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V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 
1200 Wilmette Avenue 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 
 

                                     (847) 251-2700 

                         FAX    (847) 853-7700 

                                    TDD  (847) 853-7634 

                        EMAIL wilmette@wilmette.com 

 

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD 
OF TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, ILLINOIS HELD IN THE  

COUNCIL ROOM OF SAID VILLAGE HALL, 1200 WILMETTE AVENUE, 
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 27, 2011. 

 
Item: 
 

 The Village President called the meeting to order at 7:33 p.m. 
 

1.0 ROLL CALL: 
 President  Christopher S. Canning 
 Trustees  Alan Swanson 
    Bob Bielinski 
    Mike Basil 
    Cameron Krueger 
    Ted McKenna 
    Julie Wolf 
  
 Staff Present:  Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 
    Kathleen Gargano, Assistant Village Manager 
    John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 
    Michael Zimmermann, Corporation Counsel 
    Barbara L. Hirsch, Deputy Village Clerk 
    John Adler, Director of Community Development 
    Brigitte Mayerhofer, Director of Engineering 
    Bob Amoruso, Finance Director 
 
2.0     APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 
 
 2.1   Trustee Bielinski moved approval of minutes of the Regular Board meeting  
  held September 13, 2011, seconded by Trustee Krueger.  All voted aye, the 
  motion carried. 
 
3.0   PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
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4.0     REPORTS OF OFFICERS: 
 
 
   4.1 Consent Agenda. Trustee Bielinski moved approval of the Consent Agenda as 

follows: 
 

6.11 Temporary Use Permit #2011-TU-26 for the Baker Demonstration School 
Harvest Festival and Hayride to be held October 15, 2011. 

 
 6.21 Approval of Resolution #2011-R-33 approving investments as previously  
  authorized in the Illinois Public Treasurer’s Investment Pool (IPTIP). 
 6.22 Adoption of Ordinance #2011-O-49 amending Chapter 6 of the Village  
  Code to implement a Hotel-Motel Occupancy Tax. 
 6.23 Approval of Economic Incentive Agreement with White Lodging Service  
  Corporation.  
 

6.31 Minutes, Historic Preservation Commission. 
 

 8.1 Notice of vacancy, Historic Preservation Commission.  
 8.2 Notice of vacancy, Appearance Review Commission.  
 8.3 Notice of vacancy, Historic Preservation Commission.  
 8.4 Notice of vacancy, Housing Commission.  
 8.5 Notice of vacancy, Historic Preservation Commission.  
 8.6 Notice of vacancy, Appearance Review Commission.  
 
    Trustee Wolf seconded the motion.  Voting yes:  Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, 
 Krueger, McKenna, Wolf, and President Canning.  Voting no: none.  The motion 
 carried. 

 
 5.0 REPORT OF THE LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER: 
 
  No Report. 
 

 6.0 STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS: 
 
 

       6.1 LAND USE COMMITTEE REPORT: 
 

6.11 Approval of Temporary Use Permit #2011-TU-26 for the Baker 
Demonstration School Harvest Festival and Hayride to be held October 
15, 2011 was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
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 6.12 Plan Commission Report, 2011-P-01, 3201 Old Glenview Road regarding   
 request for PUD Submittal approval for the proposed Planned Unit  
 Development subject to the conditions developed by the Plan Commission  
           and the Site Plan Review Committee. 
 
 Trustee Swanson moved to grant a request for  PUD Submittal approval for  
 the proposed Planned Unit  Development subject to the conditions  
 developed by the Plan Commission and the Site Plan Review Committee, 
 seconded by Trustee Krueger. 
 
 President Canning noted that the request comes with a positive 

recommendation from the Plan Commission. 
 
 President Canning said the Village Board has received several written  
 protests objecting to the approval of the hotel development.  The protests 

reference section 11-13-14 of the Illinois Municipal Code.  If they were 
applicable, the protests would trigger a 2/3 vote of the corporate authorities 
in order to approve the development, that is 5 votes instead of the normal 4 
votes. 

 President Canning said he has reviewed the issue with Corporation 
Counsel and as he understands it, the zoning protest statute also requires 
that 20% of the owners of the frontage proposed to be altered, or the 
frontage adjoining or across an alley; or the frontage directly across the 
street file such a protest in order to trigger the supermajority vote.  

 
 President Canning said the Village has a similar provision in section 20-

4.5.7(b) of the zoning ordinance.  As the Village of Wilmette is a home rule 
municipality, the Village’s ordinance supercedes the statute.  Like the 
statute, the Village ordinance allows this kind of a protest only in the case of 
a zoning text or map amendment.  The White Lodging application is a PUD 
and therefore a special use application, it is not a zoning text or map 
amendment.  Accordingly, the formal frontage protest is not applicable in 
this case.  Let the record reflect that the persons submitting the written 
protests object to the development. Accordingly, the PUD application 
requires the normal four positive votes. 

 
 Mark Sargis, attorney for Chris Johnson, said he would like to point out the 

statutory provision in the municipal code is not pre-empted by the municipal 
ordinance provision.  It does not have a provision in it that home rule units 
are exempt from that provision.  He realizes that the Village’s Municipal 
Code is in the chapter dealing with map amendments and text 
amendments, however the municipal statute talks about alterations and 
amendments to the regulation or the district.  He believes the nature of the 
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proposed PUD triggers that statutory section because it changes the 
alterations. He believes the protest does apply under the terms of the Illinois 
Statutory provision that President Canning cited. 

 
 Gregory Dose attorney for the petitioner White Lodging said he respectfully 

disagrees with Mr. Sargis. 
 
 Mr. Dose said the proposed residence inn is a high end extended stay 

hotel. He reviewed his letter presented to the Village Board addressing the 
conditions recommended by the Plan Commission and Site Plan Review 
Committee. 

 
 Mr. Dose noted that the condition to repair or replace the existing fence 

along the west property with a taller fence would need some type of 
direction from the Village Board.  Surveys indicate that the existing fence 
along the west property line is not on the applicant’s property. 

 
 President Canning asked if the applicant would consider installing a fence 

along their property. 
 
 Mr. Dose said the applicant would consider installing fencing on their 

property. 
 

Mark Ericksson, CSO Architects, reviewed the condition of adding more 
masonry in the proposed hotel to architecturally break up the west side of  
the building. He presented the façade design revisions noting the change in 
color, the sloped roof areas, the use of brick in the lower floors, an 
identifying accent band above the brick, a limestone EIFS, and a darker 
recessed area of the building. 
 
Keith Demchensky, a landscape architect from Norris Design, said he 
surveyed the site for the applicant and identified trees that are 6” or greater 
and also the condition of the trees. 
 
Trustee Wolf said she noticed buckthorn on the property and asked if that 
 would be removed.   
  

 Mr. Demchensky said they would comply with any ordinances for removal 
of buckthorn. 

 
 Trustee Swanson asked why Marriott feels that an 80% ratio is sufficient 

for parking spaces. 
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 Luay Aboona, a traffic engineer with KLOA, Inc. said based on the parking 
generation rates that his firm utilizes most ratios come under 1 parking 
space per room.  Many occupants would stay for business purposes and 
take a taxi from the airport and/or car pool with other business partners. 

 
 Matt Frankowicz, Senior Director of White Lodging, said he agrees with 

Mr. Aboona’s comments as many corporate travelers take taxis to and 
from the airport.    

 
 Trustee Swanson noted in the traffic projections that there is more night 

activity rather than daytime activity. He also asked if the traffic direction 
signals along Old Orchard Road were busier in the evening or the 
daytime. 

 
 Mr. Aboona said traffic was heavier in the evenings at the traffic signal at 

Old Orchard Road. He said Cook County and the Village of Skokie are 
responsible for Old Orchard Road and are looking to upgrade and 
improve the ramp intersection. 

 
 Trustee Swanson said there was some discussion in the Plan 

Commission report regarding the water main and whether it would be 
cross connected into Lockerbie Lane.  

 
 Tom McCabe, SpaceCo Inc., noted where the water main would be 

placed on the diagram provided to the Village Board.  
 
 Trustee Swanson asked for more information regarding the water 

detention on the property. 
 
 Mr. McCabe said there is underground water detention proposed for the 

lot for the storm water.   
 
 Trustee Wolf asked what type of storm they would be designing for water 

detention. 
 
 Mr. McCabe said they used a 100 year storm and calculated what the 

existing release rate is from the site. Currently half the site drains to the 
east and the other half drains to the west.  They are going to set up 
retention so that everything will drain to the east away from the 
neighboring homes. 
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 Trustee Wolf noted there was some discussion at the Plan Commission 
regarding placement of a retaining wall and asked where the retaining wall 
would be built. 

 
 Mr. McCabe said they have proposed to place a retaining wall between 

the two buildings and along the west side of the property.  
 
 Trustee Bielinski noted there was a question in the Plan Commission 

report regarding where the loading would take place on the property. 
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said there would only be small item deliveries and they 

would all come through the front door. 
 
 Trustee Bielinski asked if the parking was sufficient for guests and 

employees.  
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said the parking spaces were sufficient for guests and 

employees as the services would be limited in the hotel.    
 
 Trustee Bielinski noted the petitioner has a franchise agreement with 

Marriott for 20 years but the petitioner could always break the agreement. 
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said the liquidated damages associated with such a 

franchise agreement are significant so it would not be in their best interest 
to have that happen. 

 
 Trustee Basil asked what the projected occupancy rate would be. 
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said they project a stabilized occupancy of mid 70% 

depending upon demand and competitors in the area.  
 
 Trustee Krueger noted there are only stairwell windows on the east and 

west sides of the building.  He asked if the stairwell windows would be lit 
at night as he was concerned about the impact to the neighbors. 

 
 Mr. Erikcsson said he believed they would be lit during the evening due to 

life safety requirements but they would be able to add a shade or blind to 
the window, to reduce the impact on the neighbors. 

 
 Trustee McKenna noted the proposed location is difficult to find from the 

highway, he wondered how they would let the public know how to get to 
the hotel. 
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 Mr. Frankowicz said with the advent of technology, guests would receive 
an email with a map attached. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski asked if there were any issues with the setbacks 

between the sites. 
 
 Mr. Adler said the Fire Department reviewed the proximity of the buildings 

and did not have a concern. The proposed new building will conform to 
the building code. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski asked if Mr. Adler knew if there was any potential for an 

additional office building in the area. 
 
 Mr. Adler said he is not aware of any additional office building plans in the 

area. 
 
 Trustee Bielinski said if the petitioner goes ahead with the building, would 

the water/sewer requirements make the neighborhood water/sewer issues 
better.  

 
 Brigitte Mayerhofer, Director of Engineering, said the existing water 

system is adequate today but there is no doubt that with an easement 
granted by the residents on the south end of the cul-de-sac and the ability 
to loop the Lockerbie water main in with the water main around the hotel. 
There would be a significant public benefit for the residents on Lockerbie 
Lane in the way of water pressure, quality and reliability. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski said given the proposed specifications of the storm water 

and sewers, would there be a possibility of neighbor improvements with 
flooding. 

 
 Ms. Mayerhofer said the proposed water detention would certainly help 

the neighborhood and they would also recommend lining of the sewers in 
the area. 

 
 Trustee Swanson said it is his understanding that an easement needs to 

be granted to loop the sewers and that the developer would fully 
cooperate. 

 
 Mr. McCabe said currently the plan shows the water main to stay looped 

on their property but they are willing to work with the neighbors to loop the 
sewer to their neighborhood. 
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 President Canning noted there were residents at the meeting who would 
like to address the Board. 

 
 Mark Sargis said he was representing Chris Johnson who is a resident at 

118 Lockerbie Lane. Mr. Sargis said he believes the proposed project is a 
very tight plan and will change the character of the area. He disagrees 
with the Village Board’s interpretation of the PUD process and does not 
believe there was community outreach by the petitioner to the residents in 
the area.  He believes the proposed project is a substantial amendment to 
the OR District.  Mr. Sargis does not believe proper buffering will be 
possible for the neighborhood with the proposed project. Mr. Sargis 
respectfully requested more time to address some of the technical issues 
of the project. 

 
 President Canning asked Corporation Counsel to address the written 

protest question. 
 
 Michael Zimmermann, Corporation Counsel, said Mr. Sargis has asked for 

a written determination regarding the applicability of the protests.  Mr. 
Zimmermann said the Village ordinance and the Statute are very similarly 
worded, both apply only to amendments, the law in Illinois is clear, a 
special use is not an amendment. As President Canning previously 
announced, the written protests are not applicable.  The record will state 
that Mr. Sargis objects to the determination but the procedure of the 
Village Board this evening, is that a simple majority will determine the 
request.  

 
 President Canning said he will take the protest under advisement, but four 

votes will be needed to pass the proposed PUD this evening.  If there are 
more than four votes, the issue would be moot. 

 
 Trustee McKenna asked what outcome Mr. Johnson would like regarding 

the project. 
 
 Mr. Johnson said he would like to sit in his home and not look at a six 

story hotel, he believes a hotel will significantly change his life. 
 
 President Canning said he would like to state for the record that there is 

currently a building in an OR District that is as tall as the proposed hotel. 
  
 Candy Paul Gerber, 138 Lockerbie Lane, said she has not been 

contacted by the petitioner and she is certainly concerned with a hotel 
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going up close to her home. She is against having a hotel in the 
neighborhood. 

 
 Paul Berglund, 135 Lockerbie Lane, said he believes it is a bad decision 

to let a hotel be built next to single family residences. He does not believe 
the employees of the hotel will make enough to be able to afford to buy a 
home in Wilmette so there is no public benefit from that.  Mr. Bergren also 
does not believe the tax benefit to the Village will be significant. 

 
 Bob Amoruso, Finance Director, said the numbers generated by White 

Lodging and the property tax bill would be approximately $200,000 to 
$250,000.  Of this amount, approximately $150,000 would be going to  
School District 39, New Trier and other agencies. In terms of the hotel tax, 
it would probably generate about $420,000 a year for the first ten years of 
which they would receive up to $3.2 million and the other $1 million would 
come to the Village but after that the Village would receive the entire 
amount of the tax. 

 
 Beth Benson, 3305 Old Glenview Road, said the hotel is a 24/7 operation. 
 She believes the traffic will change with the proposed new hotel and that 

will change the residents’ lives in regards to walking and riding bikes in the 
area.  

 
 Chuck Goslin, 3305 Old Glenview Road, said he believes the only real 

benefit from the proposed hotel is economic. He said the Village should 
negotiate more benefits with the petitioner. 

 
 Gary Berkovich, 3305 Old Glenview Road, reviewed a presentation he 

provided to the Village Board.  He noted the proposed hotel will cause a 
loss of privacy for the residents, increased traffic, inadequate parking 
provision, hazardous garbage collection and the proposed building is of 
low architectural quality. 

 
 Marina Berkovich, 3305 Old Glenview Road, said she is against the 

general idea of the proposed hotel.  She said she objects to the current 
owner of the property’s garbage collection area.  She presented a letter to 
the Village regarding the current trash area and enclosure relocation. 

 
 Carol Jacobson, 207 Lockerbie Lane, asked the Village Board to consider 

the residents of Lockerbie Lane.  She does not want to look at a large 
hotel from her block. 
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 Randy Gerber, 138 Lockerbie Lane, said he disagrees with White Lodging 
regarding the site lines, buffering areas, the high end, upscale proposed 
building, deliveries, and parking and traffic. He does not believe the 
proposed building fits in the area. 

 
 President Canning called a recess at 10:38 p.m. 
 
 President Canning brought the meeting back to order at 10:43 p.m. 
 
 Jack Rasof, 114 Lockerbie Lane, said he believes the developer 

incorrectly depicted  the placement of the hotel incorrectly from his tree 
site line. The hotel will be between the trees not behind the existing trees. 
 He will also not be able to open his windows during construction.  He also 
noted he has not been contacted by the petitioner. 

 
 Larry Rogers, 213 Lockerbie Lane, said he disagrees with the PUD 

process and does not support the request. 
 
 Craig Petitte, 211 Lockerbie Lane, said he is concerned with the safety of 

the intersection at Old Orchard Road and the noise level that will be 
generated from the roof mechanical equipment. He believes the proposed 
building is too large for the property. 

 
 Mr. Dose said he respects the residents and all their comments and 

concerns.  He believes the parking analysis indicates there is ample 
parking for the proposed building.  He noted there will be no loss of 
greenery due to the water line. He thanked the Village Board for their 
time. 

 
 Trustee Basil said if the neighbors asked for more screening, would White 

Lodging consider planting more evergreens for a buffer.  
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said they would work with the residents regarding 

landscape buffering on the White Lodging property.  
  
 Trustee Krueger asked if the petitioner would be installing a fence all the 

way down the property line with landscape buffering. 
 
 Mr. Frankowicz said they would comply if that was a condition. 
 
 Mr. Adler said the PUD standards contain references to buffering. 
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 President Canning noted that the request tonight is only a preliminary 
PUD approval and there will be a final site plan review. 

 
 Mr. Adler said there will be a final PUD review by the Plan Commission 

and then the Village Board to address conditions for the applicant. 
 
 Trustee Wolf said the existing fence on the neighbors’ property is not that 

tall and she would like to see a higher fence installed with landscape 
buffering.  She would also like to see some landscape islands in the 
parking lot. 

 
 President Canning said he would be concerned with a double fence as it 

becomes a maintenance issue of who takes care of the property in 
between the fences.  He would like to see the existing fence removed and 
then a new fence installed. 

 
 Mr. Dose said they are not able to provide any more parking spaces, so if 

landscape islands were to be created, they would lose some parking 
spaces in the proposed lot. 

 
 Trustee Swanson thanked everyone for attending the meeting this 

evening.  He said he believed that the parking is adequate for the 
proposed project, and the property is properly designed from an 
engineering standpoint.  He said he would strongly urge the property 
owners on Lockerbie to allow the easement that would allow the cross 
connection of the pipe as it is beneficial to the homes on Lockerbie. 

 He believes the issue is how the property is going to be developed and he 
believes the petitioner has done a good job on the impact of the 
development.  He notes they are not building a restaurant in the hotel 
which is a huge concession and the proposed building is behind an office 
building that already exists.  He believes the project will improve the tax 
base and he has not heard anything that would sway him against the 
positive decision recommended by the Plan Commission. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski also thanked the residents for attending the meeting and 

being civil during the process.  He thanked the petitioner for bringing all 
their experts to the meeting to be able to answer questions and concerns 

 raised during the Plan Commission meeting.  He believes economic 
development is a public good and the jobs created are important. The 
project will strengthen the tax base and that provides tax relief to all the 
residents. He believes the project is in the best interests of the community 
as a whole. He will support the request. 
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 Trustee Basil also thanked the neighbors for attending the meetings and 
making sure the right questions are asked and answers are obtained. He 
believes the proposed project is an opportunity for everyone in Wilmette, 
and he does not believe the neighbors’ property values will be negatively 
affected.  Trustee Basil said if the project is approved, he urges the 
petitioner to contact the residents on Lockerbie Lane and be a good 
neighbor.  He is persuaded to vote in favor of the project.   

 
 Trustee Krueger also thanked the neighbors and the petitioner, the 

discussion has been very constructive.  He believes the decision comes 
down to what is the highest and best use of this particular piece of 
property that has been zoned this way for a long period of time but has 
been sitting empty.  He believes the proposed project is a good use, the 
surrounding buildings have enjoyed the fact that the land has been vacant 
for many years.  There is some work that needs to be done particularly 
around mitigating sound, noise and sight for 110, 114, and 118 Lockerbie 
that back up to the site.  He said Marriott is a tremendously good brand, 
and they will provide jobs for the area.  He is concerned about light 
intrusion into the neighbors’ property and the garbage area.  At this time, 
he can support the request. 

 
 Trustee McKenna said he concurs with his fellow trustees’ comments. 
 He believes the use of the new PUD process is designed to handle such a 

development, particularly a hotel.  He said given the location of the 
property, it has always been a candidate for a large scale development. 

 He likes the use for the community and does see a tangible benefit.  
 Trustee McKenna said he believes the proposed use is appropriate for the 

location, but he does note some neighbors are impacted by the height. 
 He thought Mr. Berkovich succinctly identified the neighbors’ concerns. 
 He will support the application. 
 
 Trustee Wolf also thanked the neighbors and the applicant. It is an 

ongoing process and she believes due diligence has been done regarding 
the project.  She agrees with her fellow Trustees’ comments and urged 
the applicant to communicate with the neighbors and build the nicest 
building possible with buffering for the neighbors.  She believes the 
proposed project will be a very good use for the site and brings good 
economic benefit to all in the Village. 

 
 President Canning also thanked the residents and applicant for an orderly 

presentation.  He was very pleased when Marriott approached the Village 
and said they would like to build a hotel in Wilmette because they 
believed Wilmette was a great brand.  He was originally concerned about 
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traffic, storm water, and the residents who would be affected.  He was 
very happy that the proposed project has storm water flowing east, away 
from the residents on Lockerbie Lane.  The traffic seems to be coming off 
Old Orchard Road and not generally impacting Lockerbie Lane, and the 
proposed project is a compatible use in this location. 

 He will support the application. 
 
 Voting yes: Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, Krueger, McKenna, Wolf 

and President Canning.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
 
 President Canning said pursuant to Rule 17, “all regular meetings of the 

Board shall adjourn by 11:30 p.m. unless a majority of the Trustees 
present first agree to continue the meeting for a specific additional amount 
of time.  A motion to continue the meeting shall be non-debatable except 
as to the amount of time.  Any matter not disposed of shall be placed on 
the agenda for the next regular meeting”.   

 
 President Canning noted there are two zoning cases remaining on the 

agenda at this time. 
 
 Trustee Swanson moved to extend the time to 12:30 a.m., seconded by 

Trustee Krueger. 
 
 Voting yes:  Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Krueger, McKenna, Wolf and 

President Canning.  Voting no: Trustee Basil.  The motion carried. 
    
 6.13 Remove from table - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2011-Z-37, 

2000 Central Avenue regarding a request for a 10.59’ side yard adjoining 
a street setback variation to retain an existing accessory structure (play 
house) in accordance with the plans submitted. 

 
 Trustee Swanson moved to remove the item from table, seconded by 

Trustee Bielinski.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 
 President Canning noted there was a letter from the applicant for a 

revised request. 
 
 Dan and Anna Marie Close, petitioners, said after taking into 

consideration the input from the Village Board and fellow neighbors, and 
after meeting with their carpenter and Mr. Adler and Ms. Roberts, they 
propose the following modifications for the tree house; a reduction in the 
requested variance from 10.59’ to 5.6’ (achieved by re-orienting the 
structure to face south), lowering of the overall height by approximately 14 
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inches and opening three of the four sides of the tree house, leaving the 
only covered portion of the tree house to face into their yard.  He hopes 
they have addressed the concerns of the Village Board and the revised 
request will be granted. 

 
 Trustee Basil thanked Mr. Close for making the revised changes. He 

asked if the neighbors were in support of the application. 
 
 Mr. and Mrs. Close said the majority of the neighbors favored the request. 
  
 President Canning noted there were two objection letters submitted by 

neighbors. 
 
 Trustee Wolf said the petitioner said at the previous meeting that they 

would consider a sunset clause to remove the structure in 10 years or if 
they moved.  Was that still a condition for them? 

 
 Mr. Close said they would prefer not to have that clause due to the cost of 

construction and the cost of the revision. 
 
 Trustee Swanson moved to withdraw the original motion and moved to 

grant the request to grant a 5.6’ side yard adjoining a street setback 
variation to retain an existing accessory structure (play house) in 
accordance with the revised plan conditioned upon the structure being 
lowered 14” to a clear height of 13’8 and that three of the four sides of the 
tree house will be open with the only covered portion of the tree house to 
face into the applicant’s yard, seconded by Trustee McKenna. 

 
 Trustee Swanson said he realizes that there are many neighbors who 

approve of the tree house but there are also neighbors who did not 
approve of the structure.  The Village Board wanted to minimize the 
impact and he believes that was accomplished.  He will support the 
revised request. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski said he believes the revisions are reasonable and will  

support the request. 
 
 Trustee Basil thanked the petitioners for trying to accommodate as many 

concerns as possible. 
 Trustee Krueger said he was having difficulty with the large structure that 

had already been built. 
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 Trustee McKenna said he does not believe backyard play structures are 
clearly defined in the Village Code and they are not equally accepted in 
the community.  He believes a committee should discuss and make 
recommendations regarding play structures and urged the Village Board 
to refer the issue to the Land Use Committee. 

 
 Trustee Wolf said she agreed with Trustee McKenna’s comments. She 

appreciates the petitioners’ revisions and believes the structure will be 
greatly improved by the revisions. 

 
 President Canning said he would support the application. 
 
 President Canning noted there was no one else to speak to the 

application.  
 
 Voting yes: Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, McKenna and President 

Canning. Voting no: Trustees Krueger and Wolf.  The motion carried. 
 
 6.14   Remove from table - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2011-Z-07, 

537 Romona Road regarding a request for a 4.59’ side yard setback 
variation to permit the retention of a two-story detached shed in 
accordance with the plans submitted. 

 
 Trustee Swanson moved to remove the item from table, seconded by 

Trustee Bielinski. 
 
 Trustee Swanson moved to grant a request for a 4.59’ side yard setback 

variation to permit the retention of a two-story detached shed in 
accordance with the plans submitted, seconded by Trustee Basil. 

 
 Mark Friedman and Sonya Won, petitioners, reviewed the request in the 

Zoning Board of Appeals report. Ms. Won noted that they thought the 
shed would be a better fit for their property on the current location as a 
garage would have required removing a tree and adding more pavement. 

 Mr. Friedman noted they are only asking for a 4.59’ variance and the only 
neighbors impacted by the shed were in favor of the shed. 

 
 President Canning noted there was not a letter in support from the 

neighbor. 
 
 Ms. Won said they had a list of neighbors who were in favor of the shed 

that they would like to present to the Village Board. 
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 Trustee Swanson moved to accept new evidence, seconded by Trustee  
 Basil. 
 
 President Canning accepted the list of neighbors approving the retention 

of the shed on the property. 
 
 Trustee Swanson asked what the issue of the foundation was in the 

report. 
 
 Ms. Won said the foundation is not adequate but they wanted to come to 

a resolution regarding the placement before they correct the issue. She 
has hired an architect to correct any structural issues if the shed is 
approved. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski noted from the ZBA report that the shed could be moved 

to a different location in the back yard and not require a variation. 
 
 Ms. Won said that was possible but the middle of the yard would not be 

convenient for her children. 
 
 Trustee Bielinski asked if there was any way to minimize the variation. 
 
 Mr. Friedman said the only way to minimize the variation is to move the 

shed. 
 
 Ms. Won said if they could not have the shed where it is currently located 

they would remove the shed and probably build a garage. 
 
 President Canning said he has previously approved requests for garages 

on Romona Road and he believes a garage makes the most sense as the 
Village has a long standing policy of trying to get cars off the street. 

 
 Trustee Basil said even if a variation was approved, the shed would still 

have to be moved to construct the proper foundation so the shed could 
then be moved to a location that does not require a variation.  

  
 Susan Rothschild, 530 Romona Road, said she lives across the street 

and she would like to see that the Village Code is followed. The shed was 
not built to code and she does not believe it is a safe structure. 

 
 Paula Rothschild, 530 Romona, said she can see the structure from her 

house and she does not believe it is an attractive shed.  She also does 



       
 

 17 

not believe it was built correctly since they did not receive a permit for the 
shed. 

 
 Ms. Won said if the shed is not allowed to remain where it is, she will 

pursue a different plan.   
 
 Mr. Friedman said if they remove the shed and put up a garage, they 

would rather have a 2 car garage and that would require removing a tree. 
 
 President Canning noted that it was 12:28 a.m. and a motion to extend 

the time was required to go on. 
 
 Trustee Swanson moved to extend the time until 12:45 a.m., seconded by 

Trustee Wolf. 
 
 Voting yes:  Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, Krueger, McKenna, Wolf 

and President Canning.  Voting no: none. 
 
 Trustee Swanson said the shed is an aesthetic issue due to the height 

and something has to be done for the structural safety and foundation of 
the shed.  He does not believe the request meets the standards for a 
variation. 

 
 Trustee Bielinski said he agreed with Trustee Swanson. 
 
 Trustee Basil said he is sympathetic to the petitioners but the problem is 

the request cannot be minimized.  The shed will have to be moved to pour 
a foundation so the petitioner would then have the opportunity to move 
the shed to a location that is conforming.  He will not support the request. 

 
 Trustee Krueger said he is also sympathetic to the petitioner’s request but 

he cannot support the height or location of the current placement of the 
shed. 

 
 Trustee McKenna said the issue for him is that there is a two story 

structure only one foot from the lot line. He will not support the request. 
 
 Trustee Wolf said she agrees with her fellow trustees. She said the safety 

issue for her is the lack of foundation under the shed.   
 
 President Canning said he concurs with his fellow trustees’ remarks and 

will not support the request. 
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 Voting yes: none.  Voting no:  Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, 
Krueger, McKenna, Wolf and President Canning.  The motion failed. 

 
6.2 FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT:   
 
 6.21 Approval of Resolution #2011-R-33 approving investments as previously  
  authorized in the Illinois Public Treasurer’s Investment Pool (IPTIP) was  
  handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.22 Adoption of Ordinance #2011-O-49 amending Chapter 6 of the Village  
  Code to implement a Hotel-Motel Occupancy Tax was handled with the  
  Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.23 Approval of Economic Incentive Agreement with White Lodging Service  
  Corporation was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 
6.3     ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE REPORT: 

 
6.31 Presentation of minutes of the Historic Preservation Commission meeting 

held May 9, 2011 was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 

6.4     MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT: 
 
No Report. 
 

6.5     PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE REPORT: 
 
 No Report. 
 
6.6     JUDICIARY COMMITTEE REPORT:  
 
 No Report. 
 
7.0     REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES: 
 
 No Reports. 
 
8.0 UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 
 
 8.1 Notice of vacancy on the Historic Preservation Commission due to the  

 term expiration of William Shapiro was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
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 8.2 Notice of vacancy on the Appearance Review Commission due to the  
  resignation of Paul Holzman was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 
 8.3 Notice of vacancy on the Historic Preservation Commission due to the  
  term expiration of Kevin Kilpatrick was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 
 8.4 Notice of vacancy on the Housing Commission due to the term expiration  
  of Polly Kuehl was handled with the Consent Agenda. 
 
 8.5 Notice of vacancy on the Historic Preservation Commission due to the  
  resignation of Raymond Pruchnicki was handled with the Consent   
  Agenda. 
 
 8.6 Notice of vacancy on the Appearance Review Commission due to the  
  resignation of Julie Wolf was handled with the Consent Agenda. 

 
9.0 NEW BUSINESS: 

 
No Report. 

  
10.0    ADJOURNMENT: 
 
  President Canning said a request was made for an Executive Session for the  
  purpose of discussing the purchase of real property pursuant to Section 2 (c) (5) of 
  the Illinois Open Meetings Act. 
 
  Trustee Basil moved to adjourn to executive session at 12:34 a.m. for the  
  purpose of discussing the purchase of real property pursuant to Section 2 (c) (5) of 
  the Illinois Open Meetings Act, seconded by Trustee Krueger. 

 
  Voting yes:  Trustees Swanson, Bielinski, Basil, Krueger, McKenna, Wolf, and  
  President Canning.  Voting no: none. The motion carried. 
 
 The Village Board returned from the Executive Session at 12:44 p.m. 
 
 Trustee Basil made a motion to adjourn the Village Board meeting at 12:45 a.m., 
 seconded by Trustee Krueger. 
 
 All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 
            
      Barbara L. Hirsch 
      Deputy Village Clerk 


