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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD  

VILLAGE HALL - COMMITTEE ROOM 
801 BURLINGTON AVENUE 

 
APRIL 23, 2015, 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
Chairman Pro tem Davenport called the April 23, 2015 meeting of the Architectural Design 
Review Board to order at 7:00 p.m. and asked for a roll call:  
 
PRESENT: Chairman Pro tem Davenport, Mrs. Acks, Ms. Englander, Mr. Larson, 

Mr. Riemer 
 
ABSENT: Chairman Matthies, Mr. Casey 
 
STAFF: Village Planners Chrisse and Ainsworth 
 
VISITORS: None 
 
REMARKS FROM THE CHAIR 
  
Village Planner Chrisse explained she spoke with Chairman Matthies who has difficulty 
attending the Thursday evening ADRB meetings and suggested meeting on the third Wednesday 
of the month.  (Larson arrives @ 7:04 p.m.)  Additionally, a date change would more evenly 
distribute meeting days for staff.  Members were fine with the proposed Wednesday meeting 
date, but Chrisse would follow up with the absent members.   
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES – FEBRUARY 26, 2015 
 
The following corrections were noted: Page 2, third paragraph, first sentence, add the word “not” 
after the words “Mr. Lerner could.”  Page 3, second paragraph, second sentence, strike the words 
“if in fact it means historic districts exist in the village.”    
 
THE MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 26, 2015 MEETING WERE APPROVED, AS 
AMENDED, ON MOTION BY MS. ENGLANDER, SECONDED BY MR. RIEMER.  
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE VOTE OF 5-0.  
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
A. Work Plan – ADRB Goals and Objectives – Village Planner Chrisse summarized the 
importance of the board having a work plan; including the possibility of the village losing its 
CLG (certified local government) status.  Members discussed the consequences of doing nothing 
as a board and being recently reactive versus proactive to issues such as the Edwards home.  
Those same issues would continually resurface.  There would be the loss of historic protection 
for properties, negative tension within the community due to a lack of framework, and the village 
losing certain economic benefits.  A side dialog followed regarding the board’s current 
framework, as drafted by Planner Chrisse, and a thorough explanation of what would happen if 
the village did lose its CLG status.   
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 Member conversation was raised that the community most likely did not know what state 
funding or tax credits were available for preservation and that different programs existed for 
commercial structures versus residential structures.  Ms. Chrisse reviewed a timeline for when 
the village adopted the ADRB all the way to the board’s present preservation steps, noting that 
the current processes and guiding documents were not changed and, based on the timeline 
presented, asked the board if these efforts were sufficient for preservation efforts in the village.  
 
 The chairman pro tem and members discussed the negative aspects of preservation efforts 
currently, noting it restricted a person’s future efforts as to what he or she wanted to do to their 
home.  On the upside, Chairman pro tem Davenport shared what positive steps/incentives could 
be taken towards preservation efforts besides money, such as waiving fees, offer relief on other 
areas of the village’s zoning ordinance, and learning from the Edwards house.  If the board chose 
to do nothing then it lost its ability to comment on the proposed changes to the ordinance.   
 
 Members talked about the board having difficulty with the timing of the process, given 
the economy and the fact that having two landmark designations in the past two years was not a 
bad thing.  Contrarily, staff was asked if there was the possibility that this board could encourage 
certain types of new construction/housing to fit in better with the character of an identified 
district or landmarked structure, similar to the village’s Downtown Design Guidelines, and 
provide funding incentives.  Members thought that was a positive.  Adding to the discussion, 
Mr. Ainsworth pointed out how the Aurora conservation zone was a similar example in that it 
was not a district that met the requirements of historic designation but it was also not a new 
subdivision and yet it still had certain guidelines to follow.   
 
 Ms. Chrisse then proceeded to explain what a “form base code” application was and how 
the requirements of it could be used to preserve the character of a neighborhood via contextually 
versus zoning regulations that apply across-the-board.  The application of form-based code 
would not be an additional set of regulations but could be in place of the regulations and could be 
voluntary.    
 
 Further conversation followed by the chairman pro tem regarding the idea that people 
will live in their neighborhoods because of the way it looks and want to preserve it; however, 
other members felt it was an assumption that could or could not be true, i.e., they may live in the 
neighborhood because it is what they can afford or, because they want to be in a certain school 
district. The chairman pro tem agreed and added that it was a tool to use if a group of residents 
wanted to follow through.  Also, he stated it was self-selective process by the group.   
 
 Pointing out that design guidelines were just that, Mr. Ainsworth explained that 
guidelines were not regulated and the board would have to create something more, such as 
standards.  Another point made by a member was that the board could have some influence in 
what is developed and what the future would look like.  For one member, the focus was to 
preserve the downtown part of the village because the buy-in was that it had the small town 
atmosphere.  This member cited the fact that so many buildings could be lost downtown, 
pointing out that the Tivoli block was an example of a block that could be redeveloped into 
condominiums at any time.  Additionally, the fear was encroachment to a community. 
 
 On that comment, Mr. Ainsworth reported that the village council will be directing staff 
to reassess the downtown zoning to review the encroachment issues in the downtown business 
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district.  Board members pointed out how the Edwards house was an example of the discussion 
taking place.  Mr. Ainsworth reminded the board that the Historic Preservation Ordinance did 
address preserving older commercial properties and could become part of the board’s work plan.  
He explained that, as a board, staff was willing to help encourage more historic downtown 
properties to be landmarked.   
   
 Returning to the main discussion, Ms. Chrisse inquired if a benefit of the work plan was 
to communicate with the village council what the board feels important to pursue.  Members 
agreed and added that the board should be a resource for the community and it should educate 
the community about the preservation process.  Additionally, the board believed it was important 
for the board to maintain its CLG status, align its historic preservation goals to a comprehensive 
goal, determine when or if updates to the individual documents are needed, and establish 
performance measures.  A discussion followed on when staff refers to the Historic Preservation 
Plan as a guidance tool, noting it was not a commonly-referred to document in staff’s day to day 
activities and only would be referenced when preservation is being considered.  The board also 
supported establishing a timeframe to keep itself on task and establishing a matrix to evaluate the 
board’s progress.  As to assessing the effectiveness of the historic preservation program in 
general, the board recommended holding off this discussion to a later time.   
 
 Ms. Chrisse emphasized to the members that it was important for them to consider what 
they were going to focus their efforts on and how to make it happen.  She reminded the members 
that they can individually advocate for historic preservation and speak to their neighbors, friends, 
church congregation, etc. because most of the time it was word of mouth that gets people 
involved.  On that note, Chairman Pro tem Davenport also believed that even though people will 
not attend the ADRB meetings, it was still important to get their feedback on issues and bring it 
back to this board’s attention.  As an example to bring about awareness, one member suggested 
holding a guest lecture at the library regarding the village’s two landmarks and the landmarking 
process that followed or, showcasing a home in the Village Corner, as suggested by staff.  
  
 Speaking about incentives the chairman pro tem described how the board could award 
those projects that best blended in with a neighborhood which did not necessarily have to have a 
monetary award.  Other venues for holding the ADRB meetings were suggested.  Members then 
discussed how home owner associations could be contacted for their input regarding historic 
preservation efforts.   
 
 In summary Chairman Pro tem Davenport believed that if there was something the board 
could do to remove people’s fear and increase value, it would be ideal and more successful in the 
village, especially in a district situation.  He supported having a positive impact.  Ms. Chrisse 
agreed, citing a famous economist whom advocates for historic preservation and discusses how 
districts increase property values because the guidelines are consistent for everyone in the 
district.   
 
 On a different matter, Ms. Chrisse shared that the council will eventually review the 
Historic Preservation Ordinance and she believed it was beneficial for this board to understand 
what it takes to go through the landmarking process in order to discuss potential changes if asked 
by the council.  She was not sure of the approach that council would take at this time since there 
were a couple of new members coming in.   
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 In reviewing her whiteboard notes she pointed out that it may be necessary for the board 
to add more goals into the work plan regarding awareness.  Ms. Chrisse recommended creating a 
master list but being realistic in accomplishing the goals.   
 
 Due to the lateness of the hour, members suggested closing the discussion, contemplating 
what was discussed and continuing the discussion at the next meting.  Per a question about a staff 
task from the board’s last meeting, Ms. Chrisse stated she would provide information at the next 
meeting regarding the triggers that could cause the village to lose its CLG status.  
 
NEW BUSINESS – None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT – None. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MRS. ACKS MOVED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING.   MR. LARSON SECONDED 
THE MOTION.  THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT 8:44 P.M.   MOTION 
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY BY VOICE VOTE OF 5-0. 
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt  
           Celeste K. Weilandt 
        (As transcribed by MP-3 audio) 
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DOWNERS GROVE PUBLIC LIBRARY 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING 

WEDNESDAY APRIL 22, 7:30 P.M. 

LIBRARY MEETING ROOM 

 

MINUTES 

1. Call to order.  President Kathleen DiCola called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

2. Roll call.  Members Present: Trustee Susan Eblen, Trustee Wendee Greene, Trustee 

David Humphreys, Trustee Daniel Loftus, Trustee Thomas Read, President Kathleen 

DiCola. 

Also present: Director Rick Ashton, Assistant Director for Public Services Bonnie Reid, 

Friends of the Library President Joanne Hansen, Downers Grove Public Library 

Foundation Board Member John Mochel, Downers Grove Resident Laurel Bowen. 

3. Welcome to visitors.  President DiCola welcomed staff and visitors and thanked them 

for their presence. 

4. Approval of Minutes. 

a. Regular Monthly Meeting, March 25, 2015.  It was moved by Read and seconded by 

Eblen THAT the Minutes of the March 25 meeting be approved as submitted.  Roll 

call: Ayes: Eblen, Greene, Humphreys, Loftus, Read, DiCola.  Nays: None.  

Abstentions: None. 

 

5. Approval of invoices and financial reports.  It was moved by Greene and seconded by 

Read THAT operating invoices totaling $142,399.12 and credit memos totaling $10.20 be 

approved, and March 2015 payrolls totaling $212,410.26 be recognized.  Roll call: Ayes: 

Eblen, Greene, Humphreys, Loftus, Read, DiCola.  Nays: none.  Abstentions: none. 

 

6. Public comment on agenda items.  President DiCola invited comment.  There was none. 

 

7. Public comment on other Library business.   

President DiCola invited comment. Laurel Bowen commented as follows: 

 She stated that she was reading comments from an e-mail message sent to her by 

another Downers Grove resident who could not be present.  

 She disapproves of the Library building renovation project. 

 She disapproves of the Library’s furniture purchases and disposal of surplus 

furniture. 
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 She disapproves of the condition of chairs in the public computer area and 

requests that vinyl-covered chairs be purchased. 

 She disapproves of the Library’s purchase and lending of cloth book bags for 

public use. 

 She disapproves of the lack of sound-proofing in Conference Room A when she is 

outside the room using a computer and when she is in the room meeting with a 

group. 

 She disapproves of sound levels throughout the Library. 

 She disapproves of the new library cards that do not have an expiration date 

because of possible abuse. 

 She disapproves of the reduction in the size of the book collection, and believes 

the Library should have more books by the honored author Louis L’Amour. 

 She wants to see the open space in the renovated building used for storage of 

more books. 

 She believes there are negative cultural and intellectual consequences of reading 

on screens, as noted in an article she cited from the Wall Street Journal. 

 

Following Ms. Bowen’s comments, President DiCola asked Ashton to prepare a 

response. 

 

8. Unfinished Business. 

a. Library Building Renovation Project, Proposed Strategy for Additional Work.  

Requested Action: Approval.    

 

Ashton presented the proposed strategy, directing Shales McNutt Construction and 

Product Architecture to proceed with public bidding of additional lighting and 

acoustical work.  The Board declined to act. The Board directed Ashton to gather 

further information through consultation with a local lighting provider and asked for 

additional information concerning the long-term operating costs of Light Emitting 

Diode fixtures, as opposed to conventional fluorescent fixtures. 

 

b. Integrated Library System (SWAN) software changeover.  Requested Action: 

Receive Report.   

 

Ashton and Reid reported on the progress of the project. Library staff, SWAN staff, 

and staff of several vendors and service providers have collaborated to move the 

process forward as smoothly as possible. Public patience with the process has been 

notable. The Board expressed its appreciation for the staff’s work, noting particularly 

the cheerful problem-solving assistance and the thorough and frequent public 

communications. 
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c. Operating Fund Balance Report, March 31, 2015.  Requested Action: Receive Report.   

 

Ashton presented the report, indicating an adequate fund balance for the Library’s 

present needs. 

 

9. New Business. 

a. None. 

 

10. Report of the Director.  Ashton summarized his written report (attached) as follows: 

a. Property Tax rates and levies.  DuPage County continues to levy appropriately on 

behalf of the Library (attached). 

 

b. Hoopla introduction.  This new system for downloading of audio, movies, and 

television is being adopted quickly by Library users. Staff members are monitoring 

progress closely, to understand use levels and use-related costs. 

 

c. Illinois Per Capita Grant.  The check has been received. 

 

d. Thanks from Life Source for blood drive.  The Library anticipates that this will 

become an annual event. 

 

e. March Circulation Figures.  Reid commented on the growth and distribution of 

activity. 

 

f. Recent media coverage.  Attached. 

 

g. Other.  Ashton reported that the Library had received a communication from the 

Illinois Attorney General’s Disability Rights office concerning its response to a 

complaint involving a service animal. He reported that discussions are continuing.  

He also drew the Board’s attention to the current art exhibition by School District 99 

students, the installation of the permanent signage in the building, and the display of 

three blueprints for the 1915 Downers Grove Public Library building. He invited 

Board members to visit the STEM Room, where a continuous live video feed from an 

eagle’s nest in Pennsylvania provides great interest. 

 

11. Board Member comments and requests for information. 

a. President DiCola invited Board discussion on the proposed response to the concerns 

raised by Downers Grove resident Tammy Wichert at the March 25 meeting. After 

discussion, the Board informally directed Ashton to proceed with sending the letter 

previously drafted. 
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b. Trustee Read drew the Board’s attention to a recent newspaper article concerning the 

impact of proposed state-level changes to the public school funding formula. 

 

c. Trustee Humphreys reported that he had sent Ashton’s recent newspaper piece about 

Downers Grove resident Colin Crilly to a friend who is a library board member in 

Burbank, California, thus spreading the Downers Grove message. 

 

12. Adjournment.  President DiCola adjourned the meeting at 8:31p.m.                     
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DOWNERS GROVE PUBLIC LIBRARY 

BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

APRIL 22, 2015 

 

AGENDA ITEM 10 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 

 

a. Property Tax rates and levies. The DuPage County Clerk has finalized the rates and 

levies for 2015.  Report is attached. 

 

b. Hoopla introduction. The media streaming service Hoopla has been activated. Unlike 

other electronic content provision systems, it allows for multiple simultaneous borrowers 

of the same item. The cost to the Library is billed on a per-loan basis, rather than a flat 

rate. Initial customer response has been positive. 

 

c. Illinois Per Capita Grant. The Fiscal Year 2015 grant check has been received in the 

amount of $61,516.25. 

 

d. Thanks from Life Source for blood drive. The drive, co-sponsored by the Library on 

March 14, secured 29 donors. 

 

e. March Circulation Figures. Report is attached. Total circulation, including physical and 

electronic items, increased slightly from March 2014.  

 

f. Recent Media Coverage. Attached. 
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