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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 

 

Proposed are alterations to the Baker Community Center. The Commission conducted a Preliminary 

Review for this project on 2/17/16 and 3/16/16.  

 

The proposed alterations are in line with the renderings reviewed at the 3/16/16 meeting.   

 

 

 

RECOMMENDATION / SUGGESTED ACTION: 

Provide feedback and recommendations on approval of the COA. 

 

















St. Charles Historical Commission Presentation | March 16, 2016

Henry Rockwell Baker 
Memorial Community Center 

Overall Project Scope
� Develop & Design of an Elevator System
� Reconfigure Park District staff offices on both the 

second and third floors
� Enhance overall toilet room accommodations 

and ADA toilet room locations at each level of the 
building

� Enhance basement level entry from the existing 
ramp

� Air conditioning system upgrades to improve 
performance and quality of environment

� New strategy for storing tables and chairs in the 
auditorium

� New doors to achieve sound isolation between 
the second floor Lobby and the new Park District 
office space in the existing Zeigler Room.

� A vestibule for sound isolation between the first 
floor Lobby and the Lounge.

Baker Community Center
Capital Improvements Project

Presentation of Proposed Exterior Modifications
March 16, 2016 
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Henry Rockwell Baker 
Memorial Community Center 

Exterior View from south-concept
(see following page for more detailed image)

New dormers at third 
level

Building expansion to 
accommodate elevator – form 

to emulate existing 
architecture clad in brick 

masonry and stone with false 
window

Windows at new 
Toilet Rooms to be 

frosted

Windows at new 
Toilet Rooms to be 

frosted

New doors to provide access 
from Lobby to Terrace

Existing glazing to remain with 
black panel installed at interior

at elevator hoist way
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Henry Rockwell Baker 
Memorial Community Center 

Standing seam copper 
roof at new shed 

dormers

Existing glazing to remain with 
black panel installed at interior

at elevator hoist way

Windows at new 
Toilet Rooms to be 

frosted

Windows at new 
Toilet Rooms to be 

frosted

New doors to provide access 
from Lobby to Terrace

Exterior View from south-detailed image

Wood trim with stucco 
infill panels to match 

existing details

Profile of dormer to be 
removed

Brick and stone trim to 
match existing finishes

New false window to 
match existing
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Henry Rockwell Baker 
Memorial Community Center 

Framed Canopy option at Ramp
(see detailed drawing on following page)

New signage monument 
directing people to 

accessible entrance

New wood framed canopy structure
Color, finish, and detailing to be 

based on existing wood timber and 
trim of the “Tudor-style” elements of 

the building.

Photo examples of arbor 
entry structures

Photo examples of arbor 
entry structures
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Henry Rockwell Baker 
Memorial Community Center 

Standing seam copper roof 
panels at roof with slate 

shingles at side walls 

Metal infill safety railing 
at top of existing 

concrete wall

Brick and stone 
trim to match 

existing finishes

Exterior View from east

New wood framed canopy structure
Color, finish, and detailing to be based on 

existing wood timber and trim of the “Tudor-
style” elements of the building.Copper roof panels with soldered seams 

on 2x wood decking at Canopy structure

Line of roof 
beyond
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Chairman Smunt asked if they will be removing the current trim.  Mr. Rosati clarified they will 

be keeping the original trim and adding new trim on the addition.  Chairman Smunt asked if they 

thought the existing wood trim was original to the building.  Mr. Rosati felt it was.       

Several Commissioners commended Mr. Rosati and Mr. Stockman for doing a great job on the 

plans. 

A motion was made by Ms. Malay and seconded by Mr. Pretz with a unanimous voice vote 

to approve the COA as presented.    

After the vote, the Mr. Stockman asked for clarification on the wording on the COA form that 

mentions “historic features and concealed structural elements”.  Chairman Smunt said the intent 

of that statement is to save historical features on a structure.  He said they would like applicants 

to communicate with the Commission if they uncover original features so they can evaluate the 

integrity of the feature.    

6. Preliminary Review:  Baker Community Center, 101 S. 2
nd

 St.  

Jeff Bruns and Mike Elliot from Kluber Architects & Engineers, and Dan Marshall, a member of 

the Baker Board and a local architect, were present.   

Mr. Elliot spoke about their plans.  He said they would like to install an elevator in the building 

in order to provide greater access throughout the building.  He stated their plan is to keep the 

interior structure of the elevator from impacting the outside, but noted they do need to push 

through the roof in order to get to the third floor.  

Mr. Elliot said they would also like to remove some of the rear existing windows and install a 

new set of doors on the rear to make the existing terrace more accessible.  They are also planning 

on improving the safety of that terrace by removing the ladder style stairway and replacing it 

with a new full stairway. 

Mr. Pretz asked if they intended on keeping the new design complimentary to the existing 

structure.  Mr. Elliot confirmed that is their intent.  

Mr. Norris asked if the dormer on top on the building will be made of brick, and if it would be 

load-bearing.  Mr. Elliot said it will be concrete block and steel and will rest on the hoist weight 

going up in the elevator.  Mr. Norris also asked about the stairway off the rear.  He was 

concerned with them trying to put an exit where there wasn’t one before.  He asked if they could 

keep it from having too much of a presence.  Mr. Norris suggested they consider adding a better 

stairway if it was going to be a grander exit.  

Mr. Norris also suggested they consider using a canvas cover for the front accessible entrance, 

rather than the proposed wood pergola.  Mr. Elliot was open to looking into that as an alternate 

cover.  He said their initial idea was to provide some kind of weather cover for the existing ramp 

that goes into the accessible entrance.  They intended to go with a garden structure to pull the 

tudor garden piece together.  Chairman Smunt asked how much use this ramp gets.  Mr. Marshall 

stated it gets used quite a bit, especially with the elderly population. 
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Mr. Pretz stated he was fine with the overall plan.   

Chairman Smunt noted the only concern was with the entrance cover.   

7. Additional Business from Commissioners or Staff 

a. 214 S. 2
nd

 Ave.  

 

Mr. Stevenson explained the property is rented out as a three flat, but is now run-down and an 

eye-sore.  He said they are looking for feedback as to what can be done with the property, and 

also what architectural elements the Commission was looking for.   

 

Ms. Malay asked if they had any idea as to what they wanted to use the property for.  Mr. 

Stevenson said they would like to rebuild another multi-family unit on that property.  He 

mentioned doing some brownstones like already exists in the downtown area.  Chairman Smunt 

noted existing townhomes are not brownstones.  He felt they would not be able to take a three 

story building and recreate a brownstone look.   

 

Mr. Stevenson asked if the porches or gable were elements the Commission would want them to 

maintain on the new unit.  Ms. Malay asked Mr. Colby if there was any ability to add to this 

property.  Mr. Colby noted the property is on a double lot and there is room in the rear to add 

square footage to the existing structure.  Ms. Malay mentioned the owner may have an issue if 

they try and remove the porch and add livable space to the front of the property.     

 

Ms. Malay suggested they try and keep intact what they already have and consider adding to the 

back of the structure if they want to add another unit.  Chairman Smunt said he would prefer they 

add one or two units and stay within the gable style of the structure.   

 

Ms. Malay asked if they want the addition to enlarge some of the current space.  She noted it 

might be better to try for three units versus four, and reconfigure the interior space.  Mr. Norris 

stated it might be challenging to do that because the space is so tight.  He said the ceiling height 

makes it difficult to have any type of grand space inside what they have.  He said the 

Commission needs to decide if they want to help with developing a new structure, or do they 

think it’s worth saving what is already there.  He was concerned that a new addition may be too 

big for the neighborhood.   

 

Mr. Colby stated the existing zoning only permits two units, but it is sized as a double lot.  The 

current three unit structure is grandfathered in.  Mr. Pretz clarified they would not be able to add 

additional units unless the zoning gets changed.   

 

Chairman Smunt explained the building is considered architecturally “contributing” to the 

Central Historic District.  He said the structure contains elements of the 19
th

 Century style of 

architecture, which is the main era of construction of the Central Historic District.  Therefore, he 

would be opposed to demolishing the building.   
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6. COA & Façade Improvement Grant:  102 E. Main St. (windows) 

Steven Nilles, applicant representing Riverside Pizza and Pub, was present.   

Mr. Nilles described the condition of the current windows.  He said they are rotted, drafty, wood 

framed windows.  He said they are planning to use the existing frames, but will remove the 

sashes and replace the sill, and then put in double pane, insulated glass.  He plans on painting all 

the new wood to match the current look.    

Chairman Smunt asked if these will be wood sashes with double pane thermal glass.  Mr. Nilles 

said it will be a single, fixed window.    

Chairman Smunt understood the need for replacement, but noted the window is an architectural 

component of the building.  He said he would support using new sash units to duplicate the 

existing architecture of the full column, including the curve.  He said the business can choose to 

have them operable or not.  Chairman Smunt indicated the divided light is a significant 

component of the architecture of the building. 

Mr. Norris noted the building was the first medical college in Illinois.  He said this is the only 

thing remaining from that original building and he would not be able to agree to anything being 

taken out.    

Chairman Smunt provided an example as to how churches protect their irreplaceable art glass 

windows that leak air.  He said in most cases they add an exterior storm window which helps 

preserve the original window.   

Mr. Nilles expressed concerned over condensation build-up from a storm window.  Mr. Norris 

said the Baker Church has their windows vented at the bottom to prevent that build-up.  He 

suggested Mr. Nilles take a look at how that was done.   

Ms. Malay suggested restoring the sashes if they are salvageable, replacing the sill, and then 

putting on the storm window.   

Chairman Smunt indicated he would support using bronze aluminum storm channels with 

thermal pane glass.   

Mr. Nilles said he would get some ideas and estimates, and then return for further assistance.   

A motion was made by Ms. Malay and seconded by Mr. Bobowiec with a unanimous voice 

vote to table the COA and Façade Improvement Grant.    

7. Preliminary Review:  Baker Community Center, 101 S. 2
nd

 St.  

Mike Elliot from Kluber Architects & Engineers was present.   

Mr. Elliot reviewed some slides pointing out the building improvement items that were discussed 

at the previous meeting.  He said they are adding toilets so the windows in the new restrooms 

will be frosted.  The windows in the center of the building will have blacked out panels inserted 
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from behind in order maintain the existing window.   He pointed out the expansion projecting out 

of the roof.  He said this is being added to the building to accommodate the new elevator.   

Mr. Elliot said they are replicating the window divisions and those aspects of the building to 

push out the back.  He noted the brick and stone trim will match what is on the building.  He said 

the dormers will also be detailed to match.  The roofs will be clad in copper.  He said they are 

trying to use all the existing building elements in any adjustments they are making.     

Mr. Elliot mentioned they are changing the set of doors that go from the lobby to the back 

terrace.  He noted there currently is no way to access the terrace.  Mr. Norris asked if the doors 

are going to be wood.  He was informed they will be.  Mr. Elliot said they removed the stairs 

from the terrace based on feedback from the previous meeting, but they may be added back at 

another time.   

Mr. Elliot discussed the new wood framed canopy structure.  He said they decided to go with an 

arbor trellis covering over the exterior ramp.  The canopy roof will consist of copper panels with 

soldered seams.  Mr. Norris asked if there will be any lighting on the structure.  Mr. Elliot said 

there are existing side lights on the ramps.  He said the previous rounded awning design 

resembled a bus shelter and they prefer the arbor idea. 

Mr. Elliot mentioned they will also be adding some signage to one of the wing walls.   

Chairman Smunt asked if the Commissioners had any concerns with the items presented.  

Commissioners expressed support for the project as presented.    

8. Additional Business from Commissioners or Staff 

a. Landmarks research 

 

No updates. 

 

b. St. Charles History Museum Education Committee  

 

Mr. Gibson said he spoke to Alison from the St. Charles History Museum in regards to him 

joining their education committee.  He said he is awaiting a phone call from the committee’s 

leader.  He noted he would provide input on the app that they are working on. 

 

c. Downtown Partnership App 

 

Chairman Smunt said he attended the Downtown Partnership’s Board meeting.  He said the 

Board mentioned they were going to meet with an app designer to develop a downtown app.  He 

felt this could be a multi-faceted app that could benefit various local organizations.  Chairman 

Smunt and Mr. Gibson noted they have a meeting scheduled for Wednesday, March 23, 2016 

with the Downtown Partnership’s Executive Director and the app developer, to investigate how 

historic preservation could be incorporated into the downtown app.   

   




