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MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
SEPTEMBER 14, 2010
Memorial Hall – Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale
5:00 P.M.

Chairman Pro Tem Arens called the meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission to
order at 5:00 p.m. on September 14, 2010 in Memorial Hall in the Memorial Building, 19
East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale IL.
Present:

Chairman Pro Tem Arens, Commissioner Buczkowski, Commissioner
Peterson, Commissioner McGue, Commissioner Massouras,
Commissioner Bohnen, Commissioner Ives and Commissioner
Murphy

Absent:

Chairman Keseric

Also Present:

Village Planner, Sean Gascoigne

Minutes
Chairman Pro Tem Arens presented the minutes from the April 13, 2010 meeting to the
Commission and asked if they had any changes to the minutes up for approval.
Commissioner McGue motioned for the approval of the minutes from April 13, 2010.
Commissioner Ives seconded. The motion passed unanimously.
Discussion
Preservation Month
Chairman Arens welcomed everyone back and asked for Commissioners to provide
feedback on the successes and shortfalls of Preservation Month.
Commissioner Ives offered thoughts and concerns regarding judging and offered
suggestions in terms of improving the nomination process and the judging criteria.
Commissioner McGue indicated that she thought the publicity was great but maybe the
Commissioners should be required to come up with some additional nominations.
Commissioner Buczkowski and Chairman Arens concurred and questioned whether
maybe an even earlier start with nominations would be beneficial.
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Commissioner Massouras offered his thoughts on the photo contest and how he thought
that could be improved in the years to come. Like the nominations, he too thought that
getting started earlier would benefit the photo contest.
Commissioner McGue indicated that she was very impressed with the actual awards
ceremony and thought that it went very well.
Chairman Arens concurred and offered thoughts on how to improve attendance beyond
the winners and there families. He then went on to identify problems that came up with
securing prizes and stated that special attention should be given to how that should be
handled in the future.
The Commissioners agreed that the coloring contest has maintained a successful history
and almost runs itself.
Commissioner Murphy expressed her support in encouraging the Commissioners to
submit nominations for Preservation Awards and that she had hoped they would have
received more nominations.
Chairman Arens asked if there was a way to get a list of homes from the last three years.
Village Planner Gascoigne indicated that he would have to check with the Building
Department, but he believed at very least, he may be able to obtain a listing of
everything that has received a building permit within the last three years. Discussion
ensued.
Commissioner Ives complemented everyone on how well everything went off.
Review of Existing Village Studies
Chairman Arens opened discussions on how to better utilize and publicize the existing
studies the Village has that were completed by Granacki and Associates. He then
suggested that maybe subcommittees be formed to disseminate some of that information.
He asked for thoughts or whether the Commission would rather take some time to think
about it and discuss it next month.
Commissioner McGue indicated that waiting until next month would give the
Commissioners some time to collect their thoughts and possibly come up with some
suggestions on how to best utilize the studies.
Mr. Gascoigne asked the Commissioners to keep in mind the Open Meetings Act while
considering whether and how to form subcommittees. He indicated that while the
subcommittees were generally a good idea, special consideration needed to be given to
the number of Commissioner’s that could meet without violating the terms of the Act.
Discussion ensued regarding the studies.
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Role, Responsibilities and Authority of the Historic Preservation Commission
Chairman Arens opened and introduced the discussion.
Mr. Gascoigne summarized the Historic Preservation Ordinance in terms of what
requires a Certificate of Appropriateness. He indicated that the Preservation Ordinance
was specific in that only items that are locally landmarked and meet specific criteria
within that status require a certificate and nothing that falls within a nationally
landmarked district would.
Discussion ensued regarding the specifics of certain properties within the Village at
which point Chairman Arens asked that they keep the conversation general and that it
wasn’t his intent to discuss specific properties at this point in the discussions. He
emphasized the importance of the entire Commission understanding the general
authority and role of the Commission before moving on to specific properties. He then
provided a brief history and explanation for the newer Commissioners.
Commissioner Bohnen clarified that the Commission only had authority over the locally
landmarked structures.
Chairman Arens confirmed.
Commissioner Bohnen identified Section 11-303 in the Village’s Zoning Code and
summarized areas of the code. He identified a recent project in the downtown and
indicated that per this Section of the Code, if there is a hearing at another Commission
regarding a nationally landmarked structure, the Historic Preservation Commission
should be made aware of it and should be obligated to review it and make comments.
Mr. Gascoigne duly noted Commissioner Bohnen’s comments and indicated that he
would have to seek an interpretation from the Village of Attorney, but that it was his
understanding that Section 11-303 only applied when a Certificate of Appropriateness
was required pursuant to the standards set forth in the Preservation Ordinance in the
Villages’ Municipal Code.
Commissioner Bohnen stated that was not his understanding of this Section and that an
interpretation from the Village Attorney would be welcome. Mr. Bohnen indicated that it
was his belief that the Commission is required to weigh in on decisions, even if it was on
the National Register.
Chairman Arens stated that it was important to understand what the Commission’s roles
and responsibilities were and asked if staff would be willing to get an interpretation from
the Village Attorney to this extent.
Mr. Gascoigne confirmed he would.
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Commissioner Peterson stated his understanding of the ordinance was that the
Commission’s involvement was limited to a request by the Board rather than a proactive
one.
Commissioner Bohnen indicated that their was a difference between the Preservation
Ordinance in the Municipal Code and the Zoning Code which is what he was referencing.
Discussion ensued regarding the listing of the locally landmarked structures.
Commissioner Massouras clarified certain points of the discussion.
Commissioner Ives stated he had additional questions regarding how to monitor changes
being made to the exterior of a locally landmarked home when the trigger is a building
permit and some exterior modifications don’t require permits.
Discussion ensued in regards to creating a detailed list to be provided to locally
landmarked structures of what can and can’t be done.
Chairman Arens identified these efforts as being supportive of the educational aspect of
the ordinance.
Mr. Gascoigne summarized agenda items for next month.
The Commission asked for staff to provide an update as to whether anything has moved
forwards as a result of the Burns Field study.
Mr. Gascoigne indicated he would check with Gina Hassett and would be happy to report
back.
Chairman Arens summarized his thoughts for next months meeting and asked for a
motion to adjourn.
Adjournment
Commissioner Buczkowski moved to adjourn. Commissioner Ives seconded and the
meeting adjourned at 5:58 p.m. on September 14, 2010.
Respectfully Submitted,

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner

