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THIS IS A CITY CLERK INTRODUCTION

I

SUMMARY

A. Who: Commission on Chicago Landmarks (the "CCL")

What: The CCL is submitting its recommendation directly to the City Council via the
City Clerk’s office proposing a technical amendment to the Newport Avenue Landmark
District boundaries to account for the recent relocation of the Vautravers Building to a
site partially outside of the district’s original 2005 boundaries. The building, which is
owned by the Chicago Transit Authority, was moved 29 feet west, outside the area of
work associated with the Red and Purple Line Modernization project.
When: To be introduced to City Council on October 30, 2024.
Where:

1. Addresses: 800-900 Block of West Newport Avenue

2. Ward: 44th/Lawson

3. Community Area: Lakeview (06)

4. Time constraints
The boundary adjustment is intended to be recorded prior to the Chicago Transit
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Authority’s redevelopment of the project site on which the Vautravers Building
sits. At last check, that timeframe for issuing an RFP was anticipated for early
2025.

IL AFFECTED PARTIES
A. Ward Alderman

1. Name: Ald. Bennett Lawson

2. Ward: 44

3. Last Contact: September 9, 2024

4, Alderman’s Position: Supports

5. Is the alderman’s letter of Support attached? TBD

6. Date of the letter: TBD

7. Other Issues: N/A

B. Impacted City departments and government agencies

1. Department/agency name: Department of Planning and Development

2. Contact name: Kathleen Dickhut, Deputy Commissioner

3. Phone number: 4-1074

4. The agency/department’s position: Supports

5. Analysis of position: N/A

C. Commission/Board comments

1. Commission/Board’s name: Commission on Chicago Landmarks (CCL)

2. Commission/Board’s position: The CCL has recommended approval of the
proposed landmark district boundary amendment to City Council. The CCL
found the district to meet two (2) criteria for landmark designation in 2005, when
the original designating ordinance was approved by City Council. The 1894
Vautravers Building — which the elevated tracks were built in close proximity to
— was deemed contributing to the character and significance of the Newport
Avenue Landmark District at the time of designation. Therefore, to facilitate
widening of the elevated tracks, the Commission on Chicago Landmarks (CCL)
approved a proposal by the Chicago Transit Authority to reposition the building
30 feet to the west. The boundary adjustment to record the Vautravers Building’s
new positioning fulfills a federal Memorandum of Agreement and ensures the
ongoing protection of the Newport Avenue Landmark District.

3. Date: The CCL recommended approval of the district boundary amendment at its

September 12, 2024, meeting.



III.

v
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Supporters: DPD has received a “consent” form from the owner of the property, the
Chicago Transit Authority.

Opponents: None known

Controversies, questions and concerns and department response: None

REASONS FOR THE PROPOSAL

Benefit to Chicago and its citizens: Preservation of Chicago’s historic architecture and
cultural heritage is an important policy of the City of Chicago.

Existing program
1. Name of program: Chicago Landmark Designations
2. Program start date: 1968
3. Brief description and goal of the program: To identify, preserve, protect,
enhance and encourage the continued utilization and rehabilitation of such areas,
districts, places, buildings, structures, works of art and other objects having a
special historical, community, architectural or aesthetic interest or value to the
City of Chicago and its citizens.
New Initiative: N/A

Underlying authority: Chicago Landmarks Ordinance (Sections 2-120-580 et. seq.)

FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Direct costs to the City: The Chicago Transit Authority purchased the Vautravers
Building for $1.75 million and expected to pay an additional $1.75 million to lift and
relocate the building 30 feet west, out of the path of the elevated track modernization
project.

City’s collateral interest: N/A

Implementation and related costs: N/A

Potential loss in revenue, including waived fees: All Chicago Landmark properties are
eligible for the building permit fee waiver program.

Any additional financial risk to the city: No

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Name of entity: N/A
Nature of entity: N/A
History of entity: N/A

Prior business with the City: N/A



E. How was this entity selected: N/A

VI. CITY STAFF INFORMATION

Eiliesh Tuffy

Coordinating Planner

Department of Planning and Development (DPD)
Bureau of Citywide Planning

121 North LaSalle Street, Suite 905
312-744-4849

eiliesh.tuffy@cityofchicago.org

Originated by:

\

Kathleen Dickhut
Deputy Commissioner
Bureau of Citywide Planning



October 8, 2024

Chairman Walter Burnett, Jr.
Committee on Zoning, Landmarks, and Buildings Standards
121 N. LaSalle St., Room 200

RE: Chicago Landmark District Boundary Amendment —

Vautravers Building

945-953 West Newport Avenue
Dear Chairman Burnett:
Please be advised that | have no objection to and support the amendment of the Newport Avenue
Landmark District boundaries to include the Vautravers Building in its entirety, following its relocation
in 2021.
If you have any questions please contact my office at (773) 525-6034 or via email at

ward44@cityofchicago.org.

Sincerely,

Bennett R. Lawson
Alderman, 44th Ward



CITY OF CHICAGO
COMMISSION ON CHICAGO LANDMARKS

September 12, 2024

RECOMMENDATION TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF CHICAGO THAT
THE BOUNDARY OF THE NEWPORT AVENUE DISTRICT BE AMENDED

Docket No. 2024-07

To the Mayor and Members of the City Council of the City of Chicago:

Pursuant to Section 2-120-730 of the Municipal Code of the City of Chicago (the
“Municipal Code™), the Commission on Chicago Landmarks (the “Commission”) has
determined that in order to continue to preserve the Newport Avenue Landmark District
(the “District”) and recognize its architectural heritage that the District’s boundary should
be amended to include the Vautravers Building that was relocated in 2021.

L BACKGROUND

The District was designated a Chicago Landmark in an ordinance adopted on February 9,
2005, by the City Council of the City of Chicago (“City Council”) following the
recommendation of the Commission. This distinctive and highly intact ensemble of 67
buildings in the Lake View neighborhood exemplifies the high-quality working-class
residential architecture in Chicago's neighborhoods during the late 19th and early 20th
centuries. On the basis of careful consideration of the history and architecture of the
District, the City Council and Commission found in 2005 that the District satisfies the
following two (2) criteria set forth in Section 2-120-620 of the Municipal Code:

1. Its value as an example of the architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or
other aspect of the heritage of the City of Chicago, the State of lllinois or the
United States.

4. Its exemplification of an architectural type or style distinguished by innovation,
rarity, uniqueness or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship.

The original boundaries of the District include buildings occupying the majority of both
sides of a single block of Newport Avenue located at 814 -- 938 West Newport Avenue
(even-numbered addresses on the north side of Newport Avenue) and 815 -- 949 West
Newport Avenue (odd-numbered addresses on the south side of Newport Avenue).



Since the Vautravers Building has been relocated it has received a complete exterior
restoration with no major interior renovations and all mechanicals such as heating,
ventilation, air conditioning, plumbing and electrical have been disconnected or removed

On September 4, 2024, the Commission received written consent from the CTA to the
boundary amendment of the District in a form dated September 4, 2024, and signed by
William R. Mooney, Chief Infrastructure Officer, an authorized signatory and
representative of the CTA, the owner of the Vautravers Building.

II. FINDINGS OF THE ON CHICAGO LANDMARKS

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2-120-730 of the Municipal Code, the
Commission has reviewed the 2005 Newport Avenue District Designation Report, as well
as the Addendum to the Newport Avenue District Designation Report, dated September
12, 2024; and

WHEREAS, consistent with Section 2-120-630 of the Municipal Code, the
District with its amended boundary continues to meet the two (2) criteria for landmark
designation set forth in Section 2-120-620 (1) and (4) of the Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS, consistent with Section 2-120-630 of the Municipal Code, the
District with its amended boundary continues to have significant historic, community,
architectural, or aesthetic interest or value, the integrity of which is preserved in light of
its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, and ability to express such historic,
community, architectural, or aesthetic interest or value; and

WHEREAS, constructed in 1894, the Vautravers Building is a 3-story
Romanesque-style limestone apartment building from the District’s earliest period of
development featuring copper bays detailed in floral and geometric motifs, as well as an
arched, pedimented entranceway; and

WHEREAS, in 2014, the CTA initiated the Project to modernize its infrastructure,
expand capacity, and reduce passenger travel times, while improving the safety and
efficiency at one of the largest bottlenecks in the CTA rail system. It included
reconstruction of approximately 0.3 miles of the Red and Purple mainline tracks from
Belmont station on the south to the segment of track between Newport and Cornelia
Avenues on the north; and



THE COMMISSION ON CHICAGO LANDMARKS HEREBY:

1. Adopts the recitals, findings and statements of fact set forth in the preamble and
Sections I and II hereof as the findings of the Commission; and

2. Adopts the Addendum to the Newport Avenue District Designation Report, dated
September 12, 2024; and

3. Finds, based on the 2005 Designation Report for the Newport Avenue District and
the Addendum to the Newport Avenue District Designation Report and the entire
record before the Commission, that the District with its amended boundary meets the
criteria for landmark designation set forth in Section 2-120-620 (1) and (4) of the
Municipal Code; and

4. Finds that the District with its amended boundary satisfies the "integrity"
requirement set forth in Section 2-120-630 of the Municipal Code; and

5. Finds that the significant historical and architectural features of the District with its
amended boundary remain as follows:

e All exterior elevations, including rooflines, visible from the public rights-of-way.

6. Recommends that City Council amend the district boundaries to encompass the
Vautravers Building on its current site following the building's relocation in 2021.

This recommendation was adopted -0

Emest C. W
Commission

Dated: (2. 2.024



LANDMARKDESIGNATION REPORT

Newport AvenueDistrict

West Newport Avenue Between Halsted
and Clark Streets

Preliminary Landmark recommendation approved by
theCommission on Chicago L andmarks, January 8, 2004

CITY OFCHICAGO District Boundary
Richard M. Daley, Mayor Amendment approved
by the Commission on
Depgrtment of P_Ianning and Dev_elopment Chicago Landmarks,
DeniseM. Casalino, P.E., Commissioner September 12, 2024
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Newport Avenue District - Map

This map is provided for illustrative purposes only;
the district is defined by its legal description.

Newport Avenue

District

Top and Cover: The Newport Avenue District is located on West Newport Avenue between
Halsted and Clark Streets in the Lake View neighborhood.

The Commission on Chicago Landmarks, whose nine members are appointed by the Mayor, was
established in 1968 by city ordinance. The Commission is responsible for recommending to the City
Council which individual buildings, sites, objects, or districts should be designated as Chicago Land-
marks, which protects them by law.

The landmark designation process begins with a staff study and a preliminary summary of
information related to the potential designation criteria. The next step is a preliminary vote by the
landmarks commission as to whether the proposed landmark is worthy of consideration. This vote not
only initiates the formal designation process, but it places the review of city permits for the property under
the jurisdiction of the Commission until a final landmark recommendation is acted on by the City Council.

This Landmark Designation Report is subject to possible revision and amendment during the
designation process. Only language contained within the designation ordinance adopted by the City
Council should be regarded as final.




NEWPORT AVENUE DISTRICT

WEsT NEwPORT AVENUE BETWEEN HALSTED AND CLARK STREETS

PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE: c. 1891-1928

TheNewport AvenueDidtrictisadistinctivecollection of predominately Chicago“three-flat”
apartment buildingsthat exemplifiesthegrowth and devel opment of theL akeView community
areaintheyearsimmediately followingitsannexation by Chicagoin 1889. TheDistrict's67
buildingsformanespecialy cohesiveres dential streetscapethat givesan onl ooker anexcellent
feel for thecraftsmanship andintimate scal eof theresi dencesconstructedinmiddle- and
working-classneighborhoodssuch asL akeView that developedinthelate 19" and early 20"
centuries.

Thisremarkably intact block includessingle-family residencesfromtheearly 1890s, finethree-
flatsconstructed fromthe 1890s-1910s, and small apartment buildingsthat compl eted the
development of theblock uptothe 1920s. Many suchresidential areasemerged during
Chicago’ sexpl osive popul ation growth during thi speriod asnewcomersfloodedinto the City,
but subsequent demolition and redevel opment have destroyed the historic visual character of
many of theseneighborhoods. TheDistrictisasignificant intact group of such housing.

Thegrowth of LakeViewingeneral and Newport Avenuein particular duringthisperiod
reflectstheimpact that improvementsin masstransit had on devel opment on Chicago’ sNorth
Side. Improved transportationintheform of new and expanded street car linesandthe
developingrapidtrangit system, including theconstructioninthe 1890sof theNorthwestern
Elevated Railroad (now the Chicago Transit Authority’ sRed Line), wasinstrumental in
attracting resi dentstowhat had been an outlying suburban town.

Congtruction of thefirst largegroup of buildingson Newport coincided withtheland survey,
acquisition, and construction of theelevatedrail line, which beganin 1894 and ended with the
line’ sopeningin1900. TheClark Street Station, oncelocated at theintersection of Newport
and Clark at thewestern end of the District, provided ready accessto the L oop and therest of
Chicagoforlocal resdents.



Top: A map of the Newport Avenue District. The district is located in the Lakeview neigh-
borhood on Chicago’s North Side. Above: The district contains a significant concentration
of predominately three-flat apartment buildings from the late 19th and early 20th centu-
ries.
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TheNewport AvenueDidtrict a so exemplifiestheethnicdiversity of Chicago’ sgrowing
working- and middle-classnei ghborhoodsin thelate 19" and early 20" centuries, astherapidly
growing City accommodated |argenumbersof first- and second-generationimmigrant families
eager for attractiveyet affordablehousing. By 1900 largenumbersof immigrantsand
newcomersmovedinto morecomfortablehousing away fromthecrowded tenementsof the
inner city. Today thedetached houses, flats, and apartment buildingsstill display thefine
detailingand high quality materia sthat appeal edtofamiliesacentury ago. TheDigtrict’'s
buildingsprovided avariety of housing optionsincluding theopportunity for homeownershipto
both native-borncitizensand severa nationalities, with Swedishand Germanfamilies
predominating.

HisTorYy AND DEVELOPMENT OF LAKE VIEW

TheNorth Sidecommunity of LakeView that weknow today isafraction of themuchlarger
LakeView Townshipthat onceextended asfar northasDevon Avenue. Thefirst European
settlerstotheareawere Swiss-born Conrad Sul zer and hiswife Christine. 1n 1836, the Sul zers
journeyed beyond thethen-forestsof thenorthernlimits(roughly North Avenue) of thenewly
incorporated City of Chicago and established a100-acrefarmaongthe“Ridge,” near whatis
now theintersection of Montrose Avenueand Clark Street. Intheyearsthat followed, the
fertileland of theRidgewasd owly settled by German and Swedishfarmers.

Theareda ssandy marshland aongthenorthern shoresof L akeMichigan remained vacant until
1853, when James Rees, aprominent surveyor and real estate speculator, bought 225 acresof
|akefront property north of Belmont Avenueto devel op asacountry retreat. 1n 1854, Rees
built agrand hotel with averandathat offered asweeping view of LakeMichigan. Thehotel,
located inthevicinity of what isnow Grace Street and Sheridan Road, becameknown asthe
LakeView Houseand thesurrounding areawasdubbed L ake View Township. Many wealthy
Chicagoanswereattracted tothebeauty of therural, unspoiledlakeshoreand built large
summer homesnear theL akeView House.

TheTownshipof LakeViewwasofficialy organizedin 1857. Itsorigina boundariesstretched
from Fullerton Avenue (the Chicago city limits) northto Devon Avenueand fromthelakefront
west tothe North Branch of the Chicago River. From 1865, whenthe Townshipwas
incorporated asthetown of LakeView, through the 1870s, theareawest of Broadway (then
Evanston Street) waspredominately farmland. Knownas* TheCelery Capital of theUnited
States,” LakeView waslargely dominated by farms.

AftertheFireof 1871, resdentia devel opment expandedtothenortherncity limitsat Fullerton
Avenue; devel opment of modest wood-framedwellingsin LakeView increased near this
border duetotheneedfor affordablehousing after Chicago building codeswereamended to
prohibit frameconstructionwithin much of the City. (Asasuburbantown, LakeView wasnot
subject to City building coderequirements.) Still, LakeView asawholeremained sparsely
populated, with streetsfor themost part unpaved with open ditchesa ong either side.



Inthe 1880sand 90s, the establishment of several largeindustrial plants, including brick and
terracottamanufacturers, along the southern boundariesof the neighborhood encouragedthe
development of nearby residential neighborhoodswhich consi sted of moderately-priced wood-
framehomes. Alsoduringthistime, theearlier settlement alongthelakeshoresparkedthe
creation of residentia subdivisionsineastern LakeView that gradually expanded to thesouth
andwest.

In 1887 thetown of LakeView wasincorporated asacity el ectingitsown mayor and city
council. Twoyearslaterin 1889, LakeView wasannexed to the City of Chicago.
Considerablebuilding activity inthecommunity occurred during the period of 1885t0 1894 as
residential building boomed and the popul ation soared. The Chicago Land Use Survey,
conductedin 1940 and publishedin 1942, estimated that 43 percent of all homesinLakeView
werebuilt between 1880 and 1894.

Thisdevel opment wasencouraged by improvementsin masstransportation. By 1894, within
only fiveyearsof annexation, by 1894 dow horsecar lineson Clark St. (then called Green Bay
Rd.) and Halsted St. (thetwo main streetsframing the Newport Avenue District) were upgraded
toelectricstreetcars. Withintwomoreyears, Broadway a so saw faster streetcarsreplace
horse-drawncars.

Evenmoredramaticwasthered estatedevelopmentineasternLakeView inthe1890sand
early 1900sthat was spurred by the construction of aNorth-Sideelevated lineto match others
being built onthe South and West Sides. Devel opment of the Northwestern Elevated Railroad
(now theRed Lineof theChicago Transit Authority) beganin 1894 whenthe City Council and
Mayor John P. Hopkinsapproved aprivatel y-operated rapidtransit franchisefor thecompany.
Surveyingfor thenew elevatedrailroad’ sright-of-way just east of Sheffield Avenuebeganthe
sameyear, but construction delaysand financing problemspushed theactual opening of theline
back t0 1900. Despitethesedelays, many property ownersand devel opersconstructed new
buildingsor substantially expanded existing structureson bl ocksadjacent tothenew el evated
ling’ sstationsinanticipation of increased demandfor housing.

Oneof these new stationswasat theintersection of Newport and Clark Streets, at thewestern
end of theDistrict. Sucheasy proximity to rapid transit encouraged therapid devel opment of
Newport withthree-flat buildingsthat wererel atively largein scalecomparedto earlier frame
cottagesand housesbuiltinthearea, maximizing thearea snewly established attractivenessto
bothreal estatebuyersandrenters. (TheClark station, asthisstationwascalled, wasclosedin
July 1949, d ong with almost two dozen othersinthe City, after the Chicago Transit Authority
wasformedtotakeover operation of the City’ sprivatel y-owned elevatedrailroads.)

By the 1920s, theresidential areasof LakeView wereamost fully developed. Censusrecords
show that itspopul ation, which had been steadily increasing, jumped from 60,535t0 96,482in
the decade between 1910 and 1920. Withtheexception of thefactoriesand foundriesof
southwestern LakeView, thevast mgority of theneighborhood essentially remained aworking-
classresidentia community.



The Chicago neighborhood of Lake View
was originally a suburban township dotted
with farms and scattered development.
Top left: Conrad Sulzer was the original
European settler in the area, establishing a
farm in the township in 1836. Top right:
The Lake View House, built in 1854 and
located at Grace St. and Sheridan Rd.,
roughly a half-mile north of the Newport
Avenue District, was a popular suburban
retreat.

In the 1890s, after Lake View was annexed
to Chicago in 1889, the Northwestern
Elevated Railroad was built, encouraging
real estate development on Newport Ave..
Left: A map of the line with its original
stations, including Clark St. (arrow) at the
western end of the district. Above: The
elevated structure was constructed be-
tween 1894 and 1900.



DevVELOPMENT HisTORY AND DESCRIPTION OF BUILDINGS

Today the handsomebuildingsof the Newport Avenue District reflect theimportant history of
thedevel opment of LakeView and theimportance of working- and middle-classhousinginlate
19" and early 20"-century Chicago. Builtinarchitectural stylesthat wereimportantinthe
devel opment of Chicago residential architectureduringtheperiod of the District’ sdevel opment,
thesebuildingsdisplay finecraftsmanshipin brick, stone, wood, and metal. Evenmore
significantly, thebuildingsfoundintheDistrict formacoherent streetscapethat isvisualy
distinctivewithinthelarger context of theL akeView community.

In October 1890, soon after LakeView’ sannexation, devel oper Jacob Feinberg paid $10,000
for aparce of farmland bounded by Hal sted Street, CorneliaAvenue, Clark Street, and
RoscoeAvenue. Feinberg subdivided the property, previoudy the Schwartz Farmand
Schrechle Grove, intothe City’ sstandard 25-foot-wideresidential |otsthat comprise present
day Newport Avenue (originally called Cleveland Avenue) and thenorth side of Roscoe Street
between Hal sted and Clark Streets. Narrow lotssuch asthese encouraged the devel opment of
tightly spaced buildings, both housesand flat buildings, that still characterizeNewporttoday. A
uniform setback of twelvefeet fromthestreet al so wasestablished to givethestreet adistinct
visua unity. (Although subdivided at thesametime, Newport, withitsmany three-flats,

devel oped differently than thenorth side of Roscoe, whichwasbuilt upwithamorevaried mix
of frameand brick housesand small flat buildings.)

Largely middle- andworking classindividua sbought lotsin Feinberg’ ssubdivisionand builtthe
majority of thestructuresthat weseeintheDistrict today. However, someof thehomesonthe
block weredevel oped by real estateinvestorswhointurn soldthehomes. Annual listingsinthe
Lakeside City Directory show that the occupationsof theearly residentsof the District were
generally thoseof skilled craftsmen, masons, carpenters, clerks, bookkeepersand foremen.
Today theworkmanship, detailing, and high-quality material sof thebuildingsinthedigtrict
reflectstheva uesof itsearly working-classresidents.

Morethan half of theresidencesinthe Newport AvenueDistrict were constructed during the
five-year period of 1891 to 1895. Thisbuilding boomreacheditspeak in 1894, theyear that
surveying commenced for theNorthwestern Elevated Railroad and seventeen residenceswere
completed. Theconstruction of Chicagothree-flats, aswell astheoccasional two-flat and low-
riseapartment buildings, onthisblock of Newport Avenuecontinued until 1928.

Development intheDistrict began onitswesternendin 1891 with the construction of the
masonry two-story residenceat 930 W. Newport. Withafront facadecladingray limestone,
this“greystone” buildingwasbuilt for aclerk named John J. Walsh. Many of theother early
buildingsares ngle-family structures, including both wood-frameaswell asbrick and
graystone-clad houses. ThehomesbuiltintheDistrict’ searly yearssharecertainvisual
characterigtics, including asymmetrical rai sed entriesand ornamentation concentrated around
entryways, cornices, and parapets.



Two views of the Newport Avenue District. The district consists of 67 buildings, with over
four-fifth’s being three-flat buildings.



Chicagothree-flatscompriseover el ghty percent of thestructuresinthe Newport Avenue
Digtrict. Thesebuildingsalsofeaturegraciousraised entriesthat, alongwiththesinglefamily
residences, underscoretheunifiedvisual character of intheNewport AvenueDistrict. Many of
thethree-flat stoopshaveaset of limestonestairswith either limestoneor cast-ironrailings
leadingtoasmall porch. Theporchisoftenflanked by two columns, usually either Classical or
Romanesqueindetail. Porchroof stypically areornamented withwrought-iron or limestone
railings, withthelatter often punctuated by arched or rectangular openings. 816, 826 and 921
W. Newport arejust threerepresentativeexampl es.

Building featurescommonto many of theflatsontheblock areprojecting baysand cornices.
Anelaborately-detailed bay ornamenting 834 W. Newport iscrafted of stamped metal and
featuresflora motifs. Itissomewhat unusual for the District, though, asmost of thebaysfound
withintheDistrict areclad with masonry, either brick or stone. Many of thebrick and
limestone-frontedflatsintheDistrict havebaysthat arearticul ated at eachlevel by horizontal
banding. Thisisespecidly evidentinthebuildingsat 908-914 W. Newport, all of whichare
smilarly detailed and many of which containtheir original entranceporches. Inaddition, most
buildingswithintheDistrict wereoriginally topped by ornate pressed-metal cornices. Although
somehavebeen removed (acommon occurrencefor 19"-century Chicago buildings), many
othersremain.

Much of thebeauty of theDistrict’ sbuildingsisdueto theuseof materials—brick, stone, and
metal—usedfor their construction. Many arefacedinrusticated limestonewithfinecarved
floral and geometric motifsand are often capped by copper cornices. Anexampleof thiscan
beseenintherow of flatsat 927-937 W. Newport, withall amostidentical intheir
configuration. Oneof thefinest limestone-clad buildingsistheV autraversapartment building
located at 947-949W. Newport. Thisrusticated Romanesqueapartment building fromthe
digtrict’ searliest period of devel opment featurescopper baysdetailedinfloral and geometric
motifsaswell asan arched, pedimented entranceway. Thebracketed cornice, likemany others
intheDistrict, ismadeof pressed copper, and capsthethree-story building.

Another commonmaterial foundintheDistrictisbrick. Many of theflatsdetailedinthis
materid aressimpler thantheir limestonecounterparts, yet they till includesimilar proportions
and decorativee ements. Thesebuildingsal so depend ontheintrins c visua characteristicsof
brick withitsvisua warmthandtextures. Brickisalsousedfor thelarger apartment buildings,
many of whichwereconstructed later and aresimpler intheir detailing. 815-817 W. Newport,
erectedin 1909, isan examplethat employsbrick asitsprimary materia withsmplelimestone
lintel sat the second floor and an el egant doubl e-arched limestoneentranceway .

TheDigtrict’ shousesand apartment buildings, including thethree-flatsthat predominate, exhibit
amix of stylisticinfluences. Suchvisual eclecticismisacharacteristic of muchlate 19"- and
early 20"-century architecture, especially thosebuildingsfoundin Chicago’ sneighborhoods.
Many small-scale Chicago buildingsof thisperiod arenot pureexamplesof any onestyle, but
incorporateornamental motiffsthat recall particular styles, including Queen Anne, Eastlake,
Romanesgue, Classical Revival, and Arts-and-Crafts. Elementsfrom each stylewereused



The Newport Avenue District is made up of several building types found in Chicago neigh-
borhoods, including (top left) single-family houses (855 W. Newport); (top right) “greystone”
Chicago three-flats (826 W. Newport); (above left) brick Chicago three-flats (845 W. New-

port); (middle right) six-flats (815-817 W. Newport); and (above right) a courtyard apartment
building (842-846 W. Newport).



Aboveright: 924-926 West Newport, con-
structed in 1928, features limestone detail-
ing inspired by the Gothic Revival style.

Below right: Arched window detail of 930
West Newport which features delicate
foliate limestone carving and a stained
glass transom window.
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Above left: 947-949 W. Newport
is the earliest apartment
building in the District. Built
as the Vautravers Apartments,
the building features ornate
copper bays and elaborate
limestone carving at its
entrance.

Below left: Located at 938
West Newport, this single-
family home is clad in rusti-
cated limestone and has
details influenced by the
Queen Anne and Romanesque
styles.



sparingly orinamoresmplified fashiontoembellishthebas cformof buildings, includingthe
three-flatsand other apartment buildingsthat predominateonthestreet.

TheQueen Anne stylewas popular in Chicago during the 1880sand 90s. Thenamewas
coinedin Englandto describeasymmetrical buildingsthat combined medieval andclassical
formsand ornament. In America, the Queen Anneoriginally wasused for suburban housesand
seasideresort cottages, but it quickly becameapopular stylefor both urbanresidencesand
commercia buildingsthatincorporateaplethoraof historicdetailingintheir overal designs.
BuildingsintheDistrict with Queen Anne-styleornament commonly havewooden detail ssuch
asthat onthehouseat 855W. Newport or pressed-metal corniceswith geometric ornament
suchasthat found onthethree-flat at 900 W. Newport.

A related styleisthe Eastlake style, named for CharlesEastl ake, apopul ar writer on
architectureand decorative styleinthelate 19" century. Eastlake urged theuseof machine-
madeornament, especially wooden postsand spindlesshaped on mechanized lathesand
geometric patternsshaped fromwood by steam-poweredjigsaws. Buildingswith Eastlake
ornament include 855, 905 and 933 W. Newport.

Romanesque-stylearchitecture, based on 10- and 11™-century medieval architecture, is
perhapsthemost common architectural stylisticinfluenceonbuildingsintheDigdtrict. Thestyle
wasinspired by the popul arity of buildingsdesigned by Bostonarchitect Henry Hobson
Richardsonduringthe 1880sand 1890s. Romanesguebuildingstypically havemasonry walls,
sometimesof brick, but often of rough-faced stone, and are ornamented with short robust-
looking columnswithfloral capitals. Thestylecommonly wasusedfor churchesand public
buildings, asitsrough masonry surfacesprojected asenseof strength and permanence, but it
alsoproved popular for housesand commercial buildings. Many of thebuildingsintheDistrict,
especialy thegraystone-fronted three-flat buildings, haveRomanesgque-styledetailingintheir
rough-cut stonewalls, round-arched windows, massive-looking porchrailingsand columns, and
medieval foliatedetailing. Threeexamplesamong many are816, 911, and 938 W. Newport.

TheClassical Revival stylebecamepopular inthe 1890sin theaftermath of theWorld' s
Columbian Exposition, heldin Chicagoin 1893. Based ontheClassical architectureof ancient
Greeceand Romeaswell aslater interpretationsby Renai ssanceand Baroquearchitects, the
Classicd Reviva styleutilizedformssuch astriangular pediments, Classical columnsand
moldings, and keystone-embellishedlintels. BuildingsintheDistrictwith Classica detailing
include 834, 862 and 915 W. Newport.

By theearly 1900s, the Arts and Crafts movement had taken hold of popular American
imagination. Inspired by progressive European architectureof the 1890s, Arts-and-Crafts
architectureoftenwass mply ornamented and without obvioushistoric ornament. Instead, the
visual appeal of such buildingswasbased ontheinnatevisual characteristicsof building
materials, including both color and texture. Buildingssuch asthoseat 850-852 and 842-846
W. Newport exhibit Arts-and-Craftsinfluences.



Above: This cohesive grouping of buildings at 925-931 West Newport on the south side of
the street is characteristic of the District. Each building in this photograph is clad in
limestone with fine carving influenced by an eclectic mix of styles such as Classical
Revival and Romanesque.

Below left: 822 West Newport is clad in rusticated limestone and features many of its
original details, including the arched entranceway and wood doors and original pressed
metal cornice with geometric detailing. The brick three-flat at 900 West Newport has
limestone lintels and banding as well as a bold pressed metal cornice.
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Thesearchitectura stylesgivethebuildingsintheNewport AvenueDistrict their visua richness
and character. For example, characteristic Romanesque-styleelementssuchascushion
capitals, decorative plagues, and arch surroundswereused on buildingssuchas816 W.
Newport. Similarly, Classically-influenced e ementswereapplied to other structures, asin 864
W. Newport, withitslonicentrance columnsand simpledentil-embel lished cornice. Cornices
and other crowning elementsareespecially indicativeof theblock, wheresevera buildingshave
simplecornicesdetailed with dentilsand brackets. 822 W. Newport featuresabold, geometric
cornice, and buildingssuch as830 and 838 are both capped with decorativelimestonefinials.
Thethree-flat at 823 W. Newport exhibitssome characteristicsof the Queen Annestylewithits
peaked bay and patterned masonry detailing but a so showsGerman derivedinfluencesinits
gableand archedwindows. Alsoinfluenced by the Queen Anne, thefree-standing homeat 938
W. Newport featuresarusti cated stone base with stylized Corinthian columnsand el aborate
stonecarvinginthetympanum of thegable. Later three-flatssuchas854 W. Newport exhibit
thestraight forward expression of materialsinamanner reflectiveof the Arts-and-Craftsstyle.

Therearefour six-flatsand small apartment buildingswithintheNewport AvenueDistrict, all
tiedtothelater waveof constructionfrom 1907t01928. Their presence, indicatestheincrease
inpopulationdensity intheareaasL akeView continued to devel opinto the 20™ century.
Designedtoreflect thehel ght and scaleof neighboringthree-flats, thesix-flatssand small
apartment buildingswereconstructed withsmilar high-quality materia sthat allowedthemto
gently blendintotheal ready established streetscape. Unusual stylisticinfluencessuchas
Gothic-inspired geometric ornamentisevident intheapartment building at 924-926 W.
Newport. Constructedin 1928, the apartment featureslimestonedetail and acastellated
parapet. The 1916 apartment building at 850-852 W. Newport alsofeaturesacastell ated
rooflinewith ssmplelimestonedetailing and geometricbrick patterning.

Takenasawhole, theNewport AvenueDistrict exemplifiesthevisua coherenceand
attractivenessof late 19"- and early 20™-century architectural design asappliedto Chicago
neighborhood buildings. Individual buildingsarehandsomely detail ed with historicornament and
beautifully-crafted materials. They sharecommon scale, setbacks, and attitudesconcerning use
of traditional materials(brick, stone, wood, and metal). Thestreetscapeof theDistrict
exemplifiestheability of individual late 19"- and early 20"-century devel opers, architects, and
buildersto createavisually cons stent and satisfying wholeout of distinctively- designed
individud buildings. TheDistrict’ sunusual concentration of three-flatsandlack of |ater buildings
contributetothisoveral finesenseof coherent historic devel opment.

CHicaco “FLAT” BUILDINGS AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF CHICAGO
NEIGHBORHOODS IN THE 1890s AND EARLY 1900s

TheNewport AvenueDistrict, withitsrowsof tightly-spaced three-flatsand other apartment
buildings, reflectstheincreasing density and buil ding sca ethat many once-outlying suburban
areasdevel oped upontheir annexation by Chicagoin 1889. Theseneighborhoods, especialy
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The buildings in the Newport Avenue District possess handsome detailing crafted from
traditional building materials such as stone, wood, brick and metal.
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thosewithready accessto downtown through newly established streetcar and elevated lines,
developed with buildingsthat reflected both theincreasingland val uesof theseareasandthe
middle- and working-class Chicagoans, many of themimmigrants, that wanted attractiveyet
affordablehousing.

InChicago, asinmany growing Americancities, free-standing single-family housesand row
houses, thelong-timestaplesof housi ng, were being suppl emented by thedevel opment of small
two- andthree-story apartment buildings. Suchbuildings, includingtwo-, three-, six-flats,anda
variety of other apartment building types, including corner, common corridor, and courtyard
buildings, becamestaplesinthedevel opment of late 19"- and early 20t"-century Chicago
neighborhoods. Newport, withitsunusual predominanceof three-flat buildingsbuilt principally
between 1891 and 1919, isavisually distinctiveexampleof thisimportant aspect of Chicago

nei ghborhood devel opment.

Theapartment building asahous ng typeisancient, dating back at |east to ancient Romeand its
many insulae, or multi-story brick apartment blocks. In Americahowever, apartment buildings
did not beginto bebuilt until the 19th century when both popul ation growth and land and
building costsworked together to createaneed for multi-family residentia buildings. Inthe
country’ searly yearsof thelate 18" and early 19" centuries, evenitslargest citiessuchasNew
Y ork and Boston weremadeup mostly of single-family housesand row houses. Individuas
andfamiliesthat either did not want or could not afford such housing usually rented roomsin
houses; theterm“ apartment” originally referredtoaroominahouseset asidefor aseparate
occupant, rather thanacoherent suiteof roomsphysically separatefrom otherslikeit under a
commonroof and with common service spacessuch asvestibulesand hallways.

By themid-19th century, land and building costswere changing thewayspeoplelived. Initially
thelargest number of early multi-family buildingsinindustrial citiessuchasNew Y ork and
Chicagoweretenementshousi ng numerouspoor families, many of whomwereimmigrants.
Apartment buildingshad becomeknown popularly as” Frenchflats’ duetothe preponderance
of apartment buildingsin Parisand were seen assomehow un-American and not considered
suitablehousing.

Small apartment buildingswithrelatively spaciousapartments, such asthosefoundinthe
buildingsalong Newport, began to bebuilt only asmiddle- and upper-classtastesbeganto
change. Assingle-family housesonindividual lotsbecameprohibitively expensivetoall but the
wealthy, and even attached row housesbegan to bebeyond thereach of middle-classincomes,
apartment buildingsbecamemoreacceptable. For working- and middle-classfamilies, these
buildingsoffered and dternativeto tenement buil dingsand theovercrowded cultureof thedums.

Duringthelatter half of the 19" century, small wal k-up apartment buil dingsof two- tofive-
storiesbeganto bebuiltinmany Americancities. For example, four- and five-story apartment
buildingsinNew Y ork begantorisenext to brownstoneand brick row houses. InBoston,
freestandingwood“triple-deckers,” apartment buildingssimilar to Chicago’ sthree-flat buildings,
becamecommon. Many middle-classWashingtonD.C. residentsdwelledinthree-story
attached brick buildingsknownlocally as* rowhouseflats.”
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Thesesmall apartment buildingsingeneral had apartmentswith greater squarefootageand
larger roomsthanthoseintenement buildings. V entilation wasbetter, with eachroomhaving at
least onewindow, and up-to-date amenitiessuch assteam heat weretherule. Thesebuildings
weremost often built by commercial buil derswho soon devel oped standardized floor plansand
apartment featuresbased onlocal demand. They oftenwerebought by individual ownerswho
occupied oneapartment whilerenting out others. Thisallowed many middle-classfamiliesto
becomehomeownersdespiterising urban housing costs.

V ariousconfigurationsof apartment buil dingsbeganto bedevel opedin Chicago by buildersand
developerseager to cater to buyers. Inthe 1870sand 80s, the most commonweresmall, two-
andthree-story buildingsthat weredlightly narrower than onestandard Chicagolot
(approximately 25feet) inwidthalowingfor narrow gangwayson oneor both sidesof the
building. Sometimesthesebuildings, especialy thosebuilt along streetswith streetcar lines, had
shopsonthefirst floor whileapartmentsoccupi ed upper floors. They weremost oftenbuilt of
brick, sometimeswith stonefronts, althoughwood remained commonin outlying neighborhoods
outsidetheso-called*“firelimits’ wherecity building codesmandated masonry constructionin
thewakeof theFireof 1871. Theseapartment buildingswereusually builtinthethen-popular
Italianateor Queen Annestyles.

Whenthe Newport AvenueDistrict beganto bedevel opedinthe 1890s, small apartment
buildingscontai ning two or threeapartmentswerebecoming commoninnew middle- and
working-classneighborhoods, and many residential streetswerelinedwith such structures.
TheseChicago“two-flats’ and“three-flats,” asthey havebecomeknown, werebuiltwitha
widevariety of building detailsbut usualy followed certain basi c configurationsof form. They
usualy hadrectangular floor planswiththenarrow endfacing thestreet, maximizing valuable
street frontage, and were built oneapartment per floor atop rai sed basements. Roofswereflat
and brick, stone, or metal baysoften projected towardsthestreet, increasing availablelight and
air for front roomsinthebuildings. Wood or stonestepsflanked with cast-ironrailingstypically
ledtoasmall front porch, with doubledoorsset to onesideof thebuilding’ sfront facade. The
entrancedoors, usually detailed withwood and glasspanels, ledtoasmall vestibule. Thefirst-
floor apartment opened directly onto thisvestibule, whileastaircase (accessed througha
separatedoor) led to the upper-floor apartments.

Thesebuildingsweredetailedinavariety of architectural styles, but most commonly had
ornamental treatmentsthat used smplified Romanesqueor Classicd-styledetails. Theinherent
visual qualitiesof building materias, such asrough-cut stoneor theredsand brownsof thebrick
commonly usedfor Chicago buildings, wereoftenamong themost striking visual qualitiesof
suchbuildingsbuilt withmodest budgets.

TheNewport AvenueDistrictisasignificant grouping of Chicagothree-flats, withal but thirteen
of thedistrict’ s67 buildingsbeing thistypeof structure. Intheyearsboth beforeand after
WorldWar |, other small-scal e apartment typesbecame popul ar aswell, including “ six-flats” as
well aslarger apartment buildingscharacterized by their overal configuration, suchas* corner,”
“common corridor,” and“ courtyard” gpartment buildings.
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Six-flatssuch asthe onelocated at 850-852 W. Newport, builtin 1916, weredlightly largerin
scalethanthree-flatsbut shared many characteristicsof design. They werethree-story
buildings, roughly two standard Chicagolotsinwidth, and contai ned two apartmentsper floor
accessed fromacommon centrally-located entranceand stairhall.

“Commoncorridor” buildingsweretypically locatedinthemiddleof residentia blocks, had
single, centrally-located entriesto doubl e-loaded corridorsoff which apartmentsweresituated,
andweresimilarinoveral scaleandfootprintsto six-flat buildings. The Gothic-detailed building
at 924-926 W. Newport isagood example.

Courtyard apartment buildingswererarer, but wereespecially distinctivewiththeir U- or E-
shaped plansthat wrapped apartmentsaround landscaped courtyardsthat opened onto streets
and provided additiona light and air for amoredensely laid-out building. Thethree-story
apartment brick apartment building at 842-846 W. Newport wasconstructedin 1907 andisan
exampl eof the U-shaped plan.

EArRLY OWNERS AND RESIDENTS

Theapartments, flats, and detached housesof the Newport AvenueDistrict demonstratethe
spectrum of housing optionsavailableto Chicago’ sworking-classand emerging middle-class
familiesaround theturn of the20" century. Familieswithmodestincomeswouldtypically livein
apartments, whilethosewith greater resourcesoftenlivedinflats. Thetwo-story greystone
residenceat 834 W. Newport, constructed in 1893, isan exampleof thesingle-family homes
that more prosperousindividual scould occupy; itsoriginal owner, John E. Thompson, wasa
foreman at anironworkscompany, and lived herewith hiswifeand threedaughters.

By the 1890s, Newport Avenueand the surrounding nelghborhood emerged asaflourishing
community supporting numerouslocal merchantsincluding grocers, butchers, and hardware
dealers. Residentsof theareahad already established awidevariety of churcheswhichbecame
important community ingtitutions; amongthemwere St. AlphonsusRoman Catholic Church
(1882) at Wellingtonand Lincoln, St. L uke L utheran Church (1884) at Belmont and
Greenview, and Elim Swedish M ethodi st Episcopal Church (1883) which oncestood onBarry
Avenue.

AccordingtotheUnited States Censuses conducted in 1900, 1910, and 1920, theresi dents of
Newport Avenuewereamix of immigrant, first- and second-generation Americans, with
Swedesand Germansforming thelargest ethnic groups, followed by Irish, and English. Both
Germansand Swedesweremoving northwardinto Lake View from ethnic neighborhoodsinthe
city’ sNear North sideduring thisperiod. Immigrantsaswell asfirst-generation Americans,
whoseparentsarrivedinthecity only yearsbefore, gained theeconomicresourcestoleavethe
overcrowded tenementsand apartmentsinthe center of thecity and construct solid, finely-
craftedhomesintheDistrict. Accordingto historicaccounts, by 1900 newly-arrived Swedish
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immigrantswent directly toL akeView, bypassingthecity’ sorigina “ SwedeTown” onthe
Near Northside.

Thehomesof the District weresubstantial ly built and occupied by familieswhoregarded their
homeasamore-or-lesspermanent investment. City directoriesand censusreportsconfirmthat
morethan haf of thehomesinthe Newport Avenue District wereoccupied by theoriginal
property owner for severa yearsafter purchasing thelot and constructing their home. Census
reportsfrom 1900 to 1920 show that themaj ority of thehomesintheDistrict wereconsistently
owner occupied. Withahigh-quality apartment on eachfloor, flatsprovided property owners
withacomfortablehomeand theopportunity to subsidizetheir mortgage payment by rentingthe
other unitsor to housetheir extended family. Today, theresidencesof theDistrict demonstrate
how Chicago’ sneighborhoodswere shaped by the stream of immigrantswho madethecity
their home.

Finely-crafted two- and three-flat buil dingswereespecialy popular withtheemerging middle-
classfamiliesthat settled on Newport Avenue. Built onnarrow lots, theflat’ sefficient useof
interior spaceallowed for asufficient number of roomsto accommodatelargefamilies. Census
recordsfrom 1900 show that thetypical three-flatinthe District wasoften hometothree
families, each of which contained four or moreindividuals. Additionally, membersof extended
familiesor evenunrelated boardersfrequently lived withafamily. Theethnic character of the
Digtrictisexemplified by theresidentsof thethree-flat at 814 W. Newport whereoneflat was
occupied by thebuilding’ sowner WilliamY oung, arailroad clerk of German descent, and his
family of four, whiletheother flatsinthebuildingwerehometo aSwissfamily of four andan
Irishfamily of Six.

Throughout thefirst decadesof the 20" century, thenumber of householdsgrew dramatically as
six-flatsand apartment buildingswereconstructed ontheblock. AccordingtotheUnited
States Censusfigures, approximately 132 familieslivedonNewportin 1900. Tenyearslater,in
1910, the number reached 163 househol ds, and 212 househol dswere present on Newport by
1920. Throughout itsdevel opment, the ethnic make-up of theforeign-born residentsof
Newport Avenueremained predominatel y Swedish and German.
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The earliest residents in the Newport Avenue District were German and Swedish immi-
grants. Top: The Bismark Garden, a German beer garden originally at Halsted and Grace

(circa 1910). Above: Women working at a Swedish bakery, Hanna Persson’s, located on N.
Sheffield Ave. (circa 1930).
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CRITERIA FOR DESIGNATION

AccordingtotheMunicipa Codeof Chicago (Sec. 2-120-620 and -630), the Commissionon
Chicago Landmarkshastheauthority to makeapreliminary recommendation of landmark
designationfor abuilding, structure, or district if the Commission determinesit meetstwo or
moreof thestated“ criteriafor landmark designation,” aswell aspossessesasignificant degree
of itshistoricdesignintegrity.

Thefollowing should becons dered by the Commission on Chicago Landmarksindetermining
whether to recommend that the Newport Avenue District bedesignated asaChicago
Landmark.

Criterion 1: Critical Part of the City's History
Its value as an exampl e of the architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or other
aspect of the heritage of the City of Chicago, the Sate of Illinois or the United States.

. TheNewport AvenueDistrict exemplifiesthehigh-quaity working- and middle-class
residential architectureconstructedin Chicago’ sneighborhoodsduringthelate 19" and
early 20" centuriesasthe City expanded outward into once-suburban areasand asthe
number of working- and middle-classresidentsgreatly increased.

. TheNewport AvenueDistrict representstheimportance of the City’ sfirst- and second-
generationimmigrant familiestothedevel opment of Chicago anditsneighborhoodssuch
asLakeView.

Criterion 4. Important Architecture
Its exemplification of an architectural type or style distinguished by innovation, rarity,
unigueness or overall quality of design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship.

. TheNewport AvenueDidtrictisadistinctiveand remarkably intact group of small-scale
“flat” architecturefromthelate 19" and early 20" centuries.

. TheDidtrictisavisudly cons stent and unusual collectionof Chicagothree-flats, an
important building typeinthedevel opment of Chicago neighborhoods.

. TheDidtrictisdigtinctivefor thefinedetailing and craftsmanshiponitsbuildings
cornices, porches, windowsand doorsthat impart Queen Anne, Eastlake,
Romanesque, and Classical influences, andfor thehigh-qual ity useof materialsincluding
brick andlimestone.
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Source: United States Census Reports

Ethnicity of Heads of Household

on Newport Avenue 1900-1920

1910 1920

1900

Country of Origin

SRt madowddd o0

FhFNBowsvtsanddo0o0000O0

U.S. 2nd Generation
U.S. 1st Generation

Germany
Sweeden
England
Ireland
Canada
Denmark
Scotland
Switzerland
Norway
Austria
Finland
Greece
Poland
Italy

163 212

132

Total Households

Immigration Data by Number of Households

Ethnicity of First Generation
Americans

W 1900
01910
§1920

V722,

V2222222222

8QRRKYE8we

1 Buyo

] C@U@C@U

:m.:mcw
sy
Cm.sbw\_\_m

CME&@MV

W 1900
01910
1920

21



The Newport Avenue District is signficant
for its small-scale residential buildings,
especially three-flats, built with fine
detailing and craftsmanship influenced
by a variety of architectural styles.
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Criterion 6: Distinctive Theme as a District

Its representation of an architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social, or other theme
expressed through distinctive areas, districts, places, buildings, structures, works of art,
or other objects that may or may not be contiguous.

. TheNewport AvenueDistrict displaysadistinct visual unity and streetscapebasedona
cons stent scale, building setbacks, design, size, useof materials, and overall detailing.

. TheNewport AvenueDistrict createsadistinctiveand recogni zabl e sense of
placewithinthelarger LakeView neighborhood.

Integrity Criterion

The integrity of the proposed landmark must be preserved in light of its location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship and ability to expressits historic community,
architectural or aesthetic interest or value.

Whileintact resdentia buildingsfromthe 1890sthroughthe 1920sarefound throughout
Chicago, itisunusua tofind ablock-long collection of residencesthat combinethecharacter
andoverall integrity inthemanner that the Newport AvenueDistrict possesses. Morethan 80
percent of thestructuresintheDistrict werebuilt during arelatively short period fifteenyear
periodfrom 1891 to 1906. Theremaining buildingswerecompleted by 1928. Thedistrict
demonstratesexcel lent integrity inbothitsoveral streetscapesandindividua buildings. The
physical character of thesebuildingsintermsof scale, setback fromthestreet, entries, and
general door andwindow configuration haveremained cons stent and work together to provide
theonl ooker with astrong senseof theoverall character of the historic streetscapes.

Virtually all of the buildingsretainthemajority of thephysical characteristicsthat definetheir
historicsgnificance. Theseincludehistoricwall materias, including brick and stone, aswell as
finearchitectura detailssuch aspressed-meta bay windows, cornices, and graciousentries.
Additionally, they continueto servethesamefunctionacentury or soafter their construction
withlittlediscernablechangesinstyle. Mostimportantly, theoverall senseof placeremains
strong throughout thedistrict.

Typica changesto buildingswithinthe Districtincludelossof cornices(acommon alterationfor
19"-century Chicago buildings) and replacement of window sash, doors, and porch elements.
Someorigina double-hungwindow sash hasbeenreplaced withlater double-hungor single-
panesash. Original wooden porch decksand stairshavebeen occasionally replaced with
concrete, whileorigina cast-ironrailingshavebeenreplaced withlater wroughtiron. Two
buildingsintheDistrict havehad significant changesto cladding materid s, but they remain
potentidly contributing.

TheNewport AvenueDistrict retainsahigh degreeof overall physical integrity andtheability to
expressitshistoriccommunity, architectural, and aesthetic val uethroughitsindividua buildings
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andthevisually consistent way they relateto each other. TheDistrict’ sstreetscapesare
unusually coherent inscal e, setback, useof traditional materia s(brick, stone, wood, and metal)
andhigtoricornamental styles.

SIGNIFICANT HISTORICAL
AND ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES

Whenever abuildingisunder considerationfor landmark designation, theCommissionon
Chicago Landmarksisrequiredtoidentify the* significant historical and architectural features’ of
theproperty. Thisisdoneto enablethe ownersand the publicto understand which elements
areconsidered most important to preservethehistorical and architectural character of the
proposed landmark.

Based onitspreliminary evaluation of theNewport AvenueDistrict, the Commission staff
recommendsthat thesignificant featuresbeidentified as:

. al exterior building devations, including rooflines, vig blefrom publicrights-of-way.
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ADDENDUM

Newport Avenue District—Map (amended, 2024)

This map is provided for illustrative purposes only;
the district is defined by its legal description.

The Newport Avenue District is located on West Newport Avenue between Halsted and Clark
Streets in the Lake View neighborhood.



Vautravers Building Relocation

Original Address: 945-947 West Newport Avenue
Current Address: 945-953 West Newport Avenue

The Vautravers Building is a c. 1894 apartment building completed during the district’s period
of significance. Research supporting the district’s designation described the Vautravers Build-
ing as:
One of the finest limestone-clad buildings is the Vautravers apartment building located at 947-949 W.
Newport. This rusticated Romanesque apartment building from the district’s earliest period of develop
ment features copper bays detailed in floral and geometric motifs as well as an arched, pedimented en
tranceway. The bracketed cornice, like many others in the District, is made of pressed copper, and caps
the three-story building.

The Commission determined the building to be contributing to the district in 2004 when the
designation report was recommended for approval.

At the time of the building’s completion, the elevated CTA tracks along its east elevation had
yet to be constructed and Newport Avenue was visually uninterrupted by the track system and
its structural supports. The tracks were later added in the early 1900s and, after 100 years of
continuous use, the Chicago Transit Authority embarked upon a Red and Purple Line Moderni-
zation Project (RPM). The project created a need to permanently relocate the Vautravers Build-
ing to remove it from the path of new construction. The relocation plan was approved by the
Permit Review Committee at its July 9, 2020 meeting, in accordance with Municipal Code Sec.
2-120-740 and the building move was completed in August of 2021.

As a result, the geographic boundaries of the district as they appear in the 2005 designation or-
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Above: Relocation plan showing the original building location in yellow and
the proposed new siting in blue. Below: Image from the CTA’s livestream
video of the August 2021 building move.

dinance were amended to accurately reflect the district’s new western terminus on the south
side of Newport Avenue. Changes to the district designation ordinance were limited to address
the relocation of the subject building exclusively. The subject building’s owner of record, the
Chicago Transit Authority, consented to the proposed ordinance amendment.

At the time of writing, and since the building’s relocation, it has received a complete exterior
restoration with no major interior renovations and all mechanicals such as heating, ventilation,
air conditioning, plumbing and electrical have been disconnected or removed. The CTA cur-
rently intends to issue a Request For Proposals (RFP) for redevelopment of the surrounding site
in early 2025.
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