
KENDALL COUNTY 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

111 West Fox Street • Rooms 209 and 210 • Yorkville, IL • 60560 
(630) 553-4141                            Fax (630) 553-4179

AGENDA  
June 21, 2021 – 6:30 p.m. 

CALL TO ORDER  
ROLL CALL: Eric Bernacki (Secretary), Elizabeth Flowers (Vice-Chair), Kristine Heiman, Jeff 
Wehrli (Chair), and One Vacancy 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA:  
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approval of Minutes of May 17, 2021, Meeting (Pages 2-9) 
CHAIRMAN’S REPORT: 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 
NEW BUSINESS: 

1. Report from Kristine Heiman Regarding May 28, 2021, Historic Preservation
Training (Pages 10-114)

2. Discussion of Officers for 2021-2022

OLD BUSINESS: 
1. Discussion of Historic Survey Project; Commission Could Select Consultant and

Township(s) of Study

2. Discussion of Cemeteries (Pages 115-116)

3. Discussion of Community Events Including Possible Meeting at Lyon Farm

CORRESPONDENCE: 
PUBLIC COMMENT: 
ADJOURNMENT:  

Microsoft Teams meeting 
Click here to join the meeting 

Or call in (audio only) 
+1 309-248-0701, United States, Rock Island

Phone Conference ID: 480 853 196# 
Find a local number | Reset PIN 

Kendall County 
Learn More | Meeting options | Legal 

If special accommodations or arrangements are needed to attend this County meeting, please 
contact the Administration Office at 630-553-4171, a minimum of 24-hours prior to the meeting 
time. 
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KENDALL COUNTY  
Historic Preservation Commission 

Kendall County Office Building 
County Board Room (Rooms 209 and 210) 

111 W. Fox Street, Yorkville, Illinois 
6:30 p.m. 

May 17, 2021-Unofficial Until Approved 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
Chairman Jeff Wehrli called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m.   
 
ROLL CALL 
Present: Eric Bernacki (Secretary) (Attended Remotely), Elizabeth Flowers (Vice-Chairwoman) (Attended 
Remotely), Kristine Heiman (Attended Remotely), and Jeff Wehrli (Chairman) 
Absent: None 
Also Present: Matt Asselmeier (Senior Planner) and Lisa Wolancevich 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
Member Bernacki made a motion, seconded by Member Heiman, to approve the agenda. 
 
The votes were as follows: 
Yeas (4):   Bernacki, Flowers, Heiman, and Wehrli 
Nays (0): None 
Absent (0): None 
Abstain (0): None 
 
The motion carried.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Member Heiman made a motion, seconded by Member Bernacki, to approve the minutes from the April 19, 
2021, meeting.   
 
The votes were as follows: 
Yeas (4):   Bernacki, Flowers, Heiman, and Wehrli 
Nays (0): None 
Absent (0): None 
Abstain (0): None 
 
The motion carried.  
 
CHAIRMAN’S REPORT 
Chairman Wehrli said that he was pleased with the attendance at the plaque dedication for Joseph Platt Brown 
and Ashby Farm. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Lisa Wolancevich, Kendall County Historical Society, announced a rededication of the Union School House 
with a ribbon cutting with the Yorkville and Oswego Chambers of Commerce at the Lyon Farm on May 26, 
2021.  There will be an open house and tours from 3:30 p.m. until 5:30 p.m. with the ribbon cutting occurring at 
4:30 p.m.  She invited Commissioners to the event.  She also discussed the grant from Landmarks Illinois and 
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the private donation that funded the painting of the Union School House.  The Kendall County Historical 
Society is also working on a fundraising program for a gazebo at Lyon Farm.   
 
Discussion occurred about a centennial families’ picnic and having other historic preservation groups at the 
property.  Chairman Wehrli reported that he is still gathering information related to the logistics of doing this 
type of event.    
 
NEW BUSINESS 
Approval of Plaque for Historic Preservation Award and Related Invoice from Leo’s Trophies, Gifts and 
Engraving in an Amount Not to Exceed $163.00; Related Invoice To Be Paid from Historic Preservation 
Commission Line Item (11001902-63830) 
Mr. Asselmeier presented the invoice and proof.  The fee was Fifteen Dollars ($15) higher than previous years 
because of the cost of adding updating County Seal.   
 
Member Flowers made a motion, seconded by Member Heiman, to approve the proof and invoice. 
 
The votes were as follows: 
Yeas (4):   Bernacki, Flowers, Heiman, and Wehrli 
Nays (0): None 
Absent (0): None 
Abstain (0): None 
 
The motion carried.  
 
The Manthei family will be in attendance at the June 1st County Board meeting to receive the plaque.   
 
OLD BUSINESS  
April 21, 2021 Letter from Robert F. Appleman to Scott R. Gryder Regarding the Property Tax Assessment 
Freeze Program 
Commissioners reviewed the letter. 
 
Discussion of Historic Survey Project 
Mr. Asselmeier stated that he reached out to two consultants that do historic surveys.  He was impressed with 
the work of Ken Itle from CJE, the firm that did the historic surveys for Kankakee and Will Counties.  Mr. Itle 
indicated that he could assist with the CLG grant application at no charge.  The anticipated cost of the project 
would be around Thirty Thousand Dollars ($30,000) if volunteers were used or Fifty Thousand Dollars 
($50,000) if no volunteers were used.  There was also the potential of having Intergovernmental Agreements 
with some of the municipalities to do surveys within municipal boundaries.  The choice of which township to 
survey first would be based on the Commission’s preference. 
 
Chairman Wehrli asked if this type of work was seasonal because of bad weather in the winter.  Mr. Asselmeier 
responded that, to his knowledge, weather does not play a large factor. 
 
The cost would be per township.   
 
Mr. Asselmeier’s suggestion was to pick a township that did not have a large number of municipalities was 
experiencing average growth, such as Lisbon or Seward Township.   
 
In Kankakee County, the Historic Preservation Commissioners served as volunteers.   
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Historic Atlases, historic plat books, and the Commissions’ previous research and pictures will be used as a 
starting point of research.   
 
The County’s GIS Department will be actively involved in the project. 
 
The consensus of the Commission was to invite Mr. Itle to the next meeting to further discuss costs and which 
township to select to survey.   
 
Discussion of Recognizing Joseph Platt Brown and Ashby Farms 
Member Bernacki reported the turnout was good and a variety of other, local families attended.  He suggested 
assisting farmers find plat maps.  The estimate of attendees was twenty (20) people.  Chairman Wehrli 
suggested doing a similar event in the future with another family.   
 
Discussion of Cemeteries 
There was no update on the cemeteries.  Chairman Wehrli encouraged Commissioners to visit and research 
cemeteries and share pictures. 
 
Discussion of Community Events 
The May 26th Kendall County Historical Society’s ribbon cutting was again mentioned.  Discussion occurred 
regarding having an upcoming Commission meeting at Lyon Farm in the summer or autumn.  Chairman Wehrli 
provided an update on the pig roast and he is still investigating interest.    
 
CORRESPONDENCE 
Mr. Asselmeier read a May 12, 2021, email from Jon Pressley regarding Section 106 Historic Preservation 
Training on May 18th and an Illinois specific training on May 28th.  Member Heiman will attend the May 28th 
training and report back to the Commission in June.   
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
Mr. Asselmeier announced that packets for the June meeting would be going out early because he will be out of 
the office the week prior to the June meeting.  Remote attendance options for upcoming meetings was also 
discussed.   
 
ADJOURNMENT 
Member Bernacki made a motion, seconded by Member Flowers, to adjourn.  
 
The votes were as follows: 
Yeas (4):   Bernacki, Flowers, Heiman, and Wehrli 
Nays (0): None 
Absent (0): None 
Abstain (0): None 
 
The motion carried.  
The Historic Preservation Commission adjourned at 7:03 p.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Matthew H. Asselmeier, AICP, CFM 
Senior Planner 

Enc.  
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Illinois State Historic Preservation Office
Training for HUD Program 106 Reviews

May 28, 2021

Illinois Department of Natural Resources 10



Welcome

Carey L. Mayer, AIA
Division Manager 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Illinois State Historic Preservation Office
Illinois Department of Natural Resources

217.761.0264
carey.mayer2@illinois.gov
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Illinois Department of Natural Resources

“To manage, conserve and protect Illinois’ natural, 
recreational and cultural resources, further the public’s 
understanding and appreciation of those resources, and 
promote the education, science and public safety of 
Illinois’ natural resources for present and future 
generations.”

 DNR
 State Historic Preservation Office
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Illinois Department of Natural Resources

 SHPO = State Historic Preservation Office
 State staff who administer federally mandated 

historic-preservation programs
 SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer

 By statute, Illinois’ SHPO is the director of DNR
 On March 27, 2019, Gov. Pritzker appointed 

Colleen Callahan as Illinois’ SHPO 
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State Historic Preservation Office

 Sections
 Certified Local Government
 Cultural Resource Protection
 Survey & National Register of Historic Places
 Architecture & Tax Incentives

 Programs
 National Register of Historic Places
 Certified Local government Program
 Cultural Resource Protection
 Three Historic Tax Credits
 Property Tax Assessment Freeze
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Cultural Resource Protection

Programs:
 Federal and State Review 
 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
 Illinois State Resources Protection Act (“Section 707”)
 Archaeological and Paleontological Resources Protection Act

Staff:
 Carol “CJ” Wallace, Cultural Resources Coordinator
 Rita Baker, Cultural Resources Manager
 Jeff Kruchten, Chief Archaeologist
 Tina Blankenship, Archaeology Secretary
 LaDonna Young, Cultural Resources Secretary
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Tax Incentives & Architecture

Programs:
 Historic Tax Credits
 Property Tax Freeze 
 Technical Assistance
 Design Reviews

Staff:
 Carol Dyson, Chief Architect, Tax Incentives Manager
 Anna Margaret Barris, Project Designer
 Darius Bryjka, Project Designer
 Anthony Rubano, Project Designer
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Certified Local Government
Programs:
 Local Preservation 
 Ordinances 
 CLG Grants 
 State Preservation Plan

Staff:
 Jon Pressley, Local 

Government Services 
Coordinator

Executive Secretary
 Valerie Spurgeon

National Register
Programs:
 National Register
 Architectural Survey
 HARGIS

Staff:
 Andrew Heckenkamp, 

Survey & National 
Register Coordinator

 Amy Hathaway, Survey & 
National Register 
Specialist
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Illinois SHPO website

Contact Staff
www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/Contact-Staff.aspx

 Programs, staff, 
and contact 
information listed
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Illinois SHPO website

Preservation Laws
www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/About/Pages/Laws.aspx

 Links to all 
statutes and their 
regulations/rules 
that we administer

 Links to related 
statutes
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Illinois SHPO website

One-page Program 
Descriptions

 As of January 1, 
2021, please email
your SHPO 106 & 
707 documents to
SHPO.Review@
Illinois.gov 
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Regulatory Review & Compliance

Rita Baker
Cultural Resources Manager

217.785.4998
217.761.0082
rita.e.baker@illinois.gov
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Section 106 Basics

 Projects that have any 
Federal funding, 
licensing and/or permits 
need to be reviewed by 
SHPO for effects to 
historic properties.

 Most HUD projects are 
on not NRHP-eligible 
properties, and an 
eligible property is 
usually the exception.

 106 review is a 30-day 
process.
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Section 106 Basics

 SHPO received and logged 
project on June 1st, so HUD 
agency should anticipate a 
SHPO response by July 1st.   

 SHPO responds on June 15th

requesting a map.

 SHPO receives map from 
HUD agency on June 18th.

 30-day clock is restarted on 
June 18th creating a new 
anticipated SHPO response 
date of July 18th.
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Review Submission Guidelines

Federal (106) and State (707) Project Review   

 Visit website for any updates:
 www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/resource

-protection-submittal.aspx
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What is required for electronic initial submittal?

 Cover letter
 All Federal and State funding, licensing, permit 

information (i.e., CDBG, HOME, NSP)
 Previous SHPO number, if applicable
 Contact person’s name, address, email & 

telephone number 
 Project’s address
 Year of construction  
 Scope of work
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Problem Photograph

 Unclear map photo
 Taken in 2013
 Obstructed view 

of house
 Will hold up the 

review process 
until SHPO 
receives new 
photo
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Acceptable Photograph

 Current, clear photograph that clearly shows the 
building in its current condition

 Unobstructed 
view of the 
house

 Review will not 
be on hold 
because of photo
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Map legend 
for HARGIS

HARGIS
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/HARGIS.aspx
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HARGIS
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/HARGIS.aspx
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HARGIS
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301 E. Lawrence Street Springfield, IL 62703

HARGIS
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HARGIS

301 E. Lawrence Street Springfield, IL 62703
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Dana-Thomas House
301 E. Lawrence Street, Springfield

HARGIS  

 Purple dot = NRHP listed
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What if the property is considered historic or is in a 
historic district? 

 What extra items are needed for submittal? Does 
this mean HUD cannot complete the project?

 More than one exterior photo
 Interior photos
 May need to reach out to Certified Local 

Government (CLG) or historical society
 SHPO may request more information 
 Would need to be reviewed by SHPO staff architect
 May take longer to receive determination but will 

not end project
35



HARGIS
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HARGIS
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Summary 

 Cover Letter
 Photo or photos of the property
 HARGIS map
 SHPO website can be useful in getting the 

information you need for your submittals
 Most HUD properties are non-historic, and the few 

exceptions that are historic require a few more 
steps

 SHPO has 30 days to review the submittal
 SHPO is available to answer questions 
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Regulatory Review & Compliance

Jeffery Kruchten
Chief Archaeologist

217.785.1279
217.761.0094
jeffery.kruchten@illinois.gov
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Archaeology Concerns 

 Mainly ground disturbing activities
 New construction in previously undisturbed 

areas, mostly
 Sometimes in areas of previous development, 

but rarely

 Little to no concerns in structure rehabilitations, 
modifications, financing, etc. 
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What is an Archaeological Survey 

 An archaeological survey is conducted in order to 
identify historic properties that may be affected by 
development.

 Survey methods include:
 Pedestrian survey (5m interval)
 Shovel testing in 15m intervals
 Deep testing in alluvial/colluvial environments
 Remote Sensing
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Evaluating and Registering Archaeological Properties 

 Place the site into prehistoric or historic context
 Local, State, Regional, National significance

 Evaluate site significance
 Can the site potentially yield significant 

information about the past or important persons, 
and events? 

 Evaluate site integrity
 Location, Design, Setting, Materials, 

Workmanship, Feeling, and Association
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Archaeological Testing –
NRHP Evaluation Requirements 

 Controlled surface collection
 Excavation of at least 2 percent of site area
 Excavation of a sample of exposed features
 Analysis of the site plan and artifacts
 Report of the findings
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Avoidance and/or Mitigation 

 Avoidance of sites that are determined to be NRHP 
eligible is always our preference.

 If a site cannot be avoided, the effect may be 
mitigated through archaeological excavation and 
recordation.
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Tribal Consultation

 There are no Tribal Lands in Illinois, but…
 Many federally recognized Tribes claim portions of 

Illinois as ancestral territory.
 See HUD Exchange for information:
 https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environm

ental-review/historic-preservation/tribal-
consultation/

 Sometimes Tribes may request survey or additional 
work when SHPO does not.
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Architecture and Tax Incentives

Carol Dyson, AIA
Chief Architect & Tax Incentives Manager
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

217.524.0276
carol.dyson@illinois.gov
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Architecture & Tax Incentives Team

From Left to Right in picture:
 Carol Dyson, Chief Architect, DSHPO,

Tax Incentives Manager
 Anthony Rubano, DSHPO

Project Reviewer
 Darius Bryjka, 

Project Reviewer
 Anna Margaret Barris, 

Project Reviewer
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Architecture & Tax Incentives

 Manage the Tax Incentives programs
 Provide Design Review for 

all other SHPO programs

48

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We do the architectural Design Review for all the SHPO programs and also manage the Tax Incentives



Architecture & Tax Incentives

 3 Historic Preservation Tax Credits
 Property Tax Assessment Freeze (Homeowners) 
 Regulatory
 Federal 106
 State Project

 Technical Assistance
 Education & Training

49

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We are involved with these program areas. 



Tax incentives for Historic Building Rehabilitations

 Historic Preservation Tax Credits
 Federal historic rehabilitation tax credits 
 River Edge Historic Tax Credit (5 Illinois cities)
 Illinois Historic Preservation Tax Credit 

(Statewide) 
 Property Tax Assessment Freeze (Homeowners) 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We have three tax credit programs for commercial buildings and also a homeowner program



Federal Tax Credit Projects in Illinois

From the really big: The Old Chicago Post Office
 >$800 million redevelopment plan
 2.5 million square feet
 Largest historic rehabilitation in the country 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our federal tax credit projects are on a wide range of properties ranging from the LARGEST historic rehabilitation in the country, The Old Main Post Office in Chicago to…



Federal Tax Credit Projects in Illinois

To the really small: East Garfield Street, Belleville
 1856 residence in an historic district
 450 square feet 
 $19,900 rehabilitation
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Some much more diminutive projects as this one in Belleville



Rockford Indoor Market

River Edge Historic Tax Credit

 Combine with Federal Credit
 Brings underutilized buildings back into use
 Entire neighborhoods and downtowns coming 

back online as a result

53

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The River Edge Historic Credit – RERZ – has been very effective in the cities who are qualified: Rockford, Elgin, Aurora, Peoria and East St. Louis.



Arsenal Courts, Rock Island
affordable housing

Illinois Historic Tax Credit

 Statewide eligibility
 Priority given to 
 developers with 

non/low-profit 
partners 

 low-income 
neighborhoods

 former government-
owned buildings
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Presentation Notes
The Illinois Historic Preservation (Statewide) Credit is a newer program (2019), is competitive and has five priorities including those above. 



Property Tax Assessment Freeze

Benefit to Community
 Encourages home ownership 
 Encourages substantial rehabs, which increase 

property values
 Strengthens neighborhoods and housing stock
 Encourages district-wide reinvestment
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Presentation Notes
The Property Tax Freeze is a benefit that an enhance historic communities



Julia C. Lathrop Homes, 
Chicago

Architecture & Tax Incentives
Regulatory Design Review

If a building is found to be “historic,” 
architectural design review will occur
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Architecture & Tax Incentives 
Regulatory Design Review

Projects can have overlapping involvement
 Federal (Section 106) 
 State (Section 707) 
 Historic Tax Credit

Separate programs, but they can be simultaneous 
and are coordinated. 
 We don’t review plans or architectural work 

twice.

57



Architecture & Tax Incentives 
Regulatory Design Review

SHPO may ask for additional information
 Plans or specifications
 Photos – exterior and interior
 More detailed information re. work to be 

performed or condition of building
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Architecture & Tax Incentives 
Regulatory Design Review

All our reviews apply the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation
 Authorized by NHPA of 1966
 Adopted in 1976
 Used for thousands of projects per year across 

the country
 Tax incentive projects
 Federal & state regulatory projects

 Basis for most local design review (which is 
different from our review)
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The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation

60

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Standards for Rehabilitation are only ten and can fit on one page. 



The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation

61

Presenter
Presentation Notes
But there are another forty pages of related guidelines that go into much more detail. 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Standards are broad enough that they can be used for an early 19th century Lerna Lincoln parents cabin, or for the Raymond Hilliard Housing designed by Bertrand Goldberg in the 1960s. They can fit a single rowhouse in Pullman or a whole complex such as the Lathrop Redevelopment in Chicago.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Standards can even apply to structures, such as this bridge in Chicago or brick paving on Route 66 near Pawnee, or a lock on the 1849s Illinois Michigan Canal, or even a German Uboat submarine at the Museum of Science and Industry. All are either listed on the National Register of Historic Places or eligible for listing.



The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation – not Restoration

 Don’t have to freeze building in time. 
 Can be rehabbed for same use or new use

64

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rehabilitation is defined as “the act or process of making possible an efficient compatible use for a property through repair, alterations and additions; while preserving those portions or features that convey its historical, cultural or architectural values.”   Rehabilitation provides more latitude for replacement of deteriorated materials and also allows for sensitive additions and new construction.   Rehabilitation is the most flexible of the four treatments; while still maintaining the characteristics of the historic property. 




features

Standards for Rehabilitation

 Identify what’s historic and significant

spacesfacades 65

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rehabilitation is defined as “the act or process of making possible an efficient compatible use for a property through repair, alterations and additions; while preserving those portions or features that convey its historical, cultural or architectural values.”   Rehabilitation provides more latitude for replacement of deteriorated materials and also allows for sensitive additions and new construction.   Rehabilitation is the most flexible of the four treatments; while still maintaining the characteristics of the historic property. 




Standards for Rehabilitation

 Retain and repair significant
 Materials
 Features
 Finishes
 Spaces

 The rest can 
usually be 
changed

66

Presenter
Presentation Notes
On the exterior it’s the street visible facades that we are most interested in learning about. 



Exterior Significance

Less significant
 Less visible
 Lower quality materials and detailing
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Presentation Notes
Other areas that are not street visible can absorb many more changes.



Interior Significance

Retain and repair significant spaces and features
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
On interiors it is the more formal public spaces such as the main stairhall, living dining room, front vestibule or upper corridors.



Interior Significance

Less significant
 Less public spaces
 Often changed before or lacking features
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Usually, kitchens and bathrooms have been changed many times before and are not considered primary. 



Significant features

 Repair rather than replace
 When beyond repair, replace accurately
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Significant features worth retention may include historic quarter-sawn oak flooring.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Or historic windows as here on the left. In general they should be retained but when they are beyond repair they should be replaced accurately, not like what we see here on the left. 
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Compatible and reversible

 Alterations
 Additions
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Standards suggest that alterations should be reversable if possible and distinguished from, yet compatible with the historic building.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Don’t plan an addition, new staircase or other alterations on the primary facade if possible 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here is a great example of an accessibility ramp that leads to the back door, complete with accessible pathway to the parking and does not impact the front facade. This elegant solution even hides the new ramp behind an historic railing. 



Architecture & Tax Incentive Team

Our goal is parallel to yours:
 Revitalizing historic buildings and communities to 

fulfill viable up-to-date, modern uses
 We want to provide timely reviews and guidance
 We see our role as problem-solvers to assist you 

in finding ways to meet your program in a cost-
effective way, yet still keeping what makes a 
building significant.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We want to work with you and are a good resource regarding historic buildings. 



Architecture & Tax Incentive Team

Carol Dyson, AIA  carol.dyson@illinois.gov
Anthony Rubano  anthony.rubano@illinois.gov
Darius Bryjka        darius.bryjka@illinois.gov
Anna Margaret Barris annamargaret.barris@illinois.gov
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Presentation Notes
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Mitigation

CJ Wallace
Cultural Resources Coordinator 
Manager, Regulatory Review & Compliance

217.785.5027
217.761.0104
carol.wallace@Illinois.gov
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Understanding Adverse Effects

Section 106 is a cooperative process.
 Sometimes, adverse effects cannot be avoided.
 Government agencies must assume responsibility 

for adverse effects.
 Adverse effects don’t stop a project.
 SHPO works with you to resolve adverse effects 

before a project can proceed. 
 The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 

(ACHP) encourages government agencies to 
consult with SHPO and other parties to create a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or 
Programmatic Agreement (PA).

 ACHP can help reach agreements. 79

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Understanding Adverse Effects
1. Section 106 review is a cooperative process.
2. It encourages preservation outcomes but recognizes that sometimes there is no way for a project to proceed without affecting historic properties. Section 106 ensures that a federal agency like HUD assumes responsibility for the consequences of its undertakings on a historic property.
3. An adverse effect does not “stop” a project. Both of our state and federal preservation laws authorize a government agency to make historic-preservation decisions. 
4. The SHPO's role is to assure that any adverse effects on cultural resources are recognized and accommodated through mitigation before a project begins. 
5. Section 106 does not specify a timeframe, but an agency should plan for ample time needed to consult to resolve adverse effects to historic properties. The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (or ACHP) says that, “Consulting parties participate with the federal agency in the preparation of an agreement document, typically a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or Programmatic Agreement (PA), which establishes the agreed upon measures to resolve the adverse effect and the roles and responsibilities of the agency and the consulting parties. If the signatories cannot come to an agreement, the agency must request and consider ACHP comments. If an agreement is reached, the agency must implement all agreed upon measures set forth in the resulting MOA or PA.”  https://www.achp.gov/digital-library-section-106-landing/section-106-applicant-toolkit




Mitigation Agreement Checklist for Adverse Effects (AEs)

1. Visit SHPO website to learn about mitigation and recordation.
2. Contact the SHPO Cultural Resources Coordinator (CJ Wallace).
3. Discuss whether the AE can be avoided or minimized. 
4. Contact tribal organizations (THPOs), the ACHP, and other 

parties to consult.
5. Involve the public. 
6. Set a timeline. 
7. Consider the cost of mitigation in proportion to a project.
8. Discuss how a project and mitigation will begin. 
9. Draft a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), Programmatic 

Agreement (PA), or historic covenant. 
10.Circulate, review, and sign legal documents.
11.Begin to fulfill the mitigation. 80
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Mitigation Agreement Checklist
1. Upon receiving a determination of adverse effect, visit the SHPO website to learn about mitigation and recordation,
2. Contact SHPO Cultural Resources Coordinator (CJ Wallace). We will discuss the steps in the agreement process.
3. Discuss the project and determination and if the adverse effect can be avoided or minimized. This can include revising architectural plans to avoid destroying the historic character of a building or disturbing archaeological sites.
4. Reach out to tribal organizations, THPOs, the ACHP, and other parties to find out if they would like to be part of the mitigation &/or minimization process as consulting parties. 
5. Involve the public. Agencies can hold public meetings to announce, explain, and discuss projects with adverse effects and resolutions.
6. Set a timeline with meeting dates for working through the agreement process to allow time for thoughtful discourse, cooperation, legal counsel input, and collection of agency and consulting party signatures on agreement documents.
7. Consider the cost of mitigation in proportion to a project. Projects that have greater consequences to historic resources deserve more attention and effort.
8. Discuss the benefits of different types of mitigation for a resource and what actions may enhance public knowledge of and protection of a historic resource. Creative ideas for mitigation that provide public benefit and historical knowledge are always encouraged.
9. Draft a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or Programmatic Agreement (PA) to define the terms and timeline of the mitigation process.
Where applicable, a historic covenant may also be an option when a project involves the sale of a government-owned building or property with an archaeological site.
Legal documents should be drafted in the spirit of agreed-upon terms, then circulated to all consulting parties and their respective legal counsel for review and signatures in a timely manner. 
10. Once documents are signed, mitigation may begin.
 


https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/mitigation.aspx
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/recordation.aspx
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/moa.aspx
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/pa.aspx
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/SiteAssets/Pages/Resource-Protection/model%20covenant%20for%20structures.pdf


Heritage Documentation Programs (HABS, HAER, and 
HALS) as mitigation

 106 calls for HABS-HAER-HALS (HHH) recordation as 
mitigation.

 Only qualified professionals may produce HHH
 HHH at the Library of Congress (LOC), the Abraham 

Lincoln Presidential Library (ALPL), and the SHPO 
website.
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HABS-HAER-HALS as Mitigation
1. A standard form of mitigation for adverse effects is a HABS, HAER, or HALS recordation. 
2. The provisions of Section 106 and 110b the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended requires federal agencies to produce documentation to HABS/HAER/HALS standards on historic resources listed or eligible for the NRHP to mitigate adverse effects. 
3. HABS-HAER-HALS stands for Historic American Building Survey, Historic American Engineering Survey, and Historic American Landscape Survey. A HABS, HAER, or HALS is selected for the specific type of historic resource. All three can include professional photographs, a historical narrative, drawings of the site, and other information related to the historic resource.
4. 106 says that a HABS-HAER-HALS recordation should be conducted by aqualified professional who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines to perform identification, evaluation, registration, and treatment activities.
5. We work closely with agencies, their contractor, and the NPS to develop and finalize HABS/HAER/HALS so they can be available for agencies and individuals within the Library of Congress (LOC) Heritage Documentation Program, the Abraham Lincoln Presidential Library (ALPLM) archives, and our website.


https://www.nps.gov/hdp/samples/index.htm
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/mitigation.htm
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/standards/index.htm
https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_9.htm
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/recordation.aspx
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/samples/index.htm
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/mitigation.htm
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/standards/index.htm


HABS-HAER-HALS Checklist

1. Hire a historical consultant.
2. Contact the NPS Omaha Regional Office (Alesha Cerny, 

Architectural Historian, 402-661-1948,
alesha_cerny@nps.gov) for HHH number and title block. 

3. Review NPS’ HHH Standards & Guidelines.
4. Work with SHPO and NPS to meet NPS standards.
5. Seek SHPO approval for fieldwork and draft photography.
6. Seek approval from NPS and SHPO for all completed 

fieldwork.
7. Submit 95% draft to NPS and SHPO for approval.
8. Submit final HHH package to SHPO for LOC, ALPL, & the 

SHPO website. 82
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HABS-HAER-HALS Checklist
1. Once an agreement is signed, the agency may seek a qualified professional to conduct the HABS/HAER/HALS recordation. We maintain a list of qualified professional historical consultants who can do the work. Some agencies like to hand the recordation process over to the historical consultant and some like to be involved along the way. Either way, the consultant should:
2. Contact Alesha Cerny at the NPS Regional Office to discuss the project, provide a copy of the MOA, and request a HABS/HAER/HALS number and title block. 
3. Review NPS Standards & Guidelines for conducting a HABS/HAER/HALS recordation.
4. Work closely with SHPO and NPS during drafting and allow for flexibility to meet the NPS standards. 
5. Seek approval for field drawings and draft photography from SHPO.
6. Seek approval from NPS and SHPO for all completed fieldwork (once approved, the project undertaking may begin).
7. Continue drafting process and supply a 95% completed draft to NPS and SHPO for approval.
8. Send the final HABS/HAER/HALS version to SHPO, complete with copies for both the LOC and ALPLM, and all agreed upon archival materials for accession to the  LOC, ALPLM, and upload or linked to the SHPO website.
Region AR, IL = Omaha Office�Alesha Cerny, Architectural Historian �402-661-1948 �alesha_cerny@nps.gov       	
 
 


https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/SiteAssets/Pages/Resource-Protection/Historical%20Consultants%20List.pdf
mailto:alesha_cerny@nps.gov
https://www.nps.gov/hdp/standards/index.htm
https://www2.illinois.gov/dnrhistoric/Preserve/Pages/recordation.aspx


Mitigation beyond HHH recordation

 Salvage, storage, and/or reuse of components from 
demolition as a result of the undertaking

 Interpretive displays and/or websites about the 
historic resource, its neighborhood, its community, 
etc. 

 Published books
 History/preservation-focused educational events
 Walking tours
 Oral history interviews
 Funds for historic preservation
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Creative Mitigation
Consulting parties can agree that an agency should perform additional mitigation, in addition to a HABS-HAER-HALS recordation, depending on the scope of a project and scale of an adverse effect. Creative mitigation can include, but is not limited to: 
	
Salvage and reuse of items like brick paving, public art, windows, etc.
Donation of sale of  salvaged items to a museum or local venue for display or storage for use at a later date.
Signs, plaques, post-cards, or pamphlets made available on-site, to convey historical significance.
Published materials like books, websites, or web links with information about the historic resource.
Walking tours, lectures, or other events organized with education in mind.
Oral history interviews collected for storage in an archive or as part of an ongoing project.
Creative mitigation can also include the establishment of a mitigation fund or donation to an agreed-upon fund for historic preservation in another venue.
 
 




Certified Local Government

Jon Pressley
Local Government Services 
Coordinator

217.785.5730
jon.l.pressley@illinois.gov
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Certified Local Government (CLG)

 A program of the National Park Service
 Operates in all 50 States
 Currently 83 CLG Communities in Illinois 
 Administered in Illinois by the IL SHPO
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https://www.nps.gov/clg/


CLG Program 
Requirements

An appointed HPC (Historic 
Preservation Commission) 
with vacancies filled

Regular, Open Meetings, 
monthly

HPC Authority to Designate 
Landmarks and Historic 
Districts

HPC Authority to Review 
Building and Demolition 
permits to protect resources

Certified Local Government

86

Presenter
Presentation Notes
HPC must meet a minimum number of times per year, its members must acquired education or some type of outreach training each year and show through the annual report how many landmarks and HD properties have been designated and that those propertiesa re protected by OA process.  



Ordinance can be certified enabling financial 
incentive programs

Annual Federal Matching Grants available to the City 

Technical assistance and consulting scholarships and 
workshops 

Certified Local Government Benefits
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Certificate of 
Appropriateness

For all Building permits 
affecting Landmarks  or 
significant “Contributing” 
properties in historic districts 

Hearing within 30 days

Final HPC decision 
within 45 days 

Routine items can be done 
by staff or a small 
subcommittee within 5 days

Certified Local Government
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A certificate of appropriateness is basically a review of building plans for alteration, rehab and additions and new construction. Will be done in a timely fashion.  Minor projects can get summary review or those that are to restore or replicate original, have no change in materials, non-visible changes or those with limited affects. Category  for quick review set by city council. 



Architecture Section – Case Studies

Anna Margaret Barris
Project Designer

217.785.7929
annamargaret.barris@illinois.gov
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Case Studies for Historic Properties

 Lead paint remediation – modest historic houses 
contributing to NRHP Districts
 Scope of work – wrapping historic elements in coil 

stock and artificial siding
 Replacing windows

 Affordable Housing
 Tiger Senior Apartments, Paris High School 
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Thank you all for joining us here today.  I know you have already heard a lot from my colleagues on the submission process, the Standards, and mitigation. 
I am going to go through some case studies- first focusing on small projects involving Lead Paint Remediation, then touching on a larger affordable housing project  



Case Study: modest historic house

 Details are visible
 Differentiation of materials
 Stucco
 Wood trim
 Verge boards
 Facia
 Soffit
 Brackets
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Our office often receives submissions for Lead Paint Remediation on historic properties.  To be clear these houses are not individual listed to the National Register but are contributing to national register districts- thus triggering our office’s review.  While the proposed changes to an individual property may seem minor in relation to the entire district, obscuring a property’s features and details starts to erode the character of that historic district. 
The proposed scope of work typically includes:
Wrapping painted elements in aluminum coil stock
Installation of artificial siding
Window replacement
As Carol mention we review interior and exterior.  For exterior we focus on “street visible facades” which in many cases may include side facades.  For interiors we focus on historic entries, living rooms, dining rooms, stair halls (typically the most visible spaces once entering the front door of the house). This specific property is within a dense residential district, so from the exterior the front façade would be the only primary façade. 





Case Study: modest historic house

 Details are not visible
 Monolithic with no material 

variation
 Stucco
 Wood trim
 Verge boards
 Facia
 Soffit
 Brackets
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Let’s look at the property once it is covered with artificial siding.
The appearance is monolithic with no material variation, and we lose a lot of detail of the wood trim elements.



Case Study: modest historic house

The soffit contains a lot of details that add depth & 
dimension
 Facia
 Beadboard 

eves
 Brackets
 Crown 

molding
 Verge 

Boards
 Drip edge
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Here is a closer view at the gable and the elements that would be completely obscured with aluminum soffits and aluminum siding: 
Facia
Beadboard eves
Crown molding
Verge Boards
Brackets
Drip edge
These element add so much depth and dimension to the facade



Case Study: historic house
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Here is another house, a typical four square.  The photo on the left- the house retains its wood clapboard siding and trim, and the photo on the right the house is wrapped in aluminum siding, soffits and the front porch has been enclosed. 
Of note, the photo on the left just focuses on the front façade but from google earth or even street view we can see that the house does have a very visible side façades.   
When looking at the side façade side we look to the architecture to help us determine where there could be a natural break- between more visible and less visible elements.  In our review comments we will cite the primary façades and elements that need to be maintained. 



Artificial siding 
covered many of 
these details: 
• shingles on the

dormers
• clapboard body
• wood trim

• Verge boards
• Facia
• Beadboard Soffit
• Brackets

Case Study: historic house
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Here is a close-up view of areas that would be (and were) completely obscured by the aluminum siding and soffits. There was no distinction between the historic elements of wood shingles, wood siding, and wood trim when the house was wrapped in aluminum siding. 



Case Study: lead paint

Lead-safe paint preparation for wet scraping:

 Eye goggles  
 Dust mask
 6 mil plastic 
 Water misting tank and pump
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With Lead Paint remediation, we will include the following language: 
In retaining the historic painted wood windows and doors, lead-safe interim controls for historic buildings should be followed.  These include addressing lead paint at areas of friction and impact (i.e., where historic windows sashes and doors meet jambs and stops within the respective frames).  In these instances, jamb liners can be installed at window frames, and the historic stops can be replaced with new.   All other surfaces that do not encounter friction (like exterior siding) can be wet scraped and repainted. 



Case Study: lead paint

Lead safe stripping:  Paint shaver + HEPA vacuum
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Here is another method of paint removal with a Paint Shaver attached to a HEPA vacuum
In instances where there is a child with elevated blood levels, PLEASE contact us to help us expedite the review. 
In these instances, we will allow window replacement on the primary facades with wood or aluminum clad windows.  No vinyl windows. 



Repair rather than replace

Case Study: lead paint and historic windows

 Historic character
 Distinctive features, finishes,

construction techniques, and
craftsmanship
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As Carol mention earlier, the Standards with historic windows are very clear… Historic windows shall be repaired rather than replaced, replacement is only allowed when it has been thoroughly documentation that the historic window are deteriorated beyond repair.  Historic window were made to be repaired! No one envisioned that we would live in a disposable society where things are thrown away instead of repaired.  Repair is SUSTAINABLE! 
 
The demolition of historic windows typically does not meet Standards 2, 5 and 6. 
Retain historic character 
Preserve distinctive features, finishes, construction techniques and craftsmanship
Repair rather than replace  Replacement based on evidence




Case Study: lead paint and historic windows

Address areas of friction

 Window stop
 Parting bead

These individual 
elements CAN & 
SHOULD BE replaced
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The arrow is pointing to a window stop, which needs to be removed to access the lower window sash.  The parting bead (or stop) allows access to the upper sash.  Historically most windows were double-hung, which means the top and bottom sashes both operated. Most windows today are single hung with only the lower sash opening. 



Case Study: lead paint and historic windows

Address areas of friction

 Window stop
 Parting bead

These individual 
elements have been 
removed for 
replacement
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Here is a double hung window that is in the process of being restored (with full paint removal).  You can see that both stops have been removed to access the window sashes.  These small wood elements can easily be replaced, and the sashes can be reinstalled once the lead paint has been addressed at areas of friction on each sash. 



Case Study: lead paint and historic windows

Once areas of friction have 
been addressed, new elements 
can be installed:

 Window stop
 Parting bead
 Jamb liners and weather 

stripping
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When the window stop is removed is the perfect opportunity to install the jamb liner. Here you can see an installed aluminum jamb liner, it is hardly visible



Case Study: lead paint and historic windows
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Window troughs can also be lined, often with aluminum coil stock. 



Case Study: historic windows & energy efficiency

Double-glazed wood storm 
window

 Phoenix Window 
Restoration
www.phoenixwindow.net

 Adams Architectural 
Millwork
www.adamsarch.com

 Aluminum Storms
103
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Our review comments also typically include the following language: 
To increase the energy efficiency of the existing historic windows, any combination of the following actions will meet the Standards: 
The addition of weather-stripping to the historic window frames. 
The installation of an insulated glass unit within the historic sash (note, the sash weights will need to be adjusted to compensate the additional weight). 
The addition of storm windows.  Two companies are currently manufacturing double-glazed wood storm windows, they are: Adams Architectural Millwork Co. (www.adamsarch.com) and Phoenix Window Restoration (www.phoenixwindow.net). 
 

http://www.phoenixwindow.net/
http://www.adamsarch.com/


Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

Before rehabilitation 104
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Now on to an affordable housing case study. This project came in for review and was very close to meeting the Standards.  Often with our reviews the first call we make is to the project architect, to find out the current status.  We realize that there may be a lag between the submission of the project (what triggers our review) and the scheduled deliverables for a project.   It’s helpful for us to review the most recent documents (which may not be the documents submitted to your funding source).



Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

Project as initially submitted 
to regulatory was very close 
to meeting the Standards, 
but…
 Proposed windows were 

vinyl
 Dropped ceilings too close 

to windows
 Some lowered ceilings in 

corridors
105
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The architect said that the project may not actually happen because there was a funding gap.  I encouraged the architect to discuss the historic tax credits with the owner and to contact our National Register staff regarding listing the property.  For Historic Tax Credits the building must be listed to the National Register (not just determined eligible) by the completion of the project. 



Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

The property was 
listed to the NRHP 
concurrently with 
applying for Federal 
& State Historic Tax 
Credits
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The property was listed to the National Register concurrently while applying for Federal Historic Tax Credits and our new IL State Historic Tax Credit. This redevelopment project would NOT have happened without the use of Federal and State Historic Tax Credits. 



Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

 Typical 
classroom size
works well for 
1-bedroom, 
open-plan unit 

 Historic schools convert well to apartments
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Historic schools convert well to residential units.
The typical classroom size is a good fit for a 1-bedroom, 1-bath open plan unit. 




Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

The Standards allow for more 
flexibility within the new units; 
however, where historic finishes 
exist, they should be maintained. 
 Pressed-metal ceilings
 Curved window return
 Wood floors 
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The Standards allow for more flexibility within the residential units, however where historic finishes exist, they should be maintained. 
Tin ceilings were discovered during the demolition and were incorporated into the units. 
Most often, units that maintain these unique historic features are the first units to be leased



Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

 Rehab 
removed an 
existing one-
story addition

 Old masonry 
patches were 
exposed to 
view 

The Standards allow for more flexibility on the rear 
and non-primary façades.
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Here’s a reminder that the Standards also allow for more flexibility on the rear/back or non-primary façades.  Here a former 1-story addition was removed, and previous masonry patching is visible. 



Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments

After rehabilitation 110
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The new redevelopment was name Tiger Senior Apartments to pay homage to the school mascot, the Paris Tigers.  Here is an exterior after photo, where you can see the visual impact of the rehabilitation, which created 42 new residential units! 
Total project costs were just under $14 million
Qualified Rehabilitation Expenditures were $11,080,529 
F-HTCs = 2.2 million 
IL-HTC = 2.7 million



Total project cost =
$13,908,296

Value of tax credits 
(Fed+ IL)= 

$5,540,264

Case Study: affordable housing
Former Paris High School, Tiger Senior Apartments
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Presentation Notes
Total project costs were just under $14 million
Qualified Rehabilitation Expenditures were $11,080,529 
F-HTCs = 2.2 million 
IL-HTC = 2.7 million




Helpful Tips

 Hire 
professionals 
with historic 
preservation 
experience! 

 Contact us; we are here to help!
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I will close out today’s presentations with a reminder that no one needs to reinvent the wheel; it is likely that we have experience or a solution to the issue at hand.  Bringing experienced professionals to your team will save you time and money in the long run! 
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RETS 05: Historic Preservation Training 
IL State Historic Preservation Office 

May 28, 2021 
Q&A 

 
 

1. You call for repair, but CDBG is all about replacement. Can you speak to this?  
 
The standards for historic properties are very clear with the encouragement to repair instead of 
replacing. Windows are character-defining features and should be repaired whenever possible 
instead of replaced, especially on primary facades. Looking at long-term costs, repair will be 
less expensive than replacements.  
 
I would not say that CDBG is all about replacement, but rehabilitation to serve an important 
continued use for the community such as affordable housing or a community landmark. As 
part of the program, we say that there are things in the environmental realm that are 
important; one of those things is the protection of historic properties. If a CDBG project 
includes historic properties, we want to look at repair first of historic features. If it is not 
technically or financially feasible to undertake a repair, then you start looking at the next 
option, which would be to do replacement in kind. CDBG is about rehabilitation and continued 
use for the community. 

 
2. For CJ, please explain the 95% draft required before the final draft. 

 
95% draft would be 95% completed work on the recordation on the HHH recordation. So it would 
include most everything it would need to be accessioned. It is not required for our office, but we 
encourage the professionals that do these recordations to reach out to CJ early and often in the process 
for feedback and guidance. CJ’s can be reached at  Carol.Wallace@illinois.gov or 217-785-5027. 

 
 

3. Can you please explain the distinction between the agency and SHPO determining historical 
significance?   
 
Part 36 CFR 800.4b says specifically the agency official shall take the steps necessary to identify historic 
properties within the area of potential effects. We use HARGIS at the SHPO office to get historical 
background information on the property location. It is the agency’s duty to determine whether it is 
historic. When it is submitted to SHPO, we will use pretty much those same resources to determine if it 
is indeed historic. If it is not historic, the project will move right along. If it is, then we may need to do 
other actions such as moving the ADA ramp to the back of the house or weatherize the house in a 
manner in line with the rest of the area. The agency determines if it is historic and the SHPO will concur 
or disagree.  
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pin name Owner twp status
02-26-300-006 Cowdrey Cemetery Cowdrey Cemetery Oswego Re-Activated
02-24-401-003 Doud Cemetery Oswego Township Oswego Intact, Inactive
03-23-201-001 Evergreen Cemetery Oswego Township Oswego Active
03-01-351-001,03-02-400-005 Lincoln Memorial Cemetery Lincoln Memorial Park, Inc. Oswego Active since 1929
03-19-226-001 Oswego Cemetery James Detzler Oswego Active
03-17-229-022 Pearce Cemetery Oswego Township (Inside Oswego) Oswego Active
03-05-353-005 Wormley Cemetery Oswego Township Oswego Intact, Inactive
02-29-451-008 Elmwood Cemetery Elmwood Cem-Bristol Kendall Twp (Inside Yorkville) Bristol Active since 1866
02-01-200-001 Keck Memorial Cemetery: 1841-1936 Jack Keck Bristol Burials from 1841-1936
02-16-476-003 Oak grove Cemetery Bristol Township Bristol Active
02-16-476-005 St Patricks Cemetery Diocese of Joliet Bristol Active, Roman Catholic
01-30-476-008 Hart Cemetery Probably Mary Louise Mackenzie-Taylor Little Rock Intact, Inactive
01-06-100-004 Hubbell Cemetery Unknown Owner Little rock Despoiled
01-06-200-002 Ovitt Cemetery Francis Dewey and Cynthia Westbrook (No Visible Cemetery) Little Rock Despoiled
01-15-300-003,01-15-300-004,01- Plano Township Cemetery Little Rock Township Little Rock Active
06-18-200-003 Aux Sable Grove Cemetery Au Sable Grove Cemetery Association Na-Au-Say Active
06-26-200-001 Bronk Cemetery Unknown Owner Na-Au-Say Abandoned
06-16-100-003 Sullivan Cemetery Oswego School District (No Visible Cemetery) Na-Au-Say Despoiled
05-16-300-009 Cross Lutheran Cemetery Cross Evangelical Lutheran Church Kendall Active
05-20-400-001 Immanuel Lutheran Cemetery Immanuel Lutheran Church Kendall Active
05-07-176-010 Pavillion Cemetery Pavillion Cemetery (Mailing Address as Elmwood) Kendall Active
04-30-355-013,04-31-126-001,04- Millington-Newark Cemetery Millington-Newark Cemetery (Inside Millington) Fox Active
04-08-200-008 Sacred Bluff Cemetery AKA Darnell Cemetery Kendall County Fox Abandoned
09-19-400-001 Plattville Lutheran Cemetery Plattville Lutheran Church Seward Active
09-26-200-002 Seward Mound Connie Kloiber Seward Active
08-32-200-002 Munger Cemetery Unknown Lisbon Abandoned
08-02-476-001 Plattville Cemetery Plattville Cemetery Association (Inside Plattville) Lisbon Active
07-01-100-003,07-02-200-004 Helmar Lutheran Cemetery Brad Mathre Big Grove Active
07-27-300-002,07-27-300-004 West Lisbon Cemetery Trustee of West Lisbon Church Big Grove Active
07-24-400-005,07-24-400-018,07- Lisbon Cemetery Lisbon Beth. Lutheran Church Big Grove Active
03-26-300-003 Risen Lord Cemetery Diocese of Joliet Oswego Active
01-35-252-001 Griswold Cemetery Little Rock Township Little Rock Active

Red=Public
Blue=Religious
Black Bold=Unknown
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Sources: Esri, Airbus DS, USGS, NGA, NASA, CGIAR, N Robinson, NCEAS, NLS, OS, NMA,
Geodatastyrelsen, Rijkswaterstaat, GSA, Geoland, FEMA, Intermap and the GIS user community,

Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, © OpenStreetMap contributors, and the GIS User
Community
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	HPC 6-21-21 Agenda With Page Numbers
	KENDALL COUNTY
	111 West Fox Street ( Rooms 209 and 210 ( Yorkville, IL ( 60560
	(630) 553-4141                            Fax (630) 553-4179
	AGENDA
	June 21, 2021 – 6:30 p.m.
	CALL TO ORDER
	APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
	PUBLIC COMMENT:
	NEW BUSINESS:
	1. Report from Kristine Heiman Regarding May 28, 2021, Historic Preservation Training (Pages 10-114)
	2. Discussion of Officers for 2021-2022
	OLD BUSINESS:
	1. Discussion of Historic Survey Project; Commission Could Select Consultant and Township(s) of Study
	2. Discussion of Cemeteries (Pages 115-116)
	3. Discussion of Community Events Including Possible Meeting at Lyon Farm
	CORRESPONDENCE:
	PUBLIC COMMENT:

	Packet Without Agenda
	Historic Preservation Minutes 5-17-21 Unapproved Complete
	Historic Preservation Minutes 5-17-21 Unapproved
	Approval of Plaque for Historic Preservation Award and Related Invoice from Leo’s Trophies, Gifts and Engraving in an Amount Not to Exceed $163.00; Related Invoice To Be Paid from Historic Preservation Commission Line Item (11001902-63830)
	Mr. Asselmeier presented the invoice and proof.  The fee was Fifteen Dollars ($15) higher than previous years because of the cost of adding updating County Seal.
	April 21, 2021 Letter from Robert F. Appleman to Scott R. Gryder Regarding the Property Tax Assessment Freeze Program
	Discussion of Community Events
	The May 26th Kendall County Historical Society’s ribbon cutting was again mentioned.  Discussion occurred regarding having an upcoming Commission meeting at Lyon Farm in the summer or autumn.  Chairman Wehrli provided an update on the pig roast and he...

	5-17-21 Meeting Attachments

	HUD-SHPO Breakout Presentation compressed
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