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            1200 Wilmette Avenue 

          WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 
 
          

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, MAY 10, 2016. 

  
The Village President called the meeting to order at 7:39 p.m. 
 

1.0 ROLL CALL 
 President  Bob Bielinski 
 Trustees  Daniel E. Sullivan, Jr. 
    Carol Ducommun 
    Julie Wolf  
    Cameron Krueger 
    Ted McKenna 
    Senta Plunkett 
              
 Staff Present:  Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 
    Michael Braiman, Assistant Village Manager 
    Michael F. Zimmermann, Corporation Counsel 

    Barbara Hirsch, Deputy Village Clerk 
    John Adler, Director of Community Development 
    Brigitte Berger, Director of Public Works & Engineering 
    John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 
  
2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
 
3.0 CONSENT AGENDA 
   

Trustee Wolf moved approval of the Consent Agenda as follows: 
 

3.1 Approval of minutes of the Regular Board meeting held April 26, 2016. 
 

  LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

3.2 Presentation of minutes of the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held April 6,
 2016. 

 
3.3 Report from the Land Use Committee regarding residential short-term rentals. 
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3.4 Appearance Review Commission Report, Case #2016-AR-08, 1100 Central, 
 Unit D, Fonseca Martial Arts regarding a request for a sign variation to display 
 a window sign not fronting a street based on option B submitted.  

 
3.5 Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2016-Z-18, 218 17th Street regarding 
 a request for a 29.41 square foot (0.46%) lot coverage variation and a 445.94 
 square foot (6.98%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a 
 new front porch on the legal non-conforming structure in accordance with the 
 plans submitted; adoption of Ordinance #2016-O-26. 

 
  3.6 Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2016-Z-17, 744 Sheridan Road  
   regarding a request for a 3.1’ side yard setback variation and a 671.77 square 
   foot (4.82%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a two-story 
   addition on the legal non-conforming structure in accordance with the plans  
   submitted - REQUEST TO TABLE TO JUNE 14, 2016  REGULAR  
   VILLAGE BOARD MEETING. 

 

FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

3.7 Approval of April 2016 Disbursement Report. 
 

  ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

3.8 Appointment of Amanda Ault to the Environmental and Energy 
 Commission from May 10, 2016 to May 10, 2019. 
 
3.9 Adoption of Resolution #2016-R-12 authorizing the Wilmette Summer 
 Concert Series. 

 

  MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
   
  3.10 REMOVE FROM TABLE- Adoption of Ordinance #2015-O-51 amending the 
   Village Code to comply with the amendments to the Lake Michigan Water  
   Allocation Rules and Regulations – REQUEST TO TABLE TO MAY 24,  
   2016 REGULAR VILLAGE BOARD MEETING. 
 
  3.11 Approval of contract extension in the amount not to exceed $25,000 with  
   United Septic, Inc., Bristol, IL for catch basin cleaning. 
 
  3.12 Approval of contract at a rate of $65.80 per ton with Compass Minerals  
   America, Inc., Overland Park, KS for the purchase of an estimated 1,600  
   tons of bulk rock salt (2016-2017 winter season). 
 

3.13 Approval of contract in the amount of $178,556 with TranSystems  
 Schaumburg, IL for Central Avenue Phase 1 engineering services. 
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  3.14 Approval of contract in the amount of $48,608 with Gavin Historical Bricks 
   Iowa City, IA for the 2016 Construction Projects. 
 
  PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 

 
  3.15 Introduction of Ordinance #2016-O-21 authorizing an addendum to the  
   Mutual Aid Box Alarm System (MABAS) Agreement. 

 

  JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

  3.16 Presentation of minutes of the Judiciary Committee meeting held February 
   23, 2016. 
 
  3.17 Adoption of Ordinance #2016-O-24 to increase the number of Class Q  
   liquor licenses to allow the liquor commissioner to issue a Class Q liquor  
   license to The Backyard Barbecue (535 Green Bay Road). 
 
  Trustee Ducommun seconded the motion.  Voting yes: Trustees Sullivan, 

Ducommun, Wolf, Krueger, McKenna, Plunkett, and President Bielinski. Voting no: 
none. The motion carried. 

 
4.0 REPORTS OF OFFICERS: 

 
Village Manager Timothy Frenzer said the new website for the Village was 
launched today.  He asked Assistant to the Village Manager John Prejzner to 
review the highlights of the new website. 
 
Mr. Prejzner said the Village’s new website is more user friendly with enhanced 
functionality and a cleaner, easier layout to navigate. The key to the website is 
the responsive design which means it will reshape itself to whatever screen 
format the user has such as a tablet or a smart phone.  He reviewed the various 
highlights of the website such as the Community Portal, live and archived Village 
meetings, online payment methods, service requests, Village meeting schedules, 
agendas and agenda packets, and contact information for Village Hall and the 
Village Board. 
 
There was no report from Corporation Counsel. 
 

5.0 REPORT OF LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER: 
 
No Report 
 

6.0 STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS: 
 

6.1 LAND USE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
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President Bielinski asked Mr. Adler if Item 3.5 could have been approved 
administratively due to the request for a porch variation and the current  

 porch bonus in the Zoning Code. 
 
Mr. Adler said the applicant actually needed a lot coverage variation in 
addition to the floor area variation. There is no porch bonus given for lot 
coverage but the floor area portion of the variation and the porch bonus 
would be a good use of the administrative process. 
 
6.11 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case 

#2016-Z-07, 819 Michigan Avenue regarding a request for a 967.41 
square foot (9.93%) total floor area variation to permit the 
construction of a two-story and second-story addition on the legal 
non-conforming structure in accordance with the plans submitted. 

  
 Trustee Sullivan moved to grant a request for a 967.41 square foot 

(9.93%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a two-
story and second-story addition on the legal non-conforming 
structure in accordance with the plans submitted at 819 Michigan 
Avenue, seconded by Trustee Ducommun. 

 
 Dan O’Bara and Sarah Lyke, applicants, said they recently 

purchased the house at 819 Michigan Avenue which was built in 
1936. He noted that the house has not been renovated since 1936 
so it needs a lot of work. The house was marketed as a tear down 
but they believe it is an architecturally significant house and have 
spent the past six months meeting with architects and builders to 
plan a full renovation of the home. He reviewed the plans as 
presented in the Zoning Board of Appeals report, noting that the 
proposal extends beyond the existing footprint of the home by 11 ½ 
feet and they are also proposing a second floor addition above that. 

 He noted the table outlining the hardships that they have 
encountered while trying to modernize the house. He said they would 
really like to try to save the home noting that they could build a new 
home with more amenities and it would be less expensive.  He said 
the majority of the neighbors are supporting the request for the 
addition and remodel. 

 
 Trustee Sullivan noted there was discussion at the Zoning Board of 

Appeals regarding the unusable attic space.  He asked Mr. O’Bara 
to address why they are not making the attic into a livable area. 

 
 Mr. O’Bara said the attic is not structurally sound for a living space 

due to the construction of the floor joists and roof rafters.  There is 
also a pull down ladder and he does not believe there is a  

 



5/10/16          Approved 5/24/16 

 5 

  
 conceivable way to build stairs to the attic. The attic currently can 

only be used for storage. 
 
 Trustee Sullivan asked how they came up with the addition plan, 

noting they are adding 11 ½ feet to the footprint of the home.  
 
 Ms. Lyke said the addition of the 11 ½ feet for the family room was 

very important to her as the mom of two small children.  They believe 
the size of the family room is very reasonable as compared to other 
homes in the area. 

 
 Trustee Ducommun asked Ms. Lyke why the proposed first floor 

office is important to her. 
 
 Ms. Lyke said she has a full time job working approximately 80 hours 

per week and it is very important to her to be near her family when 
she is working from home. 

 
 Trustee Ducommun said the Zoning Board of Appeals report notes 

that the rooms in the home are livable but not oversized.  She likes 
how the applicants have incorporated the existing breakfast nook 
into the plans and believes that shows discretion in how the plans 
have been designed to use the space wisely. 

 
 Trustee Wolf said she thought the chart showing the thickness of the 

walls of the home was very helpful in reviewing the proposed plans. 
 
 Trustee Krueger said he wrestles with the attic as it could eventually 

be made into a living area if someone wanted to go through the 
expense to do that.  

 
 Mr. O’Bara said trying to remodel the second floor to install stairs is 

only one issue, it would be trying to make the joists in the attic load 
bearing.  He also noted that if the attic is remodeled there would have 
to be windows added as there are currently no windows in the attic.  
The cost of remodeling the attic area would be very costly versus 
adding a family room on the first floor which would be more useful to 
their family. 

 
 Trustee McKenna said traditionally in older homes we do not look at 

lower level and attic space as being prime usable space.  He believes 
there is approximately 500 square feet of space unaccounted for if 
you figure in the usual attic bonus. 
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 Mr. O’Bara said the other issues that contribute to the variation are 

the existing garage, the thick stone walls, and the existing large 
foyer. 

 
 Trustee Plunkett asked for clarification regarding the height of the 

existing home. 
 
 Mr. O’Bara said the existing home is under the maximum height 

allowed by the current Village Code. 
 
 Trustee Plunkett said the applicant has an older home and the height 

is in the attic whereas now, new homes are built with first floor 12’ 
high ceilings, 9’ ceilings on the second floor and smaller attics.  She 
does feel that the applicants are being punished because the height 
is in the attic which they are not using. 

 
 Paul Ozga, architect, said the ceilings are 9’ on the first floor of the 

existing home and 8’6” on the second floor with part of the second 
floor height going into the ceiling support of the attic. 

 
 President Bielinski noted that there are two architects on the Zoning 

Board of Appeals and they commented in the report that the way the 
attic is configured it is not livable space.  

 
 President Bielinski asked if there was anyone present to speak 

regarding the request. 
 
 Scott Waterbury, 825 Michigan, said he is the neighbor to the north 

of the property.  He said the existing home has a lot of character and 
believes what the applicants are asking for is reasonable and he 
would not like to see the house torn down. 

 
 Ray Balzano, 813 Michigan, said he is the neighbor to the south of 

the property. He believes the proposed addition will affect the 
sunlight he currently receives in his second story. 

 
 President Bielinski said if the applicant tears down the home and 

builds a new home, they could build a conforming home with more 
height. 

 
 Mr. Balzano said they built their home in 2001 with second story 

windows as they believed the applicant’s current home was 
oversized and they would not be able to build an addition. 
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 Trustee Krueger asked how Mr. Balzano would feel if the applicant 

tore down the house and built a new one the same way Mr. Balzano 
built his new home. 

 
 Mr. Balzano said he did not believe the applicant would be able to 

build a house as large as the current one.  He also believes that there 
was an error in the Zoning Board of Appeals minutes regarding what 
Mr. Schneider said and the applicant said regarding the sunlight his 
home receives in the afternoon.  

 
 Mr. Balzano also believes the request does not meet the standards 

of review for hardship as they can make reasonable use of the 
property with the current space in the home as the home is already 
quite bulky on the lot. 

 President Bielinski noted that from Mr. Balzano’s site plan, all the 
homes in the area are quite bulky including Mr. Balzano’s. 

 
 Trustee Krueger noted that other homes in the area are larger than 

the applicants because they have built to Village Code and the 
applicant has a large amount of unused attic space. 

 
 President Bielinski said historically, the Village Board has 

accommodated older homes requesting a variation due to unused 
attic space. 

 
 Mr. Balzano said the applicant wants to be compensated for the 850 

square feet of unused space on the third floor/attic and both 
architects on the Zoning Board of Appeals voted against the request. 

 
 President Bielinski said they voted against the request but agreed 

with the applicants’ architect that configured currently, the attic space 
was not suitable for living space. 

 
 Mr. Balzano disagreed as he believes Mr. Merci said there could be 

a structural computation to see if the joists would be able to the load 
from the wall and transfer to the bearing wall.  He said the applicant 
did not present a structural engineer’s report as to the load bearing 
wall. 

 
 President Bielinski said the applicant is not asking to do that in the 

attic space. 
 
 Mr. Balzano said they could get a structural engineer’s report to see 

if the walls were load bearing and then they would not need the 
proposed addition, they could use the third floor. 
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 President Bielinski said it is his understanding from the testimony of 

the architect, who was under oath at the Zoning Board, and our own 
Zoning Board’s architects, that in its current state, the attic is not 
suitable for load. 

 
 Mr. Balzano said he does not believe there is any fact to say that as 

there has not been any study done by a structural engineer. 
 
 Trustee Ducommun thanked Mr. Balzano for his attention to detail 

and expressing his thoughts but from her reading of the report, the  
 applicant is expressing a preference for receiving a variance and 

building the proposed addition or tearing down the house and 
building a new one.  She believes the hypothetical issue of the third 
floor is irrelevant at this time as the applicant does not want to do 
that. 

 Mr. Balzano said if the request is granted then at some point in the 
future the third floor could be improved and there would be a very 
large structure on the lot. 

 
 Mr. O’Bara said the request is within the side yard setback, the lot 

coverage and the impervious surface, not to mention the height 
requirements of the current Village Code.  

 
 Trustee Wolf asked the applicant if they were leaving the current 

historic garage as it is. 
 
 Mr. O’Bara said yes, they are leaving the garage as it is. 
 
 Trustee Sullivan said he believes the Zoning Board was right in their 

decision to have the Village Board discuss the request as the vote 
was 3 positive and 3 negative votes.  He did have some concern 
regarding the size of the variance and the unused space in the attic.  
He believes it would be a lot of work and quite costly to make the 
attic space livable and he does not know where they would be able 
to put a staircase to get up to the attic.  He believes the proposed 
family room is within the lifestyles of today and it is not a large area 
being proposed.  He would love to see the current home preserved 
as he believes it is an asset to the neighborhood and the community. 

 Although the variation appears large, it is actually very reasonable 
and remodeling the home is a big project to preserve the home.  
Based on the issues of the attic and the wasted area of the foyer, he 
will support the request. 

 
 Trustee Ducommun said she will also support the application.  She 

said the home is beautiful and it has not been renovated since 1936. 
 



5/10/16          Approved 5/24/16 

 9 

 
 She would really like to see the home preserved and looking at the 

homes on the street, they all have a lot of bulk on their property. She 
said in reviewing the numbers in the Zoning Board of Appeals report, 
the request minus the attic bonus that is normally given to applicants, 
would be 444 square feet for the proposed addition and there are no 
other variations that are being requested.  She likes that the 
applicants explored a lot of different options and made compromises 
which she appreciates.  She has listened to the neighbors, but 
people that move into the area would like to have the modern 
conveniences of a home and the applicants have made this home  

 work to live like a modern family.  She believes if the variation is not 
granted, the applicants will tear the house down and build a new one.  

 
 Trustee Wolf said there have been many changes in the applicants’ 

area with tear downs and new homes and she thinks it is refreshing 
to see one of the wonderful historic homes preserved.  She knows 
that restoring a home is not easy and you do have to make 
compromises.  The applicant is not increasing the bulk on the 
property very much and it is a minor variance when you take into 
account the unusable space due to the construction of the home in 
1936.  She believes the home will be an asset to the community and 
she is in favor of the request. 

 
 Trustee Krueger said the case is very unusual.  He believes Mr. 

Balzano’s statement that if we approve and grant the variation, we 
are saying the house could be 5,500 square feet.  He understands 
the issues of the third floor and the construction in the attic creates a 
big problem to make it a livable area.  He does not agree with Mr. 
Balzano regarding the plight that is created by blocking the sunlight 
into his home as you cannot control the rights of a neighbor’s 
property. He does not believe a 444 square foot variation is a large 
amount when it will preserve a gorgeous home in the community. He 
will not have a difficult time supporting the request. 

 
 Trustee McKenna said he believed the Zoning Board made the 

decision they had to. He agrees with Trustee Ducommun’s 
comments that everyone would like to have a nice kitchen and a 
family room. He said it has generally been accepted that the attics 
and basements in older homes do not account for much.  What we 
have done in the Zoning Code over the years is to try and help people 
maintain the older homes in the Village.  He is comfortable that the 
applicants have tried to minimize the request. 

 
 Trustee Plunkett said she believes the home is beautiful and thanked 

the applicants for trying to restore it.  She believes if the height of the 
home was redistributed, the request would not be discussed  
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 because it would be a minimal request.  She will support the request 

as they are not exceeding any other variances in terms of bulk on the 
lot, the home looks smaller than any other house on the street and it 
is wonderful to try to preserve it. 

 
 President Bielinski said historically the Village Board has defined 

hardship in different ways for different homes and an older home has 
its own hardships.  He noted that the home was not built to code and 
it has not maximized the space.  As other Trustees have alluded to, 
the Village Board has historically given credit for unusable spaces 
such as attics, basements, large unusable foyers and twelve inch  

 thick walls.  From a hardship point of view, the standards of review 
are met given those facts and circumstances.  From a public policy 
point of view, the Village Board views the hardship in that way,  

 because we believe it is a good thing for property values and the 
community, to preserve the older homes when we can. He will 
support the request. 

 
 Voting yes: Trustees Sullivan, Ducommun, Wolf, Krueger, McKenna, 

Plunkett and President Bielinski.  Voting no: none.  The motion 
carried. 

 
 President Bielinski noted that the Ordinance to approve the variation 

will be on the May 24, 2016 Village Board Consent Agenda. 
  

   6.12 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case  
    #2016-Z-12, 1530 Greenwood Avenue regarding a request for a  
    40.16 square foot (0.64%) lot coverage variation, a 262.5 square 
     foot (4.2%) total floor area variation, a 0.3’ rear yard garage   
    setback variation, a 2.5 square foot (0.2%) rear yard structure  
    impervious surface coverage variation, and a 2.8’ side yard air  
    conditioner setback variation to permit the construction of a two- 
    story addition and a new detached two car garage in accordance  
    with the plans submitted. 

 
  Trustee Sullivan moved to grant a revised request for a 262.5  
  square foot (4.2%) total floor area variation and a 5.0’ side yard air  
  conditioner setback variation to permit the construction of a two- 
  story addition in accordance with the plans as amended at 1530  
  Greenwood Avenue, seconded by Trustee Ducommun. 
 
  Ben Cirrincione, applicant, reviewed his request as presented in the 
  Zoning Board of Appeals report noting the changes he has made to 
  the yard and the front porch.  He said many of his neighbors are in  
  support of the proposed addition.  He noted that he and his wife  
  have four children and the current home only has 3 bedrooms and   
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  one and half bathrooms. The proposed addition will give them  
  another bathroom and a master bedroom.  He noted that they have  
  decided not to pursue a new garage which has lowered the lot  
  coverage variation and the rear yard impervious surface variation. 
   
  Trustee Sullivan said he believes the petitioner has done a   
  phenomenal job on the front yard.  He is concerned with the size 
  of the addition and wondered if they could shrink the request so  
  the floor area variation is not as large. 
 
  Mr. Cirrincione said he does need an office space to work from and  
  it would be quieter for him on the second floor, that is why they  
   
  have requested the space on the second floor.  They also would  
  like to have a master bedroom and bathroom plus a mudroom on  
  the first floor for their four children. 
 
  Trustee McKenna asked if there is a formal living room and dining  
  room on the first floor of the home. 
 
  Mr. Cirrincione said they have a living room but not a dining room  
  as the current open space on the first floor was remodeled by the  
  previous owner.  
 
  Trustee McKenna said the question is how to minimize the request. 
 
  President Bielinski asked the applicant what the hardship is for the  
  variation request. 
 
  Alicia Cirrincione said they would like to have the den on the first  
  floor for guests and if they eliminate the office on the second floor, it 
  would be difficult to put an office on the first floor in the sunroom  
  area.  The office space would be more private and secluded on the 
  second floor. 
   
  Trustee Plunkett asked to clarify where the existing house ends on  
  the plans. 
 
  Mr. Cirrincione said the existing home ends at the sunroom on the 
  first floor and that is only one story.  
 
  Trustee Sullivan asked for clarification regarding the air   
  conditioning variation. 
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  Mr. Cirrincione said the house has air conditioning and they will not  
  be moving the units from the side of the house. He believes the  
  new location along the side of the house will be 7’ from the lot line. 
 
  Mr. Adler said the plans submitted by the applicant show that the  
  air conditioning units will be 5’ from the lot line but he agrees that  
  the numbers might be less. 
 
  Trustee Ducommun said her concern is the amount of space the  
  applicants are asking for. She asked if they considered a smaller  
  amount of space for the proposed addition. 
 
  Ms. Cirrincione said they would have been fine with the amount of  
  space for the addition, had they not added the porch but the front  
  porch was a nice addition to the curb appeal of the home. 
   
  Trustee Wolf said the front porch is wonderful but she believes the  
  proposed addition is large and if the addition was reduced one foot  
  it would make a smaller variation request. 
 
  President Bielinski asked how big the porch was and what the  
  porch bonus was. 
 
 
  Mr. Adler said the porch was 245 square feet and they built the  
  porch approximately 90 square feet bigger than the allowed bonus. 
 
  President Bielinski noted there was no one present to speak for or  
  against the application. 
 
  Trustee Sullivan said the front porch and front yard was a nice  
  enhancement to the home.  He has a concern with the request as  
  there are ways to minimize the request for a lot this size.  He has a  
  difficult time supporting the request as presented. 
 
  Trustee Ducommun said she agrees with Trustee Sullivan.  She  
  also liked the addition of the porch to the home but her concern is  
  the density issue of the proposed addition. 
 
  Trustee Wolf said she is struggling with the request as the Zoning  
  Code was just re-written to control the density on lots.  She would  
  like to see a small addition so the applicant is not asking for such a  
  large variance. 
 
  Trustee Krueger said this is a tough request as he is looking for the  
  hardship for the variation.  It may be that the lot is just too small for   
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  the proposed addition and he has not heard the hardship in the  
  request. 
   
  Trustee McKenna said everyone would like to have more space but 
  he believes adding the porch first has used up the space that they  
  need for a larger addition.  He does not believe the addition would  
  make a big difference to the neighborhood, but he believes the  
  applicant could have reduced the size of the proposed addition and  
  variation. He believes the house will continue to maintain the  
  character of the neighborhood with the proposed addition so he will  
  support the request. 
 
  Trustee Plunkett said the applicants have done a wonderful job with 
  the front porch of the home and she is inclined to give them the  
  extra square feet for the porch but the applicant is still over with  
  square footage for the lot.  It is difficult because when you look at  
  the home, the proposed addition is big compared to the existing  
  house. She would like to see the addition a few feet shorter to  
  accommodate the size of the lot.  
 
  President Bielinski said he has not decided how he wants to vote  
  on the request as it is a small variance but it is difficult to find the  
  hardship. 
 
  Trustee Krueger said granting larger variations for smaller lots  
  begins to change the nature of the neighborhood as parking   
  becomes an issue with larger families and more cars. 
 
  Trustee McKenna said if the home was torn down and a new one  
  built, it would probably cover more area on the lot and be a little  
  bulkier. 
 
  President Bielinski noted that the case would need five votes to 
  overturn the negative recommendation from the Zoning Board of 
  Appeals. 
 
  Voting yes:  Trustee McKenna. Voting no:  Trustees Sullivan,  
  Ducommun, Wolf, Krueger, Plunkett and President Bielinski.  The  
  motion fails. 
 
 6.13 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Appearance Review Commission Report, 

 Case #2016-AR-12, 721  Green Bay Road, Imperial Motors, 
 regarding a request to approve a  sign area variation, sign variation  

  to display three additional wall signs and a roof line design variation 
 and prohibited material variation – REQUEST TO TABLE TO JUNE 

 28, 2016 REGULAR VILLAGE BOARD MEETING. 
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  Mr. Adler said there was a request from the applicant to table 

 the item to the June 28, 2016 Village Board meeting. 
 
  Trustee Sullivan moved to table Case #2016-AR-12, 721 Green Bay 

 Road to the June 28, 2016 Regular Village Board Meeting, seconded 
 by Trustee Ducommun.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 

     
   6.14 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case  
    #2015-Z-32, 701 Laurel Avenue regarding a request for a 6.3’ side  
    yard adjoining a street parking setback variation to permit a parking 
    pad in accordance with the plans submitted. 
     
    Mr. Adler said there was a request from the applicant to table the  
    item to the June 28, 2016 Village Board meeting.  
 
    Trustee Sullivan moved to table Case #2015-Z-32, 701 Laurel  
    Avenue to the June 28, 2016 Regular Village Board Meeting,  
    seconded by Trustee Ducommun.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 
  

6.2 FINANCE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 

 
6.3 ADMINISTRATION STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 

6.4 MUNICIPAL SERVICES STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 

 
6.5 PUBLIC SAFETY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 
Trustee McKenna noted that the Public Safety Committee met earlier this 
evening to discuss updates to the Village Code regarding fire safety and the 
process of the Fire Department’s accreditation process. 
 

6.6 JUDICIARY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 

 

6.7 REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
No Reports. 

 

7.0       NEW BUSINESS 
 
 No Report 
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8.0       ADJOURNMENT 
    

Trustee Wolf moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:46 p.m., seconded by Trustee 
Sullivan. All voted aye, the motion carried. 

 
       
 

Barbara L. Hirsch 
      Deputy Village Clerk 
     
  
 


