PUBLIC NOTICE

In accordance with the statutes of the State of Illinois and the ordinances of the City of Highland Park, a
Regular Meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission of the City of Highland Park is scheduled to be
held at the hour of 7:30 p.m., Thursday, May 14, 2015, at Highland Park City Hall, 1707 St. Johns Avenue,
Highland Park, Illinois, during which meeting there will be a discussion of the following:

City of Highland Park
Historic Preservation Commission
Thursday, May 14, 2015
1707 St. Johns Avenue, City Hall
7:30 p.m.

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

I.  Call to Order
1. Roll Call
I1l.  Approval of Minutes
A. April 9, 2015
IV. Scheduled Business
A. Determination of Significance
e 585 Hyacinth Place

e 558 Hill Avenue
e 21 Lakewood Place

V. Certificate of Appropriateness
e 326 Central Avenue
e 434 Marshman Street
VI. Discussion Items

VII. Business From the Public

VII1.Other Business
A. Next meeting scheduled for June 11, 2015

IX. Adjournment



585 Hyacinth Avenue Demolition Review

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Andy Cross, Planner I
Date: 5/14/2015
Year Built: 1956
Style: Ranch
Petitioner: Seth Mindez
Size: 1,894 square feet
Original Manilow Construction Company /
Owner: Marion Mortonaber
Architect: J. Goldman
Original Cost: | $20,000
Significant Typical mid-century Ranch
Features: characteristics
Alterations: e None identified
Staff recommends that the
Commission discuss the structure at
Staff Opinion: | 585 Hyacinth Place and how it may
satisfy any of the landmark criteria
listed below.

A demolition application has been submitted for the 1956 Ranch house at 585 Hyacinth in the
northern part of Highland Park. There are no architectural surveys for this part of town, so the
demolition request has been brought before the Commission as a matter of policy.
Furthermore, no historical status has been given to the structure at this point.

The house is a fairly standard 1950’s Ranch design. It was designed by J. Goldman of Chicago
and built by the Manilow Construction Company. This part of Highland Park has not been
surveyed. But if an architectural survey were commissioned in this area or research undertaken
on the builders in the Krenn & Dato subdivision, it is likely that more houses by Goldman and
the Manilow Company would be discovered. The Ranch style house at 558 Hill Street, which is
on this same HPC agenda, is a very similar house designed by Goldman and built by Manilow.



Architectural Analysis
The 2002 Northeast Area Architectural survey provides a detailed write-up on the Ranch style:

The Ranch house dates from 1932, when Cliff May, a San Diego architect,
consciously created a building type that he called “the early California Ranch
house.” They were low-slung vernacular buildings that followed the contours of the
land. Using the Spanish Hacienda or “rancho” as inspiration, May designed many
Ranch houses throughout the West. Because of the Midwest’s close association
with Prairie School architecture, however, many Chicago-area Ranch houses owe
much to the architecture of Frank Lloyd Wright, especially his Usonian houses of
the 1930s. Ranch houses became popular in the late 1940s and 1950s, when the
idea was widely published, and were built nationwide in suburban communities.
Characteristics of a Ranch house include its wide, ground-hugging profile, low-
pitched roof, and deep eaves. Due to the popularity of the car, the garage has a
prominent position in the front of the house and is an integral part of the
architecture of the Ranch house.

A difference can be seen between architect-designed Ranch houses frequently
found in Highland Park, and the mass-produced housing typically found in new
post-World War Il suburban subdivisions. There are basically two types of
architect-designed Ranch houses: those without reference to historical styles,
which are International Style or Contemporary, and those that take their designs
from historical precedents. Contemporary Ranch houses are very simple, and tend
to have hipped or gabled roofs and deep overhangs. International Style houses
generally have flat roofs and a greater amount of glass. Some other Ranch houses
clearly take design cues from previous historical styles, often incorporating Colonial
details such as double-hung windows with shutters or classical elements such as
rows of columns or front porticos.

The house at 585 Hyacinth Place was built for $20,000 and exhibits many of the traditional
Ranch characteristics: low slung roof, deep eaves, and varied materials on the exterior. It falls
more into the Contemporary Ranch description identified above.

Biographical Information

The original owner’s name is hand-written on the original 1956 building permit and is difficult to
make out. The last name appears to be Mortonaber. No information about the family or their
potential impact in the community was located.

Landmark Criteria
Below are the landmark criteria from the City Code:

1) It demonstrates character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or
cultural characteristics of the City, county, state, or country.



2) Itis the site of a significant local, county, state, or national event.

3) It is associated with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the development
of the City, County, State, or Country.

4) It embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural and/or landscape style valuable
for the study of a specific time period, type, method of construction, or use of indigenous
materials.

5) It is identifiable as the work of a notable builder, designer, architect, artist, or landscape
architect whose individual work has influenced the development of the City, County, State,
or Country.

6) It embodies, overall, elements of design, details, materials, and/or craftsmanship that
renders it architecturally, visually, aesthetically, and/or culturally significant and/or
innovative.

7) It has a unique location or it possesses or exhibits singular physical and/or aesthetic
characteristics that make it an established or familiar visual feature.

8) It is a particularly fine or unique example of a utilitarian structure or group of such
structures, including, but not limited to farmhouses, gas stations or other commercial
structures, with a high level of integrity and/or architectural, cultural, historical, and/or
community significance.

9) It possesses or exhibits significant historical and/or archaeological qualities.

Recommended Action

In accordance with Section 170.040 Demolition of Dwellings(E)(1) Historic Preservation
Commission Review, the Commission is asked to review the structure per Section 24.015 of the
Historic Preservation Regulations. If the Historic Preservation Commission determines that the
Structure that is the subject of the Demolition Application satisfies:

(1) Three or more of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic
Preservation Regulations, then a mandatory 365-day Review Period commencing on the
Application Completion date will be in effect.

(2) One or two of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations, then a mandatory 180-day Review Period commencing on the Application
Completion date will be in effect,

(3) None of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations are met, in which case the Application for Demolition shall be processed.

Attachments
Location Map

Site Photos

County Assessor Data
























Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 1 of 2

Lake County, lllinois

Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN

Property Address Property Characteristics
Pin: 16-10-303-009 Neighborhood Number: 1810040
Street Address: 585 HYACINTH PL Neighborhood Name: The Highlands
City: HIGHLAND PARK Property Class: 104
Zip Code: 60035 o Residential
Class Description: |
Land Amount: $61,391 mproved
Building Amount: $57,823 Total Land Square Footage: 18657
Total Amount: $119,214 House Type Code: 43
Township: Moraine Structure Type / Stories: 1.0
Assessment Date: 2014 Exterior Cover: Brick
Multiple Buildings (Y/N): N
Year Built / Effective Age: 1956 / 1956
Condition: Average
Quality Grade: Good

Above Ground Living Area (Square Feet): 1894
Lower Level Area (Square Feet):
Finished Lower Level (Square Feet):

Basement Area (Square Feet): 996
Finished Basement Area (Square Feet): 441
Number of Full Bathrooms: 2
Number of Half Bathrooms: 0
Fireplaces: 0

Garage Attached / Detached / Carport: 1/0/0
Garage Attached / Detached / Carport

Area- 806/0/0
Deck / Patios: 0/0
Deck / Patios Area: 0/0
Porches Open / Enclosed: 0/0
Porches Open / Enclosed Area: 0/0

Pool: 0

Click here for a Glossary of these terms.

Click on the image or sketch to the left
to view

and print them at full size. The sketch
will have a

legend.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610303009 5/4/2015



Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 2 of 2

Property Sales History
Sale valuation definitions
Date of Sale Sale Amount Sales Validation Compulsory Sale
10/1/2014 $320,000 Qualified

Changes made to the sketch drawings are uploaded to the website every two weeks.
The property characteristics appearing on this page show any changes made by an
assessor the following day.

Please note that the characteristic information shown above is only a summary of
information extracted from the Township Assessor's property records. For more
detailed and complete characteristic information please contact your local township
assessor. Likewise, any errors/omissions/discrepancies should be discussed with the
appropriate township office.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610303009

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610303009 5/4/2015



585 Hill Avenue Demolition Review

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Andy Cross, Planner I
Date: 5/14/2015
Year Built: 1955
Style: Ranch
Petitioner: Harry Krajcer
Size: 1,519 square feet
Original Joseph Schroeder
Owner:
Architect: J. Goldman, Chicago
Original Cost: | $20,000
Significant Typical mid-century Ranch
Features: characteristics
Alterations: e Finished Basement (1964)
Staff recommends that the
Commission discuss the structure at
Staff Opinion: | 558 Hill Street and how it may satisfy

any of the landmark criteria listed
below.

A demolition application has been submitted for the house at
558 Hill Street. The house is in the northern part of Highland
Park and not located within a Highland Park survey area, so no
determination of historic significance has been made.

An original building permit in the City archives indicates the
house was built in 1955 and improved in 1964 with a finished
basement by the same owner in 1964. Other records since
then are only for minor upkeep and small improvements on the

property.




The house was built for $20,000 in 1955 and hasn’t been expanded or added onto since the
original construction. The assessed value for the land and house as of 2014 was $96,426.

Biographical Information

The original owner of the house was Joseph Schroeder. He lived there at least 9 years, having
improved the basement in 1964 following the 1955 construction. Ex-Officio member Julia
Johnas has been consulted for biographical information on Mr. Schroeder. Findings will be
presented at the upcoming HPC meeting.

The architect, J. Goldman of 105 W. Monroe in Chicago, doesn’t appear in any of the surveys
and no AIA references could be located for him.

Landmark Criteria
Below are the landmark criteria from the City Code:

1) It demonstrates character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or
cultural characteristics of the City, county, state, or country.

2) ltis the site of a significant local, county, state, or national event.

3) It is associated with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the development
of the City, County, State, or Country.

4) It embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural and/or landscape style valuable
for the study of a specific time period, type, method of construction, or use of indigenous
materials.

5) It is identifiable as the work of a notable builder, designer, architect, artist, or landscape
architect whose individual work has influenced the development of the City, County, State,
or Country.

6) It embodies, overall, elements of design, details, materials, and/or craftsmanship that
renders it architecturally, visually, aesthetically, and/or culturally significant and/or
innovative.

7) It has a unique location or it possesses or exhibits singular physical and/or aesthetic
characteristics that make it an established or familiar visual feature.

8) It is a particularly fine or unique example of a utilitarian structure or group of such
structures, including, but not limited to farmhouses, gas stations or other commercial
structures, with a high level of integrity and/or architectural, cultural, historical, and/or
community significance.

9) It possesses or exhibits significant historical and/or archaeological qualities.



Recommended Action

In accordance with Section 170.040 Demolition of Dwellings(E)(1) Historic Preservation
Commission Review, the Commission is asked to review the structure per Section 24.015 of the
Historic Preservation Regulations. If the Historic Preservation Commission determines that the
Structure that is the subject of the Demolition Application satisfies:

(1) Three or more of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic
Preservation Regulations, then a mandatory 365-day Review Period commencing on the
Application Completion date will be in effect.

(2) One or two of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations, then a mandatory 180-day Review Period commencing on the Application
Completion date will be in effect,

(3) None of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations are met, in which case the Application for Demolition shall be processed.

Attachments

Location Map

Site Photos

County Assessor Data
Original Building Permits
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Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 1 of 2

Lake County, lllinois

Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN

Property Address Property Characteristics
Pin: 16-10-323-004 Neighborhood Number: 1810040
Street Address: 558 HILL ST Neighborhood Name: The Highlands
City: HIGHLAND PARK Property Class: 104
Zip Code: 60035 o Residential
Class Description: |
Land Amount: $52,927 mproved
Building Amount: $43,499 Total Land Square Footage: 13366
Total Amount: $96,426 House Type Code: 43
Township: Moraine Structure Type / Stories: 1.0
Assessment Date: 2014 Exterior Cover: Brick
Multiple Buildings (Y/N): N
Year Built / Effective Age: 1955/ 1955
Condition: Average
Quality Grade: Good

Above Ground Living Area (Square Feet): 1519
Lower Level Area (Square Feet):
Finished Lower Level (Square Feet):

Basement Area (Square Feet): 759
Finished Basement Area (Square Feet): 0
Number of Full Bathrooms: 2
Number of Half Bathrooms: 0
Fireplaces: 0

Garage Attached / Detached / Carport: 1/0/0
Garage Attached / Detached / Carport

Area- 368/0/0
Deck / Patios: 0/0
Deck / Patios Area: 0/0
Porches Open / Enclosed: 0/0
Porches Open / Enclosed Area: 0/0

Pool: 0

Click here for a Glossary of these terms.

Click on the image or sketch to the left
to view

and print them at full size. The sketch
will have a

legend.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610323004 5/4/2015



Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 2 of 2

Property Sales History

Sale valuation definitions

Date of Sale Sale Amount Sales Validation Compulsory Sale
7/24/2014 $225,000 Unqualified

Changes made to the sketch drawings are uploaded to the website every two weeks.
The property characteristics appearing on this page show any changes made by an
assessor the following day.

Please note that the characteristic information shown above is only a summary of
information extracted from the Township Assessor's property records. For more
detailed and complete characteristic information please contact your local township
assessor. Likewise, any errors/omissions/discrepancies should be discussed with the
appropriate township office.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610323004

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1610323004 5/4/2015



21 Lakewood Place Demolition Review

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Andy Cross, Planner I
Date: 5/14/2015
Year Built: 1954
Style: International Style / Late Prairie
Petitioner: Ronald Levin
Size: 3,745 s.f.
Original Edgar & Dolly Anstett
Owner: & ¥
Architect: Stade & Cooley
Original Cost: | $56,000
Significant Stone exterior, decorative coping,
Features: shed roof, modular design
Alterations: e None noted
Staff recommends that the
Commission discuss the structure at
Staff Opinion: | 21 Lakewood Place and how it may
satisfy any of the landmark criteria
listed below.

A demolition application has been

submitted for the house at 21
Lakewood Place, just south of
Rosewood Park in Ravinia. Built in

1956, the International Style house
cost $28,000 to construct. It was built
for Edgar Anstett, who founded a
manufacturing company with his
brother in 1946 called Powernail. The
company is still around with offices in
Lake Zurich. Additional biographical




information is available in the attachments to this memo.

Architectural Analysis

Color photographs of the house show the stone and roman brick exterior and the decorative
aluminum coping around the house. Architectural drawings on microfilm provide details of the
design and siting of the house on the lakefront property. The photo below shows extensive
windows on the elevation facing the lake and detail can be seen on the coping as it decreases in
height from the center of the house outward.

The house was
designed by Stade &
Cooley. Charles E.
Stade was a Chicago
architect well-known
for his design of
churches. An exhibit
in the attachments
provides more
information on this.
He passed away in
1993. No
information is
immediately available
on Mr. Charles Stade.

Stade & Cooley are credited with six other houses in the surveys, both as a firm and as solo
architects. All the work is from the early 1950’s and has a C — Contributing historical status.
None of the houses have been demolished. Survey entries for all the homes are included in the
exhibits to this memo.

Landmark Criteria
Below are the landmark criteria from the City Code:

1) It demonstrates character, interest, or value as part of the development, heritage, or
cultural characteristics of the City, county, state, or country.

2) Itis the site of a significant local, county, state, or national event.

3) It is associated with a person or persons who significantly contributed to the development
of the City, County, State, or Country.

4) It embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural and/or landscape style valuable
for the study of a specific time period, type, method of construction, or use of indigenous
materials.



5) It is identifiable as the work of a notable builder, designer, architect, artist, or landscape
architect whose individual work has influenced the development of the City, County, State,
or Country.

6) It embodies, overall, elements of design, details, materials, and/or craftsmanship that
renders it architecturally, visually, aesthetically, and/or culturally significant and/or
innovative.

7) It has a unique location or it possesses or exhibits singular physical and/or aesthetic
characteristics that make it an established or familiar visual feature.

8) It is a particularly fine or unique example of a utilitarian structure or group of such
structures, including, but not limited to farmhouses, gas stations or other commercial
structures, with a high level of integrity and/or architectural, cultural, historical, and/or
community significance.

9) It possesses or exhibits significant historical and/or archaeological qualities.

Recommended Action

In accordance with Section 170.040 Demolition of Dwellings(E)(1) Historic Preservation
Commission Review, the Commission is asked to review the structure per Section 24.015 of the
Historic Preservation Regulations. If the Historic Preservation Commission determines that the
Structure that is the subject of the Demolition Application satisfies:

(1) Three or more of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic
Preservation Regulations, then a mandatory 365-day Review Period commencing on the
Application Completion date will be in effect.

(2) One or two of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations, then a mandatory 180-day Review Period commencing on the Application
Completion date will be in effect,

(3) None of the Landmark Criteria within Section 24.015 of the Historic Preservation
Regulations are met, in which case the Application for Demolition shall be processed.

Attachments

Location Map

Site Photos

Architectural Survey Entry
County Assessor Data



























Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 1 of 2

Lake County, lllinois

Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN

Property Address Property Characteristics
Pin: 17-31-102-010 Neighborhood Number: 1800002
Street Address: 21 LAKEWOOD PL . ] Moraine Lake
) Neighborhood Name: E

City: HIGHLAND PARK ront

Zip Code: 60035 Property Class: 104

Building Amount:  $228,176 _ mproved

Total Amount: $911.812 Total Land Square Footage: 64869

. . House Type Code: 22

Township: Moraine o

Assessment Date: 2014 Structure Type / Stories: 2.0
Exterior Cover: Stone
Multiple Buildings (Y/N): N
Year Built / Effective Age: 1955/ 1955
Condition: Average
Quality Grade: VGd

Above Ground Living Area (Square Feet): 3745
Lower Level Area (Square Feet):
Finished Lower Level (Square Feet):

Basement Area (Square Feet): 2538
Finished Basement Area (Square Feet): 2030
Number of Full Bathrooms: 3
Number of Half Bathrooms: 1
Fireplaces: 3

Garage Attached / Detached / Carport: 1/0/0
Garage Attached / Detached / Carport

Area- 770/0/0
Deck / Patios: 0/0
Deck / Patios Area: 0/0
Porches Open / Enclosed: 1/0
Porches Open / Enclosed Area: 154/0
Pool: 0

Click here for a Glossary of these terms.

Click on the image or sketch to the left
to view

and print them at full size. The sketch
will have a

legend.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1731102010 5/4/2015



Property Tax Assessment Information by PIN Page 2 of 2

Property Sales History

Sale valuation definitions

Date of Sale Sale Amount Sales Validation Compulsory Sale
10/22/2014 $3,100,000 Qualified

Changes made to the sketch drawings are uploaded to the website every two weeks.
The property characteristics appearing on this page show any changes made by an
assessor the following day.

Please note that the characteristic information shown above is only a summary of
information extracted from the Township Assessor's property records. For more
detailed and complete characteristic information please contact your local township
assessor. Likewise, any errors/omissions/discrepancies should be discussed with the
appropriate township office.

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1731102010

http://apps01.lakecountyil.gov/spassessor/comparables/ptaipin.aspx?Pin=1731102010 5/4/2015
















































-Obituaries

-
~"Mrs. Edgar Anstett -

-~Services for Dolly W. Anstelt, 63, s
retary-treasurer of Powernall Co., will
be held at 1 p.m, Wednesday in the
chapel at 8200 N. Skokle Blvd,, Skokle.
Mrs. Anstett, who lived at 21 Lakewood
Pl., Highland Park, died Monday in
Lake Forest Hospitsl, She is survived by
her husband, Edgar; three sons, Paul,
John, and Mark; her mother, Ru
;l:feintroub;. a sister; and four grande
mi .

Chicago Tribune, July 16, 1980

From the Powernail website: http://www.powernail.com/

Powernail is the premier company in the hardwood flooring industry for the manufacture of pneumatic nailers
and flooring cleats. These products are used for the installation of Tongue & Groove hardwood flooring and

sub-flooring.

In 1946, Carl and Ed Anstett founded Powernail Company. The two brothers developed the first "L" Cleat
Powernail and the Model 45 Powernailer. These inventors revolutionized the hardwood flooring industry,
making installations much easier than previous methods.

Powernail products have been the industry's standard for over 65 years, why not choose the

best!


http://www.powernail.com/

326 Central Avenue
Highland Park Historical Society
Highland Park Building Company House

Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness

TO: The Historic Preservation Commission
DATE: May 14, 2015
FROM: Andy Cross, Planner Il

SUBJECT: Subdivision of Property

PETITIONERS / OWNERS: PROPERTY LOCATION: STRUCTURE

Highland Park Historical 326 Central Avenue Style: Italianate

Society Built: 1871

326 Central Avenue Original Architect: Unknown
HISTORIC STATUS: ARCHITECT/BUILDER:
Local Landmark (1982) Highland Park Building

Company Spec House

BACKGROUND OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY
The Highland Park Historical Society took ownership of the house at 326 Central Avenue after

Jean Butz James donated the house following the
City’s centennial in 1969. The house was
designated as a local landmark in 1982 and
served as a local museum for many years, but is
transitioning now to a new location in the
Highland Park Public Library. The Historical
Society’s board has applied for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to subdivide the lot at 326
Central Avenue into two lots.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL

The property at 326 Central Avenue is 28,900
square feet in size, or about 2/3 of an acre. The
house is in the R5 Single Family zoning district,

which requires that new properties are at least 12,000 square feet. This means that the property at
326 Central Avenue can be subdivided into two smaller lots that each conform to the minimum
lot size for the district. A property survey included in the attachments illustrates the proposed
line of subdivision.

There is a detached garage on the back of the existing property, which must be moved onto the
same property as the museum building, or removed from the site entirely. The historical society
could apply for zoning relief to maintain the small garage, but has not pursued that at this point.

Certificate of Appropriateness 326 Central Avenue
May 14, 2015 Page 1 of 4



POLICY

The house at 326 Central Avenue is a Regulated Structure because of its status as a Local
Landmark. The subdivision of the underlying property is subject to a historical review because of
the potential impact it may have on the historic home.

STANDARDS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS
The following are the Standards for Certificates of Appropriateness as listed in Section 24.030(D)
of the City Code. Few will apply to this application because there are no alterations to the house.

(1) Height. The height of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing Regulated
Structure shall be visually compatible with properties, structures, sites, public ways, objects, and
places to which it is visibly related.

(2) Proportion of front facade. The relationship of the width to the height of the front elevation
of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing Regulated Structure 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 of a
Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing Regulated Structure 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 front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front
facade of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing Regulated 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 Landmark, Regulated
Structure, or a Contributing Regulated Structure or object to the open space between it and
adjoining structures or objects shall be visually compatible with the properties, structures, sites,
public ways, objects, and places to which it is visually related.

(6) Rhythm of entrance porches, storefront recesses and other projections. The relationship
of entrances and other projections of the proposed new Structure to sidewalks 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
facade of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing Regulated Structure shall be
visually compatible with the predominant materials used in the structures to which it is visually.

(8) Roof shapes. The roof shape of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a Contributing
Regulated Structure shall be visually compatible with the structures to which it is visually related.

(9) Walls of continuity. Facades and Property and site structures, such as masonry walls,
fences, and landscape masses, shall, when it is a characteristic of the area, form cohesive walls of
enclosure along a street, to ensure visual compatibility with the properties, structures, sites, public
ways, objects, and places to which such elements are visually related.

(10) Scale of a structure. The size and mass of a Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a
Contributing Regulated Structure in relation to open spaces, windows, door openings, porches,

Certificate of Appropriateness 326 Central Avenue
May 14, 2015 Page 2 of 4



adjacent structures, 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 front elevation. A Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a
Contributing Regulated 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 nondirectional character.

- The subdivision of property underlying a historic landmark could, in some
circumstances, impact this standard. However, the subdivision of 326 Central is not impacting
where the house faces, i.e. its frontage on a public right-of-way.

(12) Destruction or alteration of the historic features. The distinguishing historic qualities or
character of a Landmark Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated Structure and its
environment shall not be destroyed. The Alteration of any historic or material or distinctive
architectural features should be avoided when possible.

- The environment around the historic structure will be modified because the underlying
property will be reduced in size by half. But the Commission may discuss whether the subdivision
amounts to the destruction of the environment surrounding the landmark.

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

(14) Architectural Compatibility. In considering new construction, the Commission shall not
impose a requirement for the use of a single architectural style or period, though it may impose a
requirement for compatibility.

(15) Use compatibility. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a
Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated Structure that requires minimal alteration of the
Regulated Structure or a Contributing Regulated Structure and its environment, or to use a
Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated Structure for its originally intended purpose.

(16) Maintenance of Time Period Appearance. All Regulated Structures or Contributing
Regulated Structures shall be recognized as products of their own time and so alterations that
have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance than is properly
attributable to the particular Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated Structure that is being
altered shall be discouraged. However, contemporary design for Alterations and additions to
Regulated Structures or Contributing Regulated Structures shall not be discouraged when such
Alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, architectural, visual, aesthetic,
archaeological or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material, and character of the Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated Structure,
neighborhood or environment.

(17) Significance of changes made in the course of time. Changes that may have taken place in
the course of time are evidence of the history and development of Regulated Structure or
Contributing Regulated Structure and their environments. These changes may have acquired
significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and respected.

(18) Sensitivity to distinct features. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled
craftsmanship or artistry, which characterize a Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated
Structure, shall be treated with sensitivity.
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(19) Repair to deteriorated features. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired
rather than replaced, wherever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material
need not be identical to but 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 buildings or structures;

(20) Surface cleaning. The surface cleaning of the Regulated Structure or Contributing
Regulated Structure shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. Sandblasting and other
cleaning methods that will damage the historically, visually, aesthetically, culturally or
archaeologically significant materials used in such Landmark, Regulated Structure, or a
Contributing Regulated Structure shall not be undertaken;

(21) Wherever possible, additions or Alterations to a Regulated Structure or Contributing
Regulated Structure shall be done in such manner that if such additions or Alterations were to be
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the Landmark, Regulated Structure, or
Contributing Regulated Structure would not be impaired.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Historic Preservation Commission discuss the proposed subdivision of
326 Central Avenue and whether the standards listed above are satisfied. The Commission may
approve the COA for the Subdivision, or render a denial.

ATTACHMENTS

e Project Narrative
e Photographs of the house and property
o Property survey showing the proposed line of subdivision
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326 Central Avenue
Application to Historic Preservation Commission
Description of Project

Type of Work Proposed:

The Historical Society is going to sell its landmarked property at 326 Central. With 29,000 square feet, it
could be two lots. Our hope is that we will find a buyer who wants to buy the house on the large lot.
But we would like the option of selling the property in two parts:

1. alandmarked home on a 117 x145’ lot

2. avacant, buildable lot, 83 x 145’ without landmark designation

Since the landmark designation is on both structures and the land, our request to the Historic
Preservation Commission is to remove the landmark designation on the rear 83 feet of the
property. The structures on this portion of the property include a small, one car garage, built
around 1920 and the circular portion of the cobblestone driveway. As shown on the survey,
the existing trees on the newly created lot are all at the periphery, with the exception of a
recently planted, 8” red flowering chestnut which would probably be removed to make way
for a new house.

Our understanding is that all structures need to be removed to qualify as a vacant, buildable lot.
Therefore, if we need permission to demolish, in addition to the removal of the landmark designation,
then we would also ask for the following:

1. Permission to demolish the 20 x 15 foot garage at the southeast corner of the property. We
believe the garage was built in the 1920’s, about 50 years after the house itself.

2. Permission to remove the portion of the cobblestone driveway that is on the rear 83 feet of the
property.

The request to subdivide the lot needs Planning Commission approval. Therefore our requests to the
HPC are on the assumption that the subdivision request will be approved.
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434 Marshman Street
Albert Campbell House

Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness

TO: The Historic Preservation Commission
DATE: May 14, 2015
FROM: Andy Cross, Planner Il

SUBJECT: Demolition of 434 Marshman

PETITIONERS /OWNERS: PROPERTY LOCATION: STRUCTURE

Green Building Technologies, 434 Marshman Street Albert Campbell House

Inc. Style: Bungalow

395 Carol Court Year Built: Unknown
Highland Park, IL 60035 Original Architect: Unknown

HISTORIC STATUS:
Local Landmark (1991)

BACKGROUND OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

The Albert Campbell house at 434 Marshman Street was designated a local landmark in 1991. A
nomination form was submitted by Irv Wagner, then the Chairman of the Historic Preservation
Commission. According to the nomination form, the “low-slung bungalow style house was
probably built in the late 20°s and early 30’s. Interesting stained glass and etched glass windows
and window configurations make this one of the finest bungalows in Highland Park.” The
landmark nomination suggested that the structure met Landmark Criteria #4 and #6:

(@) It embodies distinguishing characteristics of an architectural and/or landscape
style valuable for the study of a specific time period, type, method of construction or use
or indigenous materials;

(6) It embodies, overall, elements of design, detailing, materials, and/or
craftsmanship that renders it architecturally, visually, aesthetically, and/or culturally
significant and/or innovative;

The owner of the property in 1991, Ms. Janet Steinberg, consented to the landmark designation.
In a letter dated 10/31/91, she indicated that she intended to pursue a tax freeze on the property,
but there is no documentation that one was put into effect at that time. Importantly, there is no
tax freeze on the property currently.

In 2013, the Historic Preservation Commission approved a COA allowing the house to relocated
on the property and an addition built onto it. As the project moved forward, financial challenges
arose that made the project impractical. The applicants sold the property to the current owners.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSAL
The current owners of 434 Marshman have submitted an application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness (COA) to demolish the house. As a landmark, the house is considered a
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Regulated Structure and a COA is required to undertake any Regulated Activity on the house. A
Regulated Activity is, “Any act or process involving the erection, construction, reconstruction,
rehabilitation, repair, relocation, alteration, or demolition of a Regulated Structure.”

The owners have provided six exhibits demonstrating how the house poses a threat to public
safety because of its physical condition. For this reason, they are requesting a Certificate of
Appropriateness to demolish the house.

The exhibits do not examine the historic or architectural characteristics of the house, which is
what the Historic Preservation Commission typically considers when reviewing a Certificate of
Appropriateness. The standards for a COA relate to the impact of a proposed modification to a
structure, its relationship to other structures, and its appearance from the street. The Commission
can discuss how the applicant’s exhibits satisfy these standards when considering the COA
application.

PROCESS

If the Commission approves the Certificate of Appropriateness, then a demolition can move
forward on the property. Should the Commission deny the COA, then the owners can petition the
HPC for a Certificate of Economic Hardship at a future meeting. According to the provisions in
Chapter 24 of the City Code, the Commission may issue a Certificate of Economic Hardship to
allow the performance of Regulated Activity for which a Certificate of Appropriateness has been
denied. The standards and list of required information for a Certificate of Economic Hardship are
outlined in Chapter 24, “Historic Preservation.”

STANDARDS FOR CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS

Section 24.030(D) of the City Code identifies the Standards for Certificates of Appropriateness.
The standards are intended to provide guidance and regulation for alterations and improvements on
historic structures. Of the 21 standards enumerated in the Code, only #12 deals directly with the
demolition of Regulated Structures:

(12) Destruction or alteration of the historic features. The distinguishing historic
qualities or character of a Landmark Regulated Structure or Contributing Regulated
Structure and its environment shall not be destroyed. The Alteration of any historic
or material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible.

The Commission may wish to discuss how this standard may apply to the current petition.
RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Historic Preservation Commission consider the owner’s petition for a
Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish the house at 434 Marshman Street.

ATTACHMENTS
e COA Application
o Six exhibits documenting the condition of the property
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APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE USE ONLY

REVIEW ‘ Submission Date:
CITY OF HIGHLAND PARK
Case No.:
1150 Half Day Road ase No
Highland Park, IL 60035 Hearing Date:

phone: 847/ 432-0867  fax: 847/432-0964

Address: L ZL'\ E ! ng & NGN &Wlthm a District or an Individual Landmark"Lﬂ_\y_dUm_Lcndmk
Description of Project: (use additional sheet if necessary) dgmg \ \_‘3 QN Q§ Co 5}{ (JC n e

Mhak poses o Yaceat do QuMe safery

Petitioner’s Name (s): CJ( ce _
Address: Daytime ne:_ Q34 a %(6
Home Phone: %\A\-‘(C\AQD%%%B Fax: 8“\1‘1 a(D %Q_‘"Z)
Emait: YOO FunGYod @ comeasky. ney

Title Holder’s Name (s): G\( e \ \ \ _\_ \ \ Y
address:_ OO Carol Courty, W cxfj\o.no\ Purk, ﬂf L UOOSS'
Phone: DT A2 BBRR V rax: 891 92, B8T3
Email:_T o honaYOLe cComcasy. neY

If Petitioner Is Different From Title Holder, Explain:

Attorney’s Name: P\ ' ; d E-S
Address: 50\5 C.CLF(\\ CD\)(\' A\ th\onad PCL(&- A COCDSS—
phone:_ BT BAR AT 80 © P BNIG3G BEFI

Architect/Builder:
Address:
Phone: %L\—'\' C\AQ ?&B%%
Email: $0030AAYO L@ Comcast.nel

Fax: 8\'\—\' qa(.p 8‘8_‘[3

AFFIDAVIT

1 HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT I HAVE READ THE REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES OUTLINED IN CHAPTER 24 OF THE

1997 HIGHLAND P 1STORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE , AS AMENDED, AND ALL OF THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND
TH TS CONTAINED IN MY APPLICATION PACKET ARE TRUE.
ro Owner(ss ° Petitioner, if different from Property Owner

Swzrn to befj@ne this _ / éday of / Zg [ 20 S Swormn to before me this day of , 20

Notary OFFICIAL SEAL Notary
LINDA DIXON
Notary Public - State ofillinois

My Commission Expires Mar 13, 2017



APPLICATION FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION REVIEW CHECKLIST

CITY OF HIGHLAND PARK
1150 Half Day Road

Highland Park, IL 60035

phone: 847/ 432-0867 fax: 847/432-0964
www.cityhpil.com

TYPE OF REVIEW REQUESTED: (check all that apply)
Certificate of Appropriateness
Certificate of Economic Hardship (see staff for additional requirements)
Letter of Support
Other (please describe)

TYPE OF WORK PROPOSED: (check all that apply)
Addition
Alteration
New Construction
Restoration/Rehabilitation
Relocation

Z Demolition
CHECKLIST: (Full-sized copy and reduced 11x17 copy to be submitted)

For Alteration/Additions
Existing and Proposed Floor plans
Existing and Proposed Elevations
Photographs of all exterior elevations which will be impacted
Building materials described in relation to existing materials
Other supporting documentation (please describe below)

For MNemr-Gowatimetion DCMO\; Yan
Floor plans for each level of proposed construction
Front, side yard and rear yard elevations
Site plan showing existing trees, driveway, walkways, required ravine sethacks,
zoning information (setbacks and FAR calculations, etc.)
Photographs of the site and its surroundings within 250' radius
Samples of major building materials
Typical building details
Model (optional)
Other supporting documentation (please describe below)
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Bleck Engineering Company, Inc
1375 North Western Avenue Lake Forest, IL 60045

engineers| surveyors I 847.295.5200 347.295.7081 sleckeng.com

August 30, 2014

Structural Inspection at 434 Marshman, Highland Park, IL

On August 30, 2014 Bleck Engineering Company undertook a limited visual
assessment of possible structural deficiencies noted within the foundation system of
the residence located at 434 Marshman, Highland Park, IL. The scope of services
performed by Bleck Engineering Company was limited to assessing the structural
adequacy of a series of concrete block and brick piers installed under timber beams
located throughout the crawl space of the residence.

Access to view the existing concrete block and brick piers located within the crawl
space was attained from the existing basement, which is located in approximately
20% of the building ‘footprint’. The remaining 80% of the building ‘footprint’ is
comprised of a crawl space. The existing foundation system consists of wooden floor
joists constructed in an east-west direction. These floor joists are of various sizes
(2"x8"; 2"x10"; 2"x12") and are supported by timber beams of various sizes
(3"x12"; 4"x8") constructed in a north-south direction. In addition to the pier
system, the existing timber beams distribute loads onto concrete block foundation
walls located along the perimeter of the residence as well as the limits of the
basement area. It was noted during the inspection of the concrete block and brick
pier system that one end of a timber beam was distributing its load onto a concrete
block pier located near the center of the residence.

Upon inspection of the concrete block and brick pier system it was observed that
they were positioned randomly and the hollow concrete blocks were ‘stacked’
vertically with many supporting the timber beams directly over the hollow areas of
the concrete blocks, instead of perpendicular to the timber beams, thereby reducing
its load bearing capacity. Stacking the hollow concrete blocks horizontally would
have provided greater load bearing capacity. However, aside from the vertical
stacking issue and the inconsistency in the positioning of the concrete blocks as well
as the materials used (concrete block, brick with no mortar), the concrete block and
brick piers are not supported on footings. Based on the inspection of a typical pier,
the concrete block and brick pier system was set on a concrete slurry mixture that
was placed on the floor of the crawl space. A footing on each pier is necessary to
adequately carry loads. The absence of footings under the piers is the most noted
defect in the concrete block and brick pier system.

Overall, the concrete block and brick pier foundation system was not constructed
properly to provide adequate load bearing capacity in order to attain sustainable
structural support of the residence. Replacing the entire concrete block and brick
pier system would create an unsafe condition given the restricted space and
inadequacy of the existing pier system.

Kenneth M. Magnus, P.E., CFM






Bleck Engineering Company, Inc
1375 North Western Avenue Lake Forest, IL 60045

. T 847.295.5200 147.295.7081 sleckeng.com
engineers| surveyors

A Timber Beam located near the center of the

residence is supported on one end by a concrete
block and brick pier with no concrete footing
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Bleck Engineering Company, Inc
1375 North Western Avenue Lake Forest, IL 64045
T 847.295.5200 f 847.295.7081 W bleckeng.com

engineers| surveyors

January 26, 2015

Structural Inspection at 434 Marshman, Highland Park, IL

On January 21, 2015 Bleck Engineering Company undertook a supplemental
structurai assessment of the residentlat structure located at 434 Marshman, Highland
Park, IL, to determine whether the structure would be able to withstand the
construction work required to replace and/or repair the deficient foundation system.
Bleck Engineering previously inspected the foundation system of the structure on
August 30, 2014 and determined that the concrete block and brick pier foundation
system was not constructed properly. The existing foundation system does not
provide adequate load bearing capacity to attain sustainable structural support of the
structure.

The current inspection concentrated on assessing the structural adequacy of the
structure’s roofing system. Access to view the structural elements of the roof was
made through an access point in the ceiling located on the east side of the residence.
It was found that the roof is constructed with 2”"x4” wooden rafters spaced at 24"
centers. The rafters support a 1"x6” wooden ridge board. It was noted that the
rafters are showing signs of deflection (sagging) along the length of their spans.
Excessive deflection can cause interior ceiling finishes to crack, which is evident in
the living room of the structure (see attached photographs). Bleck Engineering also
observed that the roof sheathing is constructed of wooden boards, many of which
are showing signs of deterioration (see attached photographs).

Based on this inspection, it is my professional opinion that this structure is not
structurally adequate to allow for the extensive construction work that would need to
be performed to remediate the faulty, dangerous foundation. Attempting to do any
construction work to the foundation and/or move the structure to allow for the
requisite construction work to the foundation poses a real threat to worker safety.
Based on these observations and the inherent threat to worker safety, Bleck
Engineering cannot develop a plan to repair or to replace the existing deficient
foundation system.

Kenneth M. Magnus, P£., CFM
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Bleck Engineering Company, Inc
1375 North Western Avenue Lake Forest, IL 60045
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Rafters exhibiting deflection
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* MASONRY RESTORATION - BRICKWORK - TUCKPOINTING - MASONRY SEALING
THE ORIGINAL : COMMERCIAL - RESIDENTIAL + INDUSTRIAL -
SINCE 1954

-1 MASONRY & TUCKPOINTING, INC.

6479 N. Avondale Avenue - Chicago, lllinois 60631
Tel. (773) 622-7300 - Fax (773) 622-5836. . ﬁepte;nb?; 24,2014
; age 10

Contract Number: -
GreenBuilding.434

Since 1954

| - Contract

Mr. Neil Fortunato

President

Green Building Technologies, Inc.
395 Carol Court

Highland Park, lllinois 60035

JOB LOCATION: 434 Marshman
Highland Park, IL

SCOPE OF WORK: Provide and Install Proper/Adequate Support Under House

It is with regret that we cannot provide the assistance you require to shore the existing
structure. | cannot in good conscience have my men do the work necessary in the
crawl space between the ground and first floor. The current supports are very poorly
constructed and may collapse at any time while we did the required work. The
working conditions are simply unsafe and dangerous.

Again, | apologize for turning down your offer to provide a bid. Be careful.

S. Howard Reese
Sent in Mr. Reese’s absence in order to avoid delay.
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Pat Quinn Joseph Costigan
Govemnor Director
Reply to the attention of:
Zoya Sotirova
11/19/2014

Mr. Neil Fortunato
Owner
Green Building Technologies Inc.

3965 Carol Court
HIGHLAND PARK, IL 60035

Dear Mr. Fortunato:

In response to your request, on November 17, 2012, Zoya Sotirova conducted an Initial Safety
visit limited to the crawl space at your building on 434 Marshman, in Highland Park. We have
included an Employer’s Report of Action Taken, and require you to complete and return notifying
us of your actions.

These recommendations also include a discussion concerning management practices to ensure
ongoing, systematic hazard prevention. If you have any questions regarding the hazards identified
or methods of abatement, feel free to contact our office.

We look forward to hearing from you concerning the steps you are taking, or plan to take, in
response to this report. This information will help us to assist you in providing a safe and
healthful workplace for your employees. It can also provide me with information about the
effectiveness of your safety and health programs.

We encourage you to inform your employees of the action you take. This knowledge will help them
to do their part in maintaining a safe and healthful workplace and it will let them know of your
concern for their welfare.

Thank you for seeking our assistance. If you need addiional information, we encourage you to
confact us.

Sincerely,
Gerald Cunningham
Safety Consultation Supervisor



ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Pat Quinn Joseph Costigan
Governor Director

Consultation Report

For

Green Building Technologies Inc.
395 Carol Court
HIGHLAND PARK, IL 60035

Consultation Date
11/17/2014

Request Number
72204

Visit Number
84929

Submitted By
IDOL

160 N. LaSalle Street, C-1300
Chicago, IL 60601



Request # 72204 Visit # 84929

Executive Summary

This report provides the results of the Initial Safety visit requested by Mr. Neil Fortunato, Owner of
the company on 10/16/2014. The worksite occupies an old historic home structure. This visit was
limited to review of the safety standards required for work in the crawl space of the building.
Neither working equipment nor work activities were observed during the walk-through.

This visit was conducted to your facility on 11/17/2014. Zoya Sotirova held an opening conference
with Mr. Fortunato to discuss the purpose and scope of the visit. The correction of all of the
identified hazards is recommended to ensure a safe worksite.

Following the opening conference, your written safety prograins were reviewed, a walk-through
was conducted with Mr. Fortunato to identify safety and health hazards in the workplace along with
recommended actions. The hazards found during the visit of your workplace are listed on Report of
Hazards Found. Each hazard has been categorized by hazard type and described, and
recommendations are given for its correction. Informal training was provided to in the area of
confined space and employee training requirements.

A closing conference was conducted on 11/17/2014 at and Mr. Fortunato was informed that a
written report would be sent. The employer’s contact was informed that the report includes
Employer’s Report of Action Taken and you are urged to complete and return it.

Employer’s Obligations and Rights

In order to use our services, employers must agree to abide by certain obligations. Employee
participation is required on all on-site visits involving hazard identification. Requirements vary
depending on whether or not the site has a recognized employee representative. Consultants do not
issue citations or propose penalties. The employer must correct imminent danger situations
immediately or remove employees from the danger area. Failure to remove employees from an
imminent danger area will result in immediate referral to enforcement. The employer must correct
all serious hazards in accordance with mutually agreed upon correction due dates and provide to
Zoya Sotirova documentation of the action taken to eliminate or control the hazards. Failure to do so
will result in referral to enforcement.

The employer must agree to post the List of Hazards, as it was received from the Consultation
Project, for a minimum of three working days, and it can only be removed once all hazards
identified on the list are corrected. Agreed-upon modifications or extensions of correction due dates
must also be posted. Posting must be in a prominent place where it is readily observable by all
employees. While in most instances this will entail posting a hard copy of the List of Hazards,
posting by electronic means is acceptable in cases where electronic transmission is the employer's
normal means of providing notices to employees and each employee is equipped with an electronic
communication device. Failure to post the List of Hazards will result in the termination of the
Consultation "visit in progress” status.

Page 3 of 11



Request # 72204 Visit # 84929

Interim Protection for Employees

Where a serious hazard(s) is identified and is not immediately corrected in the presence of the
consultant, the employer must provide interim protections for affected employees at the worksite
while the identified hazard(s) are being corrected. Interim protections include but are not limited to

the following:

Engineering Controls Engineering controls consist of, but not limited to, substitution, isolation,
ventilation and equipment modification.

Administrative Controls Any procedure that significantly limits daily exposure by control or
manipulation of the work schedule or manner in which work is performed is considered a means of
administrative control. The use of personal protective equipment is not considered a means of

administrative confrol

Work Practice Controls Work practice controls are one type of administrative control in which the
employer modifies the manner in which the employee performs assigned work. Such modification
may result in a reduction of exposure through such methods as changing work procedures,
improving sanitation and hygiene practices, or making other changes in the way the employee
performs the job.

Personal Protective Equipment and/or Clothing Providing the proper personal protective
equipment (PPE) to all affected employees and training affected employees in the proper selection,
use and maintenance of the PPE.

The recommended abatement action and interim protection recommendations in this report are
intended as advisory in nature, informational in content, and are intended to assist employers in
identifying potential engineering controls, administrative controls, work practice controls and
personnel protective equipment to reduce employee exposure to the hazard. It is the employer's
responsibility to evaluate the work place and the controls necessary for their particular operation in
order to reduce employee exposure,

The Occupational Safety and Health Act require employers to comply with hazard-specific safety
and health standards. In addition, employers must provide their employees with a workplace free
from recognized hazards likely to cause death or serious physical harm under Section 5(a)(1), the
General Duty Clause of the Act. Employers can be cited for violating the General Duty Clause if there
is arecognized hazard and they do not take steps to prevent or abate the hazard.

In the event of an OSHA inspection, it is important to remember that the Compliance Officer is not
legally bound by the consultant's advice or by the consultant's failure to point out a specific hazard.
You may, but are not required to, furnish a copy of this report to the Compliance Officer, who may
use it to determine your good faith efforts toward safety and health and reduce any proposed
penalties. You are, however, required to furnish any employee exposure data from this report as
required by 29 CFR 1910.1020.
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Request # 72204 Visit # 84929

4. Evaluation of Safety and Health Management System

Your safety and health programs were reviewed and discussed during our visit. Attachment D,
Safety and Health Program Assessment Worksheet outlines the current status of your safety and
health management system based upon your programs, interview of employees, and observations
of your workplace.

A safe and healthful workplace depends on an effective management to ensure that hazards are
identified, corrected, and that effective physical and administrative protection are established and
maintained including the following key safety performance indicators.

Hazard Anticipation and Detection:
Hazard Prevention and Control:
Planning and Evaluation:
Administration and Supervision:
Safety and Health Training:
Management Leadership:
Employee Participation:
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