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Rock Island Preservation Commission Minutes 
City Hall Council Chambers  
1528 3rd Avenue 
December 18, 2019 
5:00 PM 

 

 

Voting Members Present Linda Anderson 
Robert Braun 
John Daly 
Elizabeth DeLong 
Paul Fessler 
Margaret Morse 
Diane Oestreich 
Mark Schwiebert 

Voting Members Absent Addison Kimmel 
Associate Members Present Jeff Dismer, Deb Kuntzi 
Associate Members Absent  

Staff Present Miles Brainard 

 

Call to Order and Roll Call 
Chair DeLong called the meeting to order at 5:05 PM and read the roll call.  
 
Public Comment 
There were no comments from the public in attendance.  
 
Approval of the Agenda 
Schwiebert moved to approve the agenda. Fessler seconded the motion. The motion carried 
unanimously on a vote of 8 to 0. 
 
Approval of the Previous Meeting Minutes 
Morse moved to approve the minutes for November 20, 2019.  Braun seconded the motion. 
The motion carried unanimously on a vote of 8 to 0. 
 
Morse moved to approve the minutes for the November 25, 2019 meeting of the Preliminary 
Determination Committee. Fessler seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously on a 
vote of 8 to 0. 
 
Old Business 
Update: 1918 Government Housing Multiple Property Document   
Brainard said that the consultant had spent the last two days in the city beginning some of the 
initial research on the project. They would be keeping the Commission informed about their 
progress moving forward.  The consultant, who also worked on the downtown National 
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Register district, had said that the updated nomination for that had been re-submitted to the 
National Park Service and they were hopeful that a response would be received before the end 
of the year. 
 
New Business 
Certificate of Appropriateness Application for Replacement of Wooden Steps with Concrete 
Steps at 1620 22nd Street 
Schwiebert mobed to approve the application and grant a certificate of appropriateness for the 
work as proposed. Anderson seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously on a vote 
of 8 to 0.  
 
First National Bank Landmark Application 
Chair DeLong opened the public hearing. The applicant, Leslie W. O’Ryan, presented an opening 
statement explaining that the building meets criteria 1, 3, 4, and 5 for landmarking. The owner 
of record, Modern Woodmen of America, had three speakers present an opening statement. 
Jerald Lyphout, National Secretary and Chief Administrative Officer of Modern Woodmen spoke 
first saying that the building was not financially feasible to renovate and if the company was 
prohibited from proceeding with demolition the building would sit boarded up indefinitely. 
Wiliam Groh, AIA from Shive Hattery spoke second saying that the building was not a strong 
example of the International style nor is a representative work by the architect. Jonathon Fox, 
outside legal counsel from Calliff and Narper, PC spoke third saying that the applicant did not 
provide sufficient evidence for the conclusions drawn in the application.  
 
In response to Mr. Lyphout, Commission members said that they could not consider economic 
or financial factors in their decision. However, since he had brought it up, they asked if there 
was anything further that could be shared in regards to future plans for the building site. Mr. 
Lyphout said that there were preliminary plans for a multistory office building with covered 
parking that would host multiple tenants including Modern Woodmen. He declined to 
elaborate any further. Responding to Mr. Groh, the Commission said that the building was a 
locally significant interpretation of a style that was designed by a locally significant architectural 
firm. It may not be a significant example of the International style in its “purest” form on a 
national or statewide level, but it is one of the few examples in the Quad Cities area. The firm 
that designed it, furthermore, was characterized by its ability to design in many different styles 
with this being one of the few it designed using International style characteristics. Finally, Mr. 
Fox was asked what would constitute evidence in this case. He said that written statements or 
affidavits would be acceptable evidence. Commission members responded by saying that such 
materials are unlikely to exist and cannot be obtained because the individuals from whom they 
would be solicited are long deceased. Furthermore, the conclusions drawn are based on 
commonly understood and accepted information which is not in serious dispute. Evidence as 
described by Mr. Fox would be too much to ask for and is not required.    
 
Chair DeLong closed the public hearing and the Commission entered into discussion. The 
Commission discussed the merits of the application and determined that the arguments made 
in it were sound. They further agreed that the building met if not all most of the criteria 
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identified. Anderson moved to approve the application for the First National Bank Building at 
100 17th Street and designate the property as a local landmark. Morse seconded the motion. A 
roll call vote was taken with Anderson, Daly, DeLong, Morse, Oestreich, Schwiebert in the 
affirmative, no one in the negative, and Braun and Fessler abstaining due to perceived conflicts 
of interest. With a vote of 6 to 0, the motion carried with the required two-thirds majority.  
 
Other Business 
Oestreich asked Brainard to comment on an email received by staff in late November from 
Todd Gritzuk, a member of a local historical society in Vermont. The email was letting staff 
know that the “Research and Helpful Links” page on the city website regarding historic 
preservation were being used by Mr. Gritzuk’s group and thanking the city of Rock Island for 
being so helpful having that available online. Brainard said that staff periodically get comments 
about the usefulness of the city’s online materials.  
 
Adjournment  
Chair DeLong asked for a motion to adjourn. Schwiebert moved to adjourn. Oestreich seconded 
the motion. The motion carried unanimously on a vote of 8 to 0 at 6:25 PM.  
 
Minutes submitted by Miles Brainard.  



Memorandum  
Community & Economic Development Department 
 
To: Preservation Commission 
From: Planning & Redevelopment Division 
Subject:     E. D. Sweeney House at 816 20th Street 
Case: 2020-01 
Date: January 15, 2020 
              
 

An application for a certificate of appropriateness was submitted by Bryan Pattschull and David Cordes, 
owners of the E. D. Sweeney House at 816 20th Street. Built in 1874, the house was designed by local 
architect Issac N. Holmes in the Italianate style. The application details three proposed actions.  

The most significant proposed action is to remove the existing non-original front porch from the house 
and rebuild the original, smaller front porch. The existing non-original porch was built around 1900 and 
has neo-classical elements.  It appears to have been added to the house as part of a trend that swept 
across the country after the 1893 World’s Columbian Exposition in Chicago. That event helped to make 
popular neo-classical architecture and many homeowners undertook remodels and renovations to their 
houses in that style. Commonly, front porches were added to houses with neo-classical motifs. This 
appears to be the case with the porch on the E. D. Sweeney House.  

The applicant is requesting to make this modification for three reasons: the design of the porch is 
incompatible with the house, the porch is poorly constructed, and the porch is significantly deteriorated. 
The applicant is aware that removal of porch is controversial. Some would argue that the addition of 
these porches is of historic value in and of itself. However, the applicant asserts that in this particular 
case the porch is not well enough constructed to warrant preservation and, in fact, detracts from the 
historic value of the house as a whole. Further, reconstruction of the original front porch would 
represent a significant enhancement of the Italianate design.  

Planning staff have reviewed the application materials and were initially concerned about the proposed 
porch removal. These historic additions to properties should, in most cases, be retained. However, in 
this particular case the porch obscures the house instead of enhancing it. It also has flaws of 
construction that contribute to its deterioration. The gutter system built into it, for example, does not 
function not for lack of maintenance but as a result of poor design. As such, staff do not object to the 
proposed project so long as all work is done in accordance with the International Residential Code from 
the International Code Council when applicable. It is staff’s opinion that the proposed work will comply 
with the requirements in the Preservation Ordinance.  

Additionally, staff have no objections to the restoration of the side bay window and the replacement of 
the temporary posts on the side porch. It is staff’s opinion that these proposed actions will also comply 
with the requirements in the Preservation Ordinance. 

Recommended Motion  

Move to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness for the work as outlined in the application for Case 
2020-01 with the stipulation that the applicant consult with the Inspections Division regarding the need 

 



for handrails and guards to be installed on both sides of the new front porch; and that if the Inspections 
Division requires installation of said handrails and guards that they be of a style as compatible as 
possible with the overall Italianate design.  






