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Call to Order
1.

Roll Call

2.

Approval of Meeting Minutes
June 21, 2022

3.

Five Minute Field Guide
Sorting It Out: Authentic, Original, and Significant

4.

Review of Building Permit Applications (Certificate of Appropriateness)
A. 115 Hamilton Street
CASE 2022-053
Applicant:
Elizabeth Wray, Authorized Property Manager
Application for: Rehabilitation of a Porch at a Contributing Property
Contributing property

5.

Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates)
A. Election of Vice Chairperson

6.

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

7.

Adjournment
Next HPC Meeting: August 16, 2022

Staff Liaison:
Michael A. Lambert
Preservation Planner
630.938.4541
preservation@geneva.il.us

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

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
109 James Street
Geneva, Illinois, 60134
June 21, 2022
1.

Call to Order

Preservation Planner called to order the June 21, 2022 meeting of the Geneva Historic
Preservation Commission at 7:01 p.m.
2.

Roll Call
Present HPC:

Commissioners Hartman, Jensen, McManus, Salomon, Stazin, and
Zinke

Absent:

Chairman Zellmer,

Staff Present:

Preservation Planner Michael Lambert, City Planner Chayton True

Others Present:

Applicant Ryan VanOsdol; Architect Justin Rios; Applicant Blake Croson;
Architect Sean Gallagher; Applicant Michael Simon; Al Watts,
Community Engagement Director for Preservation Partners of the Fox
Valley

3.

Election of Chairman pro tem
Motion by Commissioner Zinke to elect Commissioner Salomon as Chairman pro tem
for the evening’s proceedings. Second by Commissioner Stazin. Motion passed by a
unanimous voice vote of 6-0.

4.

Approval of May 17, 2022 Minutes

Minutes of May 17, 2022 – Motion by Commissioner Stazin to approve the minutes as
presented. Second by Commissioner Jensen. Motion passed by a unanimous voice vote of
6-0.
3.

Five Minute Field Guide

Due to technical difficulties, the Five Minute Field Guide was not presented and will be
presented at the July 19, 2022 HPC meeting.
4.

Review of Conceptual Development Plans

A. 225-227 West State Street (Case No. 2022-042). Applicant/Prospective Purchaser:
Ryan Van Osdol with Business Law Group, LLC and Architect Justin Rios with Metaverse Design +
Studio. Application for Storefront Alterations at a Contributing Property. Preservation Planner
Lambert presented a brief overview of the request that includes modifications of the existing,
previously-altered storefront to accommodate interior modifications of an existing stairway. Mr.
VanOsdol made a brief introduction, followed by Mr. Rios, who described the design process todate that has included revisions to their original storefront proposal to more closely align with the
historic preservation design standards and guidelines. Commissioner Stazin initiated discussion
regarding the interior stair modifications and required direct egress. Mr. Rios responded that the
proposed design meets code for egress per meetings with the Geneva Fire Marshal. Preservation
Planner confirmed that the Applicants have met with Geneva staff members including the Fire

Historic Preservation Commission
June 21, 2022

Marshal, Building Commissioner, and himself. Commissioner Jensen sought clarification of what
was proposed to be removed; Mr. Rios clarified that the existing plywood would be retained if
found to be in good condition and, then, painted. Commissioner Zinke sought further clarification
that the historic features of the storefront would remain covered with wood; Mr. Rios confirmed that
is the intent of the proposal and the removal of existing wood is proposed only if the material is
found to be in poor condition. Because the closing of the sale for the property is not finalized,
investigative work to determine existing details behind the existing plywood has not been possible.
However, Mr. Rios stated that if historic features, such as prismatic glass transoms, remain and
could be exposed, cost-effectively, then they would be willing to explore that option. Commissioner
Jensen raised concerns about the removal of the west entry door (to the stairwell), which she
identified as an original door and questioned its potential for re-use. Mr. Rios offered the door to
other architects if it cannot be incorporated into the project. Commissioner Zinke questioned why
the door could not remain; Mr. Rios explained the re-construction of the stairway that would render
the door inoperable. The plan is to replace only the door itself with glass installed within the
existing jamb and frame. Commissioner Zinke found the removal of the door to be unfortunate
because the west entry vestibule dates to the original construction of the building (1908).
Commissioner Zinke then asked Preservation Planner Lambert the date of the beadboard
bulkhead. Mr. Lambert stated that it was not the original bulkhead but dated, likely, to the
1940s.Commissioner Hartman sought additional details about the west entry door, the direction of
its swing (now outswinging), and the depth of the existing, interior landing (approximately 2’-0” or
less). Mr. Rios offered the possibility of utilizing the west door at the east entry point. Mr. Rios
discussed the challenges to relocation and re-use, including hardware modifications.
Commissioner Hartman then questioned Preservation Planner Lambert whether any other
storefronts had requested the removal of a historic, street door at a primary facade. Mr. Lambert
could not recall an example at Geneva. Commissioner Hartman asked if the door was original to
the property. Preservation Planner Lambert noted that the door is early (likely 1940s) but is
probably not “original” (dating to 1908). Mr. Lambert noted that a difference exists between
“original” and “authentic” or “significant.” Commissioner Hartman concurred that, based on his
observations, the door does not appear to date to 1908. Commissioner Stazin questioned what
exists or existed between the remaining, historic, cast iron columns. After some brief speculation,
Mr. Lambert interjected that it is difficult to know the details of what exists or what remains of the
historic storefront because the Applicant has not yet completed the purchase of the property and,
consequently, no invasive investigations of the storefront have been initiated. Commissioner Stazin
sought clarification that the second floor windows were not proposed to be altered; Mr. Rios
confirmed that was correct. Commissioner Stazin questioned whether the second floor fenestration
patterns could be better integrated into the window divisions and details of the storefront. Mr.
Lambert noted that, historically, no architectural connection existed between the storefront and
second floor. Since elements are being modified, potentially, Commissioner Stazin favored a
simplification of the storefront that may result in a more cohesive facade overall. Commissioner
Hartman asked if the existing plywood sign panel was found to be in poor shape and had to be
removed, if the Applicants would come back with a different alternative to the transom area. Mr.
Rios believed that, in that scenario, the installation of beadboard at the transom area may be
requested to allow for the placement of signage. Commissioner Hartman asked whether an awning
had existed; Mr. Lambert confirmed that a retracted awning is shown in the historic image.
Commissioner Zinke laid out a timeline for purchase, investigation, potential re-design, and HPC
review. Preservation Planner Lambert summarized the Applicants’ conceptual request, based on
the information that is confirmed presently. Mr. Lambert asked whether the proposal, as presented
and with considerations of the re-use of the west door, is generally acceptable to the Commission.
Commissioner Jensen asked the Commission whether the west door—if not “original”—should be
preserved? Mr. Lambert explained that some doors cannot be reversed at another location
because of the veneer materials used at the interior side of the door. Mr. VanOsdol said if the door
cannot be re-used, he would store it on-site. In response to questions about the existing stair, Mr.
2
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Rios explained that the stairs are not being re-constructed. Commissioner Zinke asked why the
existing stair could not be retained and build the landing and access into the first floor further up on
the existing staircase. Commissioner Zinke expressed difficulty in accepting the proposal because
the west entry alcove is the only part of the existing façade that “feels” original; she could not
accept the alteration of the west alcove during a permit review. Chairman pro tem Salomon asked
whether or not the existing door could be retained in place and sealing the entrance off with the
glass being replaced with a dark –tinted glass. Commissioner Zinke objected to the dark glass but
could accept a back-painted or dark film option that could be easily removed. Mr. Rios said the
glass could be frosted or an opaque/translucent film could be added to obscure view into the
stairwell. Mr. Rios acknowledged that modifications would be made to the door to secure it. In
general, the Commissioners favored the retention of the door. Mr. Rios would need to verify that
the Fire Marshal would accept this option, and Mr. Lambert noted that a sign may be required
identifying that the door is not a functional door. Commissioner Hartman stated that the submitted
proposal was acceptable, but he would approve any of the other modifications that were discussed
by the Commission. Commissioner McManus stated that if the west entry door was installed during
the Period of Significance for the Historic District, then the Commission had an obligation to
preserve historic elements in some manner. Commissioner McManus noted that it was her belief
that the Commission could not require restoration of missing elements that are not affected by the
proposed project. Commissioner Stazin would support the retention of the west door if some
documentation is discovered or provable. Commissioner Stazin noted that the historic, cast iron
columns are more character-defining of the storefront than the west door. Commissioner Jensen
prefers the use of the door at the east entry rather than being blocked off at the west alcove; but
she can support either option. Commissioner McManus concurred with Commissioner Jensen.
Chairman pro tem Salomon encouraged the Applicants to investigate the west door and provide
options for review; however, “one way or another, that (west) door is going to have to have a
home” in the completed project.
5.

Review of Building Permit Applications (Certificates of Appropriateness)

A. 516 Franklin Street (Case No. 2022-025). Applicant/Owner Blake Croson with
Architect Sean Gallagher. Application for the Construction of a Second Floor Addition at a
Contributing Property. Preservation Planner Lambert provided a brief introduction and noted that
the Commission had previously supported the conceptual project presented at the May 17, 2022
meeting of the HPC. Mr. Gallagher reviewed the details of the design and described the project,
which included a new Master Bedroom suite over the existing garage addition. Mr. Gallagher
stated that the ridge of the new addition is approximately 2 feet higher than the ridge of the original
house. However, based on the sightlines form the street, the difference in ridge heights is almost
imperceptible. Commissioner Zinke asked if any changes have been made since the review during
the previous month’s meeting. The applicant replied no and elaborated that the submittal simply
included additional construction details and related information.
Motion by Commissioner Jensen to approve the plans for 516 Franklin Street as presented.
Second by Commissioner Zinke. Roll call:
Aye: Hartman, Jensen, McManus, Salomon, Stazin, Zinke
Nay: None
MOTION PASSED. VOTE: 6-0
B. 404 South Third Street (Case No. 2022-043). Applicant/Owner Michael Simon.
Application for the Reconstruction of Roof Balustrades at a Significant Property. Preservation
Planner Lambert provided a brief introduction regarding the historical development of the property
from its residential beginnings to its transformation into an iconic retail destination, established by
3
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Kate Raftery a century ago. Mr. Lambert noted that the property was a Significant property but
more for its commercial history than architecture because the building has been both organic and
evolutionary in response to the expanding commercial uses. Preservation Planner Lambert
described the resultant architecture as “whimsical” compared to “period correct.” The proposed
areas of balustrade reconstruction are at 4 locations: 1 at the original residence; 2 at the 19461947 east (Third Street) additions; and 1 at the 1977-1979 north addition along Fulton Street. Mr.
Lambert noted that the existing balustrades are not the original architectural elements. In fact, 3 of
4 balustrades (the east-facing balustrades) date to the mid-20th century but with modifications over
time, particularly replacement of corner finials. The north addition balustrade is not based on
historic documentation but was a fabrication, dating to the time of construction (which is after the
Period of Significance: 1835-1966). Mr. Lambert noted, also, that the intent—at the Third Street
locations—was to retain the historic corner plinths/piers and their replacement urn finials but
replace the spandrel railing in between. Additionally, the new balustrades would be mechanicallyattached to the roof structure (rather than rely on gravity as the current balustrades do). Mr.
Michael Simon began to describe the property and the planned, balustrade replacement project,
including an overview of sample mock-ups that Mr. Simon brought to the meeting. Commissioner
Zinke asked if the same design was considered for all three improvement areas; Mr. Simon stated
the balance would not be appropriate given the different ages and designs of the various parts of
the complex. Commissioner Zinke asked if an alternative design could be considered for the north
balustrade; Mr. Simon explained that he favored the proposed design. Preservation Planner
Lambert explained that there is no uniformity to the building complex and, consequently, uniformity
does not support the “whimsical” look of the property. Commissioner McManus stated the taller of
the two designs (for the east balustrades) is a nice interpretation of what exists currently and does
not have issues with differing designs for different parts of the property. Commissioner McManus
preferred the differentiated designs. Commissioner Stazin expressed agreement with
Commissioner McManus, but felt that the details seem to be a little heavy in appearance. Seeking
clarification, Preservation Planner Lambert asked if it was the bottom rail that seemed “heavy”
and—perhaps—should be reduced to approximately half of its height. Commissioner Stazin
believed that would satisfy his concerns. However, Mr. Simon pointed out that the heavy bottom
rail was designed to mask some of the rooftop HVAC equipment on the north roof. With no other
commissioner comments, Chairman pro tem Salomon stated his support for the balustrades as
presented, including the heavier bottom rail to mask rooftop HVAC equipment.
Motion by Commissioner Hartman to approve the roof balustrade designs for 404 South
Third Street as presented. Second by Commissioner Jensen. Roll call:
Aye: Hartman, Jensen, McManus, Salomon, Stazin, Zinke
Nay: None
MOTION PASSED. VOTE: 6-0
6.

Secretary’s Report (Staff Updates)
None.

7.

New Business
A. From the Commission: None.

B.
From the Public: Al Watts, Community Engagement Director with Preservation
Partners of the Fox Valley invited the Commission to an open house event for the Viking Ship
between 5pm and 7pm on Thursday, July 7th. Watts elaborated on the details and purpose of the
event. Zinke questioned whether the ship had crossed the Atlantic Ocean to which Mr. Watts
4
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affirmed, stating that the replica had been built in Scandinavia and crossed the Atlantic Ocean for
display at the 1893 Columbian Exposition (World’s Fair) held in Chicago. Stazin asked how the
ship ended up at Geneva, and Mr. Watts gave a brief history of its transfer to the Field Museum
(Chicago), the Lincoln Park Zoo (Chicago), and, finally, to Good Templar Park (Geneva).
8.

Adjournment

There being no further business to come before the Historic Preservation
Commission, the meeting was adjourned at 8:40 p.m. on motion by Commissioner Stazin.
Second by Commissioner McManus. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote of 6-0.

5

Community Development Department Report

CITY OF GENEVA, HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
July 19, 2022

Applicant:
Elizabeth Wray, Authorized
Property Manager

AGENDA ITEM 4A

115 Hamilton Street
Proposed Porch Rehabilitation

BACKGROUND
While the house at 115 Hamilton Street dates to 1923, the front porch
appears to be the result of several remodeling efforts over time, between
1928 and 1948.

Request:
Permit Review for
Rehabilitation of a Front Porch
at a Contributing Property

HPC Case Number:
2022-053

115 Hamilton Street – July 12, 2022

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

On March 9, 1923, local contractor Harry Seastrom transferred a portion
of Lot 3, Block 35 in the Original Town of Geneva to W. H. Locke and wife.
(Kane County Land Records)
The minimally-detailed Gable Front Craftsman house at 115 Hamilton
Street was built in 1923. According to the monthly report of the Geneva
Building Commissioner, permits were granted for new residence of W. H.
Locke in March 1923. (06 April 1923 Geneva Republican)
Near the end of March 1923, the Seastrom Bros. began excavating the
foundation of a new house for W. H. Locke. (30 March 1923 Geneva
Republican) The Seastrom Bros. (Harry and Martin) had formed a
construction company around 1920 and advertised in the Geneva
Republican that they were available for “contracting, modernizing and
conserving buildings – residential and commercial.” (06 July 1923 Geneva
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Republican) In early April 1923, it was reported that
the Caustin Bros. had completed the concrete block
foundation for the W. H. Locke residence on
Hamilton Street. (13 April 1923 Geneva Republican)
The Sanborn Fire Insurance Co. map, issued in May
1923, indicated that only the foundation of the W.
H. Locke residence had been completed. The house
was nearing completion in July 1923, when the
plasterwork was finished. (06 July 1923 Geneva
Republican) It was reported that the Seastrom Bros.
were “erecting a garage in the rear of the new
residence” recently completed for W. H. Locke (13
July 1923 Geneva Republican)
Five years after the completion of the house, Rev.
and Mrs. Locke added “a sun parlor to (their)
residence on Hamilton.” (06 April 1928 Geneva
Republican) At that time, a small room was added to
the west side of the Locke home; the original porch
was either replaced or extended to the west; and a
small, 1-story addition was constructed at the rear
of the home.

West Elevation of Locke-Wray House in 2016

Detail - May 1923 Sanborn Fire Insurance Co. Map

Detail – June 1930 Sanborn Fire Insurance Co.
Map

“Sun Parlor” Terminology in the Early 20th Century
The 1928 Geneva Republican notice of a “sun parlor” addition to the Locke House on Hamilton Street referred to
a very specific type of addition of the early 20th century. According to Penguin Random House LLC and
HarperCollins Publishers Ltd., the term “sun parlor” was first recorded in use during the 1915-1920 time period.
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Between 1890 and the early 1920s, the United States experienced a Health Revolution that included efforts to
curb infectious diseases. Innovations in personal hygiene (including regular bathing) as well as municipal efforts
(such as street cleaning, rubbish collection, and large-scale, public water and sewer systems) helped to control
infectious diseases.
Initially, the concept of a “sun parlor” gained popularity with the establishment of tuberculosis sanatoriums
around 1910. The curative effects of fresh air were investigated at length by the physiologist Sir Leonard Hill
(1866–1952) in the years following World War I. Hill reported favorably on the effects of sun and air when
judiciously applied, particularly for tuberculosis. Exposure to sunlight proved to speed the recovery of many
hospital patients. Consequently, many hospitals began to add “sun parlors” to their facilities around World War I.

Images of the women’s (left) and men’s (right) sun parlors at the Foster-Wade Building of the Spring Grove State Hospital, Spring
Grove, Maryland. Circa 1928 Source: health.maryland.gov

After taking the lives of 195,000 Americans in October
1918, the Spanish Flu vanished nearly as quickly as it had
arrived. By the time the influenza pandemic abated in
1920, the influenza pandemic had killed 675,000
Americans…more citizens than soldiers killed during
World War I.
The benefits of exposure to fresh air and sunlight
experienced by tuberculosis and influenza patients
extended to the general public. Around 1910, “sun
parlors” and “sun rooms” began to be incorporated into
resort hotel and residential plans; by the mid-1920s,
these health-inducing spaces were common features of
American residential architecture.
According to several definitions, “sun parlors” were
spaces enclosed with large areas of glass with direct
exposure to sunlight. The Collins English Dictionary
defines a “sun parlor” as “a porch or room with many
windows exposed to sunshine,” known, also, as a “sun
porch” or “solarium.” Webster’s New World College
Dictionary, 4th Edition, defines a “sun parlor” as “a sitting
room (or an enclosed porch) with large windows to let
sunshine in freely.” Dictionary.com defines “sun parlor”
as “a porch or room with many windows exposed to

1928 House Plan with Sun Parlor
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sunshine.” While no historic images of the “sun parlor” at the W. H. and Grace (Browne) Locke home have been
discovered, it is apparent—from historic images and descriptions of other “sun parlors” of the 1920s—that the
primary components of these spaces included both wall enclosures and an arrangement of large windows.
Rev. William H. and Grace (Browne) Locke
At the conclusion of a 38-year ministerial career in the Methodist denomination, Rev. W. H. Locke and his family
moved from Thomson, Illinois to Geneva, where they joined the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Geneva (now,
Geneva United Methodist Church).
David Locke and Adeline Harriet Stafford were married on August 4, 1833 at Coshocton County, Ohio. By the mid1840s, Mr. and Mrs. Locke and their four sons had moved to Indiana, where six more children were born. The
couple’s sixth child, William H. Locke, was born on June 15, 1848 at Bartholomew County, Indiana. Following the
loss of two sons (who died 5 days apart while fighting in the first months of the Civil War), Mr. and Mrs. Locke and
their six youngest children settled in Minnesota in 1865.
William H. Locke entered the University of Minnesota in 1870 and graduated in 1876. Upon graduation, W. H.
Locke served as a Principal in Minnesota (Princeton public schools, St. Croix Valley Academy at Afton, and
Moorhead Public High School). Receiving a calling to the ministry, W. H. Locke entered Garrett Biblical Institute at
Evanston, Illinois in January 1880 and graduated in 1883. Rev. W. H. Locke was ordained as a Methodist minister
at Rockford, Illinois on September 28, 1884 and served Methodist churches throughout northern and north central
Illinois until his retirement.
While serving the Methodist church at Malta, Illinois, Rev W. H. Locke met Grace Browne (1862-1943), whom he
married on October 13, 1885. Two children were born to the Rev. and Mrs. Locke: Esther (1899-1972) and Lelia
Mae (1903-1985).
After Rev. W. H. Locke retired from the ministry, he and his wife moved to Geneva in October 1921 and lived with
the Long family at Second and Hamilton streets until December 1922. (21 October 1921 Geneva Republican) Rev.
Locke and his wife were active members of the local Methodist congregation, where he occasionally filled the
pulpit and where she taught Sunday School. At the age of 80, Rev. W. H. Locke died on March 31, 1929 (Easter
Sunday) at his Geneva, Illinois home. Grace Locke continued to live in the Hamilton Street home until her death
14 years later.
W. H. and Grace (Browne) Locke House After 1943
In 1938, Grace (Browne) Locke transferred the 115 Hamilton Street property to her daughter, Esther (Locke)
Scherruble. After Grace Browne’s death in 1943, Esther (Locke) Sherruble—then living in Big Spring, Texas—
converted the single-family house at 115 Hamilton Street into a rental “two-flat” (a duplex).
During that period, the 1928 sun parlor, built for Mr. and Mrs. Locke, was dismantled and converted to an openair porch. The architectural details of the 1928 sun parlor are unknown: the arrangement, size and type of
windows was not documented and the extent and configuration of the glass enclosure are not verifiable. However,
it is apparent that the former sun parlor was remodeled, probably in association with the conversion of the singlefamily house into two rental apartments.
Based on existing conditions and architectural details, it is probable that the original entrance to the house was
at the east end of the Hamilton Street façade. Once the house was remodeled, that door became the entrance to
the second floor apartment. Certainly, steps from the porch led toward Hamilton Street. A small vestibule, erected
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in 1928, may have served as the access between the original living room and sun parlor addition. The small
vestibule was converted to become the primary entry to the first floor after 1943. New steps were installed at the
west end of the full-width porch, extending
toward Hamilton Street. At some point, the
east stairs and approach walkway to Hamilton
Street were eliminated altogether; the southfacing steps were replaced with steps
extending eastward from the east end of the
porch. As a result of these changes, it is
probable that the closed wall balustrade of the
1928 sun parlor was modified.
Evidence from 1950 identifies the property as
a “two flat.” The Federal Census for that year
identified Sarah Becker living at the first floor
while the upstairs apartment was occupied by
Sarah Becker’s son, Sam, and his wife,
Dorothy, and their two children.
By 1952, 53-year-old Esther (Locke) Scherruble co-owned the former Locke House with her 32-year-old son, Paul
Scherruble (1920-2005). In 1979, Paul Scherruble sold the 115 Hamilton Street property to Dr. John A. Kefer of
Geneva.
Current Conditions
In recent years, several improvement projects have been completed at the 115 Hamilton Street property. In
September 2016, a building permit application was approved and a building permit was issued for the re-roofing
of the 115 Hamilton Street house. The exterior has been re-painted, preserving the historic clapboard and open
eave with exposed rafter tails.
In late 2021 or early 2022, the central post of the front porch failed due to rot. Since that time, the porch has been
temporarily supported, pending availability of a qualified contractor and the approval of the proposed work by
the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC). On July 5, 2022, a building permit application for the proposed porch
rehabilitation project was submitted for review by the HPC.
REQUEST
The Applicant is seeking to rehabilitate the existing, open-air porch, formerly a sun parlor erected in 1928. It is not
the intent of the Applicant to restore the porch to a historic condition. The Applicant is requesting to remove the
closed wall balustrade; remove the failed, central column; repair the existing wood flooring at the porch deck
(approximately 10-25% replacement of deteriorated flooring); install two new columns to match the existing
corner columns; reduce the span of the porch lintel by inserting an additional column with equal spacing between
columns; and install a period-appropriate, wood balustrade, consisting of square, wood balusters. The work will
require the installation of two, new concrete piers, below grade, to support the new columns.
STAFF ANALYSIS
The determination of the authentic, historic features of the front porch, as it exists in July 2022, is not a simple
exercise.
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It is clear that the original, 1923 porch either was removed in its entirety or was remodeled substantially in 1928.
Furthermore, the original, architectural details of the 1928 sun parlor addition (window size, type, arrangement,
and configuration as well as location of earlier access steps) are wholly unknown because no historic images of
the Locke-Wray House have been located by the Applicant or staff.
Historically, the 1928 addition to the front of the Locke House was never intended to be an open-air porch.
Furthermore, it is unclear who converted the former sun parlor into the existing, open-air porch or to what extent
the porch stairs and balustrade wall may been altered between 1930 and 1999.
However, it is clear that the remnant sun parlor lacks sufficient integrity and documentation to attempt a
restoration of the historic sun parlor to its authentic character.
Craftsman Porches of the Early 1920s
Because the remnant sun parlor lacks integrity, it is helpful to understand the period-appropriate porch details
for a modest Craftsman residence like the 1923 W.
H. and Grace (Browne) Locke House.
It is probable that the original porch at the Locke
House was a significantly smaller porch than the
full width porch that now exists. If that was the
case, then the original, 1923 porch of the Locke
House at 115 Hamilton Street may have
encompassed only the original, east entrance and
the single 1-over-1 window to the west of that
original, entry door. The original, smaller porch of
1923 may have incorporated either a gable or
shed roof.

Lower Left: Full width porch with gable roof and board balustrade.

Upper Right: Partial width porch with gable roof and open balustrade.
Lower Right: Full width porch with shed roof and closed balustrade.
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Porches at modest Craftsman houses of the early 20th century reflected a variety of styles and details. Houses of
the same period and similar scale of the W. H. and Grace (Browne) Locke House exhibit a variety of porch
balustrade details, including open balustrades, composed of square balusters; closed wall balustrades of
clapboard or wood shingle; and decorative board balustrades.
Based on Sanborn Fire Insurance Co. maps and other physical evidence, the porch of the W. H. and Grace (Browne)
Locke House was modified in 1923, 1928, and circa 1946. The porch roof, lintel beam, and closed wall balustrade
appear to date to 1928, when the original, 1923 porch was modified to extend westward or, more likely, when
the original, 1923 porch was replaced in its entirety. The existing columns may date to 1928 or—possibly—to circa
1946 or later, when the sun parlor windows were removed and the east stairs and porch entrance were relocated
to the east end of the porch.
In any case, it appears that all of the porch modifications, existing in July 2022, were completed within the Period
of Significance for the North Geneva Historic District (1835-1966).
Proposed Modifications
The Locke House at 115 Hamilton Street property is identified as a Contributing property in both the local Geneva
Historic District and the North Geneva Historic District, listed in the National Register of Historic Places.
The proposed porch modifications are part of a multi-year effort to improve the 115 Hamilton Street property.
Recently completed work includes a new roof, exterior painting, and landscaping. The Applicant’s request is not
intended as a complete restoration of the historic 1923 porch or the 1928 sun parlor addition. The request seeks
approval of a rehabilitation proposal for the existing porch. The project has several intended goals:
repair the failed, structural column;
reduce the spans of the historic porch lintel;
provide a structurally-safe porch structure;
open the porch to the street for better views to and from the porch; and
improve air circulation on the porch.
Based on staff review, the Applicant and the project architect modified the initial submittal for porch modifications
to better reflect traditional, 20th century, architectural details for the porch skirt and apron. The revised submittal
is architecturally consistent with the simple lines and details of the modest, early 20th century house.

An alternative lattice panel of vinyl
with a traditional appearance.

The porch apron screens are to be
constructed of PVC materials because of
their close proximity to and contact with
grade. The use of PVC materials in
locations, as proposed, is consistent with
approvals granted for similar projects
within the Geneva Historic District. The
design of the proposed, PVC porch
screening is depicted as a 45-degree
orientation (see architectural drawings,
attached). No details or specifications of
the proposed PVC screen material have
been provided. Inexpensive PVC lattice
panels can deform and, typically, do not
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have the traditional, dimensional appearance of wood lattice. In the past, the Commission has required the use
of a 90-degree PVC or vinyl screen panel with dimensional depth at Craftsman-inspired residences because this
type of screening is stronger, less susceptible to deformation over time, more resistant to ground rodents, and
yields a more traditional appearance. The frames of the porch screens are proposed to be of PVC, as well, because
of their proximity to grade.
Other porch elements are proposed to be fabricated of traditional wood materials. The proposed, open balustrade
is to be constructed of wood; the porch columns are to be constructed of wood; and the porch flooring will be
wood to match existing. New, intermediate porch columns will match the details of the existing, corner columns
to remain.
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.
The property will remain a residential property.
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.
Physical evidence and historic maps document that the original porch had been modified or was
removed in its entirety in 1928. No documentation of the original porch has been located. The
existing, full-width, front porch was built as a sun parlor addition but has been modified over
time. No historic images are available to verify the architectural character or features of the
former sun parlor-turned-open-air porch between 1928 and 1999. The closed wall balustrade
was constructed simultaneously with windows of unknown size, type, arrangement, and
configuration that have since been removed. Consequently, the integrity of the 1928 sun parlor
addition has been adversely affected because of later modifications. The closed wall balustrade
is not out of character for a house of this period; however, the closed wall balustrade is no longer
associated with the historic elements of the 1928 sun parlor. The massing and low-pitched,
hipped roof of the 1928, full-width addition at the front of the Locke House will 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. The historic character of
neither the original, 1923 porch nor the 1928 sun parlor addition is unverifiable. However, the
overall form and dimensions of the existing, post-1943, open-air porch will remain upon
completion of the proposed modifications. While the details of the proposed, open balustrade
may be considered “conjectural” (because no historic documentation of the original 1923
balustrade or the 1928 sun parlor is available), the proposed balustrade is sympathetic to the
period and architectural style of the house.
4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance
in their own right shall be retained and preserved. The authentic details of neither the 1923
porch nor the 1928 sun parlor addition are unknown. The existing, open-air porch has been
modified over time; the porch—as it stands—is not the porch known to William H. Locke or Grace
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(Browne) Locke. The modifications are not associated with any particular craftsman, person of
significance, or known historic event.
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship
that characterize a property shall be preserved. The existing porch modifications do not
represent distinctive finishes and are not representative of a notable construction technique or
craftsmanship. In fact, the remnant sun parlor elements are an incomplete representation of the
1928 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 porch lintels are over-spanned and the proposed columns will reduce the spans
thereby preserving the historic porch lintels. The historic porch floor decking will be repaired with
materials that match the design, material, texture and visual qualities of the historic porch
decking materials. The details of the original, 1923 porch balustrade as well as the details of the
1928 sun parlor with a closed wall balustrade are unknown. The proposed, open balustrade is
sympathetic to balustrade designs associated with the Craftsman style.
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 is 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
archaeological resources are known to exist or are anticipated to be encountered in the
proposed area of work, which has been disturbed during the initial construction of 1923 as well
as the addition of a sun parlor in 1928 and subsequent remodeling.
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 existing, closed wall balustrade
could be identified as a distinctive, remnant feature of the property; however—without
documentation of the historic window wall—the existing, closed wall balustrade is an
incomplete architectural feature. Therefore, its removal does not materially alter the overall
architectural character of the property. The proposed, new work is compatible with the details,
massing, size, scale, and character of the existing architectural details. The new work will be
differentiated by the use of new wood and PVC materials.
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 new construction could be removed in the
future without irreversible harm to the essential form and features of the property. A clapboard,
closed wall balustrade could be re-installed with minimal effort.
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EXISTING HEADER TO BE
SUPPORTED BY TWO NEW
WRAPPED 6 X 6 TREATED
WOOD POSTS ON
CONCRETE PIERS.

EXISTING ROOF
STRUCTURE AND
CEILING TO REMAIN.

36" HIGH RAILING
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1 x 4 PVC FRAME
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REPLACEMENT OF 10-25%
OF DAMAGED WOOD
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1 X 4 PAINTED TRIM
2 X 10 PAINTED FACE
PVC PORCH APRON
SCREEN

TREATED BLOCKING TOP &
BOTTOM TO RECEIVE
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SECTION
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1 -0

PVC LATTICE
ATTACHED TO BACK
SIDE OF FRAME.

PORCH APRON DETAIL
3/
1 -0
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