City of
Evanston-

AGENDA
Preservation Commission
Tuesday, July 15, 2025
909 Davis Street, Floor 3
North Conference Room #332A 7:00 PM

Page
CALL TO ORDER/DECLARATION OF A QUORUM

PUBLIC COMMENT

Members of the public are afforded three minutes per person to provide testimony
related to items listed under discussion, review and comment, staff reports, or to
otherwise address the Commission generally. Members of the public wishing to
provide testimony on new or unfinished business shall be given the opportunity to
do so following presentation by the applicant in a manner and under time limits
determined by the Chair.

NEW BUSINESS
25PRES-0047 - 2819 Colfax Street - Landmark 3-24

Charles Neuhaus (Hanson Roofing), applicant on behalf of the
property owner, submits for a certificate of appropriateness to alter
the structures roofing material from a Hawthorne concrete tile, to
asphalt shingle.

Standards: Alteration [1-6 and 10]; and Construction [7]

Staff Report 2819 Colfax
COA Application 2819 Colfax
Statement of Significance 2819 Colfax

Page 1 of 85



25PRES-0083 - 820 Sheridan Road - Lakeshore Historic District 25 - 47

Garry Shumaker, Shumaker Design Associates, architect and
applicant on behalf of the homeowner, submits for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to demolish a non-original single-story masonry
addition and deck at the homes rear volume and construct a new two-
story brick addition and limestone deck at the homes west, rear
elevation.

Standards: Alteration [1-10]; and Construction [1-5, 7-13, and 15]

Staff Report 820 Sheridan Road
COA Application 820 Sheridan Road
Drawings 820 Sheridan Road

Plat of Survey 820 Sheridan Road

25PRES-0082 - 1001 Ridge Court - Landmark - Ridge Hist. Dist. 48 - 70

Dwayne MacEwen, architect and homeowner, submits for a
Certificate of Appropriateness to alter the original structures pattern of
fenestration and construct a single-story addition to the structures
attached garage at the north volume.

Standards: Alteration [1-10]; Construction [1-5, 7-13, and 15]

Staff Report 1001 Ridge Court
COA Application 1001 Ridge Court
Drawings 1001 Ridge Court
Statement of Significance

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

Minutes of May 13, 2025 71-75
20250513 HPC Minutes DRAFT

DISCUSSION

Preservation Commission 2024 Annual Report 76 - 85

The Commission shall review and discuss the draft annual report,
making comments or suggestions for edits and additions, with an
emphasis on providing a list of key considerations or concerns for the
City Councils attention.

2024 Preservation Commission Annual Report

ADJOURNMENT
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STAFF REPORT

City of

Evanston
To: Members of the Preservation Commission
From: Cade W. Sterling, Preservation Planner

Subject: 2819 Colfax Street — Landmark -- 25PRES-0047

Date: July 8, 2025

Public Notice

Charles Neuhaus (Hanson Roofing), applicant on behalf of the property owner, submits for
a certificate of appropriateness to alter the structure's roofing material from a Hawthorne
concrete tile, to asphalt shingle.

Applicable Standards: Alteration [1-6 and 10]; and Construction [7]

Construction Period:
1924

Style:
Prairie

Architect of Record:
Niels Buck (1866-1928)

Condition:
Excellent

Integrity:
Excellent

Status:

Landmark designated under criterion A9 (inclusion in the 1972 lllinois Historic Structures
Survey). This criterion is not included in the existing Ordinance but is most similar to
criterion 3 (exemplification of an architectural style).
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Setting:

2819 Colfax is located in the heart of the eligible Northwest Evanston Historic District
(1988) on the north side of Colfax Street between Ewing Avenue to the east and
Lincolnwood Drive to the west. The block contains an eclectic mix of architectural styles
and forms developed in a short period between the end of World War | and the start of the
Great Depression. The block contains four additional individual landmarks.

Significance:

The exterior of this house is a late manifestation of the Prairie Style and shows how long
interest in that style persevered. The home was commissioned by real estate dealer Henry
T. Stolley and his wife Mollie. Designed by Niels Buck, the home is a handsome yellow
brick house of generous proportions. A low slung hipped roof made of concrete tile, wide
eaves, and bands of windows define the massing of both wings of the L-shaped house.
The windows on the first floor have rectilinear patterned muntins, while in those on the
second, a diamond pattern which reiterates the diamond shape over the entrance. On the
main fagcade limestone stringcourses demarcate the sill and lintel levels on both the first
and second stories. At the front door the stringcourse varies to produce a segmental
pediment. In the field between the first and second story windows, squares of limestone
add a decorative accent between vertical bands.

Chicago-based Hawthorne Roofing Tile Company originally manufactured its tile from
slabs by a hand-process. These concrete roofing tiles were cost conscious imitations of
French and Spanish clay tiles. They were later produced with automated power-driven
equipment, and the colors were impregnated on the tile surface. These functional tiles
provided additional depth and edge thickness to a roof, capturing additional light and
shadow, at an economical price point and were common across the region. The tiles
typically have a lifecycle of around 75 years.

Niels Buck (1866-1928):

According to the Edgewater Historical Society, Niels Buck was a Chicago based architect,
builder, and developer who emigrated to Chicago from Denmark in 1888. Buck was
originally trained as a carpenter in Copenhagen. Once in Chicago he was employed with
A. H. Andrews & Co. as a cabinet-maker and was later with Jensen & Dryer as
superintendent of carpenters and builders, and then studied architecture and became a
member of the firm and general superintendent of Wheatley, Buck & Co. Beginning in 1893
he was in business for himself; however, in 1903 he was joined by Fred Schroeder forming
the firm of Niels Buck & Co., contractors and builders. Buck was most active in Chicago's
Edgewater and Uptown neighborhoods, designing nearly 40 buildings in an amalgam of
styles. Thirteen of his Chicago commissions are orange rated, meaning they have artistic
value and are potentially worthy of landmark designation. Buck designed one additional
home in Evanston, a Queen Anne home at 610 Forest Avenue (1899).

Prairie Style: (1900s-1920)

The Prairie Style is largely derived from the Arts and Crafts Movement of the late 19th
century. The Prairie Style was a unique version of the Arts and Crafts Movement, and was
suited to the open land and flat prairies of the Midwest. As such, the style emphasized
horizontality. Typical characteristics of the Prairie style include low-slope hipped roofs with
deep overhangs and horizontal bands of trim. Garden walls are also common as a way to
tie the house to the landscape. Houses are of lower overall height compared to Victorian
era or Revival Style houses, even when two stories tall. Exterior materials are simple and
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usually include stucco and wood siding — often horizontal and vertical board and batten.
Windows are typically singlepane casement style and often featured art glass. Windows
were also usually banded together in rows to emphasize horizontality. Most early examples
before World War | are highstyle and designed by many of the nations best known
architects of which some called Evanston home. After World War [, the style’s popularity
declined but continued to influence mass-produced housing such as bungalows and
American Foursquares. In these cases, elements of the style were applied to the house
types.

Staff Review:

In accordance with the Commission's rules and procedures, the application was originally
reviewed administratively. Upon review, staff determined that the proposed change in
roofing material failed to meet the following standards:

Alteration #6: Deferiorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new
material should match the material being replaced in composition, design, color,
texture and other visual qualities.

When conducting the review, staff was guided by the standards and the Commissions
intent and precedent set in similar cases. In the past two years, the Commission has
approved two instances of roof replacement where the proposed material was different
than existing. In both instances, the request was from a slate tile roof to an asphalt shingle
roof meant to mimic the general appearance of slate. In the instance of the replacement
proposed and approved for 1734 Asbury Avenue, case #23PRES-0160, the resulting
change in visual appearance is diminutive as seen from the street, especially to the
untrained eye. Unlike the case on Asbury, staff determined that the proposed standard
asphalt shingle did not mimic the general visual qualities of the existing concrete tile roof.
Staff determined that the proposed alteration would result in an adverse effect to the
structure's integrity and overall strength of its composition. Although architectural integrity
would be diminished, it is also staff's opinion that even with roof replacement, the structure
would still retain a high degree of integrity, with the majority of its character defining and
more visible features in-tact.

Staff denied the application, and in accordance with the Code Section 2-8-8 (F), the
applicant has applied for review by the full Commission. Since the initial review by staff,
the applicant has changed the proposed standard asphalt shingle to a higher-quality
CertainTeed Grand Manor shingle in a Chestnut color that closely matches the color of the
existing weathered concrete tile roof, or in a Georgian Brick color that would closely match
the original deeper red color of the tile roof.

Public Comment
None.

Applicable Standards

Staff recommends the following standards be applied. Additional standards may be applied
at the Commission's discretion. Determination of whether the standards have been met is
exclusively afforded to members of the Commission.

Staff may provide a professional opinion on the proposal at the Commission’s request.
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Alteration
1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property, structure, site, or
object in a manner that requires minimal alteration of the property, structure, site, or
object and its environment.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a property, structure, site, or
object and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any
historic material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided whenever
possible except when retention represents a hazardous or dangerous condition.

3. All properties, structures, sites, and objects shall be recognized as products of
their own time. Alterations to sites, buildings, structures, or objects that have no
historic basis shall be discouraged.

4. Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a property, structure, site or object and its environment.
These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this
significance shall be recognized and respected.

5. Distinctive stylistic features, materials, finishes, examples of skilled
craftsmanship, or examples of distinctive construction techniques that characterize
a property, structure, site or object shall be treated with sensitivity.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced,
wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should
match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be
based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or
pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other structures or objects.

10. Wherever possible, alterations to structures and objects shall be done in such a
manner that if such alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form
and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.

Construction
7. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and

texture of the facades shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials
used in the existing structures to which it is visually related.
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o City of Application for
Evanston- Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)

N TR

NOTICE: This form is not a permit application.

lication Required: This application is required for all scopes of exterior work, including minor, major, and
window/door replacement projects affecting Evanston landmarks and properties within local Evanston historic
districts when a permit is required and when work is visible from the public way (street, alley, sidewalk, or other
parcel of land appropriated to the public for public use).

Submigsion Deadline: To ensure timely processing of your application, submit this application no less than 15
business days before the second Tuesday of each month. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.
Refer to the Submittal Requirements, pages within this application to ensure completeness. Upon receipt
of your application, staff will determine wheiher the proposal can be reviewed administratively, or whether it will be
referred to the Preservation Commission for review and action. Completed applications referred to the
Commission will be scheduled for review at the next available meeting as long as all required information is
provided by the deadline and the number of items on the agenda allows.

For more information: It is encouraged, but not required, to meet with staff to review submittal requirements
prior to submitting. To set up a meeting or to answer any questions as to which requirements apply to your project,
please contact Cade W. Sterling at (847) 448-8231 or email: csterling@cityofevanston.org

Section A. Required Information (Print Clearly)

1) Property Address: FOR STAFF USE ONLY
B8 (onkey Application Number:

2) Applicant’s Name: ( \~p c\iy S0 yuinoos Addresst 1N o Uksun

City: State: Zip: Phone: . Email:
VSR NS RV YN - Bl 1SS
3) Owner’s Name: ¢ b C\ LW\% Address: A, (o Sox
- . = . il
City: (N BrPruA State: v Zip: \2OWL Phone: LU = QY - \TEinﬁa_l

4) Applicant’s Relationship to the Owner: [] Same [] Architect [] Contractor K] Other: Q\(DW

5) Landmark: MYes ] No

6) Within Local Historic District: []Yes T&No;
If yes, [] Lakeshore [] Ridge [] Northeast Evanston [] Woman's Christian Temperance Union

7) Refer to the completed Zoning Analysis and check as applicable if your project requires:

[] Major Zoning Variance; [ ] Special Use; [] Planned Development -> If any are checked, additional
submission requirements may apply. A member of the Planning & Zoning Division will contact you.

8) Acknowledgement of Potential Archaeological Resources: 1 acknowledge that if any archaeoclogical
materials are encountered during construction, | will stop work and notify the Planning & Zoning Division
immedietly. An approved Certificate of Appropriateness is not a clearance for purposes of the lllinois Human
Remains Protection Act as amended. {20 ILCS 3440)

9) Applicants Signature: | acknowledge that | understand the requirements for what constifutes a complete
application and affirm that the requirements for a complete application have been met.

%/W\D.Ux é M Date: U-15-18

Adopted May 14, 2024 Page 1of 4
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Section B: Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

1) Describe, in detail, the proposed activity and reason for requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness
including how the proposal meets the Binding Review Standards.

Attach a separate sheet or sheets if necessary.

Soap Mot ve s \nate Wf X0
000k SYes A - NS UAL (e &\NU.\OA\ ma)\{r\a%vv\&\k
anet v OBwAYeohA N0 el B

OWiny  LormA A O von V15295 pys CranAles

Adopted May 14, 2024 Page 2 of 4
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6/26/25, 10:34 AM CITY OF EVANSTON Mail - re: 2819 Colfax Street Evanston

| S
~ —

@ City of . . .
23 Evanston® Cade Sterling <csterling@cityofevanston.org>

re: 2819 Colfax Street Evanston

Hanson Roofing Inc. <hansonroofing@ameritech.net> Mon, May 12, 2025 at 4:11 PM
Reply-To: "Hanson Roofing Inc." <hansonroofing@ameritech.net>
To: Cade Sterling <csterling@cityofevanston.org>

Cade,
See below as requested:

1) See photos attached of the existing roofing condition. The existing roofing is a red concrete Hawthorne tile roof. This
tile roof had a life expectancy of 75 years. The house at 2819 Colfax was built in 1921 and this roof is original to that
construction date (making this roof 104 years old). The existing tile roof is well past its life expectancy and in need of
replacement. Furthermore,

2) While the spot-replacement of the failing tile is an issue, a bigger issue is the systemic problems occurring beneath the
roof. The roofing felts are also 104 years old and in need of replacement (as is evident when performing spot repairs in
the past). While much of the water is shed by the roofing tiles themselves, the felt underlayment is what keeps any water
that reaches under the tiles out of the house. Furthermore, all of these tiles sit on a 104 year old wooden lath system
which is failing in spots and in need of replacement. Repairing this roof given its age and condition is unwise as fixing one
area typically disturbs the surrounding areas and thus creating additionally problems and, as such, exponentially costly as
time goes on. It is highly recommended to tear off the existing roof and replace it with something new.

3) Replacing the existing, failing, concrete tile roof with a new concrete tile roof is possible, however it is quite cost
restrictive as it would add ~$50,000.00 to the job cost to the Long Residents who are both retired living on a fixed income.
Furthermore, synthetic tile or synthetic slate would be even more expensive that replacing with real concrete tile. It is
important to note that the age of this roof is likely going to also yield a high carpentry cost to the existing roof deck, which
will remain an unknown expense until after the tile has been replaced. It is also worth noting that the block that this house
is located on, from Forestview to Ewing, there are 8 other houses; all other 8 houses are currently roofed with an
architectural asphalt shingle. Additionally, the height of the roof, slope of the roof, and foliage in front of the house, make
the roof at 2819 Colfax very hard to see from the street, and almost impossible to see from the sidewalk. All of these
factors considered, it is our recommendation to tear off the existing tile, repair roof decking as needed, and install a new
Owens Corning Duration lifetime limited warranty architectural asphalt shingle.

4) See attached cut sheet for Owens Corning Duration lifetime limited warranty architectural asphalt shingles.
Send me the invoice and let me know when you can schedule the meeting.

Thank you,

Kevin Neuhaus

Hanson Roofing, Inc.

2130 Jackson Ave.

Evanston, lllinois 60201
Office: (847) 328-2550

[Quoted text hidden]

6 attachments

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=de5f428962&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f:1831950740159293236&simpl=msg-f:1831950740159293236 1/2
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6/26/25, 10:34 AM CITY OF EVANSTON Mail - re: 2819 Colfax Street Evanston

2819 colfax ev Existing Condition 1.jpg
260K

2819 colfax ev Existing Condition 2..JPG
2582K

2819 colfax ev Existing Condition 3.jpg
270K

| 2819 Colfax photo from sidewalk.jpg
6507K

2819 Colfax Streetveiw.JPG
219K

10024200-TruDefinition-Duration-Data-Sheet---SUM-BRK-MED-MIN.pdf
E 10424K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=de5f428962&view=pt&search=all&permmsgid=msg-f:1831950740159293236&simpl=msg-f:1831950740159293236 2/2
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https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.1&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.2&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.2&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.3&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.3&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.4&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.4&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.5&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.5&disp=inline&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.6&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=de5f428962&view=att&th=196c657df9356734&attid=0.6&disp=attd&safe=1&zw

Grand Ma I‘\OI‘® Ecertainteed

SAINT-GOBAIN

Luxury Roofing Shingles

Grand Manor,
shown in Brownstone

e (N

SAINT-GOBAIN
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NOTE: Due to limitations of printing reproduction, CertainTeed can not guarantee the identical
match of the actual product color to the graphic representations throughout this publication.
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The Peak
of Perfection

Some roofs say more. About you. About your
style. About the home that uniquely showcases
your life.

Grand Manor says it all with a style and grace
that is exceptional from every angle. The
luxurious multi-layered laminated shingle
replicates the look of slate with the confidence
backed by a lifetime warranty.

Your home becomes your castle with one of the
heaviest shingles we’ve ever made. CertainTeed
developed Grand Manor to endure all types of
weather and always look its best, even on the
steepest slopes.

STRIKING LOOKS

Deep shadows and random tabs are the secrets
behind the design genius in Grand Manor. The
result is a shingle with the incredibly authentic
depth and dimension of slate.

LASTING BEAUTY

Our exclusive Super Shangle” construction design
results in a shingle that, once installed, offers
virtually five layers of protection. Made of the
industry’s most durable roofing materials, you’ll
have a roof with unsurpassed defense against the
elements.

Fighter PROTECTION

The ultimate in stain protection, CertainTeed’s
StreakFighter technology uses the power of
science to repel algae before it can take hold and
spread. StreakFighter’s granular blend includes
naturally algae-resistant copper to combat the
ugly black streaking caused by algae and help
your roof maintain its beauty for years to come.

With Grand Manor on your home, you’ll have
the assurance of being protected by one of
CertainTeed’s finest, most durable luxury
shingles—and the confidence of knowing that
whenever you look up at your roof, you’ll see
something beautiful.
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GRAND MANOR® COLOR PALETTE

Colonial Slate Gatehouse Slate Stonegate Gray Weathered Wood Black Pearl
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Elegance
Defined
with Style
and Grace

GRAND MANOR"

« Authentic depth and dimension of
natural slate

* Dynamic color options

* Super Shangle” construction offers five
layers of protection

» Streakfighter® protection against algae

* Classified as UL 2218 Class 4 Impact Rated

Chestnut Brownstone Georgian Brick Sherwood Forest

See page 6 for specifications and warranty details. 5
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Strength with Style

GRAND
MANOR®

* Class A fire resistance
* Algae resistance

* 110 MPH wind warranty,
upgradeable to 130 MPH

* Lifetime-limited warranty

» Classified as UL 2218 Class 4
Impact Rated

T
R T e, e T e, T
e e

R —
- -

SPECIFICATIONS
« Two full-size, fiberglass-based shingles
with randomly applied tabs
* Authentic depth and dimension of
natural slate
« Virtual five-layer coverage when applied

CertainTeed products are tested to
ensure the highest quality and comply
with the following industry standards:

Fire Resistance:
e UL Class A
¢ UL certified to meet ASTM D3018 Type 1
Wind Resistance:
¢ UL certified to meet ASTM D3018 Type 1
« ASTM D3161 Class F
Tear Resistance:
e UL certified to meet ASTM D3462
* CSA standard A123.5
Wind Driven Rain Resistance:
¢ Miami-Dade Product Control Acceptance:
Please reference www.certainteed.com
to determine approved products by
manufacturing location.

Impact Resistance: %/{p*\
« UL 2218 Class 4 Nger

Quality Standards: UL 2218 Class 4
* ICC-ES-ESR-1389 & ESR-3537

WARRANTY

« Lifetime limited transferable warranty
against manufacturing defects on residential
applications

¢ 50-year limited transferable warranty against
manufacturing defects on group-owned or
commercial applications

. Fighter 30-year

algae-resistance warranty

10-year SureStart™ protection

15-year 110 MPH wind-resistance warranty

Wind warranty upgrade to 130 MPH available.

CertainTeed starter and CertainTeed hip and

ridge required.

.

.

See actual warranty for specific details and limitations.

':n..;.: Scan code for
2254 more information
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Add a Little Accent
to Your Roof

For a stylish finishing touch to cap hips and
ridges, use Shangle Ridge® accessory — available
in colors to match your Grand Manor shingles.

Color Companion
Products for
Low Slope Areas

With CertainTeed Flintlastic® SA, you can
coordinate low slope areas like carports, canopies
and porches with your main roof. Flintlastic SA

is a self-adhering low slope roofing product
available in colors that complement some

of the most popular CertainTeed shingles.

73 57e/S /€1U0jOD |

The Ultimate
in Protection

StreakFighter

Algae Resistance

The ultimate in stain protection.

Those streaks you see on other roofs in your
neighborhood? That’s algae, and it’'s a common
eyesore on roofing throughout North America.
CertainTeed’s StreakFighter technology uses the
power of science to repel algae before it can take
hold and spread. StreakFighter's granular blend
includes naturally algae-resistant copper, helping
your roof maintain its curb appeal and look
beautiful for years to come.

Granule with
StreakFighter Technology

Ceramic coating
Copper layer

Mineral core

Diagram for illustrative
purposes only.

CertaSeal’

Uplift Protection

CertaSeal® is a fast-activating

modified asphalt sealant with '

a 20-year record of proven (
performance. Designed to

seal shingles together upon

installation, it protects roofs from
wind uplift and shingle blow-off N\
so that homes stay safe and dry.

It’s also engineered to remain

flexible after installation, unlike harder sealants
that can dry out and crack over time.
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Integrity Roof System™ J:ertair;e'd—

Inteqyi m”
A COMPLETE APPROACH TO LONG LASTING BEAUTY AND PERFORMANCE egrity Roof Systé
With as much care as you take in selecting the right contractor, choosing the right
roof system is equally as important. A CertainTeed Integrity Roof System combines
key elements that help ensure you have a well-built roof for long-lasting performance.

OUR RECOMMENDATION FOR MAXIMUM PERFORMANCE*

1 . Waterproofing Underlayment 4 Shingles
Grace Ice and Water Shield® Grand Manor®
Grace Water Shield® HT 5 o
2 ) . Ventilation
. Water-Resistant Underlayment CertainTeed® Ridge Vent
DiamondDeck® CertainTeed® Rolled Ridge Vent

3 ) CertainTeed® Intake Vent
. Starter Shingles

High-Performance Starter 6 Hip & Ridge Caps
Shangle® Ridge

*There are other possible product combinations that
create peace of mind and offer exceptional beauty.
For a complete list of qualifying products, learn more at:

certainteed.com/roofing

CertainTeed

Ceilings * Gypsum ¢ Insulation ¢« Roofing ¢ Siding * Trim
20 Moores Road, Malvern, PA 19355 | 800-233-8990 | certainteed.com
©01/25 CertainTeed, Printed in the USA, Code No. 00-00-1177-NA-EN

SAINT-GOBAIN
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STAFF REPORT

City of

Evanston
To: Members of the Preservation Commission
From: Cade W. Sterling, Preservation Planner

Subject: 820 Sheridan Road — Lakeshore Historic District -- 25PRES-0083

Date: July 9, 2025

Public Notice

Garry Shumaker, Shumaker Design Associates, architect and applicant on behalf of the
homeowner, submits for a Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish a non-original
single-story masonry addition and deck at the homes rear volume and construct a new
two-story brick addition and limestone deck at the homes west, rear elevation.

Applicable Standards: Alteration [1-10]; and Construction [1-5, 7-13, and 15]

Construction Period:
1909

Style:
Craftsman

Architect of Record:
C.H. Thompson (builder, developer, realtor)

Condition:
Good

Integrity:
Good

Status:
Contributing
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Setting:

820 Sheridan Road is located in the southeast portion of the Lakeshore Historic District on
the west-side of Sheridan Road mid-block between Main Street to the north and Kedzie
Street to the south. The entire block with the exception of 117 Kedzie Street, was
developed between 1909 and 1912 by developer, contractor, and realtor C.H. Thompson.
The block was the former site of the lllinois Industrial School for Girls. The school first
opened in 1877 in Evanston and was one of the first industrial schools in the Chicago area.
The goal of the school was to safely house and teach basic skills in the industrial arts to
dependent and destitute young girls. The site was abandoned in 1908 when the school
moved to a new 40-acre site in Park Ridge, now listed on the National Register of Historic
Places. Thompson purchased, subdivided, developed, and sold 12 lots all in the Craftsman
or closely related styles.

Significance:

820 Sheridan Road contributes to the Lakeshore Historic Districts period of significance,
and is complimentary in its design vocabulary and artistic value. The home shows the
results of an important realtor-contractor’s awareness of the latest architectural styles and
of his adapting them to houses built for speculation. The home is a basic cubic mass with a
hipped roof and overhanging eaves. Character defining features include:

1. Front and side flanged gable dormers

2. Hipped roof front porch with brick piers and brick geometric detailing at the capitals,
enclosed with historic multi-light casement windows

3. First story rounded window bay and smaller rounded bay at the home’s side.

The rear addition and porch, according to building permit records, dates from the late
1940s, being significantly altered and partially enclosed in the 1970s.

C.H. Thompson:

Little is known of Thompson except him being a prolific developer in Evanston at the turn
of the century. In the Lakeshore Historic District alone, Thompson and his associates
designed, built, and sold 26 homes, including 7 landmarks.

Craftsman Style: (1900s-1920s)

The Craftsman Style derived from the Arts and Crafts Movement of the late 19th century
— a movement that valued hand craftsmanship, natural materials and simplicity in design
and rejecting Victorian era excesses and mass-production. Craftsman style houses feature
a mix of wood clapboards, shingles, stucco and sometimes half-timbering. If stone or brick
was used, it was typically laid to look more rustic, with rough cuts and uneven application.
Roofs are low-sloped hipped or gable roofs with deep overhangs supported by wood
brackets and knee-braces. Exposed rafter tails are also a feature. In one and one-half
story versions, the attic space is made usable with dormers or windows set in the gable
ends. Wide front porches are common and are often supported by rustic brick or stone
piers. Windows are usually double hung or casement types with multi-paned or
diamond-paned glass. The Craftsman Style does not have its own building form but was a
style applied to common building types, such as the bungalow and the American
Foursquare. The style was popularized by national design plan books and magazines such
as The Craftsman, published by Gustav Stickley between 1901 and 1916. Though
high-style, expensive Craftsman homes are not uncommon, it was generally promoted as
an affordable, middle-class style for Americans, although mass-produced, ironically.
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Public Comment
None received.

Staff Recommendation

City staff recommends approval of the request for a Certificate of Appropriateness. The
property is a contributing structure. The proposed demolition is of a non-original heavily
altered addition at the rear volume of the structure. The proposed addition is at the rear
volume with only the north and south side elevations partially visible from the street. In
summary, the composition is compatible in its use of materials, detailing, proportions, and
scale relative to its own design vocabulary as well as those to which it is visually related,
and minimizes or avoids adverse effects to the identified historic and character defining
features of the property.

Applicable Standar

Staff recommends the following standards be applied. Additional standards may be applied
at the Commission's discretion. Determination of whether the standards have been met is
exclusively afforded to members of the Commission.

Staff may provide a professional opinion on the proposal at the Commission’s request.

Alteration
1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property, structure, site, or
object in a manner that requires minimal alteration of the property, structure, site, or
object and its environment.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a property, structure, site, or
object and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any
historic material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided whenever
possible except when retention represents a hazardous or dangerous condition.

3. All properties, structures, sites, and objects shall be recognized as products of
their own time. Alterations to sites, buildings, structures, or objects that have no
historic basis shall be discouraged.

4. Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a property, structure, site or object and its environment.
These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this
significance shall be recognized and respected.

5. Distinctive stylistic features, materials, finishes, examples of skilled
craftsmanship, or examples of distinctive construction techniques that characterize
a property, structure, site or object shall be treated with sensitivity.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced,
wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should
match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be
based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or
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pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other structures or objects.

7. The surface cleaning of buildings, structures or objects shall be undertaken with
the gentlest means possible. Treatment methods that will cause damage to the
historic materials of the structure, site, or object must not be used.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological
resources affected by, or adjacent to, any project.

9. Innovative design for alterations to existing properties shall not be discouraged
when such alterations do not destroy significant historic, cultural, architectural or
archaeological material, and such design is compatible with the features, size,
scale, proportion, massing, color, material and character of the property,
neighborhood and environment.

10. Wherever possible, alterations to structures and objects shall be done in such a
manner that if such alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form
and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.

Construction
1. Height. Height shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites,
public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

2. Proportion of facades. The relationship of the width to the height of facades shall
be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects, and
places to which it is visually related.

3. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to height of windows and
doors shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites, public ways,
objects and places to which the building is visually related.

4. Rhythm of solids to voids in facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the
facades of a structure shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites,
public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

5. Rhythm of spacing and structures on streets. The relationship of a structure or
object to the open space between it and adjoining structures or objects and the
setback from the public ways shall be visually compatible with the properties,
structures, sites, public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

7. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and
texture of the facades shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials
used in the existing structures to which it is visually related.

8. Roof shapes and roof mounted equipment. The roof shape of a structure

including any roof mounted equipment shall be visually compatible with the
structures to which it is visually related.
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10. Scale of a structure. The size and mass of structures in relation to open spaces,
windows, door openings, porches and balconies shall be visually compatible with
the properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects and places to which they are
visually related.

11. Directional expression of facades. A structure shall be visually compatible with
the properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects, and places to which it is
visually related in its directional character, whether this be vertical character,
horizontal character, or non-directional character.

12. Original qualities. For additions to existing structures, the distinguishing original
qualities or character of a property, structure, site or object and its environment
should be preserved. The alteration of any historic material or distinctive
architectural features should be avoided when possible.

13. Archaeological resources. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and
preserve archaeological resources affected by, or adjacent to any project.

15. New additions. Wherever possible, new additions to structures or objects shall
be done in such a manner that if such additions were to be removed in the future,
the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be
unimpaired.
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Application for
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)

City of
Evanston-

= —

NOTICE: This form is not a permit application.

Application Required: This application is required for all scopes of exterior work, including minor, major, and
window/door replacement projects affecting Evanston landmarks and properties within local Evanston historic
districts when a permit is required and when work is visible from the public way (street, alley, sidewalk, or other
parcel of land appropriated to the public for public use).

Submission Deadline: To ensure timely processing of your application, submit this application no less than 15
business days before the second Tuesday of each month. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.
Refer to the Submittal Requirements, pages within this application to ensure completeness. Upon receipt
of your application, staff will determine whether the proposal can be reviewed administratively, or whether it will be
referred to the Preservation Commission for review and action. Completed applications referred to the
Commission will be scheduled for review at the next available meeting as long as all required information is
provided by the deadline and the number of items on the agenda allows.

For more information: It is encouraged, but not required, to meet with staff to review submittal requirements
prior to submitting. To set up a meeting or to answer any questions as to which requirements apply to your project,
please contact Cade W. Sterling at (847) 448-8231 or email: csterling@cityofevanston.org

Section A. Required Information (Print Clearly)

FOR STAFF USE ONLY
Application Number:

1) Property Address:
820 Sheridan Road

2) Applicant’s Name: Address:

Garry Shumaker, RA, AIA, NCARB 705 Washington St.

City: State: Zip: Phone: Email:

Evanston IL 60202 847.864.0595 garry@shumakerdesignassociates.com
3) Owner’s Name: Address:

Uma Amuluru and Jack Theis 820 Sheridan Road

City: Evanston State: || Zip: 0202 Phone: 773 Email:

jacktheis@gmail.com

4) Applicant’s Relationship to the Owner: [ ] Same [X Architect [] Contractor [ ] Other:

5) Landmark: [ | Yes [ | No

6) Within Local Historic District: [ ] Yes [ |No;
If yes, X Lakeshore [ ] Ridge [] Northeast Evanston [ ] Woman’s Christian Temperance Union

7) Refer to the completed Zoning Analysis and check as applicable if your project requires:

(] Major Zoning Variance; [_] Special Use; [_| Planned Development - If any are checked, additional
submission requirements may apply. A member of the Planning & Zoning Division will contact you.

8) Acknowledgement of Potential Archaeological Resources:ml acknowledge that if any archaeological
materials are encountered during construction, | will stop work and notify the Planning & Zoning Division
immedietly. An approved Certificate of Appropriateness is not a clearance for purposes of the lllinois Human
Remains Protection Act as amended. (20 ILCS 3440)

9) Applicants Signature: I/‘acknowledge that | understand the requirements for what constitutes a complete
application ar_l_(#'affirr!ﬁ“th’ét th? ,rs!quhﬂements for a complete application have been met.

¥ y . L > ¥ J: 4 ’t >
,i—jt‘f:-"f— t-L-/ 4

Date: 6/10/25

Adopted May 14, 2024

Page 1 of 4

Page 30 of 85




Section B: Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

Attach a separate sheet or sheets if necessary.

Proposed rear two story addition to an existing two and a half story single family

would be visible from the front sidewalk and the public alley.

1) Describe, in detail, the proposed activity and reason for requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness.

residence. Addition has new windows, roof and brickwork to match existing. The addition

Attach a separate sheet or sheets if necessary.

Planner: csterling@cityofevanston.org or 847-448-8231.)

Most Applicable Standards for Review

2) Select the three standards from the Binding Review Standards that you believe are most relevant to
your proposal. Then describe, in detail, how your proposal meets the standards you have selected.

(For assistance selecting relevant standards contact Cade W. Sterling, City of Evanston Preservation

2. The distinguishing original qualities and character of a property, structure, site or
object and it's environment shall not be destroyed. Historic materials shall be
preserved. Columns will have corbeled brick to match existing front porch.

5. Distinct stylistic features, materials, finishes, examples of skilled craftsmanship
shall be treated with sensitivity. The rear addition will replicate all the same
materials and trim profiles currently in use on adjacent elements.

10. Wherever possible, alterations to structure and objects shall be done in such
a manner that if such alterations were to be removed in the future, the

essential form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired. If the addition
were removed, the main original residence and roof would be intact.

Adopted May 14, 2024 Page 2 of 4
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

XREPAIR, REPLACEMENT, RE-POINTING, SOLAR INSTALLATION, AND SITEWORK INCLUDING
NEW PATIOS, TERRACES, OR WALKWAYS

e 1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

e Plat of survey that accurately represents current conditions of the property.

e As applicable, provide a to-scale existing and proposed site plan (roof plan for solar installation)
clearly showing the proposed change(s) with dimensions of proposed features, setbacks from
proximate lot lines, and material annotations. An aerial image or birds eye photo with areas of
work identified will be sufficient for proposed roof replacement and re-pointing.

e Labeled, color photographs showing all exterior views of the building, structure, and/or site
including all areas of proposed work and any areas of deterioration. Google street view or other
non-current photos will not be accepted.

e If materials are being proposed for repair or replacement that are other than an exact match to
original, physical or visual samples or manufacturer brochures must be submitted.

¢ Any additional information that is requested after your initial consultation with staff or as
requested by the Commission’s Pre-Application Review Subcommittee.

XFENCES — Provide a plat of survey with the existing and proposed fence and gate location(s) clearly
identified. Include photos of the existing fence and any gates, and an illustration or sample photo of the
proposed fence and gate style(s).

O REPLACEMENT OF WINDOWS, DOORS, and SKYLIGHTS
Due to the sensitivity required for window and door replacement, the Commission has created
additional resources for applicants (available following the links below or accessing the Preservation
Commissions webpage) including separate design guidelines, a sample best practice submission, and
sample drawings for wood and steel windows.

e 1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

o Context photos of all impacted elevations with the location of new or altered windows/doors labeled
by number and by type. If there are typical windows (more than one of the same size material, and
operating style), label each window type A,B,C etc. If there are multiple windows for a single type,
those would be labeled as, 1A, 2A, 3A etc. Google street view or other non-current photos will not
be accepted.

¢ Condition photos, interior and exterior, of all windows and doors scheduled for replacement. Labels
on condition photos should match those on the context photos above.

¢ If replacing original or historic wood windows, provide information on the viability of
restoration/repair. This must come from a licensed general contractor, architect, or restoration
specialist on the provider’s letterhead, not from the window supplier/contractor.

e To-scale and labeled floor plans (recommended if new window openings are proposed).

e To-scale, existing and proposed elevation and section drawings for each window type presented
side-by-side on the same sheet. Drawings must include annotations and dimensions including the
overall window opening, stile, top and bottom rail, meeting rail, muntin, sill, and exterior trim or
moulding profiles. Drawings of existing windows must be based on field measurements. For all
drawings, the window'’s relationship to the existing wall plane must also be provided.

Important Notice: Manufacturers’ standard cut sheets are not an acceptable substitute for detailed
drawings since they are not drawn specifically for the proposed window replacement and do not
show custom applications or installation details required for the project.

Page iii
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J(MAJOR ALTERATIONS, ADDITIONS, NEW CONSTRUCTION, RELOCATION, AND DEMOLITION
If a major alteration, construction or relocation, or demolition is planned, City staff will notify neighbors
within 250 feet of the subject property at least five (5) business days prior to the Preservation
Commission hearing. The applicant is responsible for paying the mailing fee.

Zoning Analysis Required: A completed Zoning Analysis must be submitted with the COA
application. Zoning staff requires at least 10 business days to complete a zoning analysis. During
the height of construction season, zoning analysis reviews may take longer. Applicants must give
themselves enough time to request a zoning analysis in order to meet the COA deadline below.

1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

Plat of survey that accurately represents the current conditions of the property including the
location of existing trees with their size and species identified.

Drawings that accurately indicate existing conditions and all proposed changes and areas of new
work

o To-scale existing and proposed site plan clearly showing the proposed change(s) with
dimensions of proposed features, setbacks from proximate lot lines, material annotations,
and approximate location of major structures on adjacent lots.

o Labeled, color photographs showing all exterior views of the building, structure, and/or site
including all areas of proposed work and any areas of deterioration which demonstrate
why repair is not possible. If a change in height, scale, or massing is proposed, provide
photos of the existing structure in context with the immediate structures on the block to
which it is visually related. Google street view or other non-current photos will not be
accepted.

o To-scale, annotated, and dimensioned existing and proposed exterior elevations side-by-
side on the same sheet (as possible). Elevations must clearly annotate all building
materials, window types, trim types and sizes, etc.

o If the proposal includes changes or additions to the original roof, include to-scale and
annotated existing and proposed roof plans including details such as configuration, slope,
overhang dimensions, and the new roof transitions into existing.

o For new additions and new free-standing construction, 3D drawings, models, or
axonometric drawings in context with the primary structure and its immediate surroundings
are required. Context includes adjoining structures on adjoining lots. This requirement
may be waived for new garages and smaller accessory structures.

o For proposed free-standing construction including ADU’s, Coach Houses, and new
Principle Structures along streets, block studies showing the visual, massing, and other
proportional relationships of the proposed structure to the structures it is visually related to
shall be provided.

o Details or sections if required to explain areas of complexity.

For proposed demolition, include photos and narratives demonstrating the current conditions that
necessitate demolition and why repair or rehabilitation are not possible or being pursued.
Depending on the proposal, staff may require a statement from a structural engineer.

O FEE - Proposals which are referred to the Preservation Commission for review are subject to a
preservation fee per Code Section 2-8-16. An invoice will be sent to the applicant following receipt of a
complete application. The invoice must be paid prior to a case being scheduled for review.

Links to Additional Information:

1.

PN R WN

Evanston Preservation Commission Including List of Meeting Dates

Frequently Asked Questions

Procedural Guidelines

Evanston Preservation Program Including Resources for Applicants

Preservation Commission Window Replacement Guidelines

Sample Best Practice Window Replacement Submission

Sample Supplemental Window Drawings

Solar Panel Installation Guidelines
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’ Zoning Analysis Review Date: 07-01-25
= —— Summary By: CWS

City of
Evanston-
Case Number: Case Status/Determination:
| 25Z0NA-0074 — 820 Sheridan Road Compliant

Applicant: Garry Shumaker
Plans prepared by: Shumaker Design Assoiates ¢
Plans dated: 06-16-25
Survey dated: 02-24-25
District: R1
Proposal:

Demolition of existing single-story addition and deck and construction of new single and two-story
additions and limestone deck.

Comments:

e The property is located within the Lakeshore Historic District. The proposed scope of work
requires application for a Certificate of Appropriateness and review and approval by the
Evanston Preservation Commission. Contact Cade W. Sterling at
csterling@cityofevanston.org with any questions

e The existing lot size is 14, 601 square feet. The proposed building lot coverage is 20% where
17.4% is existing and 30% is the maximum permitted. The proposed impervious surface ratio
is 27.5% where 24.3% is existing and 45% is the maximum permitted.

e The proposed side-yard setbacks are 5’ at the north and 16.7’ at the south where 5’ is the
minimum required. The proposed rear-yard setback is 107.8’ where 30’ is the minimum
required.

e The proposed building height at the addition is 2 stories and 26’-10” at the roof peak.

Zoning Analysis Report
Page 1
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IMPERVIOUS SURFACE COVERAGE (hard surfaced areas not under a roof: concrete, decks, brick pavers, etc.)
NORTH I EXISTING PROPOSED
’I Proposed Site Plan _
SCALE. 1 " = 200" Patios & Terraces (brickwork receives 20% credit) 368 SF
Sidewalks 441 SF 656 SF
Driveways
BUILDING SETBACKS Decks 89 SF 348 SF
EXISTING PROPOSED Stairs/Landings 114 SF 117 SF
Front yard 36.2' 36.2' Other Impervious Areas
Street side yard (if corner lot) SUB-TOTAL 1,012 SF 1,121 SF
Interior side yard (1) 16.7' 16.7' + Building Lot Coverage 2,540 SF 2,902 SF
Interior side yard (2) 4.9' 4.9 4,023 SF
Rear yard 107.8' 103.3' TOTAL IMPERVIOUS SURFACE AREA 3,552 SF ,
RESIDENTIAL & TRANSITIONAL CAMPUS DISTRICTS ONLY BUILDING HEIGHT
EXISTING PROPOSED
BUILDING LOT COVERAGE
EXISTING PROPOSED Principal Structure — Peak Height 36.75' No Change
Principal Structure Footprint (excluding front porch) 1,853 SF 2,215 SF Principal Structure — Number of Stories 2-1/2 No Change
Roofed Front Porch (receives 50% creit) 216 SF 216 SF Detached Garage — Peak Height 12.0' No Change SHUMAKER
Detached Garage Footprint 579 SF 579 SF Other Accessory Structures — Peak Height DeEsiaN
Other Accessory Structures’ Footprints ASSOCIATES
Other Roofed Areas
705 WASHINGTON ST.
TOTAL BUILDING LOT COVERAGE 2,540 SF 2,902 SF 16 June 2025 1 EyaANSTON IL 60202
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Photo of Existing West Elevation

View of Proposed Addition from 34' Alley
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View of Proposed Addition from 16' Alley

Areal of Proposed Addition SHUMAKER
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ULTIMATE CASEMENT STYLES

Casement and Picture windows with Satin Nickel hardware

MARVIN SIGNATURE® COLLECTION

FULL FRAME OR NARROW FRAME

The Ultimate Casement and Ultimate Casement Narrow Frame windows are the most versatile and
innovative casement windows ever produced. Featuring concealed multi-point locks, a patented
Wash Mode, and durable hardware that operates smoothly even at the largest sizes.

ULTIMATE CASEMENT

A recessed sash for [
a traditional look, |
plus a full jamb offers

design flexibility for

new construction or full

frame replacement. |

‘ ULTIMATE CASEMENT [
NARROW FRAME Il

| |

i ‘ Aflush sash to the ‘ |
exterior and narrow jamb ‘
depth make this window I

an easy choice for frame-
in-frame replacement or !

more contemporary new

|
|
= construction applications .I 4

JAMBS + PROFILES
The Ultimate Casement
has a recessed sash for
a traditional or historic
look. The Ultimate
Casement Narrow Frame
has a flush-to-frame sash
for a contemporary look

ULTIMATE CA'SE!‘WENT EXTERIOR ULTIMATE CASEMENT NARROW FRAME
VIEW WITH 4 %" FULL JAMB EXTERIOR VIEW WITH 2 %" NARROW JAMB

HEAD & SILL

PROPOSED WINDOW DETAILS

SCALE: 1" =1'-0"
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Evanston,
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PLAT OF SURVEY

OF

PARCEL 1: LOT 4 (EXCEPT THE SOUTH 1 FOOT THEREOF, NORTH AND ADJOINING LOT 14), IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF C.H.
THOMPSON’S SHERIDAN ROAD SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 7 (EXCEPT THAT PART THEREOF TAKEN FOR STREETS) AND OF THE EAST 1/2
OF VACATED CONGRESS STREET IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 7, 8 AND 9 IN WHITE'S ADDITION TO EVANSTON, IN FRACTIONAL

ORDER NO.: 25-013
ORDERED BY: SHUMAKER DESIGN & BUILD ASSOCIATES

PREPARED BY:

GEODETIC SURVEY, LTD.
PROFESSIONAL DESIGN FIRM NO. 184—004394
CONSTRUCTION AND LAND SURVEYORS
200 WAUKEGAN ROAD, GLENVIEW, IL 60025

TEL. (847) 904-7690; FAX (847)904-7691
info@gsurvey.net www.gslandsurveying.com

NOTE:

Location of underground utilities and sewer size where
not substantiated by physical evidence are taken from
records normally considéered reliable. No responsibility

for their accuracy is assumed by the surveyor.

Locations of existing utility services are based on visual
observations. Contractor must confirm location and condition
of all utility services to remain.

FOR LOCATION OF BURIED CABLE CALL J.U.L.LE.
@1-800—-892—-0123 BEFORE DIGGING

F.FL. = Finish Floor Elevation

@ Catch Basin
© Storm Manhole

@ Combined Manhole

Ei% Tree

Wire Fence ———%——
Wood Fence 0——O—0O——
Chain Link Fence —x—x—x—
Iron Fence —o——o0——o0———

Combined Sewer
Storm Sewer
Water Main

)

> > —

\%

—

GENERAL NOTES:

—PROPERTY CORNERS ARE NOT FLAGGED AND STAKED PER CLIENT REQUEST.

—FOR_EASEMENTS, BUILDING LINES AND OTHER RESTRICTIONS NOT SHOWN
ON THE PLAT OF SURVEY REFER TO YOUR ABSTRACT, DEED, TITLE POLICY,
CONTRACT AND LOCAL BUILDING LINE/SETBACK REGULATIONS.

—COMPARE ALL POINTS BEFORE BUILDING AND AT ONCE REPORT ANY
DISCREPANCIES, WHICH YOU MAY HAVE FOUND, TO THIS OFFICE,
BEFORE DAMAGE IS DONE.

—DIMENSIONS ARE SHOWN IN FEET AND DECIMALS AND ARE NOT TO
BE ASSUMED FROM SCALING.

—BEARINGS ARE REFERRED TO AN ASSUMED MERIDIAN AND ARE USED
TO DENOTE ANGLES ONLY.

—THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION NOTED ON THIS PLAT WAS PROVIDED BY
THE CLIENT AND FOR ACCURACY SHOULD BE COMPARED WITH
DEED AND/OR TITLE INSURANCE POLICY.

STORM MH. SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 41 NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
RIM=12.61
INV(N-S)=7.02 PARCEL 2: THAT PART OF LOT 14, LYING EAST OF A STRAIGHT LINE DRAWN FROM A POINT IN THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT, 12
PN FEET 6—14 INCHES WEST OF THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT, TO A POINT IN THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT, 13 FEET
1—1/4 INCHES WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF C.H. THOMPSON’S SHERIDAN ROAD
\ SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 7 (EXCEPT THAT PART THEREOF TAKEN FOR STREET) AND OF THE EAST 1/2 OF VACATED CONGRESS
- STREET IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 7, 8 AND 9 IN WHITE'S ADDITION TO EVANSTON, IN FRACTIONAL SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 41 ‘ ‘
\ NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
ALD PARCEL 3: THAT PART OF THE SOUTH 1 FOOT OF LOT 4 NORTH OF AND ADJOINING LOT 14 AND SITUATED BETWEEN THE EAST AND s v ‘
\ : WEST LINES EXTENDED NORTH OF THAT PART OF LOT 14, LYING EAST OF A STRAIGHT LINE DRAWN FROM A POINT IN THE NORTH
I /\% LINE OF SAID LOT, 12 FEET 6—14 INCHES WEST OF THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 14, TO A POINT IN THE SOUTH LINE Y
= 2 LAND AREA OF PARCEL 1: 14.255 SQ.FT OF SAID LOT, 13 FEET 1—1/4 INCHES WEST OF THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 14, ALL IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF C.H. o ‘
SCALE: 1 INCH = 20 FEET \m LAND AREA OF PARGEL 2. 333 SQ.FT. THOMPSON’S SHERIDAN ROAD SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 7 (EXCEPT THAT PART THEREOF TAKEN FOR STREETS) AND OF THE EAST 1/2 N
’\g LAND AREA OF PARCEL 3: 13 S ‘FT’ OF THE VACATED CONGRESS STREET IN THE SUBDIVISION OF BLOCKS 7, 8 AND 9 IN WHITE'S ADDITION TO EVANSTON, IN > g%MFéNjEﬁD MH.
\‘}} - Q.FT. FRACTIONAL SECTION 19, TOWNSHIP 41 NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS. -
\z TOTAL LAND AREA: 14,601 SQ.FT. o
= PIN: 11—19—405-022—-0000 Ve ‘
\30 vo
L2 COMMONLY KNOWN AS: 820 SHERIDAN ROAD, EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60202 > E Y
2 :
I 40.00 P STORM MH
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DATED THIS _24th_ DAY OF __FEBRUARY _, 2025.
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STAFF REPORT

City of

Evanston
To: Members of the Preservation Commission
From: Cade W. Sterling, Preservation Planner

Subject: 1001 Ridge Court — Landmark — Ridge Historic District -- 25PRES-0082

Date: July 8, 2025

Public Notice

Dwayne MacEwen, architect and homeowner, submits for a Certificate of Appropriateness
to alter the original structure’s pattern of fenestration and construct a single-story addition
to the structure’s attached garage at the north volume.

Applicable Standards: Alteration [1-10]; and Construction [1-5, 7-13, and 15]

Construction Period:
1930

Style:
Norman Revival

Architect of Record:
Fred Prather (1885-1971)

Condition:
Excellent

Integrity:
Good

Status:

Landmark designated under criterion A5 (Exemplify the work of a nationally or
internationally known architect or major local architect or master builder). This most
closely translates to criterion 4 in the existing ordinance.
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Setting:

1001 Ridge Court is located in the southwest portion of the Ridge Historic District at the
northeast corner of Ridge Court and Lee Street. Surrounding properties are an eclectic mix
of architectural styles built between the 1880s and the 1950s. The blocks east of Ridge
Court, west of Ridge Avenue, north of Lee and south of Greenleaf form part of the Charles
Crain estate. Upon his death in 1891, his widow Sarah Crain subdivided the property,
although it would not be fully developed for another four decades.

Significance:

The composition of this rough, yellow brick house, designed by an architect active in
Evanston, has brick quoins and a flat front with a low arched window on either side of a
central arched, limestone-framed entrance on the ground floor and three pitched-roofed,
low-arched wall dormers projecting into the ridged, hipped roof with slightly flared eaves.
Projecting towards the back on the north side is a large garage with the eaves and ridge of
its hipped roof lower than the equivalent elements on the main block and a small,
low-arched dormer and a garage door flanked by a window and a arched limestone-framed
garden wall. The home is handsome in its proportion and spare detailing.

Fred Prather (1885-1971):

Little information is available for Prather and his career although he designed several
buildings of various scales in Chicago and its adjoining suburbs from single-family
residences to mid-rise and high-rise structures. In Evanston, Prather designed landmarks
at 303 Lake Street, and 1035 Hull Terrace.

Norman Revival (1910s-1945):

Norman Revival or sometimes called French country house architecture became a popular
style in many estate neighborhoods during the 1920s and 30s; it is often said that the
style’s popularity was largely due from soldiers returning from France in the aftermath of
World War | — soldiers gaining first-hand familiarity of the country house prototypes in
Normandy and Brittany. Published photographic studies of the prototypes were also
circulated to American architects who quickly adapted the style for residential
commissions. Homes were usually designed in brick or stone with steeped symmetrical or
asymmetrical roofs, massive masonry chimneys, and often a dominant tower bay, roof line
dormers and multi-paned casement windows.

Previous Approvals:
The existing north elevation, originally a brick wall with two small double-hung windows,

has been altered with a larger opening proposed to be enclosed with a set of multi-pane
french doors between two multi-pane casement windows. The opening for this is under
construction and can be seen by visiting the property. This opening would be behind the
proposed addition up for review by the Commission. This alteration, and interior changes
to the property including those within the existing garage space were approved under an
interior remodel permit 24KITB-0332.

Public Comment
None.
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taff Recommendation

City staff recommends approval of the request for Certificate of Appropriateness, with
expected deliberation related to the proposed windows and doors — specifically their
material choice relative to the home's primary elevations. The scale of the proposed
openings at the north volume seem compatible, especially given it facing the property’s
only open-space, and reading visually as the primary connection between the home and its
rear-yard. The scale of the addition extends no further than the existing masonry garden
wall, and its size and spacing between it and adjacent properties appears compatible. The
use of materials, including a matching brick and stone coping will need to be carefully
sourced and a condition could be applied that the brick be approved on-site prior to start of
construction. The railing matches that of the existing perimeter fence in its material,
design, and detailing. The use of steel for the windows and doors at the north elevation
(west primary elevation door in the existing garden wall will match the material and design
of the front door), is compatible in proportion and has precedent with the Norman Revival
style — although it varies from the predominant use of wood on this particular home.

Applicable Standards
Staff recommends the following standards be applied. Additional standards may be applied

at the Commission's discretion. Determination of whether the standards have been met is
exclusively afforded to members of the Commission.

Staff may provide a professional opinion on the proposal at the Commission’s request.

Alteration
1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property, structure, site, or
object in a manner that requires minimal alteration of the property, structure, site, or
object and its environment.

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a property, structure, site, or
object and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any
historic material or distinctive architectural features shall be avoided whenever
possible except when retention represents a hazardous or dangerous condition.

3. All properties, structures, sites, and objects shall be recognized as products of
their own time. Alterations to sites, buildings, structures, or objects that have no
historic basis shall be discouraged.

4. Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a property, structure, site or object and its environment.
These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this
significance shall be recognized and respected.

5. Distinctive stylistic features, materials, finishes, examples of skilled
craftsmanship, or examples of distinctive construction techniques that characterize
a property, structure, site or object shall be treated with sensitivity.

6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced,
wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should
match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other
visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be
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based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical, or
pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other structures or objects.

7. The surface cleaning of buildings, structures or objects shall be undertaken with
the gentlest means possible. Treatment methods that will cause damage to the
historic materials of the structure, site, or object must not be used.

8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological
resources affected by, or adjacent to, any project.

9. Innovative design for alterations to existing properties shall not be discouraged
when such alterations do not destroy significant historic, cultural, architectural or
archaeological material, and such design is compatible with the features, size,
scale, proportion, massing, color, material and character of the property,
neighborhood and environment.

10. Wherever possible, alterations to structures and objects shall be done in such a
manner that if such alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form
and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.

Construction
1. Height. Height shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites,
public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

2. Proportion of facades. The relationship of the width to the height of facades shall
be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects, and
places to which it is visually related.

3. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to height of windows and
doors shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites, public ways,
objects and places to which the building is visually related.

4. Rhythm of solids to voids in facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the
facades of a structure shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites,
public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

5. Rhythm of spacing and structures on streets. The relationship of a structure or
object to the open space between it and adjoining structures or objects and the
setback from the public ways shall be visually compatible with the properties,
structures, sites, public ways, objects and places to which it is visually related.

7. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and
texture of the facades shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials
used in the existing structures to which it is visually related.

8. Roof shapes and roof mounted equipment. The roof shape of a structure

including any roof mounted equipment shall be visually compatible with the
structures to which it is visually related.
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10. Scale of a structure. The size and mass of structures in relation to open spaces,
windows, door openings, porches and balconies shall be visually compatible with
the properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects and places to which they are
visually related.

11. Directional expression of facades. A structure shall be visually compatible with
the properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects, and places to which it is
visually related in its directional character, whether this be vertical character,
horizontal character, or non-directional character.

12. Original qualities. For additions to existing structures, the distinguishing original
qualities or character of a property, structure, site or object and its environment
should be preserved. The alteration of any historic material or distinctive
architectural features should be avoided when possible.

13. Archaeological resources. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and
preserve archaeological resources affected by, or adjacent to any project.

15. New additions. Wherever possible, new additions to structures or objects shall
be done in such a manner that if such additions were to be removed in the future,
the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be
unimpaired.
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m City of Application for
‘ Evanston®  certificate of Appropriateness (COA)

—

NOTICE: This form is not a permit application.

Application Required: This application is required for all scopes of exterior work, including minor, major, and
window/door replacement projects affecting Evanston landmarks and properties within local Evanston historic
districts when a permit is required and when work is visible from the public way (street, alley, sidewalk, or other
parcel of land appropriated to the public for public use).

Submission Deadline: To ensure timely processing of your application, submit this application no less than 15
business days before the second Tuesday of each month. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.
Refer to the Submittal Requirements, pages within this application to ensure completeness. Upon receipt
of your application, staff will determine whether the proposal can be reviewed administratively, or whether it will be
referred to the Preservation Commission for review and action. Completed applications referred to the
Commission will be scheduled for review at the next available meeting as long as all required information is
provided by the deadline and the number of items on the agenda allows.

For more information: It is encouraged, but not required, to meet with staff to review submittal requirements
prior to submitting. To set up a meeting or to answer any questions as to which requirements apply to your project,
please contact Cade W. Sterling at (847) 448-8231 or email: csterling@cityofevanston.org

Section A. Required Information (Print Clearly)

1) Property Address: 1001 RIDGE CT FOR STAFF USE ONLY
Application Number:

2) Applicant’s Name: pD\WAYNE MACEWEN Address: 1001 RIDGE CT

City: EVANSTON State: | Zip: 60202 Phone: (312) 498-3597  Email:
DMACEWEN@DMACARCH.COM

3) Owner’s Name: SAME AS ABOVE Address:

City: State: Zip: Phone: Email:

4) Applicant’s Relationship to the Owner: ] Same [_| Architect [] Contractor [_] Other:

5) Landmark: [N Yes [] No

6) Within Local Historic District: Yes []No;
If yes, [ ] Lakeshore ] Ridge [] Northeast Evanston [ | Woman’s Christian Temperance Union

7) Refer to the completed Zoning Analysis and check as applicable if your project requires:

[] Major Zoning Variance; [_] Special Use; [ ] Planned Development = If any are checked, additional
submission requirements may apply. A member of the Planning & Zoning Division will contact you.

8) Acknowledgement of Potential Archaeological Resources: [N | acknowledge that if any archaeological
materials are encountered during construction, | will stop work and notify the Planning & Zoning Division
immedietly. An approved Certificate of Appropriateness is not a clearance for purposes of the lllinois Human
Remains Protection Act as amended. (20 ILCS 3440)

9) Applicants Signature: | acknowledge that | understand the requirements for what constitutes a complete
application and affirm that the requirements for a complete application have been met.

e — Date: 05.21.2025

\

Adopted May 14, 2024 Page 1 of 4
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Section B: Application for Certificate of Appropriateness

1) Describe, in detail, the proposed activity and reason for requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness.

Attach a separate sheet or sheets if necessary.

THE HOUSE IS IN THE RIDGE HISTORIC DISTRICT, THERE WILL BE NO
CHANGES TO BOTH STREET FACING ELEVATIONS OF THE HOUSE. (RIDGE
CT AND LEE) THE ADDITION WILL HAVE NEW MASONRY WALLS TO MATCH
EXISTING AT REAR AND SIDE YARD ELEVATIONS ONLY.

2) Select the three standards from the Binding Review Standards that you believe are most relevant to
your proposal. Then describe, in detail, how your proposal meets the standards you have selected.

Attach a separate sheet or sheets if necessary.

(For assistance selecting relevant standards contact Cade W. Sterling, City of Evanston Preservation
Planner: csterling@cityofevanston.org or 847-448-8231.)

Every reasonable effort shall be made to adapt the property, structure, site or object in a

manner that requires minimal alteration of the property, structure, site or object and its

environment.

THE ADDITION USES THE EXISTING GARDEN WING WALL AND SIDE WALL, THE
(2) NEW WALLS FACE THE SIDE/REAR YARD AND BRICK USED WILL BE
SALVAGED BRICK FROM THE EXISTING HOUSE

'Rellationship of materials and texture. The rélationshib of the materials and texture of the
facades shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials used in the existing
structures to which it is visually related.

BRICK WILL USED SALVAGED BRICK FROM THE EXISTING HOUSE, MORTAR
COLOR MATCHED TO EXISTING

Original qualities. For additions to existing structures, the distinguishing original qualities
or character of a property, structure, site or object and its environment should be
preserved. The alteration of any historic material or distinctive architectural features
should be avoided when possible.

THE EXISTING WING MASONRY WALL HAS AN ARCHED DOORWAY THAT
WILL BE MAINTAINED, A NEW DOOR WILL BE IN THE EXISTING OPENING

Adopted May 14, 2024 Page 2 of 4
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

0O REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, RE-POINTING, SOLAR INSTALLATION, AND SITEWORK INCLUDING
NEW PATIOS, TERRACES, OR WALKWAYS

e 1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

e Plat of survey that accurately represents current conditions of the property.

e As applicable, provide a to-scale existing and proposed site plan (roof plan for solar installation)
clearly showing the proposed change(s) with dimensions of proposed features, setbacks from
proximate lot lines, and material annotations. An aerial image or birds eye photo with areas of
work identified will be sufficient for proposed roof replacement and re-pointing.

e Labeled, color photographs showing all exterior views of the building, structure, and/or site
including all areas of proposed work and any areas of deterioration. Google street view or other
non-current photos will not be accepted.

* If materials are being proposed for repair or replacement that are other than an exact match to
original, physical or visual samples or manufacturer brochures must be submitted.

e Any additional information that is requested after your initial consultation with staff or as
requested by the Commission’s Pre-Application Review Subcommittee.

O FENCES - Provide a plat of survey with the existing and proposed fence and gate location(s) clearly
identified. Include photos of the existing fence and any gates, and an illustration or sample photo of the
proposed fence and gate style(s).

O REPLACEMENT OF WINDOWS, DOORS, and SKYLIGHTS
Due to the sensitivity required for window and door replacement, the Commission has created
additional resources for applicants (available following the links below or accessing the Preservation
Commissions webpage) including separate design guidelines, a sample best practice submission, and
sample drawings for wood and steel windows.

e 1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

e Context photos of all impacted elevations with the location of new or altered windows/doors labeled
by number and by type. If there are typical windows (more than one of the same size material, and
operating style), label each window type A,B,C etc. If there are multiple windows for a single type,
those would be labeled as, 1A, 2A, 3A etc. Google street view or other non-current photos will not
be accepted.

e Condition photos, interior and exterior, of all windows and doors scheduled for replacement. Labels
on condition photos should match those on the context photos above.

¢ |If replacing original or historic wood windows, provide information on the viability of
restoration/repair. This must come from a licensed general contractor, architect, or restoration
specialist on the provider’s letterhead, not from the window supplier/contractor.

e To-scale and labeled floor plans (recommended if new window openings are proposed).

e To-scale, existing and proposed elevation and section drawings for each window type presented
side-by-side on the same sheet. Drawings must include annotations and dimensions including the
overall window opening, stile, top and bottom rail, meeting rail, muntin, sill, and exterior trim or
moulding profiles. Drawings of existing windows must be based on field measurements. For all
drawings, the window’s relationship to the existing wall plane must also be provided.

Important Notice: Manufacturers’ standard cut sheets are not an acceptable substitute for detailed
drawings since they are not drawn specifically for the proposed window replacement and do not
show custom applications or installation details required for the project.

Page iii
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O MAJOR ALTERATIONS, ADDITIONS, NEW CONSTRUCTION, RELOCATION, AND DEMOLITION
If a major alteration, construction or relocation, or demolition is planned, City staff will notify neighbors
within 250 feet of the subject property at least five (5) business days prior to the Preservation
Commission hearing. The applicant is responsible for paying the mailing fee.

Zoning Analysis Required: A completed Zoning Analysis must be submitted with the COA
application. Zoning staff requires at least 10 business days to complete a zoning analysis. During
the height of construction season, zoning analysis reviews may take longer. Applicants must give
themselves enough time to request a zoning analysis in order to meet the COA deadline below.

1 copy of a completed COA Application Form and all supporting written information including a
detailed project narrative (Section B) that includes how the proposal meets the Binding Review
Standards.

Plat of survey that accurately represents the current conditions of the property including the
location of existing trees with their size and species identified.

Drawings that accurately indicate existing conditions and all proposed changes and areas of new
work

o To-scale existing and proposed site plan clearly showing the proposed change(s) with
dimensions of proposed features, setbacks from proximate lot lines, material annotations,
and approximate location of major structures on adjacent lots.

o Labeled, color photographs showing all exterior views of the building, structure, and/or site
including all areas of proposed work and any areas of deterioration which demonstrate
why repair is not possible. If a change in height, scale, or massing is proposed, provide
photos of the existing structure in context with the immediate structures on the block to
which it is visually related. Google street view or other non-current photos will not be
accepted.

o To-scale, annotated, and dimensioned existing and proposed exterior elevations side-by-
side on the same sheet (as possible). Elevations must clearly annotate all building
materials, window types, trim types and sizes, etc.

o If the proposal includes changes or additions to the original roof, include to-scale and
annotated existing and proposed roof plans including details such as configuration, slope,
overhang dimensions, and the new roof transitions into existing.

o For new additions and new free-standing construction, 3D drawings, models, or
axonometric drawings in context with the primary structure and its immediate surroundings
are required. Context includes adjoining structures on adjoining lots. This requirement
may be waived for new garages and smaller accessory structures.

o For proposed free-standing construction including ADU’s, Coach Houses, and new
Principle Structures along streets, block studies showing the visual, massing, and other
proportional relationships of the proposed structure to the structures it is visually related to
shall be provided.

o Details or sections if required to explain areas of complexity.

For proposed demolition, include photos and narratives demonstrating the current conditions that
necessitate demolition and why repair or rehabilitation are not possible or being pursued.
Depending on the proposal, staff may require a statement from a structural engineer.

O FEE - Proposals which are referred to the Preservation Commission for review are subject to a
preservation fee per Code Section 2-8-16. An invoice will be sent to the applicant following receipt of a
complete application. The invoice must be paid prior to a case being scheduled for review.

Links to Additional Information:

1.

QO No Ol AWN

Evanston Preservation Commission Including List of Meeting Dates

Frequently Asked Questions

Procedural Guidelines

Evanston Preservation Program Including Resources for Applicants

Preservation Commission Window Replacement Guidelines

Sample Best Practice Window Replacement Submission

Sample Supplemental Window Drawings

Solar Panel Installation Guidelines
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https://www.cityofevanston.org/home/showpublisheddocument/61475/637466501859830000

Zoning Analysis Review Date: 07-01-25

= —— Summary By: CWS

City of
Evanston-
Case Number: Case Status/Determination:
‘ 25Z0ONA-0073 — 1001 RIDGE COURT Compliant

Applicant: Dwayne MacEwen

Plans prepared by: DMAC Architecture + Interiors
Plans dated: 05-21-25

Survey dated: 06-10-25

District: R1

Proposal:

Single-story addition to attached garage at the homes north volume.

Comments:

The property is located within the Ridge Historic District, and is also an individually registered
Evanston landmark. The proposed scope of work requires application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness and review and approval by the Eva<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>