IC
Stay in Touch
Email
f X O @
Terms of Service | Privacy Policy | Legal = Cookies Settings

© 2026 Ubiquiti, Inc. All rights reserved.,

https:/techspecs.ui.comuunifiicameras-nvrs/uve-g6-bullet?subcategory=all-cameras-nvrs

Proposal

3R



Page 30 of 50 Proposal

1/31/26, 11:32 AM UniFi G6 Dome - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding

Q Search UniFi products

; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting

Dome & Turret > Gé Dome

- G6 Dome
' UVC-G6-Dome

In The Box Marketing Images Accessories Installation Guide

.

~ QOverview

Bimsnsions 1447x96.3 mm
(057 x 3.87)

IR Night Vision 30 m (98 ft)

Face Recognition v

License Plate Recognition v

Smart Detections (People, Vehicles, 2

Animals)

Resolution 4K

Networking Interface 10/100 MbE RJ45 port

Field of View H: 109.9°, V: 56.7°, D: 134.1°

Audio Microphone

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unififcameras-nvrsfuvc-g6-dome?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret
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1131726, 11:32 AM UniFi GB Dome - Tech Specs
Weatherproofing IP&6
Tamper Resistance K10

Ceiling, Wall mount (Included)
Mounting Gang Box Mounting Plate, Camera Dual Mount, Flush Mount,
Weather Shield (Optional)

~ Performance

Networking Interface 10/100 MbE RJ45 port
Video
lmags St Coler, brightness, sharpness, contrast, whit'e balance, exposure
control, 2DNR, 3DNR, NR by motion, masking, text overlay, HDR
Max. Frame Rate 30FPS
Resolution 8MP 3840 x 2160 {16:9)
Optics
Sensor 1/1.8" 8MP
Lens Fixed focal length
Night Mode Built-in IR LED illumination and IR cut filter

~ Hardware

Max. Power Consumption 9.25W

Supported Voltage Range 3757V DC

Power Method PoE

Processor Quad-core Arm® Cortex®-A53 based chip
Weight 820g(181b)

Enclosure Material Aluminum alloy

Mount Material Polycarbonate

Button (1) Factory-reset

Ambient Operating Temperature -20to 50° C (-4 t0122° F)
Ambient Operating Humidity 0 to 90% noncondensing
NDAA Compliant v

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifiifcameras-nvrs/uve-g6-dome? subcategory=cameras-dome-turret 23
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1/31/26, 11:31 AM UniFi G6 Pro Dome - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding

Q Search UniFi products

; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations

Dome & Turret > Gé& Pro Dome

G6 Pro Dome
' UVC-G6-Pro-Dome

In The Box Marketing Images Accessories

~ QOverview

Dimensions @163.8 x 108.8 mm
{6.45 x 4.28")
IR Night Vision 40 m {131 ft)
Zoom Mode 2.36x Optical
Face Recognition v
License Plate Recognition v
Smart Detections (People, Vehicles,
: v
Animals)
Resolution 4K
Field of View Wide: H: 113.8°, V; 61.9°, D: 134

Tele: H: 45.5°, V: 25.8°, D: 52°

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unififcameras-nvrsfuve-g6-pro-dome?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret

Proposal

Advanced Hosting

Installation Guide

*_”'_"ﬁa.gh ”
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1/31/26, 11:31 AM

Audio
Weatherproofing

Tamper Resistance

Mounting

~ Performance
Networking Interface

Video
Image Settings

Max. Frame Rate
Resolution
Optics
Sensor
Lens
Night Mode
~ Hardware
Max. Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
Power Method
Processor
Weight
Enclosure Material
Mount Material
Expansion Slot
Button

Ambient Operating Temperature

Proposal

UniFi G6 Pro Dome - Tech Specs

Microphone
IP&6
K10

Ceiling, Wall mount (Included)
Gang Box Mounting Plate, Camera Dual Mount, Flush Mount,
Weather Shield (Optional)

GbE RJ45 port

Coler, brightness, sharpness, contrast, white balance, exposure
control, 2DNR, 3DNR, NR by motion, masking, text overlay, HDR

30 FPS

8MP 3840 x 2160 (16:9)

1/1.2" 8MP
F 5.9-13.8 mm; §/1.5-§/2.9

Built-in adaptive IR LED illumination and IR cut filter

15W

425—57v DC

PoE+

Quad core Arm® Cortex®-A53 based chip
12kg (2.61b)

Aluminum alloy, polycarbonate

Stainless steel

MicroSD card

(1) Factory-reset

-20to 50° C (-4 t0122° F)

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifiicameras-nvrs/uve-g6-pro-dome ?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret 23
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1131726, 11:31 AM UniFi G6 Pro Dome - Tech Specs
Ambient Operating Humidity 0 to 90% noncondensing
NDAA Compliant v
Certifications CE,FCC.IC

Stay in Touch

Email

f X @8 06

Terms of Service | Privacy Policy | Legal | Cookies Settings

© 2026 Ubiquiti, Inc. All rights reserved.

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifiicameras-nvrs/uve-g6-pro-dome ?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret

Proposal

3R



Page 35 of 50

1/31/26, 11:36 AM

Proposal

UniFi G5 Turret Ultra - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding

Q Search UniFi products

; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting

Dome & Turret > G5 Turret Ulira

For
9

~ Overview

G5 Turret Ultra
UVC-G5-Turret-Ultra

In The Box Marketing Images Accessories Installation Guide

o 290 x 71.2 mm
(@35x2.8"%

IR Night Vision 30 m (98 ft)

Smart Detections (People, Vehicles, v

Animals)

Resolution 2K

Field of View H: 102.4°, V: 54.9°, D: 120.6°

Audio Microphone

Weatherproofing IP&6

Tamper Resistance IKO4

Mounting Wall, ceiling mount (Included)

Junction box, arm mount (Optional)

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unififcameras-nvrsfuve-gs-turret-ultra? subcate gory=cameras-dome-turret 113
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1/31/26, 11:36 AM

~ Performance
Networking Interface

Video

Image Settings

Max. Frame Rate
Resolution
Optics
Sensor
Lens
Night Mode
~ Hardware
Max, Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
Power Method
Processor
Weight
Enclosure Material
Mount Material
Button
Cable
Cable Connector Type
Cable Diameter
Cable Length
Jacket Material
Jacket Enclosure Dimensions

Jacket Enclosure Material

Proposal

UniFi G5 Turret Ultra - Tech Specs

10/100 MBE RJ45 port

Coler, brightness, sharpness, contrast, white balance, exposure
control, 2DNR, 3DNR, NR by motion, masking, text overlay

30 FPS

4MP 2688 x 1512 (16:9)

1/2.4" CMOS
Fixed focal length

Built-in IR LED illumination and IR cut filter

4w

3757V DC

PoE

Dual-core Arm® Cortex®-A7 based chip
330 g (M.6 02)

Aluminum alloy, UV-stabilized polycarbonate
Polycarbonate

(1) Factory-reset

RJ45

5 mm (0.2")

30 cm (11t)

Polycarbonate

@20 x 70.6 mm (0.8 x 2.8%)

Thermoplastic elastomer, polycarbonate, silicone rubber

https./techspecs.ui.com/unifiicameras-nvrs/uve-gs-turret-ultra?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret 23
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1/31/26, 11:36 AM UniFi G5 Turret Ultra - Tech Specs
Ambient Operating Temperature -30to50° C(-22t0122° F)
Ambient Operating Humidity 0 to 90% noncondensing
NDAA Compliant v
Certifications CE.FCC,IC

Stay in Touch

Email

f X @8 @8

Terms of Service | Privacy Policy | Legal | Cookies Settings

© 2026 Ubiquiti, Inc. All rights reserved.

https./techspecs.ui.com/uunifiifcameras-nvrs/uve-gs-turret-ultra?subcategory=cameras-dome-turret

Proposal

3R
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1/31/26, 11:34 AM UniFi Al 360 - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding

Q Search UniFi products

; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting

Dome & Turret > Al 360
“ Al 360
UVC-AI-360
In The Box Marketing Images Accessories Installation Guide

~ QOverview

Dimensions @147 %49 mm
{(25.8 x 1.9")
IR Night Vision 2 m (30 ft)
Smart Detections {People, Vehicles, v
Animals)
Resolution 2K
Field of View 360°
Audio Two-way audic
Weatherproofing IPX4 (While Covered)
Tamper Resistance IKO8

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unififcameras-nvrs/uvc-ai-3607subcate gory=cameras-dome-turret
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1/31/26, 11:34 AM UniFi Al 360 - Tech Specs

Surface mount {Included)

M :
GRmg Junction box (Optional)

» Performance

Networking Interface GbE RJ45 port
Video
imege Seffings Color, brightness, sharpness-. contrast, white balance, exposure
control, 2DNR, 3DNR, masking, text overlay
Max, Frame Rate 30 FPS
Resolution 4MP 1920 x 1920 (1:1)
Optics
Sensor 5MP CMOS
Lens Fisheye lens
Night Mode Built-in IR LED illumination and IR cut filter

~ Hardware

Max. Power Consumption 8.64W

Supported Voltage Range 3757V DC

Power Method PoE

Processor Quad-core Arm® Cortex®-AS53 based chip
VRIgn: m::?:t?c?;n:cg::sgrs:g g (1.5 Ib)
Enclosure Material Aluminum alloy, polycarbonate, hard-coated dome
Mount Material Polycarbonate, stainless steel

Button (1) Factory-reset

Ambient Operating Temperature -20t0 40° C (-4 10 104° F)

Ambient Operating Humidity 0 to 90% noncondensing

NDAA Compliant v

Certifications CE,FCC.IC

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifiifcameras-nvrs/uve-ai-3607 subcategory=cameras-dome-turret 23
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1/31/26, 11:38 AM

UniFi G3 Reader Pro - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding
Q Search UniFi products
; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations
Readers > G3 Reader Pro
I G3 Reader Pro
UA-G3-Pro
In The Box Marketing Images Accessories

~ Overview

Dimensions

Integrated Camera

NFC Card & Keyfob Access

PIN Access

Apple/Google Wallet

Mocbile Unlack

Face Unlock

Two-Way Intercom & Doorhell Access

NDAA Compliant

160 x 40.4 x 40.55 mm
(6.3x159 x1.6")

v

v

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifi/door-access/ua-g3-pro?subcategory=all-door-access

Proposal

Advanced Hosting

Installation Guide

1/4
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1/31/26, 11:38 AM

UL 294 Level

Weatherproofing
~ Mechanical
Weight

Enclosure Material

Mount Material

Mounting

~ Hardware
Indoor and Outdoor Use

Networking Interface

Connectivity

Power Method

Max. Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
ESD/EMP Protection
Video

Max. Frame Rate

Resolution
Optics

Resolution

Field of View
Sensors

Display

UniFi G3 Reader Pro - Tech Specs

Destructive attack: Level |
Line security: Level |
Endurance; Level |
Standby power: Level |

IP55

136 g (4.8 0z)
Polycarbonate, glass
Aluminum alloy

Wall, gang-box mount (Included)
Angle mount, junction box (Optional)

Yes
(1) GbE RJ45 port

BLE 4.2
NFC

PoE
UL 294 Power-limited Class 2 PSU
UL 60950-1/62368-1 LPS/PS2 PSU

oW
48V DC

Air: £15kV, contact; +8kV

30 FPS

2MP 1200 x 1600 (3:4)

12 MP (3072 x 4096)
H: 98.6° V: 125.7°, D: 157.8°

Proximity sensor

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifi/door-access/ua-g3-pro?subcategory=all-door-access

Proposal

2/4
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1/31/26, 11:38 AM

Proposal

UniFi G3 Reader Pro - Tech Specs

Size 120 mm (4.7") diagonal
Screen Technology Capacitive touch
Luminance 480 nits (Typical)
Screen Orientation Portrait
Resolution 1280 x 286 px
Microphone v
Speaker Ve
LEDs R/G/B/W/Amber Learn More
Button (1) Factory-reset

NFC Freguency

13.56 MHz

NFC Read Range < 30 mm (1.18")

ISO/IEC 14443A / 14443B /15693 / 18092 (Ecma 340)
MIFARE Classic / MIFARE DESFIRE

Sony FeliCa™ (ID only)

NFC Forum tags T1T, T2T, T3T, T4T and T5T

ECP2.0

NFC Technology

Cat 5e cabling is the minimum performance category recommended.
The performance category utilized should match the transmission
speed required at the installation site.

The minimal conductor gauge permitted to connect between the
PSE or power injector and the PD shall be 26 AWG (0.13 mm? ) for
patch cords; 24 AWG {0.21 mm? ) for horizontal or riser cable.

PoE Cabling Requirements

Compliance with |IEEE 802.3 specifications was not verified as part
of UL 294,

The equipment is intended to comply with the section of the
National Electrical Code, ANSI/NFPA 70, Article 725,121, Power
Sources for Class 2 and Class 3 Circuits.

UL 294 Statement

CAN/ULC-60839-11-1 Grade Grade assignment: |

Certifications CE, FCC, IC, SRRC, UL 294, CAN/ULC-60839-11-1

Document number, and issue date and/or

.. UA-G3-Pro-W/UA-G3-Pro-B, V01
revision level

Device: -30 to 45° C (-22 to 113° F)

Ambi ing T
mblenk Cperating Tempersture Display: -10 to 45° C (14 to 113 F)

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifi/door-access/ua-g3-pro?subcategory=all-door-access 3/4
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1/31/26, 11:39 AM UniFi Intercom Viewer - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding

Q Search UniFi products

; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting

Intercoms > Intercom Viewer

I Intercom Viewer
UA-Intercom-Viewer

In The Box Marketing Images Accessories Installation Guide

.y -
~ Overview
Dimensions 135 x 185 x 32 mm
(53x73x13")
Mobile Unlock J
NDAA Compliant F
Destructive attack: Level |
UL 294 Level Line security: Level |

Endurance: Level |
Standby power: Level |

~ Mechanical
Weight 168 g (5.9 0z)

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unifi/door-access/ua-intercom-viewer?subcategory=door-access-intercoms 113
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1/31/26, 11:39 AM

Enclosure Material

Mount Material

Mounting

~ Hardware
Indoor and Outdoor Use
Networking Interface

Connectivity

Power Method

Max, Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
Display

Size

Luminance

Screen Crientation

Resolution
Microphone
Speaker

Buttons

PoE Cabling Requirements

UL 294 Statement

UniFi Intercom Viewer - Tech Specs

Glass, polycarbonate
Aluminum alloy

Wall {Included)
Gang box mount (Optional)

Indoor only
(1) 10/100 Mbps RJ45 port
Ethernet

PoE
UL 294 Power-limited Class 2 PSU
UL 60950-1/62368-1 LPS/PS2 PSU

5W

44—57V DC

127 mm (5") diagonal
300 nits (Typical)
Portrait

1280 x 720 px

v

v

(1) Factory-reset

Proposal

Cat 5e cabling is the minimum performance category recommended.
The performance category utilized should match the transmission

speed required at the installation site,

The minimal conductor gauge permitted to connect between the
PSE or power injector and the PD shall be 26 AWG (0.13 mm? ) for
patch cords; 24 AWG {0.21 mm? ) for horizontal or riser cable.

Compliance with [EEE 802.3 specifications was not verified as part

of UL 294

The equipment is intended to comply with the section of the
National Electrical Code, ANSI/NFPA 70, Article 725.121, Power

Sources for Class 2 and Class 3 Circuits.

https:/techspecs.ui.comuunifi/door-access/ua-intercom-viewer?subcategory=door-access-intercoms

28
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1/31/26, 11:39 AM

CAN/ULC-60839-11-1 Grade
Certifications

Document number, and issue date and/or
revision level

Ambient Operating Temperature

Ambient Operating Humidity
~ Software

Management Application

Software Information

Stay in Touch

Email

Terms of Service

UniFi Intercom Viewer - Tech Specs

Grade assignment; |

CE, FCC, IC, UL 294, CAN/ULC-60839-11-1

UA-Intercom-Viewer, VO1

Oto40°C
(32 to 104° F)

5 to 95% noncondensing

Access

Proposal

The software version can be checked at https://unifi,ui.com

f X @ @6

Privacy Policy | Legal | Cookies Settings

© 2026 Ubiquiti, Inc. All rights reserved.,

https:/techspecs.ui.com/uunifi/door-access/ua-intercom-viewer?subcategory=door-access-intercoms
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1/31/26, 11:40 AM

Proposal

UniFi Entry Sensor - Tech Specs

UniFi  UISP  Branding
Q Search UniFi products
; Switching WiFi Camera Security Door Access Integrations Advanced Hosting
SuperLink Sensors > Entry Sensor
Entry Sensor
USL-Entry
In The Box Marketing Images Installation Guide
e R . u =5 ped
' ‘ ‘ | ,..J,‘, - P
~ Overview
Device: 75.5 x 23.5x 22.5 mm
Dimensions (3 x0.93 x 0.89")
Magnet: 39 x15.1 x12.9 mm
{1.5x 0.6 x0.5")
Mounting Adhesive and screw mount

UniFi Application Suite
~ Performance
Connectivity
Operating Frequency

us

https:/techspecs.ui.com/unififcameras-nvrs/usl-entry

Protect

SuperLink (Proprietary)

915.6-927.6 MHz
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1/31/26, 11:40 AM

EU
Antenna Gain
SuperLink
Max. TX Power
SuperLink
Max, Range
SuperLink
Sensor Features
Reed Switch
~ Hardware
Max. Power Consumption
Supported Voltage Range
Power Method

Battery Life

Weight

Enclosure Material

Mount Material

Buttons

LEDs

Ambient Operating Temperature
Ambient Operating Humidity
Certifications

NDAA Compliant

~ Software

https./techspecs.ui.com/unifiicameras-nvrs/usl-entry

UniFi Entry Sensor - Tech Specs

84651-869.5 MHz

O dBi

14 dBm

2 km (1.2 mi)

277mW

3v

Lithium battery CR123A
Up to 6 years

Device: 41 g (1.4 0z)
Magnet: 22 g (0.8 oz)

Polycarbonate
Polycarbonate

(1) Factory-reset
(1) Function button
(1) Tamper switch

{1) Status: R/B/W
(1) Signal: B/R

Oto 40° C(32t0104° F)
10 to 0% noncondensing
FCC.IC,CE

v

Proposal

28
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llinois beos Matiorsl Mhescurrs Wy = Seriesfusiel, Sinos 6370017
Department of www._dnr.illinois.gov

Matural
M Resources

Kanc Caoumy
Ceeneva

security lmprovemenis, Lnitarian Universalist Socicty
102 5, Ind 5S¢, TH0 5, Ind St.,

FEMA-NSGP 20231 A-00013 (48149),
SHPO Log #024011724

February 17, 2024

Dan Iiseppe

1.5, Department of Homeland Security
FEMA Region &

536 5. Clark Si., 6ih Floor

Chicago, 11 6l6G05-1521

Thank you for your submission of the proposed secarity iImprovements o the Unitarian Universalist Socbety
ai 102 5. 2od S smd 110 5. 2oad 50 in Geneva, which we received on 270724 (SHPMY Logld 02400 1724). Doe o
funding from the Federal Emergency Management Apency, our comments are required by Section TG of the
Mational Historic Prescrvation Act of 1946, as amended, 54 U.5.C, § 306108, and its implementing
regulations (36 CFR Part $00) {Act).

The sulject property is contribuling resource within the Central Geneva Historic District, listed an the
National Register of Historic Places (NRIF) on September 10, 1979, with NRHEP District boundary increase
om July 18k, 2007, The SHPLY has also determined that the property is individwally eligible for listing on the
NERHP, under Criterion A and O, with a local level of significance. The period of significance wonld be 1843,
the original date of construction, uaiil 1974, the current 50 vear cul=off for NEHP. The second addition,
constructed in 1989, is considered non-contributing, Additionally, our staff have determined that no historic
archacelogical properties are known to exist within the immediate project arca, However, if any
archacological materials are encountered during construction, this office must be notified. This letter is notd a
clearance for purposes of the Illinas Human Bemains Protection Act (20 TLCS 3440).

In addition to the condition included in your submission {the applicant muost continue to work with the
Genceva Historic Preservation Commission, Ceriified Local Government staff to gain the certificate of
approprialeness necesary for local permitting ). the proposed securily improvements will meet the Secretary
of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and will not sdversely affect the historic property, provided the
Fillowing comdition is met:

= New exterior attachments fo the historic masonry must be through the mortar joints, without
damaging historic masonry units.

Februsry 17, 2024 1
SHFE Log# 240011724
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Per 36 CFR 800, 2(e W30 City of Geneva HPC stall have been copied on these comments. We appreciate vour
enrly and continued coordination with their office. I the project’s scape of work changes from that which
has been submitted to and approved by this office, you muast email those changes to Anna Margaret Barris
(AnnaMargaret, Barrisw Ilinois.gov] for review and comment. Failore to submit project changes for review
and comment may resali in an adverse elfect determination pursuant to the Act.

Simcerely,

]

[naq L. Maser

Carey L. Maver, ALA

D puty State Historic Preservation Cifficer

¢z Michael A. Lambert, Citv of Geneva

Febrmary 17, 224 2
SHPR Logs 024E001724



Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Timothy and Susan Fallon

Request:
Window Replacements

Staff Liagison:

Emily Stood

Preservation Planner
(630)938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

February 18, 2026 AGENDA ITEM 3C .226 South River Lane
Window Replacements
HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND
2026-011 The existing property was constructed in 1957. Before then, a stable existed on
the site from at least 1891 to 1905. Sometime between then and 1912, the
stable was demolished and the lot became empty. It was likely empty until the
construction of the existing house in 1957.
Applicants / Owners

In 1958, the primary residents of the home were listed as Louis R Beale, his wife
Susanne, and his son David. Beale worked at the Commonwealth Edison Co. and
was a veteran of both World War Il and the Korean Conflict, according to his
obituary. David Beale served in the US Air Force. The Beale family remained in
the home through Louis’ death in 1981.

2016 —rom River Lane

Permits
2012: Fence

2019: Driveway and Sidewalk

2025: Fence; Roof; Driveway
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Agenda Item 3C
Page 2 of 35 Permit Review

REQUEST 3C:
Window Replacements

HPC Case #2026-011

The Applicant is proposing to remove and replace the property’s windows with Marvin Elevate line replacements,
which would have like dimensions, styles, and functions but be a change in material. The majority of the existing
windows are likely original to the house, as they are wood with aluminum channel balances, a common style at
the period of construction. The windows have had triple track aluminum frames applied on the exterior rather
than the original removable storms and screens, which are believed to have been installed by the previous owners.

The window replacement process was begun before the permit application, so windows 3 and 4 on the Franklin
side have already been replaced. Upon notification of a need for a permit, a Stop Work Order was issued and
Applicants provided information from their research process, along with additional information according to the
Window Policy. The Applicants’ work plan would occur in phases due to the number of windows they’re proposing
to replace. At this point, this proposal is for the other two windows, labeled 1 and 2, on the second story of the
Franklin side. The proposal is to replace those two windows with the same type which were installed on the first
story. Information on the replacement which has already occurred has also been provided.

_Ijt.l:l TN

N -

2016 — from Franklin
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Type of
Window
& Window
Details Windows 1 + 2 (Proposed for Replacement)
Historic Window
Material Wood Exterior and Interior, Aluminum Channel Balance
Function Double Hung
Lites 6/6
Overall
Dimensions 72" x 46"
Single Window
Dimensions 35” x 46"

Specialty Glass | N/A

Original
Hardware Brass Sash Lock and Handles
Age Dates to 1957 — 69 Years Old

In-Kind Replacement — Marvin Ultimate Wood

Material Wood
Function Double Hung
Lites 6/6, SDL
Overall

} ) 72" x 47 19/32”
Dimensions
Single Window

) ) 35 %" x 46”
Dimensions

Specialty Glass | N/A

Hardware White Sash Lock and Handles

Alternate Material Replacement — Marvin Elevate (PREFERRED)

Material Wood Interior, Fiberglass Exterior
Function Double Hung

Lites 6/6, SDL

Overall

Dimensions 72" x 46 %"

Single Window

Dimensions 36” x 46"

Specialty Glass | Low E-2 with Argon

Hardware White Sash Lock and Handles

Current and Proposed Window Specifications
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Type of
Window
& Window
Details Windows 3 + 4 (Have Been Replaced)
Historic Window
Material Wood Exterior and Interior, Aluminum Channel Balance
Function Double Hung
Lites 6/6
Overall
Dimensions 40 %" x 55"

Specialty Glass | N/A

Original
Hardware Brass Sash Lock and Handles
Age Dates to 1957 — 69 Years Old

In-Kind Replacement — Marvin Ultimate Wood

Material Wood
Function Double Hung
Lites 6/6, SDL
Overall

. . 40 %" x 55"
Dimensions

Specialty Glass | N/A

Hardware White Sash Lock and Handles

Alternate Material Replacement — Marvin Elevate (PREFERRED)

Material Wood Interior, Fiberglass Exterior
Function Double Hung

Lites 6/6, SDL

Overall

Dimensions 40 %" x 55"

Specialty Glass | Low E-2 with Argon

Hardware White Sash Lock and Handles

Additional Alternate Material Replacement — Andersen 400

Material Wood Interior, Fibrex Exterior
Function Double Hung

Lites 6/6

Overall

Dimensions 40" x 54”

Specialty Glass | Low E-4 SmartSun

Hardware Not Specified

Cost $8,207.62

Previous and Existing Window Specifications
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Window (by Identification Number)

1+2 3 + 4 —replacement has occurred
Repair $2,310 S2,310
Replacement In-Kind ‘ $3,147.92 | $3,611.12
Marvin Elevate Replacement (PREF) ‘ $2,194.72 | $2,567.83

Price Comparison — Repair vs. In-Kind Replacement vs. Replacement

STAFF ANALYSIS

These post-war windows would never have been traditionally full-wood windows with ropes and balances; rather,
they are an early version of modern mixed materials in windows. The aluminum channel balances in the windows,
typical to the period of construction for the home, are known to degrade over time and have fallen out of popular
use in construction in favor of more modern balance systems. The repair estimate’s description of mechanical
repair does not reflect the use of channel balances, rather mentioning pulleys and weights, but it is accurate to
the level of repair possible. Because of the aging hardware, the Applicant’s repair estimate included changing the
double hung function to a single hung function, reducing the windows’ capacity for climate control inside the
home. Additionally, with the repair, the aluminum storm windows would be scheduled to remain.

The preferred replacement would introduce a new material — fiberglass — into the property, with wood remaining
on the interior of the windows. Fiberglass windows are typically given about a 50-year lifespan. It has a lower rate
of expansion and contraction due to humidity and temperature than wood, which is the primary material of the
windows still existing on the second story. Other than that material change, the size and design of the windows
would be largely the same. Rather than the existing true divided lites (TDLs), simulated divided lites (SDLs) would
be utilized. Currently, this detail of the existing windows is difficult to see because of the aluminum storm windows
on the exterior.

Review for Conformity to SOl Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the SOI Standards as applied
to the proposed project:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
No change in use is proposed with this proposal.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
Windows would be removed. Their replacements would be the same size, style, and function,
but would be a different material.
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3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. No new architectural
details would be added in this proposal. Focus would be on the windows, proposed for
replacement with the same design.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The primary change that has ocurred to
these windows is the application of the aluminum triple tracks on th exterior, which have not
acquired historic significance.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. The proposed replacement would create a
loss in the window materials, including the wood window with aluminum channel balance
which dates to the construction period.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. This proposal is for a replacement of existing materials. The preferred
replacement would match the old in design and color, but would be a change in material.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. No new additions are proposed
with this permit.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. No new additions are proposed with
this permit.
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Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted Design Guidelines
for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Preserve Original and Historic Windows. This proposal would indicate a loss of historic fabric.
Replacements would be the same dimensions, styles, and functions but would have a change in material.
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Historic Home & Window Restoration, Inc. Estimate
215 West Park Ave. Extiva
Aurora, [L 60506-4060 o= cais
KRS ]
(630)235-3838
Hame [ Address resterehistorichomes® gmail. com
 historicrestorationd
— WA Ilimois, conm
126 5. River Ln.
Creneva, 1. S0
(6306217221
Preject

FROJECT: WOOD WINDOW BESTORATION

SCOPE OF WORE: Dismantle windows by ramoving sashes to
ol-sate Grealiny For Full nestoration. Remove all glass anid multiphe
Lyt oof paist and repair amy detesiorated wood. Onsite restoes
frames, prime and paim sash, jamb, and tenior sill, Resglaze glass
opening wilh clesr plass. Window sash will be toobad 10 scoepl ew
perrmanet weather st that will be supply and install = place.
Restore original pulbeys, clean snd re paint, Supply and install new
lescks, BaBes amd sopper plabed sash chain. Deliver wamdoms to be
irestall, aaljuest windows in place for s amooth operation. Owly bottom
sash will open Windows will e primed and pasmed with two coats
of exleriad and anemor lalex paini to match, Intemsor woek will b
dong im secondames to the EFA lesd pani safs practices, board ap
will be provided where needad. Mo work on interior tim, window
only.

Dioutde bung 66 n 1,155.00 T3, 10D

Ay alterations of additions will beeoms an additionsl charge
Total £23,100.00
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Proposal

SUSAN FALLON
MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG

Quote #: PBQKZ25

A Proposal for Window and Door Products prepared for:
Job Site:
60134

Shipping Address:

HINES SUPPLY-SCHAUMBURG DISTRIBUTION
2290 HAMMOND DR

SCHAUMBURG, IL 60173-3826

Featuring products from:

MARVIN

"The Trusted Resource for
Building Your Business"

GABE ALFARO

HINES SUPPLY-SCHAUMBURG
DISTRIBUTION

1050 Corporate Grove Dr
Buffalo Grove, IL 6008%-4550
Phone: {630) 480-8868

Email: gabe.alfaro@hinessupply.com

This report was generated on 2/2/2025 12:21.08
PM using the Marvin Order Management System,
version 0004.19.01 (Current). Price in USD. Unit
availability and price are subject to change. Dealer
terms and conditions may apply.
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) SUSAN FALLON
Praduct availability and pricing subject to change. MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG
Quote Number: PBQKZ25

GLOBAL SPECS

The following product and option choices were designated as part of this project's Global Spec. Global Specs can be
over-ridden on a line item basis. Exceptions to the specification are outlined in Line Item Quotes. Please proof all units
thoroughly to ensure accuracy.

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 2 of 9
For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) SUSAN FALLON
Praduct availability and pricing subject to change. MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG
Quote Number: PBQKZ25

UNIT SUMMARY

The following is a schedule of the windows and doors for this project. For additional unit details, please see Line ltem
Quotes.
Additional charges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply. Detail pricing is per unit.

NUMBER OF LINES: 2 TOTALUNIT QTY: 2 EXT NET PRICE: USD 5,342.64
LINE MARK UNIT PRODUCT LINE ITEM NET PRICE QrTy EXTENDED NET
- EicEl
T Elevate Elevate Assem ply 2,104.72 T 2.104.72
RO 72" X 46 1/2"
Entered as
2 Ultimate Wood Marvin Assembly 3,147.92 1 3,147.92
RO 72" X 47 19/32"
Entered as
) ;

Preferred Option

All-Wood Option

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 3 of 9
For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty



Page 23 of 35

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current}

Preoduct availability and pricing subject to change.

Proposal

SUSAN FALLON
MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG

Quote Number: PBQKZ25

LINE ITEM QUOTES

The following is a schedule of the windows and doors for this project. For additional unit details, please see Line ltem
Quotes. Additional charges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply. Detail pricing is per unit.

Line #1 Mark Unit: Net Price: 2,184.72

Oty: 1 Ext. Net Price: uspb 2,184.72
Stone White Exterior

MARVIN White Interior............ T e b Ry e At L L B

L] ]
[ |

%D
===

As Viewed From The Exterior

Entered As: Size by Units

MO 711/2" X461/4"

FS71" X 48"

RO 72" X 46 1/2"

Egress Information A1, A2

width: 32 3/8"  Height: 18 3/32"

Met Clear Opening: 4.07 SqFt
Performance Information Al, A2
U-Factor: 0.28

Solar Heat Gain Coefficient: 0.28
Visible Light Transmittance: 0.48
Condensation Resistance: 56

CPD Mumber: MAR-N-272-01534-00001
Performance Grade Al, A2

Licensee #783

AAMA/WDIMA/CSA/ 101/ 1.5.2/A440-08
LC-PGA0 1054X1720 mm (41.5X67.75 in}
Water Resistance: 6.06 psf

LC-PGA0 DP +40/-40

FL&525

Preferred

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current}

2W1H - Rectangle Assembly
Assembly Rough Opening
72" KA 1f2"

Unit: AL...
Elevate Double Hung
CN 36 X Basic Frame 46"
Rough Cpening 36 1/2" X 46 1/2"
Top Sash
Stone White Exterior
White Interior
13
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
R S AN R S P e B BRI BT i oy smssmonismsaaons wmssni osmsi v s e vy o s o S b o et B L L
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int
Bottom Sash
Stone White Exterior
White Interior
1G
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
778" SDL - With Spacer Bar - SHVET ...ccee e e e see ctee e cens e s en s ssns st sresnes seenenneoe LBEL 13
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int
White Weather Strip Package
1 White Sash Lock
Exterior Aluminum Screen..
Stone White Surround
Bright View Mesh

...669.86

Elevate Double Hung
CN 36 X Basic Frame 46"
Rough Cpening 36 1/2" X 46 1/2"
Top Sash
Stone White Exterior
wWhite Interior
13
Low E2 wfArgon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - SHVET ... s ses e sess e sesss sesssnss enssaes nnsns srssmnss snseenns e 190 13
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int
Bottom Sash
Stone White Exterior
White Interior
1G
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
855Dl WIhS pacer BarAbilen s o s e e e TS 6HT
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int

Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 4of 9

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current}

Preoduct availability and pricing subject to change.

Proposal

SUSAN FALLON
MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG
Quote Number: PBQKZ25

White Weather Strip Package
1 White Sash Lock
| o=t FoT g V]| 1T it == o S e Y
Stone White Surround
Bright View Mesh
49/16" Jambs
Nailing Fin
***Npte: Divided lite cut alignment may not be accurately represented in the
OMS drawing. Please consult your local representative for exact specifications.
#¥%Npte: Unit Availability and Price is Subject to Change

sisssgesiness DOD

Initials required

Sellerr
Buyer.
Line #2 Mark Unit: Net Price: 3,147.52
Qty: 1 Ext. Net Price: uspb 3,147.92
Primed Pine Exterior e 39,85
MARVIN Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Interior. ... 298.99
2W1H - Rectangle Assembly
Assembly Rough Opening w/ Subsill
] CIET ] X a7 19732
Ultimate Wood Double Hung
| { | Basic Frame 35 1/2" X 48"
Rough Opening w/ Subsill
| Al D 36 1/2" X 47 19/32"
Top Sash
As Viewed From The Exterior Primed Pine Sash Exterior
Entersdis: Size by Units Palrlléed Interior Finish - White - Pine Sash Interior
MO 74 1/8" X 48 21/32" Low E3w/A
F571" X 47 3/32" ow Edufargon.
7 ;o Black Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
OC735/8" X 48 13/32 B .
RO 72" % 47 19/32" 778" SDL - With Spacer Bar - BIACK. ..o oo e et e e e e e s e s e s sesn e scse e e 2000 BO
S Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Egress Information Al, A2 B L pet e b L G i
Width: 31 15/16" Height: 17 19/64" rimed Pine : al_n e n_enor inis ite - Pine Iy
. Ovolo Exterior Glazing Profile
Net Clear Opening: 3.84 SqFt Ovolo Interior Glazing Profil
Performance Information A1, A2 B t:o osn :nor azing Froifle
U-Factor: 0.29 I‘:_O"‘d s_s o e
Solar Heat Gain Coefficient: 0.26 Prl.mtedluze .asF. )'dzrf"if;'h't T m—
Wisible Light Transmittance: 0.45 aITGe nLeriartine TG e INEGTIar
Condensation Resistance: 56 Low E2 w/A
CPD Nummber: MAR-N-68-07486-00001 SR ooerEen.
Black Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
Performance Grade A1, A2 :
. 7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - BIACK. ... e e see e sess e ens e snst ens s nn st srsnmns snseens on 2.0, B9
Licensee #1109

AAMASNWDIMA/CSA/101/1.5.2/A440-11
LC-PG40 1051X2464 mm (41.38X97 in)
Water Resistance: 6.06 psf

LC-PG40 DP +40/-40

FL15162

All-Wood

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current}

Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Primed Pine Ext - Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Int
Ovolo Exterior Glazing Profile
COvolo Interior Glazing Profile
White Sash Lock
wWhite Jamb Hardware .
Aluminum Screen
Stone White Surmround
Bright View Mesh

Ultimate Wood Double Hung
Basic Frame 35 1/2" X 48"
Rough Opening w/ Subsill
361/2" X47 19/32"

e 320,20

Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 5of 9

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current)
Praduct availability and pricing

Proposal

SUSAN FALLON

subject to change. MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG
Quote Number: PBQKZ25

Top Sash
Primed Pine Sash Exterior
Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Sash Interior
IG
Low E2 w/Argon
Black Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar

Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Primed Pine Ext - Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Int
Ovolo Exterior Glazing Profile
Qvolo Interior Glazing Profile
Bottom Sash
Primed Pine Sash Exterior
Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Sash Interior
IG
Low E2 w/Argon
Black Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar

Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Primed Pine Ext - Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Int
Ovalo Exterior Glazing Profile
Ovolo Interior Glazing Profile
White Sash Lock

Aluminum Screen
Stone White Surround
Bright View Mesh
Primed Pine Exterior Mull Cover

49/16" Jambs

Primed Pine BMC

Primed Pine Standard Subsill

No Installation Method

***Note: Non-Certified mull: check with local code officials for project
specific requirements.

***Note: Unit Availability and Price is Subject to Change

7/8" SDL = With SPacer Ba 2 BIATK . cvisiwmssimsinsssen sivnniinsinis vniisnssianinn st b sonsioni fravaiinns

7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - Black.........cccoviiiniiiniii oo s s

White Jamb Hardware ... e s e s

Standard Mull CRArge ....u.viisiiin i s

v 210,69

v 210,69

Initials required

Seller:
Buyer:
All-Wood
Project Subtotal Net Price: USD 5,342.64
8.000% Sales Tax: USD 427.41
Project Total Net Price: USD 5,770.05
OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 6 of 9

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) SUSAN FALLON
Praduct availability and pricing subject to change. MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG

Quote Number: PBQKZ25

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 PM Page 7 of 9
For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current) SUSAN FALLON
Product availability and pricing subject to change. MARVIN ELEVATE TWIN DOUBLE HUNG
Quote Number: PEBOKZ25

PRODUCT AND PERFORMANCE INFORMATION

MFRC Ratings:

NFRC energy ratings may vary depending on the exact configuration of glass thickness used on the unit. NFRC energy
values and ratings may change over time due to ongoing product changes, updated test results or requirements. NFRC
values and ratings are finalized on the date of manufacture.

The National Fenestration Rating Council {NFRC) has developed and operates a uniform rating system for the energy
performance of fenestration products, including windows, doors and skylights. For additional information regarding this

rating system, see www.nfrc.org.

Code (residential, building or energy) Compliance:

Determining the suitability and compliance with state, provincial, local, or other applicable building codes or standards,
including energy codes, is the responsibility of the buyer, user, architect, contractor, installer, and/or other construction
professional.

2021 IECC Climate Zone Map:

Marine {C) Moist (A)
SC—N.}

IECC Climate Zones

y o I YA Yooy Hot Humid
B 24 Hot Humid
3C \ = x = 28 Mot Dry
| W 34 Wam Humid
B 38 Warm Ory
B 3 Warm Marins
[ 4AMined Humid
i ; ¥ 48 Mixed Dry
2 = [ 4C Misd Marion
" —p g e
. [ 58 Cod bry
M 5€ Cool Marine
B A Coia Humic
I 8 Coi Dy
W 7 Very Coid
W & Suparcsciamic

ENERGY STAR® for Windows, Doors, and Skylights
CLIMATE ZONE MAP

[ northemn
|| Morth-Gentral
|| South-Caniral

M Southem

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 (Current) Processed on: 2/2/2026 12:21:08 FM Page Bof 9
For product warranty information please visit, wiww.marvin.com/support/warranty
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Insta‘lled

OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current)

product availability and pricing subject to change.

LINE ITEM QUOTES

Quotes — Set 2

TIM/SUSAN
FALLON
Quote Number: GN1XCA1

The following is a schedule of the windows and doors for this project. For additional unit details, please see Line Item
Quotes. Additional charges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply. Detail pricing is per unit.

Line #2 Mark Unit: Net Price: 1,188.81
Qty: 2 Ext. Net Price: usb 2,377.62
Stone White Exterior
MARVIN White Interior..... ...

As Viewed From The Extenor
Entered As: FS
MO 41" X 55 1/4"
FS401/2" X 55"
RO 41 1/2" X 55 1/2"
Egress Information
Width: 37 3/8" Height: 22 19/32"
Net Clear Opening: 5.86 SgFt
Performance Information
U-Factor: 0.28
Solar Heat Gain Coefficient: 0.28
Visible Light Transmittance: 0.48
Condensation Resistance: 56
CPD Number: MAR-N-272-01534-00001
performance Grade
Licensee #783
AAMA/WDMA/CSA/101/ 1.5.2/A440-08
LC-PGA40 1054X1720 mm (41.5X67.75 in)

Elevate Double Hung
Frame Size 40 1/2" X 55
Rough Opening 41 1/2" X 55 1/2"

Top Sash
Stone White Exterior
White Interior
1G
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - Silver
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int
Bottom Sash
Stone White Exterior
White Interior
G
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar
7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - Silver ...
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Stone White Ext - White Int
White Weather Strip Package
1 White Sash Lock
Exterior Aluminum Screen
Stone White Surround
Bright View Mesh

49/16" Jambs

Nailing Fin

«+*Npte: Divided lite cut alignment may not be accurately represented in the

OMS drawing. Please consult your local representative for exact specifications.

swvNnote: Unit Availaliility and Price is Subject to Change

ax:156.13

it 15673

Initials required

Water Resistance: 4.60 psf Seller:
LC-PGAO DP +40/-40
FL6525 Buyer:
Project Subtotal Net Price: usD 2,377.62
8.000% Sales Tax: USD 190.21
Project Total Net Price: USD 2,567.83
OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current) Processed on: 11/3/2025 8:36:35 AM Page 4 of 7

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty



Page 30 of 35 Quotes — Set 2

OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current) TIM/SUSAN
Product availability and pricing subject to change. FALLON

Quote Number: GN1XCA1
UNIT SUMMARY

The following is a schedule of the windows and doors for this project. For additional unit details, please see Line Item

Quotes.
Additional charges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply. Detail pricing is per unit.

NUMBEROFUINES: 1 TOTALUNITQTY:2 T 7 EXTNETPRICE: USD  2,377.62

NET PRICE Qry EXTENDED NET

LINE MARK UNIT PRODUCT LINE ITEM
) PRICE
2 Elevate Double Hung 1,188.81 2 2,377.62
RO 411/2"X551/2"
Entered as

FS 40 1/2" X 55"

HBS 605010 HIMES BLD
2716 £ MAIN ST
5T CHARLES, 1L 60174

1103 2075 v LD
CREDIT CARD g
VISASALE |
Cad 5 KERXXXK3063
Chip Card: VISA CREDIT
AID A0000000031010
SEQ # }

Batch =: {6

%
INVOICE ‘\?}“") ]

Aproval Code: 113041
Entry Method: .\))\ Chip Read

Mode: Isstet
v
SALE AMOUNT §567.83

%"7/5

CUSTOMER COPY

Processed on: 11/3/2025 8:36:35 AM Page 3 of 7

OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current)
For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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Installed

OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current)
Product availability and pricing subject to change.

PURCHASE APPROVAL/SIGN OFF

| have revi

approve the project for order. | acknowledge that additional ¢

Quotes — Set 2

TIM/SUSAN
FALLON

Quote Number: GN1IXCA1

Project Subtotal Net Price: USD  2,377.62
8.000% Sales Tax: USD 190.21
Project Total Net Price: USD 2,567.83

ewed all line item quotes in detail and agree that the product specifications and pricing are accurate, and |

harges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply.

S S

Signature:

—

Title:

Date: %MWU 3 r o?dl.&

OMS Ver. 0004.18.00 (Current)

Processed on: 11/3/2025 8:36:35 AM Page 7 of 7

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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Installed

Quotes — Set 2

MARVIN @ | CLEVATE

MARVIN ELEVATE®* COLLECTION

Elevate Double Hung

WF/WF

Vertical Slider

11/16" IG Low E2 Arg
Nﬂfﬂ 3.imm 272/ 11.5mm arg / 3.1mm clr

National Fenestratian 0045 8§ -D
Rating Council @ ShLS < 1"
m———m . | ELV DBLHNG
CER us
"M | AR — N - 272 - 0153400001

Pine or EQU

ENERGY PERFORMANCE RATINGS

U - Factor SOLAR HEAT GAIN COEFFICIENT

0.28

Usa-7]
ADDITIONAL PERFORMANGE RATINGS

VISIBLE TRANSHITTANCE

0.48 —

Manulecturer stipulstes that these ratings conform to applicable NFRC procedures for defermining whale
praduct performance. NFRC raiings are determined for & fixed set of environmental condifions and specific
praducd size. NFRC does not -ecommend any product &nd does not werrant the sullshility of any produst for
any specific use. Consult menufacturers lterature for other product pernrmance information. www. nfre.org

WINDOW & DOOR

. MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION
Elevate Double Hung
l. W D IM ‘A\ Manufacturer Stipulates Hallmark Certification

R iy As Indicated Befow
UNIT
Hallmark Product Number 407-1-78
ARMAWDHAICSAI01/ 1.5.2/A440- 08 LC-P640 10541720 mm {41.5K67.75 in)
AAMAWDMA/CSAITOY 1,8.2/A440 - 11 L6~ PG40 10541720 mm {41,5K67.75 inj
POSITIVE DESIGH PRESSURE ([P) +40 psf
NEGATIVE DESIGH PRESSURE (3P =40 psf

Water Penetration Test Pressure 4,80 pet
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All-Wood

OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current}

Quotes — Set 2

SUSAN FALLON

Preoduct availability and pricing subject to change. FALLON

Quote Number: M32G1WB

LINE ITEM QUOTES

The following is a schedule of the windows and doors for this project. For additional unit details, please see Line ltem
Quotes. Additional charges, tax or Terms and Conditions may apply. Detail pricing is per unit.

Line #1 Mark Unit: Net Price: 1,805.56
Qty: 2 Ext. Net Price: uspb 3,611.12
Primed Ping EXTErion ... e cone s e s U . 50 )
MARVIN Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Interior .. reeeeeen . 149,49
Ultimate Wood Double HUNE .. weeeen 1,066,860
Frame Size w/ Subsill
401/2" X 55"
Rough Opening w/ Subsill
% 411/2" X55 1/2"
Top Sash
Primed Pine Sash Exterior
Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Sash Interior
13
Low E2 wfArgon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar.... ... 34.86
7= 7/8" SDL - With Spacer Bar - Silver
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Primed Pine Ext - Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Int
Ovolo Exterior Glazing Profile
Ovolo Interior Glazing Profile

As Viewed From The Exterior
Entered As: FS
MO 43 5/8" X 56 9/16"
F5401/2" X 55"
OC431/8" X Ba5/18"
RO 41 1/2" X 55 172"
Egress Information
Width: 36 15/16" Height: 21 1/4"
Net Clear Opening: 5.45 SqFt
Performance Information
U-Factor: 0.29
Solar Heat Gain Coefficient: 0.26
Visible Light Transmittance: 0.45
Condensation Resistance: 56
CPD Mumber: MAR-N-68-07486-00001
Performance Grade
Licensee #1109
AAMASDMA/CSA/LD1/1.5.2/A440-11
LC-PGA0 1051X2464 mm (41.38X57 in)
Water Resistance: 6.06 psf
LC-PGA0 DP +40/-40

Bottom Sash
Primed Pine Sash Exterior
Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Sash Interior
1G
Low E2 w/Argon
Silver Stainless Steel Perimeter and Spacer Bar....
7/8" 8DL - With Spacer Bar - Silver
Rectangular - Special Cut 3W2H
Primed Pine Ext - Painted Interior Finish - White - Pine Int
Ovolo Exterior Glazing Profile
COvolo Interior Glazing Profile
White Sash Lock
T O 1 oD gl o T s S S S R RS S EE IV SONE LY S AL S SR TS
Aluminum Screen
Stone White Surround
Bright View Mesh
49/18" Jambs
Primed Pine BMC
Primed Pine Standard Subsill
Mo Installation Method
**#*Note: Unit Availability and Price is Subject to Change

ORNENRTRL 7 g

FL15162
Initials required
Seller.
Buyer. _
Project Subtotal Net Price: USD 3,611.12
3.000% Sales Tax: USD 288.28
Project Total Net Price: USD 3,500.01
OMS Ver. 0004.19.01 {Current} Processed on: 1/27/2026 1:37:17 PM Page 4 of 7

For product warranty information please visit, www.marvin.com/support/warranty
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Quotes — Set 2

Additional Option

4

CUSTOMER PRICE QUOTE

Date: 09/17/2025 J Branch: ﬁicago North
Design Consultant: [Jim Finnane | Customer Support Center: 1800 HOME—DEPOT;\
Phone #: [(630) 748-6259 | License(s) J
Installation Address |226 S. River Lane |
City, State, Zip Geneva fic | [s0134 )
Job # [F54318755 LR Mt V }
[ Purchaser(s): Work Phone ~ Home Phone Cell Phone |
SUSAN and TIM FALLON (630) 208-9711 )
= 3|
Quote Name: ,Fackage 3-1 4\
[ [ Quote Total |
[Home Depot Everyday Low Price: _|Guaranteed until 10/17/2025 [s8.207.62 |
B Your Price Today: |s8,207.62
’ This is a price quote and does NOT constitute a Sales Contract

IMPORTANT: Promotional discounts may end and are not guaranteed for the duration of the quote.
See promotion & financing options below or ask your Design Consultant for details.

i
|

PROFESSIONAL INSTALLATION

TOTAL PROJECT MANAGEMENT

SUPERIOR WARRANTIES
Licensed, insured and trusted

The Home Depot stands behind
Team of dedicated professionals Your job; labor, materials and
Experts from measurement to Assigned to oversee every step of Your satisfaction guaranteed by
Installation to cleanup Your project

The Home Depot

iy

)

Quote Name: [Package 3 - 1

| Page [ loff |

405 HDE Customer Price Quote (E) (03 Apr. 25)

Generated Date ~ 09/17/2025

LeadPO# F54318755

v 300
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Quotes — Set 2

Additional Option

nF

f%ﬂ""&?@\f‘EEll PRICE QUOTE

SUSAN and TIM FALLON 1 F54318755 \

Purchaser's Name Job#

ersen Windows: Andersen windows Double-Hung

2 And

400 Series Double-Hung,
Handing - AA, Exterior Frame Color -
smartSun, Glass Strength - Standard, Specialty Glass - N
TruScene, Insect Screen Color - White, Grille Type - Full Divid

Light, Grille Bar width - 3/4"

Overall Frame Width - 40, Overall Frame Height - 54, Product Style - Equal Sash, Venting |
White, Interior Frame Finish Color - White - painted, Glass Option - Low-E4

one, Insect Screen Type - Full Screen, Insect Screen Material -
ed Light w/Enerdgy Spacer, Grille pattern - Specified Equal

‘X Page DoﬁD

Ladpos  F543187 55 v3a0
e bl e

package 3 - 1

Quote Name:

40§ HDE Customer Price Quote (E) (03 Apr 25) Generated Date 09/17/2025




Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM 4A 17 N Sixth Street

February 18, 2026 Rehabilitation for Multi-Unit Housing
HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND
2026-007 This property was constructed in approximately 1895. Its first appearance on a
Sanborn Fire Insurance map was in 1897, where it is a two-story dwelling with a
bay window on the south side. Additionally on the lot was a stable and two other
outbuildings. By 1905, a one-story addition with a porch on its south side had
Applicants / Owners been attached at the rear of the building, and a porch was added to the front

Sean Gallagher

Request:
Rehabilitation for Multi-
Unit Housing

Staff Liagison:

Emily Stood
Preservation Planner
(630)938.4541

preservation@geneva.il.us

facade on the north side. By 1923, the rear addition extended across the entire
facade. Its form was consistent following that change.

The original owner is unknown. Elsa E Carlson is listed in local phone books and
newspapers as the primary resident from 1953 to 1974. From at least 1966 to
1970, Kane County Medical Society was also run out of the house. By 1981, it
fully transitioned to office space on the first floor.

Permits

2001 Porch Remodel
2012 Roof

2025 Garage

2016 — from Sixth Street



mailto:preservation@geneva.il.us

Page 2 of 15

REQUEST 4A:
Rehabilitation for Multi-Unit Housing Concept Review

HPC Case #2026-007

The Applicant is undergoing a rehabilitation project which will revert the
building from office space to a two-unit residential space. On the front
facade, this will consist of porch stabilization and window rehabilitation.
A new door, stairs, and windows are proposed on the front of the porch
to accommodate for a wider door. Other windows visible from the
street are proposed for repair.

Work out of view from the right of way involves replacement of
windows to accommodate the new interior plans, with siding infill as
required. Most existing siding would remain and be repainted.

STAFF ANALYSIS

The main area under review on this property is the
front facade, as although it neighbors a parking lot,
that is not technically a public right of way. The
main impact of this proposal on that fagade would
be the porch rehabilitation project. According to
Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, the porch does not
appear to be original to the property. It does not
appear on Sanborn maps through 1945. It is in
need of stabilization, as it is not currently level and
the fenestration is damaged. Outside of the
changes on the porch, street-facing windows
would be repaired, which is in line with the HPC Window Policy. New
windows on the porch are proposed to be wood with true divided lites,

2026

with changes in the overall dimensions.

Review for Conformity to SOl Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the
following analysis of the SOI Standards as applied to the proposed
project:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be
placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the
defining characteristics of the building and its site and
environment. This proposal would indicate a return to the
original residential use.

Agenda Item 4A
Concept Review




Agenda Item 4A
Page 3 of 15 Concept Review

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
The porch would be stabilized and windows on its sides would be repaired. The front facade
of the porch would be altered according to code, with a wider door, narrower windows, and
new steps.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. Slight changes would
occur in the window design.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The porch was added after 1945. The
majority of its materials would be retained, with changing windows and door on the front
fagade.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. Most materials visible from the public right
of way would remain. This would indicate a loss of two windows and the door from the non-
original porch.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. Most materials visible from the public right of way would remain and be
repaired or undergo maintenance. Where windows would be changed due to need for a wider
door, like materials and layout would be like for like, with slight changes in dimension.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect



Agenda Item 4A
Page 4 of 15 Concept Review

the historic integrity of the property and its environment. No new additions are proposed
with this permit.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. No new additions are proposed with
this permit.

Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted
Design Guidelines for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Maintain and Preserve Historic Doors and Entries. The existing door is not historic. There
would be a slight proportion change in the entry, but layout and form would generally remain the
same.

Maintain the Form, Design, and Materials of Historic Porches. The porch is not original to the
property. Its overall form and materials would remain, with slight design changes in the
proportions of the front door and windows.
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Historic Maps + Images
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Approximate Focus of Work
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Existing Condition



Existing Condition
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Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM 4B 428 Ford Street

Sean Gallagher

Request:
Rehabilitation and
Addition

Staff Liagison:

Emily Stood

Preservation Planner
(630)938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

February 18, 2026 Rehabilitation and Addition
HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND
2026-008 It is possible that the
original, 1.5-story, gable-
front house at 428 Ford
Street was erected by
Applicants / Owners Isaac Wilson. In June

1856, Wilson sold the
property (Lot 6, Block 23
of the Original Town of
Geneva) to Hiram Baer;
within three weeks, Baer
sold the property to
Jacob Bennett. Bennett
acquired a mortgage on
the property in September 1856; however, it is unclear whether the mortgage
was to purchase the improved property or to erect a dwelling.

Ry

L

2016 — from Ford Street

According to Geneva, lllinois: 150 Reminders of 150 Years, the existing, Upright-
and-Wing residence, with a Greek Revival broken pediment at the street-facing
gable, was erected before 1856, when laborer Jacob Bennett purchased the
property. At that time, only the Gable Front section to the west existed.

Since its construction, the property has been the home of laborers and factory
workers. Jacob Bennett and his wife sold the property to Francis Wilkins and his
wife in January 1858. Mr. and Mrs. Wilkins, in turn, sold the property in July 1861
to Joshua George, who owned the property until June 1866. Joshua George sold
the property to Augustus H. Jennings.

Based on research by local historians, the east wing was added in 1867 by then-
owner, Augustus Jennings. However, an 1869 aerial view of Geneva and Sanborn
Fire Insurance maps suggest that the wing was added between September 1891
and October 1897.

In May 1873, Augustus Jennings sold the Ford Street property to Mr. F. Porter
and his wife, who owned the property until October 1889, when Andrew Moody,
a bachelor, purchased the property. He was the brother of Emma Carlson (see
415 Ford Street).



mailto:preservation@geneva.il.us

Agenda Item 4B
Page 2 of 27 Concept Review

Andrew Moody was born in Sweden in either August 1852 or August 1854 (historical documents differ on the date
of his birth) and emigrated from his native Sweden in 1880. Moody acquired a mortgage from Mr. Porter in 1889.
Andrew Moody paid off the mortgage in 1892 and, likely, undertook the remodeling of the home soon afterward.
According to census records, Moody worked as a “day laborer” most of his life; however, he listed his occupation
as “gardener” in 1910.

Between 1891 and 1897, the original house was moved southwesterly on the lot. Simultaneously, a shed along
the western lot line was either remodeled or reconstructed. Most probably, the present configuration of the
residence at 428 Ford Street may be attributable to Andrew Moody who lived there until a short time before his
death on January 24, 1927. Moody was likely assisted by his brother-in-law, John Carlson, a carpenter by trade.
From about 1890 until 1907, the family of Andrew Moody's sister, Emma Carlson (see 415 Ford Street) shared the
Ford Street home of her brother.

The transformation of the house under the ownership of Andrew Moody is most clearly depicted through the
earliest Sanborn Fire Insurance maps for this neighborhood of Geneva. The 1891 Sanborn Fire Insurance map
shows that the original house and shed were roofed with wood shingles. By 1897, a front porch with wood shingles
was constructed; the original section of the home was roofed with metal roofing (probably standing seam terne
metal as protection from a heating stove flue); the east wing was in place with a wood shingle roof; the south
lean-to with a wood-shingled roof had been added to the original section of the home; and a small wing with
metal roofing was added to the south side of the east wing, connected to the south lean-to addition.

Investigation of the interior of the home identifies the east wing as an early, three-bay, workers’ cottage,
consisting of three rooms and dating to the late 1840s. The east wing of the home does not have a full foundation
wall beneath it; consequently, the shallow crawlspace is subjected to the extremes of weather.

The small house was enlarged with two additions at the rear (south) side by the close of the nineteenth century.
It is difficult to determine the age and original configuration of the south lean-to addition at the original section
of the home. Framing, visible at the basement, suggests that it was a small room with porches at both the west
and east sides. The lean-to may have been a kitchen and may have been part of the house as depicted in the 1891
Sanborn Fire Insurance map or added shortly afterward. The small addition constructed at the south side of the
east wing may have been part of the original workers’ cottage or constructed shortly after the two early buildings
were joined. Based on oral history and its location, the small room functioned either as a woodshed, unheated
larder, or, perhaps, as a “jelly kitchen” or an attached “summer kitchen.” The metal roof suggests that a cooking
or heating stove projected through the roof at the end of the nineteenth century.

Based on photo documentation and fire insurance maps, the front porch with a sunburst gable was added to the
front (north side) of the residence before October 1897. The original, first-floor windows and front door were
altered at that time also.

Before 1903, Andrew Moody acquired the western half of the adjoining property to the east (Lot 7, Block 23).

By the end of World War |, the first floor of the original house was remodeled: a new hardwood floor was laid in
the Living Room and Dining Room, and an archway was installed between the two rooms.

In 1926, Andrew Moody filed a joint warranty deed to the benefit of his nephew LeRoy (“Roy”) Carlson and his
wife, Hazel. After Andrew Moody’s death in 1927, Roy and Hazel Carlson became the owners of the Ford Street
property, where they raised two sons. Roy Carlson died in 1949; Hazel died in 1993. Their youngest son, James
(b. 1945) and his wife, Carol lived in the Ford Street home until November 2016.
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Between the close of World War Il and Roy Carlson’s death in 1949, several modifications to the property were
completed. The front porch at the west section of the house was removed; the front porch at the east section of
the house was removed and replaced with a larger, enclosed porch; and the west wing of the house was set on a
new concrete block foundation. A boiler was installed in the new basement and a chimney was erected alongside
the west wall of the house. An indoor bathroom was fashioned from two original bedrooms in the east section of
the home. The rear addition was also remodeled.

The south addition at the east section of the house has been remodeled numerous times and served, lastly, as a
small television room. Although some of the windows and interior doors are original to the house, many have
been replaced over time, prior to the most recent acquisition of the property.

The 428 Ford Street property remained within the Moody-Carlson family from 1889 until 2016, a period of 127
years. Andrew Moody, who apparently was responsible for the majority of the evolution of the home that exists
today, lived in the house for 37 years. Hazel J. Carlson, the widow of Moody’s nephew, lived in the house for
approximately 50 years; her son, Jim Carlson, lived in the house for the majority of 71 years.

The property is notable within a context of Swedish properties in Geneva and for its association with one or more
significant persons, architecture, community development—specifically the Early Settlement Period of Geneva
(1837-1857).
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REQUEST 4B:
Rehabilitation and Addition Concept Review

HPC Case #2026-008

The Applicant is proposing a
large rear addition with a
hyphenated connection to the
existing property. In addition,
the Applicant is proposing a
reconstruction of the historic
porches based off existing
images and documentation. The
Applicant has been in contact
with the state in order to apply
for the Residential Tax freeze, ..
and has been given approval /3.1;

from them to move forward with = P-4~

the project. At this point, they Render of Proposal — from Ford Street

are interested in any comments from the HPC before moving forward on the full drawing set. Renders
have been provided of the proposal for a better visualization of the massing and setbacks involved in the

addition.

This property has previously appeared before the HPC — under a different property owner — for
a demolition request which was denied.

STAFF ANALYSIS

This addition would greatly increase the size of the house. As required by the SHPO for tax freeze eligibility, this
addition would be separated from the existing structure by a hyphenated connection in the rear of the house.
That hyphenated connection also creates a notable distance from the street to the addition on the front of the
property. On the street-facing side, the addition also would not extend past the existing house. The addition does
have some notably modern details, especially the windows, which differentiate from the existing house.
Similar siding material would be used throughout, which is characteristic to the property. The addition
would have a higher roofline than the existing house, which developed out of need for modern ceiling
heights. Slope of the landscape somewhat reduces that height shift. The recreation of the two porches
would be a return to an earlier condition based on substantiated photographic evidence.

Existing material would largely remain, with repairs and maintenance scheduled. The non-historic chimney would
be removed. New storm windows and gutters, which are outside the scope of review, would be installed.

Review for Conformity to SOl Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the SOI Standards as
applied to the proposed project:
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1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
Use would not change under this proposal.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
The majority of the historic material on the property would remain, other than the sections
necessary to facilitate the connection of the addition.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. There is photographic
evidence of the porches proposed to be added. The addition would utilise similar materials to
the existing house with some modern architectural details, particularly the dimensions and
layout of the windows.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The existing stoop would be replaced with a
resonstructed porch in this application. Evidence of a porch existing on the site exists back to
the 1897 Sanborn Fire Insurance map and was removed midway through the 20" century.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. The majority of the historic material on the
property would remain, other than the sections necessary to facilitate the connection of the
addition.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. The majority of the historic material on the property would remain, other
than the sections necessary to facilitate the connection of the addition.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.
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9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. The majority of this addition would
not affect the physical materials of the property. It would be differentiable both physically,
with the hyphen, and by style, in details such as the windows. Similar rooflines and siding
material would be utilized. This project would indicate a large increase in mass, which the
design works to mitigate with the use of setbacks and the slope of the landscape.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. Due to the use of the hyphen, the
majority of this addition would not be directly attached to the existing property. This would
make the removal possible without impairing existing form and imparity.

Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted Design Guidelines
for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Allow Building Expansions that Maintain the Character of the Historic Building. The new addition would
be located at the rear of the historic building. The details of the building would be differentiable from the
existing one, with similar materials and rooflines being used overall. The porches on the front which are
proposed to be rebuilt are substantiated by photographic evidence.

Maintain the Form, Design, and Materials of Historic Porches. This proposal would involve a
reconstruction of historic porches. Most materials no longer exist, but construction would occur based on
photographic evidence.
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Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM 4C 410 W State Street
February 18, 2026 Addition and Remodel

HPC Case Number: BACKGROUND
2026-009 This lot was empty until at least

1946, according to Sanborn Fire

Insurance maps and historic

aerials. A local phone book from
Applicants / Owners 1956 lists the site for the first

known time. The site acted as a
Rob Costello ) . )

pair of offices; listed are Walter G

Nurnberg Insurance  Agency,

Walter G Nurnberg Justice of the

Peace, Herbert L Thoreson
Request: Optometrist, and Charlotte R > R
Addition and Remodel Thoreson Optometrist. 2016 - from W State Street

The use as offices continued, with the same inhabitants until at least 1958. In

1962, the optometrist office remained the same, but Bill Grossklag's Insurance

Agency replaced Nurnberg. By 1970, only Dr. Charlotte Thoreson was working

at the optometry office, as Dr. Herbert Thoreson had passed. Grossklag
Staff Liaison: remained as the other tenant. By 1974, the Geneva Chronicle had replaced
Emily Stood Grossklag. In 1978, Dr. Roy Bishop took over the optometric practice. In the 1999
Preservation Planner survey, the site was a hair studio and tailors. Today, it is a restaurant.
(630)938.4541

preservation@geneva.il.us The property isa r.arer examplg of the Mid-Century Modern style in the district
and displays evolving commercial styles along State Street.

Permits

1987 Remodel

1991 Sign

2004 Sign

2007 Sign

2009 Exterior Rehabilitation

2010 Patio, Door Enclosure and Awning
2011 Shade Structure, Concrete Pad
2014 Gazebo

2015 Roof Replacement

2019 Patio

2020 Fence

2023 Sign
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REQUEST 4C:
Addition and Rehabilitation Concept Review

HPC Case #2026-009

The Applicant is interested in expanding their property to
the west, into the space which is currently occupied by a
patio. In addition to the expansion, they are proposing a
remodel of their existing storefront. Goals of the
project also include adding more accessible egress and
creating convertible outdoor space in the addition
when weather appropriate. They are requesting a concept
review before moving forward with creating drawings for
permit in order to understand what may be appropriate or
inappropriate to change on the existing storefront, as well
as any concerns on the addition concept.

STAFF ANALYSIS

There are very few commercial mid-century modern
properties in the district, making this property a valuable
example of that architectural evolution in. The canopy,
angled windows, and asymmetrical design all identify this
property as mid-century modern. These characteristics of
the style are important to consider in the remodel of the
existing storefront. The current proposal involves major
changes on the storefront windows in particular, where it
may be more appropriate to retain the existing partial wall
and angle, even while making smaller changes for
accessibility options.

On the addition, more flexibility may be possible in order
to create something differentiable but compatible.
Additional design elements which would set the addition
apart from the existing property are the setback
and utilizing a more modern style in the addition while
retaining the existing style on the existing property.

Agenda Item 4C
Concept Review

2016 — looking southwest

Proposal — from State Street
While paint is not regulated in the permitting process, it should be noted that painting unpainted masonry in
historic buildings is known to accelerate issues with water damage and aging. It can also be difficult to upkeep

that paint due to those water issues. Additionally, the exposed stone facade is another characteristic detail of the

mid-century modern. One option may be to attach painted panels to the mortar, not the masonry units, rather

than painting right on the wall, which would be removable and avoid damaging those masonry units. While this

may come up in Concept Review discussion, it is outside the scope of the actual Permit Review.
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Review for Conformity to SOI Standards

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the SOI Standards as applied
to the proposed project:

1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires
minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
No change in use is indicated with this proposal.

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic
materials or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
The existing storefront is a character-defining feature of the property, and is proposed to be
changed under this concept review.

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes
that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or
architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be undertaken. Features of the
addition would be seperated from the existing property by a setback. The current proposal,
especially the modernization of the existing storefront through the lengthened, non-angled
windows, may contribute to a misunderstanding of the property’s development as being
constructed as one piece, rather than in two phases.

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in
their own right shall be retained and preserved. The proposal would not affect spaces which
have changed and gained significance.

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. The proposed storefront remodel would
replace the windows and doors, with some features changing. Construction techniques such
as the slanted windows are characteristic of the mid-century modern style.

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the
old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or
pictorial evidence. The proposed storefront remodel would replace the windows and doors,
with some details changing.

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic
materials shall not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. No chemical or physical treatments of existing
materials, scheduled to remain, are proposed.

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved.
If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. No
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archeological resources are known to exist or are expected to be encountered in the proposed
area of work.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old
and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect
the historic integrity of the property and its environment. The proposed addition would have
a setback and would have a different style from the existing building. It would have similar
proportions to the existing building. Care should be taken to ensure any addition would be
differentiable when paired with possible changes to an existing storefront.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired. The proposed addition would be
integrated into the existing building along the west side. It would not break into the existing
form. If constructed, removal in future would only require reconstruction or repair starting at
the setback on the west wall.

Design Guidelines for Historic Properties

Staff submits, for the Commission’s review and discussion, the following analysis of the adopted Design Guidelines
for Historic Properties as applied to the proposed project:

Maintain Historic Materials and Original Configuration
of Storefronts. Under this proposal, the storefront
configuration and materials would change.

Construct and Build Additions to Historic Commercial
Buildings so that Historic Building Features are
Unaffected. The addition would be on the side of the
building with a setback, and would be the same height as
the existing building. Care should be taken to ensure the
existing building and the addition are differentiable when
pairing work on the existing storefront with the addition.

Similar construction materials and proportions would 3026 - from W State Street
help to make the addition and existing building
compatible.
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CONTEXT
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VISION
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EXTERIOR DESIGN
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EXTERIOR DESIGN
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