1200 WILMETTE AVENUE
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040

AGENDA FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE
PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Village Board Council Chambers
Tuesday, January 28, 2020
7:30 p.m.
1.0

ROLL CALL

2.0

PUBLIC COMMENT

3.0

CONSENT AGENDA
Matters listed for consideration on the Consent Agenda are items of routine
business that ordinarily are not debated by the Village Board. Routine business
may include adoption of ordinances, introduction of ordinances, land use cases
with positive recommendations from a public body, minutes, reports,
appointments, and contracts. Matters referred to a Village Board committee will
not be acted upon until the assigned committee submits its report and
recommendation to the full Village Board. Village Board rules (unless waived by
majority vote) require that Ordinances not related to land use cases be “introduced”
at one meeting and not considered for “adoption” until a subsequent meeting, at
which time they may be discussed.
The Village President will inquire if a member of the Board or member of the public
wishes to discuss any item on the Consent Agenda. If such a request is made, the
item will be removed from the Consent Agenda and taken up by the Village Board
in the order shown. Thereafter, the Village President will request a motion and
second for passage of all remaining items listed. The resulting roll call vote on the
Consent Agenda will be applicable to each remaining agenda item. Any item
removed from the Consent Agenda is subject to a five-minute time limit. Any
agenda item beginning with a 3 is on the Consent Agenda.
3.1

Approval of minutes from the Regular Board meeting held on January 14,
2020.
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LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.2

Presentation of minutes from the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held on
November 20, 2019.

3.3

Presentation of minutes from the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held on
December 18, 2019.

3.4

Presentation of minutes from the Appearance Review Commission meeting
held on December 2, 2019.

3.5

Approval of Temporary Use Permit #2020-TU-01 to allow three food trucks
at the Destination Imagination Regional Tournament being held at Wilmette
Junior High School, 620 Locust Road, on Saturday, February 8, 2020.

3.6

Appearance Review Commission Report, Case #2019-AR-36, 1222
Washington Court, regarding a request for a sign variation; adoption of
Ordinance #2020-O-2.

3.7

Historic Preservation Commission Report, Case #2020-HPC-01,
consideration of a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear
addition, reconstruction of an entry wall and minor exterior repairs to the
local landmark at 507 Lake Avenue (Frank J. Baker House).

3.8

Approval of a four-year contract in the amount of $40,000 with Thompson
Elevator Inspection Services, Mount Prospect, Illinois, for elevator
inspections and plan review services.

FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.9

Approval of a contract in the amount not-to-exceed $22,000 with Foster &
Foster, Inc., Naperville, Illinois, for actuary services.

ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.10

Reappointment of Kent Nusekabel to the Building Code Board of Appeals.

3.11

Approval of a 36-month agreement with Comcast Enterprise Services in
the amount not-to-exceed $55,630 for ethernet dedicated internet service.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.12

Approval of a contract in the amount not-to-exceed $80,000 with Badger
Meter, Inc., Milwaukee, Wisconsin, to furnish new water meters.
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4.0

REPORTS OF OFFICERS
4.1

Proclamation recognizing the Evans Family and Lad & Lassie for their
contributions to the Village of Wilmette.

4.2

Request for an Executive Session to discuss collective negotiating matters
and deliberations concerning salary schedules pursuant to Section 2(c)(2)
of the Illinois Open Meetings Act and to discuss the appointment,
employment, compensation, discipline, performance, or dismissal of
specific employees of the public body pursuant to Section 2(c)(1) of the
Illinois Open Meetings Act.

5.0

REPORT OF LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER

6.0

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS
6.1

LAND USE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
All items listed on the Consent Agenda.

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
No Report.

6.6

JUDICIARY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
No Report.

6.7

REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES

7.0

NEW BUSINESS

8.0

ADJOURNMENT
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 3.1
01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

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, JANUARY 14, 2020.
Village Clerk Timothy Frenzer called the meeting to order at 7:31 p.m.
1.0

ROLL CALL
Trustees:

Daniel Sullivan
Gina Kennedy
Kathy Dodd
Joel Kurzman
Peter Barrow
Senta Plunkett

Absent:

President Bob Bielinski

Staff Present:

Timothy Frenzer, Village Manager
Michael Braiman, Assistant Village Manager
Jeffrey Stein, Assistant Village Manager/Corporation Counsel
Erik Hallgren, Assistant Village Manager
Alex Arteaga, Management Analyst

Village Clerk Timothy Frenzer noted that President Bielinski was absent and asked for
nominations for a President pro tem.
Trustee Dodd nominated Trustee Sullivan, seconded by Trustee Barrow. There were no
objections and President pro tem Sullivan proceeded to preside over the meeting.
2.0

PUBLIC COMMENT
April Cesaretti, 935 Oakwood Avenue, spoke about the Optima Planned Unit
Development. She said she was shocked such a large development is planned
and asked if the Plan Commission gives a positive recommendation, what the next
steps would be. She said she wonders if the public has been adequately informed
about the project. She said she is not in favor of the development and that the
glass and metal design doesn’t fit Wilmette’s “small, charming town.” She said it
appears Wilmette may look like downtown Chicago or Evanston.
Trustee Barrow encouraged Ms. Cesaretti to attend the next Plan Commission
meeting to express her concerns.

01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

Village Manager Timothy Frenzer said staff has done their best to keep the news
media informed of the project’s development and that all public communications
are compiled and presented to the Plan Commission and Village Board. He gave
Ms. Cesaretti a general timeline of the process and said it is possible the case
could come before the Village Board as early as the second meeting in February,
but it would depend on whether or not the Plan Commission felt a thorough review
of the project was completed. Mr. Frenzer directed Ms. Cesaretti to the Community
Development Department’s web page to view the Village Center Master Plan,
which includes information on transit oriented development projects like this. He
said that the Village will communicate to the public when any meetings are
scheduled and assured Ms. Cesaretti that any comments or communications from
residents and businesses will be forwarded on to the Plan Commission and Village
Board.
3.0

CONSENT AGENDA
Trustee Kurzman removed Item No. 3.17 from the Consent Agenda.
Trustee Plunkett moved approval of the remaining items on the Consent Agenda as
follows:
3.1

Approval of minutes from the Regular Board meeting held on December 10,
2019.

3.2

Approval of minutes from the Special Board meeting held on December 16,
2019.

LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.3

Presentation of minutes from the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held on
November 6, 2019.

3.4

Presentation of minutes from the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held on
December 4, 2019.

3.5

Appearance Review Commission Report, Case #2019-AR-36, 1222
Washington Court, regarding a request for a sign variation; introduction of
Ordinance #2020-O-2.

3.6

Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2019-Z-46, 3207 Lake Avenue,
Unit 10A, regarding a request for a special use for a medical/dental clinic,
small to permit the operation of a dental clinic in accordance with the plans
submitted. The use shall run with the use; adoption of Ordinance #2020-O3.

FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
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01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

3.7

Approval of the December 2019 Monthly Disbursement Report.

3.8

Adoption of Ordinance #2019-O-86 re-appropriating unexpended
proceeds of the General Obligation Bonds, Series 2017A, of the Village of
Wilmette, Illinois.

ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.9

Notice of vacancy on the Building Code Board of Appeals due to the term
expiration of Kent Nusekabel.

3.10

Notice of vacancy on the Historic Preservation Commission due to the term
expiration of Melanie Glass.

3.11

Approval of payment in an amount not-to-exceed $41,010 to Tyler
Technologies, Inc., Dallas, Texas, for licensing and support services for the
Tyler Munis Software Application.

3.12

Approval of a five-year contract in an amount not-to-exceed $119,365 to
Proven Business Systems, Schaumburg, Illinois, for the lease of five Xerox
and one Toshiba multifunction copier.

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.13

Presentation of minutes from the Municipal Services Committee meeting
held on November 19, 2019.

3.14

Adoption of Resolution #2020-R-1 to secure $1,200,000 of Motor Fuel Tax
(MFT) funds from the State of Illinois for the 2020 Road Program.

3.15

Adoption of Resolution #2020-R-2 approving a Memorandum of
Understanding between the Village of Wilmette and the Board of Education
of Wilmette Public Schools District 39 for temporary use of School District
property and for construction, operation and maintenance of stormwater
improvements on certain School District owned property.

3.16

Approval of a one-year contract (YR 2020) for routine and emergency tree
removals at the unit prices set forth in the proposal dated December 12,
2019, and an estimated annual cost of $98,623 with Landscape Concepts
Management, Inc., Grayslake, Illinois, and authorization of the Village
Manager to exercise a one-year option (YR 2021) at continuation of fixed
pricing and estimated annual cost of $98,623 subject to prior appropriation.
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01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.18

Approval of a contract in the amount of $263,907 with American Response
Vehicle, Ingleside, Illinois, for the purchase of a 2020 AEV Traumahawk
Ambulance, Type I Ford F-550 4x4, chassis equipped with Stryker Power
Load System and Cot.

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA
3.19

Adoption of Ordinance #2020-O-1 increasing the number of Class M-1
liquor licenses.

3.20

Presentation of minutes from the Judiciary Committee meeting held on
October 18, 2019.

Trustee Kennedy seconded the motion. Voting yes: Trustees Kennedy, Dodd,
Kurzman, Barrow, Plunkett and President pro tem Sullivan. Voting no: none. The
motion carried.
4.0

REPORTS OF OFFICERS
There were no reports.

5.0

REPORT OF LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER
There was no report.

6.0

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS
6.1

LAND USE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
All items listed on the Consent Agenda.

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
3.17

Approval of a contract in the amount not-to-exceed $341,894 with
Currie Motors Fleet, Frankfort, Illinois, for the purchase of five Ford
pick-up trucks, four Police utility interceptors (hybrid) and one Ford
small dump truck chassis.
Trustee Sullivan moved to approve a contract in the amount not-toexceed $341,894 with Currie Motors Fleet, Frankfort, Illinois, for the
4

01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

purchase of five Ford pick-up trucks, four Police utility interceptors
(hybrid) and one Ford small dump truck chassis, seconded by
Trustee Barrow.
Trustee Sullivan asked Trustee Kurzman for comment.
Trustee Kurzman said that he pulled this item off the Consent
Agenda because he wanted to highlight how the Village has taken
steps to operate a greener fleet of vehicles and that the Police
Department has entered into a pilot program to purchase four hybrid
vehicles to operate in the marked-car patrol division. He said during
his first budget process he made a request to investigate lower
emission vehicles and the cost differentials. He said staff has done
an excellent job of sharing green fleet options for vehicle
replacement within the Capital Improvement Project budget. He
said not all types of vehicles deployed for Village operations have
green options and that with some types of specialized vehicles, the
green option is cost prohibitive. While this may feel disappointing,
it’s helpful insight. He said he is pleased that the return on
investment for the hybrid police vehicles warrants the green option
purchase, and he expects there will be more green purchases in the
future. He asked Assistant Village Manager Michael Braiman for an
explanation of return on investment and what process the Village
utilizes when purchasing vehicles for its fleet.
Mr. Braiman said that he is excited about utilizing the hybrid vehicles
in the Police Department, as this is the first year these types of
vehicles will be manufactured and Wilmette will be one of the first
communities to deploy them. He said in this instance, the return on
investment works for the green option because the return on
investment is shorter than the estimated useful life cycle of the
vehicle. He said that Wilmette’s patrol cars have an estimated fouryear life expectancy and the return on investment is a year and a
half. With the medium and heavy duty vehicles in the fleet, they can
be retrofitted but the return on investment is 70 to 100 years. There
are also operational issues. Sixty percent of the fleet is classified
as medium or heavy duty and technology has not advanced far
enough to where those types of vehicles have green options that
are fiscally responsible. He said research shows that within four to
five years, technology may be there and staff will continue to monitor
this. He said currently most of the green options are geared toward
sedans, SUVs and small pick-up trucks. As the technology evolves
to the commercial market, the Village will be at the forefront and will
make recommendations based on the projected return on
investment when those vehicles are available. He noted fleet
vehicles are retrofitted and recycled, so when these hybrid patrol
cars are retired from police duty, they will become fleet vehicles for
5

01/14/2020

Not Yet Approved

staff. Over time, the opportunity exists to extend this program over
all operations.
Trustee Kurzman thanked the Board and staff for the green options
and looks forward to more opportunities to improve the quality of the
fleet going forward. There was no further comment.
Voting yes: Trustees Kennedy, Dodd, Kurzman, Barrow, Plunkett
and President pro tem Sullivan. Voting no: none. The motion
carried.

7.0

6.5

PUBLIC SAFETY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT
All items listed on the Consent Agenda.

6.6

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

6.7

REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES
No Reports.

NEW BUSINESS
There was no new business.

8.0

ADJOURNMENT
Trustee Barrow made a motion to adjourn the Village Board meeting at 7:52 p.m.,
seconded by Trustee Plunkett.
All voted aye, the motion carried.
Respectfully submitted,

Karen Norwood
Deputy Village Clerk
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3.2
1-28-20

1200 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040
MEETING MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 20, 2019
7:30 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Members Present:

Chairman Reinhard Schneider
John Kolleng
Christine Norrick
Ryrie Pellaton
Bob Surman
Maria Choca Urban

Members Absent:

None

Staff Present:

Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development

I.

Call to Order
Chairman Schneider called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

II.

2019-Z-40

435 Prairie Avenue

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
III.

2019-Z-19

624 Elmwood Avenue

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
November 20, 2019 Zoning Board of Appeals

Approved January 15, 2020
1

IV.

2019-Z-35

1 Indian Hill Road

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
V.

Approval of the October 16, 2019 Meeting Minutes
Mr. Kolleng moved to approve the October 16, 2019 meeting minutes.
Mr. Pellaton seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no nays. Motion
carried.

VI.

Public Comment
There was no public comment.

VII.

Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 9:43 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Lisa Roberts
Assistant Director of Community Development

November 20, 2019 Zoning Board of Appeals

Approved January 15, 2020
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2019-Z-40
3.0

435 Prairie Avenue

November 20, 2019

TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Mr. James O’Brien, contractor
830 Park Avenue

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 9.17’ front yard stoop setback
variation, a 14.0’ front yard step setback variation, and a 187.23 s.f.
(13.02%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation to permit the
construction of a front stoop and steps. The Village Board will hear this
case on December 10, 2019.

3.22

Mr. O’Brien said that the applicants are at the meeting, but he can
answer any questions. He is acting on behalf of the applicant.
The home is 100 years old and the lot is very tight. Prairie Avenue offers
challenges for people trying to construct front stoop and stairs. The
stairs are old and not in good repair. The applicants got a permit to do
the work. Their previous contractor was ultimately unable to perform
and the applicants contacted him (Mr. O’Brien) to be the contractor.
The village inspector came to look at the project during the framing
inspection. The inspector said he would like to see a slightly different
detail. The original drawing was inadequate and does not show the
detail. He wanted a drawing that matched the work. They submitted the
drawing to Community Development and then found out that the project
was non-conforming, and a permit should not have been issued.
He was told to go ahead and finish the project and to come before the
board because they would need a variation to build the project. They
need a variation to do anything. That is why they are before the board
tonight.

3.23

Chairman Schneider clarified that the porch and steps were built.

3.24

Mr. Kolleng said that the previous staircase was non-conforming. Now
the new staircase is sited somewhat differently and there are no winding
stairs. It is marginally more non-conforming than the original stairs.

3.25

There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.
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2019-Z-40
5.0

6.0

435 Prairie Avenue

November 20, 2019

VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS
5.1

Mr. Surman said this is a straightforward case. He is not sure if he would
have approved a 6’ depth on the porch if they had come before the board
prior to construction. He agrees that the site is tight and there are
limitations. The previous stair was not safe and did not meet code. He
can support the request.

5.2

Mr. Pellaton agreed. He took some exception from a neighbor who
supported the request. It stated that the hardship was that the previous
stairs were old and decrepit. That is not a hardship. The hardship is
based on lot size or something unique to the property. The contractor
and homeowners did a nice job on the design and implementation. From
the front edge of the steps, it is equal to some other homes on the street.
He can support it. The landing area might have ended up being slightly
smaller if they had come to the board prior to construction.

5.3

Ms. Choca Urban can support the request.

5.4

Chairman Schneider can also support the request. There are similarly
situated front stairways on the block.

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Surman moved to recommend granting a request for a 9.17’ front
yard stoop setback variation, a 14.0’ front yard step setback variation,
and a 187.23 s.f. (13.02%) front yard impervious surface coverage
variation to permit the construction of a front stoop and steps at 435
Prairie Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.
6.11

Mr. Pellaton seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:
Chairman Reinhard Schneider
John Kolleng
Christine Norrick
Ryrie Pellaton
Bob Surman
Maria Choca Urban

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Motion carried.
6.2

Ms. Norrick moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and
recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2019Z-40.
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2019-Z-40

435 Prairie Avenue
6.21

November 20, 2019

Ms. Choca-Urban seconded the motion and the voice vote was all
ayes and no nays.
Motion carried.

7.0

FINDINGS OF FACT UPON WHICH DECISION WAS BASED
The Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request meets the variation
standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance. The physical conditions
of the property, the lot depth and the siting of the house on the lot, impose
upon the owner a particular hardship. The plight of the owner was not created
by the owner and is due to the original development of the lot and house. The
hardship is peculiar to the property in question and is not generally shared by
others. The proposed variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and
air to adjacent properties nor otherwise injure other property. The variation, if
granted, will improve the appearance of the front entrance and will not alter
the essential character of the neighborhood.

8.0

RECOMMENDATION
The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a 9.17’ front
yard stoop setback variation, a 14.0’ front yard step setback variation, and a
187.23 s.f. (13.02%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation to
permit the construction of a front stoop and steps at 435 Prairie Avenue in
accordance with plans submitted.
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2019-Z-19
3.0

624 Elmwood Avenue

November 20, 2019

TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS O N BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Ms. Dina Bair-Maher, applicant
624 Elmwood Avenue

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 396.42 square foot (4.72%)
total floor area variation and a 10.78’ rear yard stair setback variation
to permit the construction of an exterior stairway. The Village Board
will hear this case on December 10, 2019.

3.22

The applicant said that the board has heard this case before. They are
asking for a variance to build a staircase to an existing over-garage deck.
They have used the deck for years. It is part of their property and
backyard. They currently access it through a bedroom window. This is
not a safe way to access property that is part of their usable back yard.
From the plan, it shows the stairs going from the existing deck adjacent
to the garage. They are asking for a small variance. At the last hearing,
Chairman Duffy said it was a de minimis request. He was concerned that
neighbors might not support the request. She did not realize they had to
bring letters to the neighbors. She spoke with all of the neighbors. The
neighbors supported the proposal but there was no proof. They now have
letters of support from neighbors that are adjacent to them. She hopes
that the board will approve the request knowing that the neighbors
support the request.

3.23

Chairman Schneider asked about changes from the last presentation.
They received a negative recommendation at the last hearing. The
Village Board remanded the case to the Zoning Board because there was
new information. What is that new information?
The applicant said that the new information is the letters from the
neighbors, which they did not have before. They did not get a
supermajority from the Zoning Board before. They were given the option
to go before the full board. When they went before the Village Board,
they needed a supermajority. At that time, they got a majority but not a
supermajority. The village president suggested remanding the case to
the Zoning Board and showing them the letters of support.

3.24

Mr. Surman said he only sees one letter of support in the packet.
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2019-Z-19

624 Elmwood Avenue

November 20, 2019

3.25

It was determined where letters were in the packet.

3.26

Mr. Surman was not at the first hearing. He said they are asking for 396
square feet. Is that because the house is already over?
Ms. Roberts said they were granted a floor area variation in 2012 that
included building the garage, which was not there when the applicants
bought the house.
The applicant said that their neighbor did not like the garage placement
at that time and they had to change their plans.

3.27

Mr. Surman clarified that the applicant created the garage and deck
above. They got a variation in 2012 and are asking for a second
variation.
The applicant said that when they moved the garage, the architect failed
to put the stairs back in at that time. Now they are before the board
asking for the stairs. The extra space they are requesting is 26 square
feet.

3.28

Chairman Schneider clarified that they are adding a landing.
The applicant showed a photo of the landing space.

3.29
5.0

There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.

VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS
5.1

Mr. Pellaton said that the applicant stated her reasons for the request
which is very small. He knows two neighbors and spoke with them about
the request. None of the neighbors have any issues with the request. It
is a small area they are requesting. The lot has an odd shape. He can
support the request.

5.2

Mr. Kolleng made the motion at the last hearing and supported the
request at that time. The request is small, and he can support it again.

5.3

Ms. Norrick said she can support the request. She also supported it last
time. She appreciates getting letters of support to verify what the
applicant stated at the last hearing. She can continue to support it.

5.4

Mr. Surman said he can support the request.

5.5

Ms. Choca Urban said she can support the request.
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2019-Z-19
5.6

6.0

624 Elmwood Avenue

November 20, 2019

Chairman Schneider said he can support the request. The hardship is the
property shape. The ask is very small.

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Pellaton moved to recommend granting a request for a 396.42 square
foot (4.72%) total floor area variation and a 10.78’ rear yard stair
setback variation to permit the construction of an exterior stairway at
624 Elmwood Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.
6.11

Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:
Chairman Reinhard Schneider
John Kolleng
Christine Norrick
Ryrie Pellaton
Bob Surman
Maria Choca Urban

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Motion carried.
6.2

Ms. Choca Urban moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report
and recommendation for The Zoning Board of Appeals for case number
2019-Z-19.
6.21

Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays.
Motion carried.

7.0

FINDINGS OF FACT UPON WHICH DECISION WAS BASED
The Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request meets the variation
standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance. The physical conditions
of the property, the lot shape and the siting of the house on the lot, impose
upon the owner a practical difficulty. The plight of the owner was not created
by the owner and is due to the limitations of the house and lot. The difficulty
is peculiar to the property in question. The difficulty prevents the owner from
making reasonable use of the property with safe access to the garage roof deck.
The proposed variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air as
the stairway is open and will have little visual impact. While a setback
variation is necessary, the stairway is far from any habitable structures on
neighboring lots. The variations, if granted, will not alter the essential
character of the neighborhood as the stairway is not visible from the street and
will not add much bulk to the appearance of the home.
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2019-Z-19
8.0

624 Elmwood Avenue

November 20, 2019

RECOMMENDATION
The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a 396.42
square foot (4.72%) total floor area variation and a 10.78’ rear yard stair
setback variation to permit the construction of an exterior stairway at 624
Elmwood Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.
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2019-Z-35
3.0

1 Indian Hill Road

November 20, 2019

TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Mr. Jon Talty, architect
OKW Architects
600 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, IL

3.12

Mr. Dave Schlagater, grounds superintendent
Indian Hill Golf Club

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that there were revised plans submitted, as well as a
revised request. The request is for a variation to permit the expansion of
legal non-conforming uses (Club and Golf Course), a 25.0’ south side
yard adjoining a street setback variation (employee center), a 16.5’ rear
yard of a double-frontage lot setback variation (employee center), a
16.5’ rear yard of a double-frontage lot setback variation (7-bay storage
structure), a 16.5’ rear yard of a double-frontage lot setback variation
(dumpster pad), a 25.0’ north side yard adjoining a street setback
variation (gravel storage pad), a 41.37’ north side yard adjoining a street
setback variation (loading berth), a 9.0’ accessory structure height
variation (employee center), a 2.75’ accessory structure height variation
(equipment wash building), a special use for three accessory buildings
each in excess of 200 square feet, a variation for more than 3 accessory
buildings on a lot, a 2,614.35 square foot (28.13%) south side yard
adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, a 3,130.68
square foot (27.72%) north side yard adjoining a street impervious
surface coverage variation, a 7.5’ rear yard of a double-frontage lot air
conditioner setback variation, a 2.0’ fence height variation, and a fence
openness variation to permit the construction of a one-story employee
center, a one-story equipment wash building, parking lot, and other site
improvements. The Village Board will hear this case on December 10,
2019.

3.22

Mr. Talty is the project architect. He is also a member of Indian Hill
Club. With him at the meeting is the general manager, Jeff Belting; the
site superintendent, Dave Schlagater, and club president, Doug Maybie.
They hope to provide clarity and simplicity to what appears to be a
complex ask.
The board is familiar with this property. It is about two acres. It is a
non-conforming use in a residential neighborhood. The existing
1
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maintenance building, which is part of the Indian Hill campus, is a
structure that is over 50 years old. It is not a structure that can be
improved upon. It was a pre-engineered building. Any improvements to
the site require them to look at new structures for any improvement to
happen.
Turf science is part of a golf course’s stewardship and has evolved
throughout the years. The simple needs of a property and the care and
love of a property requires different things today than it did 40 or 50
years ago.
Aside from the new structures they are proposing, it is important to
reinforce the fact that today there is no storm water management on the
two-acre parcel. Whatever weather events take place, water goes where
it wants to go. As part of the improvement program, they are imposing
a storm water management plan. They will engineer the site to meet and
exceed the village’s requirements. In doing so, they will make not only
the site perform better, but make the lots surrounding the property
perform in a better way.
By improving the site as proposed, there is no additional occupancy or
intensity of use from how it functions today. There are no additional
employees. It is a redistribution of the current employee count, which is
22 people for 9 months of the year.
The club has prided itself on being a good neighbor. They communicate
well with the neighbors. They will continue to do so. They hope that the
efforts they are taking to improve the property are appropriate.
He showed a PowerPoint presentation. The presentation started with a
basic property overview. The building at the bottom of the screen is the
current maintenance building. It is not being considered for
improvement. Some of the functions will move out of the building into
the new accessory buildings and there will be more room for equipment
to have wider berths. Functionally the building will not change.
They are proposing a single-story employee center. Currently at the
south end of the maintenance building are office and employee gathering
spaces. They want to move them to a more appropriate building that
houses showers, offices, and a lunchroom. Indian Hill Club and the
maintenance facility is not different from other businesses. They want
to create a better environment for employees.
The other new accessory structure is an equipment building on the
northern half of the site. It is a single-story building that will
accommodate equipment washing, which does not currently exist. It will
2
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be done in an environmentally sound way. It will allow them to bring
equipment into the building and wash it, drain and capture that water,
gather it in a triple basin under the structure, and dispose of it
appropriately.
To the west of that is pesticide storage. They are isolating pesticides in
their own compartment. To the west of that is sand storage. They had
originally thought about a sand silo, but it was large and tall. The ARC
provided feedback on the silo, as did neighbors. They then decided not
to go with the silo. They will expand the pre-engineered building to
accommodate sand storage. It creates a lot of dust. It is not a healthy
environment for staff. With the particular material they are using, it will
make things better.
Other areas impacting setbacks and height requirements are a pad to the
west, which is made of concrete and will house two 30-yard dumpsters.
It is important to note that the site is haphazard. Over time, they
developed habits to get in and out and for circulation. One of the primary
goals is to provide order. It is safe, but disorderly and it could be better.
Pedestrian and vehicular traffic will be better defined. People can
navigate the site in a safe way. They will engineer the site to ensure that
storm water management is part of the overall solution.
3.23

Chairman Schneider asked what was going to be in the storage bin.
Mr. Talty said that those bins are painted CMU bays about 4’ high. They
are partitioning topsoil, other types of sand, mulch, and gravel, things
that are part of the golf course. Now they sit in piles. They want to
provide a dedicated environment so that they don’t spill into each other.
There will be easier access and will look better.

3.24

Chairman Schneider asked about the gravel surface storage pad.
Mr. Talty said that it is dedicated to park tractors so then they won’t be
in the way. The same is with the loading area to the north of the current
maintenance building. Now they park trailers all over and there is no
rhyme or reason. They want to impose order and control. It is best to
provide dedicated space for overnight storage of a flatbed trailer or piece
of equipment, so they are housed and not sitting in the middle of the
site.
There will be dedicated parking at the employee center. Right now, cars
are parked where it is dry, wherever it is level, and wherever the car is
out of the way of other traffic. The parking will include a handicap space
per code. The parking is for employees, visitors, and others. When
3
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employees get there early, they will have a place for their cars.
3.25

Chairman Schneider referenced the 92’3” distance between the back of
the storage bin and front of the equipment building. How was that
measurement determined? Was it based on a turning radius?
Mr. Talty said that the area has no specificity to the number, but it is
important that there is enough real estate on the site to allow for traffic
and equipment to circulate around that area. When they began the
process for the project, they quickly saw that the property was unusual.
It has street frontage on all four sides. They asked where the front yard
was located and how should they address setbacks. They met with staff
more than once.
They started to locate where buildings needed to go. Currently the
property extends to the center line of Kenilworth Avenue, the center
lines of Indian Hill Road, and the center line of Hunter. The village told
them that they would be asking for setback relief because the property
lines do not extend to the center line of the road, but to the edge of the
right-of-way. This is true for everywhere in the village.
As they began the process of setbacks, they were looking at setbacks
from the enter line of Kenilworth Avenue as being 50’.

3.26

Chairman Schneider said that this is the first time he has heard that
argument in terms of setbacks. Are there other examples?
Ms. Roberts said that it is the village’s interpretation to measure from
where the edge of the right-of-way would be.
In discussion about the curb, Mr. Talty said that the curb is not
commensurate with the right-of-way. He showed where the right-of-way
and center line were located. The curb is in between. There is 66’
between the right-of-way and Kenilworth Avenue. From the center line
of Kenilworth Avenue to the new property line would be a 33’
differential. They are proposing that the employee center be 58’ from
the center line of Kenilworth Avenue or 25’ from the edge of the
property.

3.27

Chairman Schneider asked if Mr. Talty said that the existing fence is the
edge of the right-of-way.
Mr. Talty said that this is correct.

3.28

Ms. Norrick clarified that they would be dedicating 33’ of that right-ofway to the village as part of this request.
4
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Mr. Talty said that this is correct.
3.29

Mr. Pellaton asked why the one-story employee center was 24’ high.
Mr. Talty said they wanted the building to have a residential character.
It could be a flat roofed building. They want the environment to be
welcoming. They sit within a residential neighborhood. What they
propose in terms of roof and building materials are that of a residence.
The utility building is an institutional building. They are proposing a
pitched asphalt shingle roof for the employee center. It is 1’ taller than
the current maintenance building is today.
In keeping with the thought of how they approach building architecture,
some buildings are pre-engineered. They want to skin the building with
the same horizontal siding they are proposing for the employee center.
They want it to be consistent with the Indian Hill vernacular. This is a
positive amenity for the club.

3.30

Mr. Pellaton asked if there is a 50’ setback from Indian Hill Road.
Mr. Talty said that there is 50’ to the edge of the equipment wash
building.

3.31

Mr. Pellaton said that on the south side, there is a 25’ setback to the
employee center. What causes them to site it closer to Kenilworth
Avenue than to Indian Hill Road?
Mr. Talty said that part of it had to do with some preliminary storm
water management ideas. He talked about having open space that was
like the open spaces of the golf course. They could gather water in
similar areas. It also had to do with the notion of the need for storage of
equipment that is large like mowers. He is more comfortable with
storage closer to Indian Hill Road and the golf course than Kenilworth
Avenue to the south.

3.32

Mr. Pellaton talked about shifting some structures 25’ to the north. That
would be shifting setback issues from one side of the property to the
other. He wanted to know why there was a 25’ setback on one side and
not the other.

3.33

Chairman Schneider asked Ms. Roberts to clarify what is the difference
between tonight’s case and the Prairie Avenue case, which also had to
do with property lines.
Ms. Roberts said that the plat of survey shows that parcel 3 is the north
half of Kenilworth Avenue.
5
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Chairman Schneider referenced the houses to the south of Kenilworth
Avenue. He asked about a right-of-way to the center of Kenilworth
Avenue. Does the property go to the center of Kenilworth Avenue?
Ms. Roberts said that to her knowledge the property does not go to the
center of Kenilworth Avenue. She said that this might be a historical
holdover from when the area was originally platted.
Mr. Talty said that the homes on the Kenilworth Avenue are to the rightof-way and not to the center line. There were no improvements to the
site for a long time. The current property that the club pays taxes on
goes to the center line of Kenilworth Avenue. This is an unusual
situation and that is the conundrum about setbacks.
He said it was his understanding with staff that when properties are
improved, there was this claw back notion. The village said they would
work with them but told them to understand that the roadway would
become village property. It will not be the club’s property. They told
the village that they understood how that works. He was talking about
the right-of-way to the street.

3.35

Mr. Surman asked who maintained the parkway.
Mr. Talty said that the club has always maintained it and they will
continue to do. All landscape around the perimeter was planted by the
club and they care for it and will continue. That includes the Indian Hill
Road sides as well.

3.36

Chairman Schneider asked if there was an agreement that the club not
disturb the right-of-way and talked about the club closing off half of
Kenilworth Avenue.
Mr. Talty said they cannot close off half of Kenilworth Avenue. There
is a dedicated right-of-way on their property. It is a very unusual
circumstance. There is probably not a site like this in the village.

3.37

Mr. Pellaton said that main change would be reduction in the buildable
area and a reduction in property taxes after the area is deeded back to
the village.

3.38

Ms. Choca Urban said it is right-of-way so they could not possibly have
built on that property.
Mr. Talty talked about impervious surface calculations. The impervious
surface calculations take into account the right-of-way. But they are not
going to benefit from this right-of-way in terms of open space. He
6
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showed what was being counted in impervious surface calculations. He
said an area is currently pervious surface but will no longer be pervious
surface because it won’t be the club’s.
3.39

Ms. Choca Urban said that Mr. Talty said earlier that the 72’ in the paved
area in the center is what was left over. It is 92’ to the edge of the back
and 72’ in terms of maneuvering the vehicle. She is struck that there is
a lot of new construction being proposed and so much of it does not
conform to the ordinance. As they looked at other options, they said they
started from the edge and moved in. Did they think about tightening up
the center? This would fall within the setbacks.
Mr. Talty said they looked at this option. They started at the north and
south and worked in. They are sensitive to the remainder. Equipment
will go in and out. There could be dumpster pickups on the site while
that is happening. There will be staff working in all of the bins and
taking products to the golf course. They are relocating an existing fuel
pump so there will be fueling of tractors and trucks. He said that the site
is chaotic at this time and especially in the summer. Vehicles and people
are everywhere. They want to focus pedestrians and cars that are going
to stay all day on one part of the site. There is a static portion and an
active portion, which relates back to the golf course. Right now, the site
is almost entirely open.

3.40

Ms. Choca Urban said that the site is not pretty at this time. The
applicant is making requests that do not have to occur.
Mr. Talty said he understood where she was coming from. They tried to
create a center called a quadrangle. They want to protect the perimeter
to allow it to be green space, open space, landscaped space, and a buffer
to neighbors to the north, south, and west.

3.41

Chairman Schneider said there are no neighbors to the north, but to the
south and west. Why can’t they do the design 25’ to the north?
Mr. Talty asked what if the parking lot stayed where it is? They don’t
want to bring parking back because it will create more use intensity in
less space. If the building and amenities slid 25’ it would give them
more of a buffer on Kenilworth Avenue. He said that they will consider
that option.

3.42

Mr. Pellaton said no one lives on the 13 th hole, but there are neighbors
on the other side.
Mr. Talty said that the 12 th hole is a par 3 with a giant berm around it.
They were trying to allow for the pesticide building and equipment
7
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storage to sit on the north side. The employee has a positive impact and
they wanted to keep it in line with the residential feel of Kenilworth
Avenue.
3.43

Mr. Pellaton asked about the parking lot setback.
Ms. Roberts said the requirement is 5’ for non-residential uses.

3.44

Mr. Pellaton clarified that the parking lot conforms to the setback
requirements.

3.45

Ms. Choca Urban asked about setback requirements for dumpsters. She
was surprised that dumpsters could be on a site permanently. Are there
regulations about that?
Mr. Talty said that garbage in the dumpsters is not garbage like at
Portillos. It is debris. It is tree limbs from the golf course.

3.46

Mr. Kolleng asked about entering and exiting for the dumpsters. He
assumes trucks will pick them up. Do they come down Indian Hill Road?
Mr. Talty said that everything is off Indian Hill Road. Nothing is off
Kenilworth Avenue and it is for emergencies only.

3.47

Mr. Kolleng referenced the existing brick patio attached to the current
maintenance building. What is that function?
Mr. Talty said that at that end of the building is where current offices
exist, and staff resides. The patio has a picnic table.

3.48

Ms. Choca Urban referenced the revised plans and said it appears as if
the dumpsters are being pushed west closer to Indian Hill Road than they
were in the original plans.
Mr. Talty said that the pad is being slid to the west because where the
sand storage building access point is there used to be a silo that could
be accessed by trucks backing up underneath, filling the truck, and
leaving. Now they need a dedicated overhead door to access it so by
extending the building and removing the sand silo, they needed to push
the dumpsters back into the west setback a bit more than before.

3.49

Ms. Choca Urban asked about other changes to the plan.
Mr. Talty said all changes have been brought to the board’s attention.

3.50

Mr. Surman said that the discussion is getting off track. There is too
8
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much focus on the pieces within it. If someone wants to build a house
and to make the entire first floor a kitchen, that’s okay. Mr. Surman is
an architect and believes that the architects in this case are being
challenged on circulation within the space. Architects can figure out
circulation. He thinks that the board should focus on three items that
impact the perimeter of the property that impact Wilmette residents.
That is the board’s role. He referenced an email received today that
shows cars and vans parked on an adjacent lot. That may be something
that impacts the adjacent neighbor. That is a critical issue the board
should review. The plan is to not have cars there anymore.
Mr. Talty said Mr. Surman brought up a good point. The photos from
the neighbor are addressing the corner piece of property, which is
unincorporated Cook County. This season was unusual season in that
that piece of property has been used for storage during construction of
paddle tennis counts on the property. Building materials were kept there.
Vehicles were also parked there. That open space has been home to
neighbors who host events at their home and require more parking. They
have approached the club about parking cars there. The club said
neighbors could do that. Although the intent is for that area to remain
open space and lawn, is sometimes used for parking by neighbors or by
the club.
3.51

Mr. Surman said that he will wait to hear from the neighbor. He would
think that a reasonable thing to do would have vehicles parked at a
certain setback, so it does not impact the adjacent neighbor.
The second issue impacting the site is the setback of the proposed onestory structure. If they were to mirror the setback that was on Kenilworth
Avenue on the property, where would that be? As one is driving down
Kenilworth Avenue there is the face of the homes that are setback a
certain distance from the curb, he would think that building could be set
back the same distance, so they mirror the setback. He wants to know
what that is.
Mr. Talty said he thought that the setback was 50’. The 58’ is a specific
number based on a conversation with staff. That south line of the
employee center is in line with the properties moving down Kenilworth
Avenue on the north side and that aligns. The original property lines all
went to the center lines of Kenilworth Avenue, so they were set back
50’. There is a 33’ right-of-way and then it was 25’ + 33’ right-of-way
so this is where the 58’ came from. They were trying to align that with
other properties on Kenilworth Avenue.

3.52

Mr. Surman said that he understands the setback is based on the size of
the property, but the setback that the board is looking at should be the
9
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setback that they should mirror to the west. He said if they mirror the
setback, whatever it is, that would be reasonable.
3.53

Chairman Schneider asked about zoning for the properties to the south
side of Kenilworth Avenue. What about for the property in question?
Ms. Roberts said that properties to the south are R1 and this property is
zoned R.

3.54

Chairman Schneider asked about the setback for R zoning.
Ms. Roberts said that minimum front yard setback is 40’ and minimum
for R1 is 25’.

3.55

Mr. Surman noted that they are matching R1 right now.

3.56

Ms. Norrick said that they are proposing to match R1.
Mr. Talty said he understands what Mr. Surman is saying. He said to
look at the context. There are houses across the street on Kenilworth
Avenue. They are asking to be sympathetic with the relationship of that
house to Kenilworth Avenue as it is on the south so that it is the same
on the north.

3.57

Mr. Surman said that the third question is what is the long-term plan for
the current maintenance building. Are they going to return for another
variation?
Mr. Talty said that they need it and will keep and maintain it. They will
do what they need to in terms of maintenance. This building plays a
prominent role on the west side of Hunter.

3.58

Mr. Surman noted that in terms of the setback, the applicant probably
has what is minimum. The lot is deeper so he can see why others would
want the setback to be larger.

3.59

Chairman Schneider asked if it was correct that the applicant would
consider possibly moving the employee center to the north.
Mr. Talty said they would move everything because they need to protect
the zone in the center for traffic.

3.60

Chairman Schneider asked if there was a number that the applicant
would consider.
Mr. Talty said he would need to put pencil to paper, but he would like
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to accomplish 25’. If 25’ can work, they would do it. They would leave
the parking lot where it is.
3.61

Ms. Norrick said if they move another 25’, they actually would be 50’.

3.62

Mr. Surman said he went to the site for the first go around for the case
over the summer. He noticed that dump trucks were parked with their
backs up with weeds around them. He assumes those trucks will be
parked up in the area Mr. Talty was talking about.
Mr. Talty said no one would see it anymore because it will be far
removed from the property’s south side. That type of vehicle would not
be in the new staff parking lot. They wanted to move the less attractive
aspects of the operations to the north half of the site. That is what they
were trying to accomplish.

3.63

The board had no additional questions for the applicant.

3.64

Chairman Schneider asked if there were any comments from the
audience.

(After Section 4.0)
3.65 Mr. Talty said he appreciates all comments and respects them. The
activity level of the site will not increase from what it is today. They are
trying to reorganize how the site functions.
There is no site lighting on the plan. There will be a sconce adjacent to
the front door of the employee center. The sconce is meant to light the
front door when it is dark. The hours of operation will remain as they
are today.
He showed the Kenilworth Avenue elevation. They photoshopped a
series of images. If the employee center were to move to the north by
25’, that would recede and would be less impactful along Kenilworth
Avenue. The landscape has been installed by the club. He took images
from Indian Hill Road and along Kenilworth Avenue. Evergreens
provide 365 days per year opacity to the site from the neighbors across
the street. They tried to work with the neighbors to best offer them the
protection they want relative to the site. The Indian Hill Road perimeter
is hard to landscape. He talked about replacing a fence four years ago.
In some areas landscaping is difficult due to the edge of the pavement
and the fence. Landscape will be inside the fence line which will
continue to buffer sight lines. They will continue to work with
Kenilworth and Hunter neighbors. He did not take a vignette of the
Hunter Road elevation because they were not doing anything along that
edge. He talked about landscape improvements being made to the buffer
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to the east to improve that corridor.
3.66

Mr. Kolleng said one question was about the pad on the north side.
Mr. Talty said the view from the bedroom would not be impacted with
existing landscape.
From the audience, the Nelsons said they look right at that view.

3.67

Mr. Schlagater has been with the club for 26 years. He talked about a
picture from a neighbor’s bedroom window. The picture does not show
that there is 20’ to 25’ distance to landscape that area between their
window and the pad. The club is ready to do that. They have landscaped
for the neighbors before.

3.68

Chairman Schneider referenced page six, the landscape plan.
Mr. Schlagater said that there is a lot of area for the club to landscape
for the neighbors. The pine trees on the south end were done in the last
three years based on a neighbor’s request. The arbor vitae were done at
the same time for a neighbor. They are responsive about buffering their
site. They try to be a good neighbor. They have responded in every case
involving a neighbor about landscaping and/or landscape maintenance.
They volunteered and contributed to the Friends of Thornwood Park in
helping them to clean up.
Regarding the smell that Mr. Nelson brought up, the smell is a result of
the dumpsters they use now. They cannot clean under them as they are
sitting on dirt. They hope to put them on a pad so they can clean up
under the dumpsters. Right now, the site is all dirt and gets dusty in the
summer. The site being clean will eliminate some of the dust.

3.69

Mr. Surman said that the new parking lot has 14 spaces. He asked where
on the site the employees currently park.
Mr. Schlagater said that employees park up against the fence. It is high
ground. The area is not improved. There is one small drain and a little
bit of asphalt.
Mr. Talty talked about storm water management. Every project designed
today is hypersensitive to the issue of storm water management.
Although most of the site is earth, it has been compacted throughout the
years. There is no absorption of rainwater. It sheds off the site in
whatever direction water chooses to go. When re-engineering the site,
no water will be stored on site and it will gather water on the property
and will work in conjunction with the village’s storm water ordinance
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and will be released in an appropriate manner into the system along
Kenilworth Avenue in a more regimented way. He promised no problems
to adjacent properties. It will improve the situation.
3.70

Mr. Kolleng asked if there was any place else on the property that this
could be sited.

3.71

Ms. Norrick added whether even portions of the project could be sited
differently.
Mr. Talty said that there is not another place on the golf property. The
property is maxed out and has always been maxed out. There is no other
place for a maintenance facility. If there was, they would use that space
instead.

3.72

Mr. Surman asked if the club owned the unincorporated portion.
Mr. Talty said they owned that portion. At one point, they considered
putting the employee center there, but it is not large enough. It is best
to keep everything inside the fence where it is not visible. In walking
the perimeter, one cannot see site activities although parts of buildings
are visible. He said that the grade drops down around the property
perimeter. The center line of Kenilworth Avenue is below the grade of
the maintenance building to the north.

3.73

Mr. Surman said he is concerned about the noise issue.
Mr. Talty said there is noise now and there will not be more than there
is now. The intensity of use will not change. It is an active space. The
cars are parked in an orderly way.

3.74

Mr. Surman said that he is still concerned about noise. He is trying to
respond to the neighbor’s concern about noise. If he lived across the
street, he would be concerned about noise. The board has to look at the
hardships that cause this. There has to be a hardship associated with a
variance. He would be concerned about the pad. Not all neighbors are
present tonight. The space has now evolved into a commercial space.
Mr. Talty said the site has always been what it is today. From a noise
pollution standpoint, it will not be worse than it is now.

3.75

Mr. Surman said one consideration might be to not have the lot next to
the building. Maybe parking could go in the unincorporated area and
eliminate the onsite parking.

3.76

Mr. Kolleng asked if the board was looking at the current plans or
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looking at everything moving 25’ to the north.
Mr. Talty said they are willing to move the buildings 25’ to the north to
provide a greater buffer. The parking lot would remain as shown.
3.77

Mr. Surman asked why they would not shift the parking lot.

3.78

Ms. Choca Urban thought that the applicant would move everything 25’
to the north.
Mr. Talty said they are moving the structures 25’ to the north and leaving
the parking lot for the employees as is.

3.79

Mr. Pellaton asked why they would not move the parking lot.
Mr. Talty said the lot is conforming in its current condition.

3.80

Ms. Choca Urban said it would make sense to have it centered on the
building.

3.81

Mr. Kolleng noted that they could put the parking lot there today and
not need any variations.
Mr. Talty said if they can move the parking, they will do so.

3.82

Mr. Pellaton said moving the parking would help neighbors to better
accept the proposal as would a more detailed and more intensive
landscaping plan.

3.83

Chairman Schneider asked if the applicant had to amend the request.
Ms. Roberts said they would need a new site plan and the village staff
would need to do a new analysis. There is not enough information to
amend the request now.

3.84

Ms. Choca Urban said that there is a degree to which the board is
discussing the case on the fly. The sand silo was removed, and a revised
plan provided to the board tonight that includes more impervious surface
than was documented in the materials in the packet. Moving forward
makes her uncomfortable. There is more of a variance being requested
than was documented in what the board has. The concrete pad for
dumpsters has increased. The impervious surface has increased as has
the asphalt pad by bin #1.
Mr. Talty said that the impervious surface to the south along the south
property line will be improved.
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3.85

Ms. Choca Urban said that the packet does not reflect changes made to
the plans received tonight.

3.86

Chairman Schneider asked Ms. Roberts the best way for the applicant to
proceed. Should the applicant request a continuance and provide the
board with new plans?
Ms. Roberts said if the board wants the applicant to explore scooting
things north by 25’, the case would need to be continued.

3.87

Ms. Norrick said that she can see that the applicant is responsive to the
neighbors. But perhaps the club could meet with other neighbors.
Shifting everything north would make those on Kenilworth Avenue
happier, but other neighbors may not be happy. That needs to be vetted
and fully thought out.

3.88

Ms. Choca Urban said it sounds like the case will be continued, but she
is concerned about the height of the employee center and the
environmental center. Those are tall buildings. She has heard nothing
tonight that justifies the height of the employee center or the height of
the environmental center exceeding code. The applicant immediately
jumped to a flat roof and that feels like a scare tactic.
Mr. Talty said he is not trying to scare anyone.

3.89

Ms. Choca Urban said it could be a sloped roof and conform to the 15’
height that the code allows.
Mr. Talty said they can explore a shallow pitched roof. There was a
thought that the proposed roof was more similar to a residential roof
form.

3.90

Chairman Schneider asked the applicant to take all comments into
account.
Mr. Talty asked for a continuance.
Ms. Roberts said that some dates include the December 18, 2019 meeting
or the January 15, 2020 meeting.
Mr. Talty asked if he could get back to Ms. Roberts.
Ms. Roberts said if they do not continue to a specific date tonight, the
applicant would need to redo noticing.
Mr. Talty asked for a continuance to the December 18, 2019 meeting.
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INTERESTED PARTIES
4.1

Persons speaking on the application
4.11

Mr. Mike Thompson
2305 Kenilworth Avenue

4.12

Ms. Jennifer Blade
2309 Kenilworth Avenue

4.13

Mr. and Mrs. Lloyd and Peggy Nelson
2244 Beechwood

4.14

Ms. Debbie Thompson
2305 Kenilworth Avenue

4.2

Summary of presentations

4.21

Mr. Thompson and his wife have lived in the village for over 30 years.
He lives directly across from the Indian Hill maintenance facility. He
has some strong concerns but appreciates the applicant’s presentation.
It is a lot to think about. There is a lot going on. He appreciates the
board’s due diligence.
He submitted his concerns in a letter. While the club has modified
somewhat from the original proposal, he disagrees with the project’s
expansiveness. The overdevelopment of the property represents a
commercialization or an industrialization of a two-acre parcel that is
within the village limits. It is a residentially zoned property. The extent
of the planned over-development is out of character with the residential
neighborhood. Expansion seems imposing and affords the neighboring
R district no buffer from the additional daily maintenance activities.
In 1967, the club obtained a permit from the village for the construction
of the small maintenance building. At that time, he is sure that the
project seemed minimal and reasonable. The building footprint tucked
into a corner of the site. It only took up 10% of the two-acre parcel. It
was probably barely noticeable at the time.
The club now wants to expand operations to cover most of the two-acre
parcel with the addition of a new equipment wash facility, pesticide, and
sand containment. The 2,600 square foot employee center planned
together with the inflation of the fixed 2,200 square foot 7-unit material
storage configuration. The proposed 4,800 square foot 14 space parking
lot and the 1,100 square foot dumpster storage pad, a two-pump fuel
station, and all attendant traffic surface areas, the site is hardly
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consistent with residential zoning. This variance request seems rather
extreme and not at all beneficial or enhancing to the surrounding village
properties either aesthetically or from a property value perspective.
It looks more like a site with much less grass and much more concrete
coverage designed to introduce increased work activity, provide for
more vehicular traffic, and accommodate more onsite employees. The
club says that expansion is needed to provide for increased maintenance
of the golf course. Why should his neighborhood bear the full burden in
meeting the needs? Maybe the club should expand to the open area to
the north of the two-acre parcel. Maybe they would consider using the
one-acre vacant parcel at the one end of the golf course bordering Locust
Road, Winnetka. Both parcels are closer to the golf course than the more
remote village property.
He said that the proposal would make the area more like a commercial
industrial site and is not consistent with the neighborhood. Little has
been afforded the surrounding residential properties in terms of
buffering and insulating residents from expansion and increase
maintenance facility activity. The club is seeking significant relief from
the variation requirements, which are designed to insulate residents from
intrusive neighboring activity.
Setback safeguards need to be more strictly adhered to and should not
be relaxed. 14 years ago, the maintenance facility got a permit for the
construction of new perimeter fencing. The neighborhood residents were
tired of the maintenance building appearance. Over the years, the club’s
interest in maintaining the perimeter within a high standard of
consistency has waned. The fencing has deteriorated and looks shabby
at least along Kenilworth Avenue and Hunter Road.
With the proposal, the club wants to rededicate the perimeter areas back
to the village. He hopes that the village can maintain this area. The
village needs to think long and hard about accommodating the club with
this over-development. If the property is now to become a nonresidential zoned property, there must be an understanding between the
village and the club as to the fullest extent of maintenance and the
ongoing upkeep expectations. The club has chosen to use this residential
property in almost a casual way since the original structure was built in
1967. The club should be expected to maintain and use the grounds in
much the same way as any other owner or occupant of a zoned residential
property.
In considering the matter as presented, he thinks the cart comes before
the horse. It would be negligent to allow the property to be
overdeveloped without first having an understanding and firm
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expectation as to the extent of operational activity at the proposed
expanded facility. It would be just as neglectful to allow the project to
move forward without taking the needed steps to ensure that residents’
concerns and interests come first. Maintaining a true residential
character in this area should be the village’s first and foremost concern.
The village derives little benefit from the tax revenues generated by the
club. And now a neighborhood could be negatively impacted by a
character changing, commercialization, industrialization of the
property. He asks that the board deny the proposal as presented.
He said that the employee center is not a residence and should not be
considered as such. It should be subject to the setbacks as required by
code. This should also apply to the parking lot. The ARC also needs to
review the case. There should be buffering along Kenilworth Avenue
and Hunter Road.
Mr. Kolleng asked if daily operations impacted him.
The neighbor said that they do from a noise standpoint. There is day to
day activity. Trucks move around. The parking lot is proposed to be
closer to Kenilworth Avenue so there will be more vehicle traffic. He is
not sure what to expect. He does not know what kind of vehicles there
will be. He is concerned about what has not been said.
4.22

Ms. Blade is new to the neighborhood. The lengthy list of variances is
notable. They are asking for a lot. She is concerned about property
values. She said she spoke with club representatives before purchasing
the house. She said that they almost did not buy the house. And now to
think that there will be a large increase is concerning. Building the club
up is a big negative. The current configuration blends in better than what
they are proposing. The biggest eyesore is the current maintenance
building. She was concerned about the notes that said shrubbery hides
the building. That is not the case. Everything is visible from her first
floor.
There is a lot of talk about bringing order to the site. She sees it as a
structure that is like Home Depot and it will be across from her house.
Regarding maintenance of the existing building, there is rust and other
areas of disrepair.
She is concerned about the water issue. Regarding the club’s storm water
plans, it is now dirt and it absorbs water. If there is a lot of impervious
surface, the water has to go somewhere. Her previous home had a tear
down behind it and when they built the house it was higher than other
properties. All of the water goes downhill.
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Right now, the village is spending millions of dollars in Thornwood
Park, which is a few blocks away. This proposal could make the problem
worse.
She asked the board to reject the proposal.
Regarding her words about water, Chairman Schneider said that the Site
Plan Review Committee has made comments about the proposal and if
the plan is approved, it would be subject to storm water best management
practices. The applicant will make a commitment to that and it will be
reviewed.
4.23

Mr. Nelson said they live at the corner of Beechwood and Hunter. They
have a 130’ common lot line with the golf course. He sent pictures of
the views from his bedroom windows.
Ms. Nelson said they moved to the house in 1990. The ugly green
maintenance building was there at the time. They are concerned about
the changes. She spoke with club management who walked them around
the site. She can see improvements related to the golf course. She said
people who live on Kenilworth Avenue can see a lot from their second
story.
Ms. Nelson said that their #1 issue is the northeast corner where they
propose to put asphalt paving for equipment staging. It would be part of
his view. He showed a picture of how it looks today. They currently have
a hedge that will be replaced by 50’ x 20’ asphalt. And then they will
store things there permanently and they do not know what will be there.
Replacing the hedge with asphalt is not good for them.
Mr. Nelson said that he sent emails. He said that they don’t want to look at
asphalt paving for equipment staging every morning. He referenced moving
everything 25’ to the north. That also means that their long-range view will change
if that is done. The club has been very cooperative over the years. There is nothing
in the plan that indicates landscaping to shield their view or details to what will be
in that area. Why can’t what be being stored outside be stored inside the building?
Mr. Nelson noted that this is a residential area. Should these types of vehicles be
parked in a residential area? The problem for them is the site view and in trying to
clean up the act, the act has become much larger. He said that there should be
another way to address this issue or address it with neighbors first. No neighbors
that he knows of were approached with these designs prior to getting the case
packet. Dave has described this to them, but Dave cannot make a commitment for
the entire club. They want to get the club what they can settle for.
He has questions that were not addressed specifically such as –
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are working hours going to change?
how many cars will be parked there?
how much equipment will physically be in there compared to what
is there now?
what about sensory characteristics like beeping from vehicles
backing up?
what about the smell from fertilizer?

Those issues were not addressed in the applicant’s proposal. He said
they have lived in their house for 29 years and they don’t want to make
the situation worse.
Mr. Pellaton said that Mr. Thompson noted that general hours are from
7:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Mr. Nelson said the gates open at 6:00 a.m. every day and it goes to
3:00 or 4:00 p.m.
A club representative said that employees arrive before sunrise and will
leave around 2:30 or 3:00 p.m.
Ms. Nelson said they knew this when they bought the house in 1990.
And generally, the club is respectful. But they worry about the asphalt
pad.
Mr. Nelson said the pad is next to their patio. Their lot line runs parallel
to the maintenance building.
Ms. Nelson said that she does not see a lot of maintenance going on in
the parkway area on Hunter. The club’s landscaping is beautiful.
Mr. Nelson said someone made the point of parking cars on the parcel
to the north when they have parties and they do not object to that. They
object to not knowing in advance that something is happening. It is a
noisy operation. This happens about 4 to 5 times per year. He wants to
see the parcel returned to be an open field.
4.24

Ms. Thompson asked if the area where the club now parks cars move
into the parking lot. Will there be lights in the lot? That will impact her
as she is across the street. Arriving before sunrise means that she hears
them if her windows are open. The parking lot is across from her. It is
a concern to have this amount of impervious surface with draining water
that comes toward her. Drainage is already bad. She has a sump pump,
but water is a huge concern.
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(After Section 3.89)
6.0
DECISION
6.1

Mr. Kolleng moved to continue the case to the December 18, 2019
meeting.
6.11

Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays.
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1200 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040
MEETING MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2019
7:30 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

Members Present:

Chairman Reinhard Schneider
John Kolleng
Ryrie Pellaton
Bob Surman

Members Absent:

Christine Norrick
Maria Choca Urban

Staff Present:

Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development

I.

Call to Order
Chairman Schneider called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

II.

2019-Z-44

735 Leamington Avenue

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
III.

2019-Z-35

1 Indian Hill Road

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.

December 18, 2019 Zoning Board of Appeals

Approved January 15, 2020
1

IV.

2019-Z-46

3207 Lake Avenue Unit 10A

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
V.

2019-Z-45

1111 Central Avenue

See the complete case minutes attached to this document.
VI.

Approval of the December 4, 2019 Meeting Minutes
Mr. Kolleng moved to approve the December 4, 2019 meeting minutes.
Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no nays. Motion
carried.

VII.

Public Comment
There was no public comment.

VIII. Adjournment
The meeting was adjourned at 8:38 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Lisa Roberts
Assistant Director of Community Development

December 18, 2019 Zoning Board of Appeals

Approved January 15, 2020
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TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

6.0

735 Leamington Avenue

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Ms. Brenda Remess, applicant
735 Leamington Avenue

3.12

Mr. German Criollo, applicant
735 Leamington Avenue

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Remess said they are asking to continue the request until the January
2020 meeting.

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Kolleng moved to continue the case to the January 15, 2020 meeting.
6.11

Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays (Mses. Norrick and Choca Urban were not present).
Motion carried.
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TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

6.0

December 18, 2019

None

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that the applicant was at the last meeting and was asked
to revise their plans. They are working on the revisions. The village staff
will ask the applicant to renotice the neighbors. She said that the
applicant requested that the case be tabled until the February 5, 2020
meeting.

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Kolleng moved to table the case to the February 5, 2020 meeting.
6.11

Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays (Mses. Norrick and Choca Urban were not present).
Motion carried.
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TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Dr. Aleksandra Glodek applicant
807 Bronston Lane, Highland Park

3.12

Mr. Brendan Reedy
1810 Wagner Road, Glenview

3.2

Summary of presentations

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a special use for a
medical/dental clinic, small to permit the operation of a dental clinic.
The Village Board will hear this case on January 14, 2020.

3.22

The applicant said that the dental office would be in West Lake Plaza.
Several dentists were in that specific space before her. The practice is
described as a small boutique dental practice and will provide up to date
dental therapies. Patients will be seen one at a time. She will provide
general and advanced dentistry that focuses on cosmetic, restorative, and
preventative therapies. She is planning to remodel the space to make it
handicap accessible. She will be a preferred provider for PPO insurance
networks. The office will be open during retail hours including evenings
and weekends. She is an active member of the local community.

3.23

Mr. Surman asked if the previous dentist in the space had the same
number of rooms for procedures.
The applicant said that the previous dentist had three chairs and she
plans to also have three chairs.

3.24

Mr. Pellaton said that the applicant noted she would see one patient at a
time, but there are three chairs.
The applicant said it that her office will book patients one at a time
instead of having patients triple booked. It is a boutique style dental
practice.

3.25

Chairman Schneider asked about the number of staff.
The applicant said there is a dentist, receptionist, and a dental assistant.
That is three at a time at the most. It will be fewer staff than the previous
dentist.
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Mr. Surman noted that the plan is not fully ADA compliant.
The applicant said it is her goal to have the office fully ADA compliant.
There will be modifications to the plan.

3.27

Mr. Surman explained that he is an architect, but the ADA compliant
part is outside of the board’s purview.
The applicant said that the office structure will remain the same – three
operatories, one washroom – but the partitions will be changed.

3.28

Mr. Surman said that the bathroom is not ADA compliant.

3.29

There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.

(after 5.3)
3.30

5.0

Mr. Reedy said he represents the ownership that represents the shopping
center. The parking for the applicant would be open and free as it is for
all shopping center occupants.

VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS
5.1

Mr. Surman said this is a straightforward case as the space was
previously used as a dental office. There will not be an increase over the
past use with parking. He can support the request.

5.2

Mr. Pellaton said he assumes that parking available in the plaza is
available to the applicant’s patients.
The applicant said she thought that the Plaza parking was open to her
clients. A representative of the landlord was at the meeting and perhaps
he could address this question.

5.3

Mr. Pellaton noted that if no parking was available, that would change
the board’s perspective on the case.

(after 3.30)
5.4
Chairman Schneider said that the request conforms with the special use
guidelines. It replaces a similar use. He can support the request.
6.0

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Surman moved to recommend granting a request for a special use
for a medical/dental clinic, small to permit the operation of a dental
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clinic at 3207 Lake Avenue, Unit 10A according to the plans submitted.
The use shall run with the use.
6.11

Mr. Pellaton seconded the motion and the vote was as follows:
Chairman Reinhard Schneider
John Kolleng
Christine Norrick
Ryrie Pellaton
Bob Surman
Maria Choca Urban

Yes
Yes
Not Present
Yes
Yes
Not Present

Motion carried.
6.2

Mr. Surman moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and
recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2019Z-46.
6.21

Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays.
Motion carried.

7.0

FINDINGS OF FACT UPON WHICH DECISION WAS BASED
The Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request meets the special use
standards of Section 5.3.E of the Zoning Ordinance.
The proposed use is the same as has previously occupied the tenant space, this
request with fewer staff and clients. The proposed use is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan to provide a variety of goods and services to markets that
have historically been served by these areas, with West Lake Plaza historically
including personal and professional services. The proposed expanded use will
not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety or general welfare
nor will it be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other property. The proposed
use will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of
surrounding properties nor will it diminish property values. The proposed use
will complement existing businesses. Adequate utilities, road access, and other
facilities already exist. Adequate measures already exist to provide ingress and
egress with the lot to the rear of the building. The proposed expanded use will
be consistent with the community character. No known archaeological,
historical or cultural resources will be impacted. No buffers, landscaping or
other improvements are necessary. No other standards of Article 12 apply.
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RECOMMENDATION
The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a special use
for a medical/dental clinic, small to permit the operation of a dental clinic at
3207 Lake Avenue, Unit 10A according to the plans submitted. The use shall
run with the use.
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TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE
APPLICANT
3.1

Persons appearing for the applicant
3.11

Ms. Jana Bennett, applicant
SkunkWorks Dance

3.2

Summary of presentations.

3.21

Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a special use for an Art Studio
to permit the operation of a dance studio. The Village Board will hear
this case on January 14, 2020.

3.22

The applicant is a professional dancer, choreographer, and former
artistic director of a dance studio in Evanston. She started her own dance
studio 1.5 years ago. They offer pre-professional dance training for
youth ages 3 to 18, adult classes, and specialty programs. They recently
operated their first full session in the village. They have been renting
from Actor’s Training Studio in the Village Center and had a successful
first semester. They now need their own space.
She found that there are only two pre-professional dance studios on the
North Shore and both are in Evanston. Wilmette had a lot less dance
studios than neighboring towns. She is from the North Shore and knows
the area. She saw a need for an elite level dance studio in the village.
She is already operating in the village center and she knows the
clientele. Her business will fit in the village center. The space was a
former dance studio, so they need no build out. Their customers are
youth and their parents. Her business will positively impact other
businesses. She is currently at 1157 Wilmette Avenue. She has been
there since September 2019.
The proposed hours are from 9:30 to 11:15 a.m. and 4:15 to 9:15 p.m.
on weekdays and 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on weekends. They make their
money through studio classes, performing companies, and they will sell
merchandise, which will create tax revenue.
Regarding traffic, their waiting room and front desk area will be towards
the back of the building. There will be no drop off traffic on Central,
which eliminates potential traffic congestion. They will tell customers
to park at Burmeister and Metra lots. This is listed clearly on website.
She then addressed the letter from Kathy Liu, Melody Spa. She said that
she included a wonderful letter from the landlord. The landlord talks
1
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about how confident they are that her business and Melody Spa can coexist next to each other. The landlord will put in a soundproof wall
between the businesses. Although they are a dance studio, music does
not play all the time. Some dance styles do not have music. They use no
microphones. No matter what business goes into that space, a reasonable
amount of sound will be made.
It is a joy for her to be in the village. She is bringing a new business
that will be in the village for many years. Her customers come from
affluent areas and they an invest in the village. Customers are from the
immediate area, Lincoln Park, and Northbrook.
3.23

Mr. Surman asked about the size of classes and number of classes.
The applicant said they cap classes at 20. She subscribes to quality
versus quantity. Every class requires permission by a teacher and she
oversees each class. Currently the average class size is 3.5 students.
They do not see them getting large for a very long time.

3.24

Mr. Surman asked how she would ask people to use the entrance off the
parking lot.
The applicant said they are dead bolting the first door and will put a
huge sign that directs people to the back. Most customers call before
signing up and she tells people on the phone about parking in the back.
They have not had any dedicated parking spaces, but it is an 18-spot
parking lot with four hours of parking. The Burmeister lot is two minutes
away. The farthest lot is 5 minutes away.

3.25

Chairman Schneider asked about any complaints from neighbors in their
current space.
The applicant said that there have been no complaints from neighbors in
their current space.

3.26

Chairman Schneider noted that the landlord indicated they would
soundproof the walls to the east. Is there any criteria he will meet in
terms of decibel level?
The applicant said that no criteria were laid out. She has done a lot of
research and found businesses who have worked with sound issues in
dance studios. There is a specific way to soundproof dance studios. The
contractors assured her that it would work well.

3.27

Mr. Surman asked if the wall went up to the underside of the structure.
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The applicant could not answer this question.
3.28

Mr. Pellaton asked what type of ceiling was in the space.
The applicant said she thought she had a dropped ceiling.

3.29

Mr. Surman noted that the sound buffering must go up to the underside
of the structure or it won’t work well.

3.30

Mr. Kolleng aside how many people were on site during business hours
including instructors and students.
The applicant said average class size is 3.5 students and will probably
go up to 4.5 with the new semester. There is someone at the front desk
and one instructor. Parents may stay on site while others leave to shop
and/or eat.

3.31

Mr. Kolleng asked if there were more people in the night classes.
The applicant said that size is the same overall. No more people at night
than during the day.

3.32

Chairman Schneider asked if the village was involved with the
soundproofing aspect.
Ms. Roberts said that the village would probably not be involved with
this. It is a landlord/tenant issue. The building inspector will ensure that
the installation matches the plans. If the work is not adequate, the
tenants will need to speak with their landlord.

3.33

Chairman Schneider asked if plans would be submitted.
Ms. Roberts said that building plans would be required as will
inspections. Specs and details on soundproofing would be part of the
plans.

3.34

Mr. Pellaton asked if landlord representation was present at the meeting.
The applicant said they were not at the meeting.

3.35

Mr. Kolleng noted that the applicant wanted to grow classes to 20
students.
The applicant said their cap is 20, but that is not her goal. They like to
work individually with students. Her goal is to keep classes small.
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Mr. Kolleng asked how they would reach a cap of 20.
The applicant said they also operated classes in Skokie, which is a bigger
space and classes are larger. Teachers monitor who is coming into
classes. A class of 20 would occur in maybe 5 to 6 years.

3.37

Mr. Pellaton asked about the wall surface adjoining the spa in its
finished form.
The applicant said that the wall adjoining the spa is not the wall with
mirrors. There is already a wall with mirrors. She submitted photos from
a contractor about the actual soundproofing process. There will be
speakers on that wall. She spoke with a sound engineer who said that
sound should be pointed away from that space.

3.38

Mr. Pellaton said if there is a problem with the wall as built, if they
wanted to apply something to that wall like more sound absorbent
material, they could not have mirrors.

(AFTER 4.0)
3.39 Ms. Dibo said that the storefront studio that the applicant is currently
renting is next to a salon. She said that she installed sound panels
because she has musical theater classes and sound was bouncing. She
has not had a problem with complaints from the salon. Sound panels help
the situation.
3.40

Mr. Surman said that sound panels should work if the wall goes up the
underside of the structure next door. A lot of noise comes from electrical
outlets and switches and under the drywall and behind the baseboard.

3.41

The applicant told the board that she is a business owner who believes
in the village. She is Chamber of Commerce member. She knows other
business owners. She is not trying to stop Ms. Liu from having a
wonderful business. The contractors she is consulting with have great
reviews and have worked with dance studios. If needed, she said an
outside inspector could come in to analyze the space for soundproofing.
She said her business will bring money and funding to the community.
She is a young entrepreneur who is passionate and hardworking. She
plans for her business to be in the village for a long time.

3.42

Mr. Kolleng referenced an email from Yvonne Stachyra at Wesley
Realty Group and asked the applicant if she spoke with Yvonne.
The applicant has spoken with Yvonne.

3.43

Mr. Kolleng said that the issue can be dealt with by the landlord or would
4
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the applicant be willing to do the soundproofing. Maybe the landlord
could put soundproofing into the lease. Or the applicant could meet
certain requirements if the landlord didn’t. Before he votes, he wants to
ensure that one of those things will happen.
The applicant said she is willing to do some type of sound reduction.
She came up with a plan to do sound reduction before she knew about
this. She has signed the lease.
3.44

Chairman Schneider asked if the lease addressed soundproofing.
The applicant said that the soundproofing issue had not come up at the
time she signed the lease.

3.45

Mr. Pellaton asked about dance types offered.
The applicant said ballet contemporary urban dance, break dance,
musical theater, jazz, ballet for figure skaters, and a lot of adult
programming.

3.46

Mr. Surman said that since the lease is signed, there is no way to force
the soundproofing issue with the landlord. Would she work with the spa
owner to try to solve any noise issues?
The applicant said she would work to solve noise issues. She was excited
to be next to the massage parlor. She wants to work with Ms. Liu.

3.47

Mr. Surman asked the applicant if she got pricing from contractors.
Would she be okay with having to pay for that work?
The applicant said she could pay for a chunk of the cost of a
soundproofing.

3.48

Chairman Schneider asked about drawings.
The applicant said they do yet have drawings, but they are forthcoming.
She is meeting with Community Development tomorrow to talk about a
permit.

3.49

Mr. Surman asked if the contractors had done sound attenuation, but
have they done the exact kind of work that the applicant needs for sound
attenuation.
The applicant said both contractors have that type of experience. They
contractors have yet to see the space, but they are coming to the space
this week. She has sent pictures.
5

2019-Z-45
3.50

1111 Central Avenue

December 18, 2019

Mr. Pellaton noted that the applicant signed the lease and they have the
email and assurance from the landlord, but there is nothing in writing
and the owner is not soliciting the work. The applicant is getting quotes
from the contractors. What is the process?
The applicant said she would speak with Liucas in Community
Development tomorrow and find out about permitting and start on that.
She is looking to secure a third option for a contractor. She wants to
present the landlord and the spa with the contractor information so both
can do their due diligence. Then she will refer to the landlord about how
to proceed.

3.51

Mr. Surman said that usually before applicants come before the board
for a request like this, they have not signed a signed lease. Then what
does she do?
The applicant said that there is a contingency in the lease that says if
she does not get a permit, then she does not have to fulfill the terms of
the lease.

3.52

Chairman Schneider said that the applicant will be the tenant. The
landlord has given permission to do sound attenuation as needed.
The applicant said that the landlord has agreed to pay for a full
soundproof wall. There is no other work, other than paint, that needs to
be done.

4.0

INTERESTED PARTIES
4.1

Persons speaking on the application
4.11

Ms. Carol Dibo
1600 Washington Avenue

4.12

Ms. Karleen Kelsner
323 Wilshire Drive East

4.13

Ms. Julie Cohen, Hubba-Hubba
1105 Central Avenue

4.14

Mr. Vernon Nolan
1660 Sunset Ridge Road, Northbrook

4.15

Ms. Kathy Liu and Ms. Ivy Liu, Melody Spa
1109 Central Avenue
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4.2

Summary of presentations

4.21

Ms. Dibo said she is the Executive Director and Founder of the Actor’s
Training Center. She is former owner of the Wilmette Theater. She said
that the applicant’s energy and plans is what she, herself, wanted 13
years ago when she began Actor’s Training Center. She has grown quite
a bit. She has brought people from outside the village who come and
spend money in the village. Parents shop and eat. It would be a great
addition to have this business in the village center. Parents often drop
off their children and then find a place to park. She has 150 children per
class and 12 to 15 classes per term. She has not heard a complaint about
not finding parking. She fully supports the proposal.

4.22

Ms. Kelsner supports the proposal. She asked the board to also support
the proposal. She agrees that the business would be a great addition to
the village center and to the community. Her son took classes from the
applicant when she was in Evanston. She is a great teacher and very
responsible. Parents don’t usually watch dance classes. She sees no
problems with traffic. She does not like seeing vacant spaces in the
village center.

4.23

Ms. Cohen owns Hubba Hubba at 1105 Central. She has had her business
for 4.5 years. She grew up in the village. A dance studio would be a
great addition. She gets people shopping at her store from many areas.
She took classes from the studio that was in that spot. No one ever went
in or out the front door and it was always the back door. The landlord is
very accommodating to tenants. He is willing to work to make the
situation amicable. She has had great experiences with him. She wants
to see full store fronts. She supports the proposal.

4.24

Mr. Nolan said his daughter has been with the applicant for four years.
He didn’t know how great Wilmette was until he started dropping his
daughter off for classes. He would also spend money at the spa because
he is there for a few hours. He likes the restaurants and stores. The
applicant brings in professional dancers to perform in intimate settings.
He asked the board to approve the request.

4.25

Ms. Liu had a translator, her sister Ivy Liu, with her at the meeting. She
does not speak good English, which is why the need for the translator.
Ms. Liu came to America from China 3.5 years ago. She is a single mom
with a 14-year-old. Her business provides her only financial support.
For Ms. Liu, the business is hard to build up. She has 95 customers per
day. Spa customers want a quiet and relaxing space. She asked the board
to support Ms. Liu. They tried to work with other businesses, but the
business must prove that they will not disturb Ms. Liu’s clients. Ms. Liu
wants her business to grow.
7
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Mr. Kolleng noted that a dance studio was previously in the proposed
space.
The translator said that was a meditation business.
Mr. Kolleng asked if there were noise issues with that business.
The translator said there was some noise, but not much. That business
was mostly in the morning and when Ms. Liu’s business opened, the
meditation classes were completed.
Mr. Surman asked if there was a tenant on the other side of the spa.
The other side is Big Tomato pizza.
Mr. Surman asked about noise or smells from that business.
The translator said that business is not doing well. They open at 4:00
p.m. There is some business on the weekend. But they turn the music
down during their busy times. Ms. Liu can sometimes smell the pizza.
The two businesses share the same ceiling and basement. The spa can
hear when people walk in and out of the restaurant.
Mr. Surman asked if Ms. Liu understood the soundproof wall that is
proposed.
The translator said Ms. Liu is not an architect. She hopes that the
soundproof wall will work. She said there is no soundproofing in the
basement.
Mr. Surman said he is an architect. If the soundproofing is done properly
it could be loud, but the spa would not hear anything.
Mr. Kolleng asked if the landlord spoke with Ms. Liu.
The translator said she tried to help Ms. Liu call the landlord and
management company, but they try to avoid Ms. Liu.
Mr. Kolleng said a letter from the landlord was sent to Ms. Bennett
saying they would soundproof the area, but it sounds like Ms. Liu did
not get the letter.
The translator said that Ms. Liu went to the property office, but the
manager was not there. The translator called and said she did not want
Ms. Liu’s business to be negatively impacted. They did not answer Ms.
Liu’s. She made another call and spoke with someone who said that the
8
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owner offered to soundproof the applicant’s space. The person she spoke
with is Yvonne, who is the leasing agent.
Mr. Surman asked how the sound would be monitored.
Ms. Roberts said it would be a landlord/tenant issue. The village is not
qualified to say if the wall is effective.
Chairman Schneider clarified that the drawings would contains
soundproof wall specs. Would the village engineer speak to the
soundproofing?
Ms. Roberts said she did not think that the village engineer would speak
on this issue. The plan reviewer may have some experience with this,
but he is not an acoustic engineer.
Mr. Surman said that the board understands Ms. Liu’s concerns and is
trying to balance the situations.
5.0

VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF
APPEALS
5.1

Mr. Pellaton said this is an interesting case. He has bought gift
certificates for the spa. He testified on behalf of the martial arts studio
four years ago because he thought they brought a level of
professionalism to the village and they offered a unique service in the
village. She sees a lot of similarities with tonight’s case and that case.
He has built out offices and did soundproofing at a dance studio at
Francis Parker school in Chicago. Sound attenuation is possible. But it
takes someone who knows what they are doing. It is possible that once
it is done noise is heard and more modifications must be done to increase
its efficacy.
He asked about dance styles because he was concerned about the floor.
He said that the spa owner indicated she heard footsteps but does not
know if she feels the footsteps. That could be an issue since it is one
continuous floor and space.
He is inclined to vote in favor of this request, but his biggest concern is
that the landlord is not at the meeting or anything that compels the
landlord to do the sound attenuation. If the request is not granted, the
landlord might be more motivated and then the applicant could make her
request again.

5.2

Mr. Kolleng said that the concept the applicant is promoting is fine. He
thinks it is a great idea. The board is trying to assess whether another
9
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business would be impacted. If the landlord was at the meeting and said
they would do sound attenuation, that would give more reassurance to
the board. But they are not at the meeting and it is not part of the lease.
The applicant’s class size will range between 3.5 and 4.5 students per
class. The spa has sheets of paper with customer’s signatures and the
customer’s support the spa’s position. The spa’s business is established.
They have a much larger customer base. There is a lot that could put the
spa’s business at risk. The landlord could have eased everyone’s minds
and they didn’t. This creates an issue for him. On balance, the
established business is saying that noise could be a potential problem
for them. He agrees with Mr. Pellaton that if approval was not granted,
perhaps that would force the landlord to put in writing what they would
do.
5.3

Mr. Surman said he understands that no one wants to hurt the spa’s
business. He thinks that the applicant’s business would be great for that
space, but the board must protect the adjacent tenant. Will the
applicant’s use impact the spa? Could the case be continued so that the
landlord could attend the meeting?
Ms. Roberts said that the case could get a negative recommendation from
the board and then the applicant could go to the village board with the
landlord being present or the village board could remand the case back
to the board. Or the applicant can ask for a continuance and return to the
next meeting in January.

5.4

Mr. Surman said if the lease is signed, the clock is ticking to take over
the space.

5.5

Chairman Schneider said he does not think they have a lot of leverage
because they have signed a lease.

5.6

Mr. Kolleng said that there is an escape clause if the special use is not
approved.

5.7

Mr. Surman said it would be beneficial for the applicant to know if the
landlord is really backing them or the applicant might then be stuck with
the bill.

5.8

Chairman Schneider agrees with the above comments. Although he
would like to approve the case, considering that the uses between the
two tenants are so different, one clearly requires calm and quiet and one
is very loud. The building owner should acknowledge this and should
have made a commitment to the board that necessary provisions will be
made so that the adjoining use is not negatively impacted by too much
noise from the applicant’s space. He is not sure he can support this as
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2019-Z-45

1111 Central Avenue

December 18, 2019

presented and without the landlord’s presence.
5.9

Mr. Kolleng asked the applicant what her preference would be regarding
moving forward – having a vote tonight or continuing the case.
The applicant said she understands the options. She said she would like
to continue the case and have the landlord present at the January 15,
2020 meeting.

6.0

DECISION
6.1

Mr. Pellaton moved to grant a request for a special use for an Art Studio
to permit the operation of a dance studio at 1111 Central Avenue in
accordance with the plans submitted. The use shall run with the use.
6.11

6.2

Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion.

Mr. Kolleng moved to continue the case to the January 15, 2020 meeting.
6.21

Mr. Pellaton seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes
and no nays (Mses. Norrick and Choca Urban were absent).
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VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
1200 Wilmette Avenue
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040
MEETING MINUTES
APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION
MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2019
7:30 P.M.
SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM
Members Present:

Charles Smith, Chairman
Nada Andric
Richard Brill
Devan Castellano
Doug Johnson
Mason Miller
Jeffery Saad

Members Absent:

None

Guests:

Ryan O’Donnell, 1146 Wilmette Avenue
Glenn Keefer, 1146 Wilmette Avenue

Staff Present:

Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator

I.

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Smith called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

II.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING
OF NOVEMBER 4, 2019.
Ms. Andric moved to approve the November 4, 2019 meeting minutes. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Brill. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill,
Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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III. CONTINUANCES
Mr. Johnson moved to continue Case 2019-AR-37, 1 Indian Hill Road, Indian Hill Club to
the January 6, 2020 meeting. The motion was seconded by Mr. Brill. Voting yes:
Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Saad.
Voting no: none. The motion carried.
IV. CASES
2019-AR-43
1146 Wilmette Avenue

Ryan O’Donnell
Appearance Review Certificate

Mr. Ryan O’Donnell and Mr. Glenn Keefer introduced themselves as the owners of the
proposed restaurant which is seeking an Appearance Review Certificate.
Mr. O’Donnell and Mr. Keefer provided a description of their background and connection
to the area. They provided some background in the restaurant business and their
connection to the area.
Mr. O’Donnell said the big project is the new windows they are proposing. They would
like to remove the windows and install operable windows that will fold back to create an
open setting to the sidewalk. It will create a more natural light for the restaurant and open
up the action of the restaurant into the street. They are also proposing a new cornice and
base trim for the storefront. They would like to do a white wash stain on the brick to help
differentiate themselves from the pediatric office next door. A small wall sign and blade
sign are proposed.
Mr. Brill asked if the applicant had more detailed drawings of the signs.
Mr. Sivertsen provided the updated drawings showing the name of the business on the sign
instead of the placeholder “restaurant” that was shown in the elevation.
Ms. Andric asked how they came up with the name Sophia.
Mr. Keefer said it was named after one of the daughters of Antione Ouilmette.
Mr. Johnson said as a point of observation that the operable windows at Collectivo coffee
in Evanston have some trouble staying airtight. He warned the applicants to be careful
when selecting the particular door.
Mr. O’Donnell said he would take a look at the doors mentioned by Mr. Smith and thanked
him for his advice.
Mr. Miller asked if the windows would be aluminum on the exterior.
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Mr. Keefer said they would be painted steel.
Mr. Saad asked Mr. Sivertsen if there were any non-conformities with either the signage or
building design that the Commission should be aware of.
Mr. Sivertsen said the applicant had corrected and/or addressed any non-conformities he
discovered during his staff review of the application.
Mr. Saad asked if they had provided an outdoor seating plan to staff.
Mr. Sivertsen said there is room for outdoor seating, however, they had not yet presented
that plan. Outdoor seating is approved by license and does not require a building permit or
commission review.
Mr. Smith said the applicant was proposing four different light fixtures. One of the
proposed fixtures was proposed to be located on the brick wall between the wall and the
back of the awning. He wondered how the fixture would be attached to the wall and
whether or not it would be seen from the side.
Mr. O’Donnell said they were intended to illuminate the wall.
There was discussion on how exactly the fixtures would be installed.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would provide more information on the light fixtures.
Mr. Smith had a question about the white wash and Azek trim.
Mr. O’Donnell said that Azek is a plastic like material that is paintable.
Ms. Andric said her experience with Azek was that it needed to be protected and
encouraged the applicants to review closer.
Mr. Keefer showed an example of the lime wash applied to a similar brick. He said it may
need an additional coat to make sure the brick doesn’t bleed through as much.
Mr. Miller said he is familiar with the product they are proposing for the lime wash. He
thinks it’s a good product for what they are proposing.
Ms. Andric asked how they will be transitioning the storefront with the existing storefront
to the east.
Mr. O’Donnell said there is a reveal in the brick where the two storefronts meet.
Mr. Saad said there were multiple options for the type of molding and trim pieces
proposed. The drawings are leaving some decisions up to the contractor. He would like to
have a little more specificity.
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Mr. O’Donnell said they were open to suggestions by the commission. If there were things
the commission would like to see they could incorporate them into the final plans.
Mr. Smith discussed the durability of materials as it related to the standards.
Ms. Castellano said Azek is more durable than wood.
Mr. Saad said he can see some of the detail of the molding in the section plans, however,
there are some things like the dimensions of the windows and trim that is not shown on the
plans.
Mr. Smith said there were four different types of lighting proposed on the façade. He
asked the applicant to make sure all four light fixtures work together with the white
background. Different colors of lights shining on the façade could look chaotic.
Mr. Smith reviewed the items which the Commission would like further information on
when the applicant comes back to them. He asked the applicant when they would like to be
open.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would like to be open by spring.
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2019-AR-43, granting an Appearance Review
Certificate to remodel the façade including lime-washing the existing brick, and installing
new windows, doors, awnings, lighting, trim and signs with the conditions that final
approval needed for 1) finish materials and colors 2) lighting plan 3) planters and
landscaping 4) profiles of trim 5) full section of front façade showing the crown molding,
doors, windows, canopy and base trim. The motion was seconded by Mr. Saad. Voting
yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and
Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
V.

PUBLIC COMMENT
There were two members of the public in the audience, however, they were students from
Loyola Academy there to observe and did not have any public comment.

VI. ADJOURNMENT
At 8:31 p.m., Mr. Brill moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Miller. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano,
Johnson, Miller, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.5

Community Development
Department
SUBJECT:

2020-TU-01 – 620 Locust Road (Wilmette Junior High School) Three
Food Trucks for Destination Imagination Regional Competition

MEETING DATE:

January 28, 2020

FROM:

Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development

BUDGET IMPACT:

None

Recommended Motion
Approval of a temporary use to permit three food trucks in conjunction with the Destination
Imagination Regional Competition to be held at 620 Locust Road (Wilmette Junior High School)
on Saturday, February 8, 2020.
Background
The Village Code does not permit food trucks however the Village has permitted them when
approved through a temporary use. Section 13.6.C of the Zoning Ordinance authorizes the
Village Board to issue a temporary use permit for the food trucks.
Description
While no temporary use is required for the event, which is taking place indoors at Wilmette
Junior High School, the event is proposed to have three food trucks. Food trucks are not
permitted by the Village Code unless in conjunction with a temporary use. Three food trucks
are proposed to serve tacos, burgers, donuts, and coffee. The event runs from 9:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m., with set-up beginning at 8:00 a.m. and clean up done by 6:00 p.m. The food trucks
are proposed to be on-site from 11:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. with the possibility of a coffee and
donut truck being on-site starting at 9:00 a.m. The food trucks will also require a temporary
food permit to be issued.
Since the proposed activity will continue for five (5) days or less, no notice is required.
Documents Attached
1.0
2.0

Application
Letter

Page 1 of 2

3.0

Site Plan

Page 2 of 2
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.6

Community Development
Department
SUBJECT:

Ordinance Granting Sign Variation for 1222 Washington Court

MEETING DATE:

Ordinance Introduction – January 14, 2020
Ordinance Approval – January 28, 2020

FROM:

Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator

BUDGET IMPACT:

None

Recommended Motion
Move to introduce and subsequently adopt Ordinance 2020-O-02 granting a sign variation for
1222 Washington Court.
Background
The applicant submitted a sign variation request to permit businesses without street frontage
to display awning signs. The Appearance Review Commission reviewed the request at their
November 4, 2019 meeting and voted to recommend granting the variation.
Discussion
An ordinance granting a sign variation has been drafted and will be introduced at the January
14, 2020 Village Board meeting. Ordinances for sign variations are introduced at one meeting
and are available to be voted on at the next meeting.
Budget Impact
There is no impact to the budget.
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3.6

01-14-20

Report to the Village Board
from the
Appearance Review Commission
Recommendation:

The Commission recommends granting a sign variation to allow
businesses without street frontage to display awning signs not
located on the face of the building that contains the primary entry
into the building.

Case Number:

2019-AR-36

Property:

1222 Washington Court

Zoning District:

VC, Village Center

Petitioner:

Donna Byrne

Request:

The petitioner requests a sign variation to allow businesses without
street frontage to display awning signs not located on the face of
the building that contains the primary entry into the building.

Applicable Provisions of
Ordinances:

5.5, Sign Variation
16.10.A.3, Businesses Without Frontage

Meeting Date:

November 4, 2019

Date of Application:

September 5, 2019

Appearance Review
Commission Vote:

Chairman Smith
Commissioner Andric
Commissioner Brill
Commissioner Castellano
Commissioner Johnson
Commissioner Miller
Commissioner Saad

Village Board Date:

January 14, 2020

Notices:

Legal Notice published Wilmette Beacon on October 17, 2019
Certificate of Posting dated, October 11, 2019
Affidavit of Personal Notice dated, October 10, 2019

Report Prepared By:

Lucas Sivertsen, AICP
Business Development Coordinator

Yes
Yes
Yes
Absent
Absent
Absent
Yes

Case 2019-AR-36
1222 Washington Court

Description of the Property
The subject property is located on the north side of Washington Court immediately east of the Wilmette
Metra parking lot. The surrounding uses include a Commonwealth Edison substation to the north and
east, a three-story office building to the south and a commuter parking lot to the west.

Description of Request
The petitioner requests a sign variation to allow businesses without street frontage to display awning
signs not located on the face of the building that contains the primary entry into the building.
Existing signage for second floor businesses is located on the part of the awning located above the
entrance to the second floor. The proposed awning signs would extend nine (9) additional feet to the
east and include the names of two additional businesses. There are currently five businesses that occupy
the second floor. The zoning ordinance allows businesses without street frontage to display one sign in
accordance with applicable sections of the sign code on the face of the building, which is designated by
that business as its primary frontage, and contains the primary entry into the business.
The proposed sign is non-conforming for two reasons. The code specifies the sign must be located on
the face of the building that contains the primary entry into the business. The two proposed signs are
not on the face of the building that contains the primary entry. Secondly, the two proposed signs are not
located above or in front of a common area of the building. They are instead located in front of another
storefront.
In addition, the zoning ordinance permits directory wall or ground signs. Directory signs are signs that
serve as common or collective classification for a group of businesses operating on the same zoning lot.
Directory wall signs are permitted up to 6 square feet in area. Directory ground signs are permitted up
to 16 square feet in area, however, ground signs are permitted for lots with at least 100 feet of frontage.
The subject lot has only 84 feet of frontage.
There are seventeen buildings in Wilmette containing businesses on the second floor. Six of the
buildings do not display exterior signage for their second floor businesses. Ten buildings contain
conforming signs and one building was granted a variation to permit a ground sign on a property with
less than 100 feet of frontage.
Address
340 Ridge Road
809 Ridge Road
444 Skokie Boulevard
1131 Central Avenue
1200 Central Avenue
1215 Washington Avenue
1222 Washington Court
1150 Wilmette Avenue
1213 Wilmette Avenue
3520 Lake Avenue
3612 Lake Avenue

District
Ridge Road
Ridge Road
Ridge Road
Village Center
Village Center
Village Center
Village Center
Village Center
Village Center
West Lake Avenue
West Lake Avenue

Tenants
2 tenants
5 tenants
4 tenants
2 tenants
10+ tenants
6 tenants
5 tenants
6 tenants
2 tenants
3 tenants
4 tenants
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Existing Tenant Signage
Window sign
Wall sign (2 tenants)
Ground sign
Directory wall sign
Ground sign (1 tenant)
Window sign
Subject property
Directory wall sign
Window sign
Wall sign (in front of lobby)
Ground sign (variation for frontage)

Case 2019-AR-36
1222 Washington Court

Zoning Ordinance Provisions Involved
Section 5.5 outlines sign variation procedures
Section 16.10.A.3 describes where businesses without street frontage may display a sign

Action Required
The Village Board may grant a sign variation provided they determine the proposal meets the
following standards of review.
Sign Variation Standards of Review
Unusual Circumstances:
A variation will serve to relieve the petitioner from an unusual difficulty due to the location,
topography, or circumstances on the petitioner’s property or a peculiar attribute existing on the
neighboring property, which directly affects the petitioner’s property.
Character and Appearance:
A variation will be consistent in design and scale with other signs nearby, and will not alter the
essential character of the commercial streetscape in the vicinity of the subject property.
Not Self-Created:
The plight of the property owner was not created by the owner and denial of the variation will
impose undue hardship or difficulty on the owner’s ability to conduct business on the subject
property.
Health, Safety and Welfare:
A variation will not create a traffic or safety hazard and will not impair the utility of
neighboring properties’ signage.
Purpose of Ordinance:
A variation is in harmony with the purpose and intent of the Sign Ordinance.

Case File Documents
Written Correspondence
1.1 Letter from Mike Chookaszian, dated October 23, 2019
1.2 Email from Tim Lenon, dated October 11, 2019
Location Maps and Plans
1.3 Aerial
1.4 Sign Proposal
1.5 Sign Rendering
1.6 Second Floor Tenant Plan
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Case 2019-AR-36
1222 Washington Court

Case Minutes
November 4, 2019
1222 Washington Court

Donna Bryne
Sign Variation

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2019-AR-36, 1222 Washington Court, Donna Byrne requesting a
sign variation to allow a business without street frontage to display awning signs not located on
the face of the building that contains the primary entry into the building.
Ms. Byrne said they are requesting the variation so the awnings signs accurately reflect what is
going on in the building. She said they do physical therapy on the second floor in addition to
the Pilates business. They need signage for customers to find them. There is also an additional
business located on the second floor that is requesting signage on the awning. Chia Leah has
operated her business on the second floor since 2015.
Mr. Saad asked what type of business Chia Leah operated. He didn’t understand what “clean
treats” meant in their sign proposal.
Mr. Sivertsen said the company makes and sells healthy snacks and bars.
Ms. Byrne said all the tenants in the building work well together.
Mr. Smith said that must be the reason why the owner of Fuel is allowing the second floor
businesses to display their signs in front of their storefront window.
Mr. Smith asked for clarification on the color of awning they were proposing. Some of the
proposed awnings looked black and other parts looked navy blue.
Mr. Sivertsen said all of the awning would be black. The rendering shows the proposed
awnings to be darker in color, but it is likely a printing error. The intent is that they would all
match in color. Black awning with white signage.
Mr. Sivertsen explained the sign code requirements for second floor business.
Ms. Andric asked if there were window signs already on either side of the first floor entrance.
Ms. Byrne said the second floor businesses had decals on the window.
Findings of Fact
The Commission found the request was meeting the standards of review. The limited area at
the entrance to the second floor limited the ability for all second floor businesses to display
signage. Additionally the request received endorsement from the first floor tenant who would
be most impacted by the non-conforming signage. The signage is consistent in scale with the
existing awning signs on the building. The signage will not negatively impact the health,
safety, and welfare.
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Case 2019-AR-36
1222 Washington Court
Decision
Ms. Andric moved to recommend granting a sign variation to allow businesses without street
frontage to display awning signs not located on the face of the building that contains the
primary entry into the building. The motion was seconded by Mr. Saad. Voting yes:
Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion
carried.
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ORDINANCE NO. 2020-O-2
AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A SIGN VARIATION
(1222 Washington Court)
WHEREAS, Donna Byrne (“Applicant”) has requested a sign variation from Section 16.10.A.3
of the Zoning Code. Specifically, Applicant requests a sign variation to display awning signs not
located on the face of the building that contains the primary entry into the building (referred to the
“Requested Variation”) upon the subject property commonly known as 1222 Washington Court,
Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois, and legally described as:
That part of Lots 11, 12 and 13 in Westerfield's Resubdivision of Block 27 in Wilmette
Village in the Northwest Quarter of Section 34, Township 42 North, Range 13 East of the
Third Principal Meridian lying Westerly of the Following Described Line Beginning at a
Point in the South Line of said Lot 13 in said Westerfield's Resubdivision which is 113 Feet,
6 Inches West of the Southeast Comer of Lot 15 in said Westerfield's Resubdivision; Thence
Northwesterly 178 Feet, 5 Inches more or less to the Point in the North Line of said Lot 11
in said Westerfield's Resubdivision which is 51 Feet, 3 Inches East of the Northwest Comer
of said Lot 11 Except that Part of the Above described Parcel Lying North of a Line 38 Feet
South of (Measured at Right Angle) and Parallel to the North Line of said Lots in Cook
County, Illinois.
WHEREAS, on November 4, 2019, the Appearance Review Commission held a public hearing
on the application and recommended approval of the requested sign variations; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois in the exercise of its home rule authority as follows:
SECTION 1:

The foregoing findings and recitals are hereby made a part of this Ordinance

and are incorporated by reference as if set forth verbatim herein.
SECTION 2:

The Requested Variation is hereby granted.

SECTION 3:

The Director of Community Development of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois,

hereby is authorized and directed to issue the necessary permits to allow the proposed construction,
in accordance with the plans as submitted to the Village Board and as approved by this Ordinance.

SECTION 4:

This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage and

approval as required by law.
PASSED by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, on the
28th day of January 2020, according to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

None._____________________________________________________________

NAYS:

None._____________________________________________________________

ABSTAIN:

None._______________________________________________

ABSENT:

None.______________________________________________________

__________
___

Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL

APPROVED by the President of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, the 28th day of January
2020.

President of the Village of Wilmette, IL
ATTEST:
Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL

2

Sivertsen, Lucas
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tim Lenon <tim@fuelwilmette.com>
Friday, October 11, 2019 9:29 AM
Sivertsen, Lucas
Review board

LucasͲ

IdonotmindtheencrochmentonmyawningareaͲitisonlyovermywindows/ihaveasignovermydoor.Iencourage
thevillagetohaveanyandallbusinessworktogethertomakeWilmetteabetterplace!Iappreciatethevillageasking
mypermission!


Tim

SentfrommyiPhone
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Agenda Item No. 3.7

REPORT TO THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES FROM
THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Recommendation:

The Historic Preservation Commission recommends granting a
Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear addition, reconstruction of
an entry wall, and minor exterior repairs to the single family
residence.

Case Number:

2020-HPC-01

Property:

507 Lake Avenue

Historic Name:

Frank J. Baker House

Applicant:

Mr. Eric Bauer and Mrs. Amy Bauer

Request:

The granting of a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear addition,
reconstruction of an entry wall, and minor exterior repairs to the
single family residence.

Hearing Date:

January 16, 2020

Date of Application:

December 20, 2019

Vote by HPC:

Chair Hutchinson
Commissioner Glass
Commissioner Furniss
Commissioner Vitu
Commissioner Harmon
Commissioner Corbett
Commissioner Daspit
Commissioner Parikh
Commissioner Fogarty

Notices mailed to:

Village President and Trustees of the Village Board
Village Manager
Members of the Historic Preservation Commission
Wilmette Historical Society
Petitioner
All Adjacent Property Owners
Frank Lloyd Wright Building Conservancy

Report Prepared By:

Kate McManus, Planner III
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Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Absent
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

STAFF INFORMATION AS PRESENTED TO THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
COMMISSION
Evaluation of Compliance with the Requirements of the Rules Regarding Notice and
Hearings:
Notice of the hearing regarding the Historic Preservation Commission meeting was posted on
January 2, 2020. A hearing regarding the request for a Certificate of Appropriateness was held at
the Village Hall on January 16, 2020.
History of Designation
At a public hearing on December 9, 2008, the Village Board of Trustees approved the
recommendation of the Wilmette Historic Preservation Commission that the Baker House at 507
Lake be designated a local landmark. The Baker House was nominated as a local landmark under
Criterion 1 - listing on the National Register of Historic Places; Criterion 2 - identification of the
work of a designer, architect, or builder whose work has influenced the architectural development of
the Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois or Nation; Criterion 4 – identification with a person
or persons who significantly contributed to the development of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois or
Nation; Criterion 6 – innovative architectural elements, architectural design, materials, or
craftsmanship which represent a significant innovation; Criterion 7 – outstanding example of a
particular historical, architectural, or cultural style or period.
The house was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1974 and was included in the
Illinois Historic Structures Survey, a survey of significant historic buildings, conducted in the 1970s
by the State of Illinois. The house was also identified as significant in the Wilmette Historical and
Architectural Survey of East Wilmette.
Historical and Architectural Background (cited from the 2008 landmark nomination)
The house at 507 Lake Avenue was built in 1909. The first owner of the house was Frank J. Baker,
a public utility executive for Samuel Insull’s North Shore Electric Company until 1917. He
subsequently went into private law practice and became president of the First National Bank of
Chicago. Baker is credited with having extended electric street lighting to Chicago’s suburbs in the
1920s. Baker lived in the house for about fifteen years. The house was noted as vacant in a 1925
directory. The occupants in 1942 were Mr. and Mrs. Arthur R. Wilson, Mrs. Morris (daughter), son
Haldene, daughter Nancy, son Richard Dale and William Morris. The third owner of the home was
Walter H. Sobel, architect and 1938 graduate of the Illinois Institute of Technology (IIT), who’s
family resided in the home for over 50 years. The house was recently purchased by Amy and Eric
Bauer in 2019.
Little is known about the original commission except that the design was intended for a William N.
Guthrie of Sewanee, Tennessee. The plan for the house was originally created by Frank Lloyd
Wright for his client in Tennessee, but when the project fell through in 1908, Wright took advantage
of the existing plans and submitted them in 1909 to his next client, Frank Baker, who accepted it as
drawn. It is speculated that the house built at 507 Lake Avenue was oriented differently on the lot
than the Tennessee house. The situation was similar to that of the Isabel Roberts House which was
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originally designed to stand on the edge of a ravine in Mason City, Iowa, but was eventually built
on the prairie in River Forest, Illinois.
The Baker House belongs to a series of similar houses having T-shaped plans and two-story living
rooms designed by Wright in 1908-1909. The Roberts House was followed by the Guthries, Baker
and Steffans Houses. The Frank J. Baker House shares some similarities with the Isabel Roberts
House.
Built in 1909, 507 Lake Avenue is the only Wright designed home in Wilmette. The structure was
built at the same time as Wright’s famed Robie House in Chicago with Wright riding on horseback
from his Oak Park studio to Wilmette to oversee its construction.
A typical Prairie-style home has a predominantly horizontal appearance, with low-pitched roof lines
and large overhanging eaves. Other identifying features include one-story wings projecting from the
main structure, exteriors of light-colored brick or stucco with wood trim and rows of casement
windows with stained or leaded glass in distinctive geometric patterns. The open floor plans of the
interiors promote family togetherness and stand in contrast to the traditionally one-purpose rooms of
older revival styles.
The Baker House has the feeling of being low, horizontal and earthy. Wright’s design is a two-story
dwelling having neither basement nor attic. When it was first built, it was referred to by Wilmette
residents as the “Baker Bungalow.”
The exterior of the house features stucco walls, low pitch roof lines, large overhanging eaves, and
an emphasis on the horizontal through painted trim. Exterior materials are stucco walls on metal lath
and exterior trim of stained cypress wood, now painted. Originally, there was a long, low stucco
wall masking the front entrance. The roofs, low pitched hips with gutters in the eaves, were
originally covered with wood shingles.
The residence, facing north, is reached from the street by a walk and driveway on its west side
leading to a two-car detached garage. The unusual, four foot wide front door opens to a central foyer
that separates the living rooms and dining rooms. The design of the house is a Cruciform, or cross
plan, on the first floor (long arm is east-to-west; and the shorter arm is north-to-south axis) and an
L-shaped plan on the second floor with no second story over the wings. Always sensitive to light
and nature, Wright designed most rooms of the home to have three exposures, including the living
room.
Two wings of the house; the western wing along the driveway includes the day-today entrance and a
22-foot long dining room. The eastern wing was originally a porch which is now enclosed. Inside
there is a clear division between the front T-shaped living area and the rear service area. The service
area becomes Wright’s substitute for a basement and houses the furnace room, storage and servant’s
room and kitchen.
The expansive rear wing of the house is an addition designed by Wright’s office about 20 years after
the home was built. The large, two-story living is one of only a few similar interior spaces designed
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by Wright still in existence. The living area at the front is framed by porches, formerly open but
now enclosed, on the east and west. It is a more prominent change to the interior – enclosing a twostory open ceiling area from the dining room to the foyer. The entry with a staircase is centrally
located and separates the living and dining rooms.
The most dramatic part of the house is the two-story living room with diamond patterned windows
and a cantilever roof in which the roof is supported by six living room windows. There are also
clerestory windows on the two sides.
The east and west wall of the room are lined with seven-foot high bookcases. Above these are
continuous windows under wide spreading eaves. The ceiling is pitched and the north wall is two
stories of glass set in mullions arranged as diamond-patterned leaded glass. At the south end of the
living room under the balcony is a large Wrightian fireplace of rose-colored Roman brick.
The second floor is mostly over the rear service quarters. A balcony overlooking the living room is
reached from the upper stair hall.
Description of Proposed Alterations
The Frank J. Baker House has a high degree of integrity. Significant alterations to the home
include the addition of its rear wing (now historic and architecturally significant in its own right)
and the enclosure of the side porches located on the east and west sides of the home. At some
point in time, the house’s stucco entry wall was removed and a small one-story extension was
added off the existing kitchen/storage area to accommodate a breakfast area.
There are several issues which the owners wish to address that fall under the Commission’s
purview:
Reconstruction of Entry Wall
The owners propose to reconstruct a stucco half wall and planter previously located at the main
entry of the house. This feature is evident in historic photos and was part of Wright’s original design
of the house. The new wall and planter will be consistent in height and depth to the original. True
stucco is proposed. Historic records indicate that cypress was used for the exterior trim; however,
cedar is proposed.
Exterior Repairs
Several sections of the existing soffits and fascia require repair or replacement. The new soffits and
fascia are proposed to match the existing in appearance and material. The existing leaded glass
windows are proposed to be removed, repaired and reinstalled over time. Other repairs include spot
repairs to the existing roof and repairs to the existing downspouts. All materials are proposed to
match existing.
Rear Addition
The owners propose to remove the existing walls and roof of the current kitchen and storage area at
the rear of the house and to construct of new kitchen. The footprint of the existing area will be
retained, so the addition will not be expanded outward. The roofline of the new kitchen will be
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raised by two feet, but still well under the second story roof. The roof pitch and eave depths are
consistent with the existing house. Due to the location of the kitchen tucked behind the existing
enclosed porch, this modification should not be visible from the street nor visually impact the front
façade of the house. Substantial changes to the fenestration are proposed on both the west and south
facades to accommodate the new kitchen and increased roof height. The exterior materials are to be
true stucco, cedar banding, wood windows and doors, and an asphalt shingle roof.
The rear addition also necessitates zoning relief because the existing house and garage result in an
overage in floor area and lot coverage. The project is expected to be presented to the Zoning Board
of Appeals in February.
Evaluation of Compliance with Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation
1. Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property which
requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a
property for its originally intended purpose.
This standard is met. The property will continue to be used as a single family residence, as
originally intended.
2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its
environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features shall be avoided when possible.
This standard is met. The proposed alterations will not affect the distinguishing qualities of
the house. The reconstruction of the entry wall will return the front façade back to its historic
design. The proposed kitchen addition will necessitate the removal of a number of windows
and a sliding glass door, but will not affect the distinguishing features of the house. Several
windows and sliding door are not original to the house. The historic windows proposed to be
removed do not contain decorative leaded glass. All leaded glass windows will be repaired.
3. All buildings, structures, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alterations that have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance
shall be discouraged.
This standard is met. The proposed entry wall is grounded in historical basis and is an
important feature to Wright’s original design. The proposed rear addition does not seek to
create an earlier appearance. However, efforts were made to retain consistent roof pitches,
exterior materials and window detailing, while still differentiating itself from the original
structure.
4. Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and
development of a building, structure, or site and its environment. These changes may have
acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be recognized and
respected.
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This standard is met. The proposed alterations will not impact changes made to the original
home which have acquired significance over time.
5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a
building, structure, or site shall be treated with sensitivity.
This standard is met. The proposed alterations will respect the distinctive stylistic features
including wide overhanging eaves, stucco, and horizontal banding. All leaded glass windows
will be repaired.
6. Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material
being replaced in position, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of
features, substantiated by historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or
structures.
This standard is met. The reconstruction of the front entry wall is based on photographic
evidence and not on conjectural designs. The existing deteriorated soffits, fascia and
downspouts will be repaired rather than replaced, where possible. All existing leaded glass
windows will be repaired and reinstalled.
7. The surface cleaning of structures shall be undertaken with the gentlest means possible.
Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials
shall not be undertaken.
This standard is not applicable to this request.
8. Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archeological resources
affected by, or adjacent to any project.
This standard is not applicable to this request.
9. Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material and character of the property, neighborhood or environment.
This standard is not fully met. The proposed addition will necessitate the removal of several
historic windows, but on a whole, will not destroy significant material. No leaded glass
windows will be replaced or permanently removed. The design of the entry wall is fully
compatible with the size, scale, color, and character of the property; however cedar is
proposed in place of cypress for the wood trim.
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The addition will mainly impact a later breakfast area extension that is not historically or
architecturally significant. Although the proposed addition will work within the existing
footprint of the house, the roof height will be increased by two feet. This height increase
introduces a new roof plane to the house which is currently defined by two distinctive roof
planes.
True stucco, cedar banding, wood windows and an asphalt shingle roof are proposed on the
addition. Recognizing that the proposed addition is not part of the original design, the
introduction of changes to the fenestration and trim materials may be acceptable.
10. Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a manner
that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential form and
integrity of the structure would be unimpaired.
This standard is met. The essential form and integrity of the structure will not be impacted by
the removal of the proposed addition.
Evaluation of Compliance with the Standards Set Forth in the Wilmette Historic
Preservation Ordinance.
The alteration does not materially impair the historical significance of the Wilmette Landmark.
This standard is met. The historical significance of the Frank J. Baker House will not be
impacted.
The alteration does not materially impair the architectural integrity of the Wilmette Landmark
or Wilmette Historic District.
This standard is met. The architectural integrity of the Frank J. Baker House will not be
impacted.
The alteration is carried out in a manner consistent with the historical/architectural character
of the Wilmette Landmark.
This standard is met. The proposed alterations are consistent with the character of the
house.
It is not economically practical to preserve the Wilmette Landmark or contributing structure
within a Wilmette Historic District without alteration or demolition.
This standard is met. The proposed alterations allow for a contemporary use of the home
consistent with today’s standard of living while still maintaining the historic and
architectural character of the house which makes it significant.
Any new construction shall be visually compatible with the historical/architectural character
of the Wilmette Historic District.
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This standard is not applicable to this request.
Action Required by the Commission
The Historic Preservation Commission can make a recommendation to the Village Board to grant or
deny a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear addition, reconstruction of an entry wall, and
minor exterior repairs to the local landmark provided they find the propose scope of work meets
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and the standards set forth in the Wilmette
Historic Preservation Ordinance.
Required Action by the Board of Trustees:
The Village Board can grant or deny a Certificate of Appropriateness for a rear addition,
reconstruction of an entry wall, and minor exterior repairs to the local landmark provided they
find the proposed scope of work meets the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and
the standards set forth in the Wilmette Historic Preservation Ordinance.
INDEX TO DOCUMENTS
Doc. No.
Documents
Location Maps and Plans
1.0
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.5
1.6
1.7
1.8
1.9
1.10
1.11
1.12

Sidwell Map
Sandborn Map
Plat of Survey
Site Plan
Demolition Plans
Floor Plans – Existing
Floor Plans – Proposed
North Elevations – Existing/Proposed
East Elevations – Existing/Proposed
South Elevations – Existing/Proposed
West Elevations – Existing/Proposed
Perspectives – Existing/Proposed
Window Details

Written Correspondence and Documentation
2.0
Application for Alteration to a Local Landmark
2.1
Statement of Intent
2.2
Posting Notice Affidavit dated January 2, 2020
2.3
Historical and Architectural Survey for 507 Lake Avenue
2.4
National Register of Historic Places Nomination Form
2.5
Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation
2.6
Rules Pertaining to Review of Applications to Alter or
Demolish Landmarks
Photographs
3.0
Historic Photo and Original Floor Plans
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Draft Meeting Minutes from the January 16, 2020 meeting
4.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE APPLICANT
4.1

Persons speaking on behalf of the applicant
4.11 Eric and Amy Bauer, owners
4.12 Michael Venechuk, architect

4.2

Summary of presentations
4.21 Mr. Venechuk introduced himself as the project architect. He provided a
correction pertaining to the case report noting that 3 existing leaded glass
windows will be removed as a result of the project. He stated that the
windows will be safely stored in the basement for any future uses. He
stated that he has enjoyed working with the owners to rehabilitate the much
deteriorated home. He reviewed the current conditions and limitations of
the existing kitchen and explained that the new kitchen will work within
the existing footprint of the house. He added that the kitchen will be
contemporary and a family room will be created in the lower level. He
stated that all exterior materials will match existing. He explained that he is
in the process of sourcing cypress wood to match the existing trim, but that
it is difficult to find pieces long enough. He noted that if the correct length
can’t be located, he will use stained cedar.
4.22 Ms. McManus reviewed the proposed project noting that it consists of three
elements: reconstruction of a front entry wall, a rear addition, and exterior
repairs to the existing soffit, fascia and trim. She explained that the
proposed entry wall was part of the original design by Frank Lloyd Wright.
She stated that the standards for review were summarized in the
Commission’s packet materials and that the project appears to meet the
standards.
4.23 In response to a question by Commissioner Corbett, Mr. Venechuk stated
that grading will be addressed on the site by the installation of a French
drain.
4.24 In response to a question from Commissioner Furniss, Ms. Bauer
confirmed that they are in the process of applying for the property tax
assessment freeze. The application is currently under review by the State
Historic Preservation Office and they are awaiting approval.
4.25 Commissioner Parikh questioned if the architect considered sinking the
kitchen down a few steps in order to maintain the roof lines on the exterior.
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She noted that the house has two distinctive roof planes which is
characteristic of a Frank Lloyd Wright house. She acknowledged that the
approach might be more difficult and costly.
4.26 Mr. Venechuk said that he had not considered lowering kitchen but that it
was an interesting idea. He stated that the interior spaces would function
better if the kitchen were at the same level, as proposed.
4.27 In response to a question from Commissioner Parikh, Mr. Venechuk stated
that the difference in height between the pitch of the addition roof and the
soffit of the existing house is approximately two feet.
4.28 In response to a question from Commissioner Fogarty, Mr. Bauer stated
that he is looking into salvaging the original door that is lying next to the
garage. He is hoping to restore it, if possible.
5.0

INTERESTED PARTIES
5.1

Persons speaking on the application
5.11
5.12
5.13
5.14

5.2

Ron Scherubel
Frank Lloyd Wright Building Conservancy
Scott Krone, 631 Lake Avenue
Connie Casey
Susan Benjamin

Summary of presentations
5.21

Mr. Scherubel introduced himself as the former director and current board
member of the Frank Lloyd Wright Building Conservancy. He said he has
been involved for over 20 years in the organization and that he is thrilled
with the proposed project and is whole heartedly in support of it. He stated
that the home is an asset to the community.

5.22

Mr. Krone stated that he lives at 631 Lake Avenue and that as a neighbor
and architect, he greatly appreciates the proposed plans and noted that the
previous owner, Walter Sobel would be very pleased.

5.23

Ms. Casey stated that she is a former Commission member and
commended the architect and owners for their sensitive addition to the
home. She complimented the architect on the drawings provided in the
Commission’s packet.

5.24

Ms. Benjamin stated that she is a preservation consultant and is pleased
that the homeowners are taking advantage of the property tax assessment
10

freeze. She stated that the application process can sometimes be daunting
and offered to assist the owners, pro-bono.
6.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY THE MEMBERS OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
COMMISSION
6.1

Commissioner Parikh stated that the project is commendable and that it is clear that
the owners care a great deal about the house.

6.2

There were no other comments by the Commission.

7.0 DECISION
7.1

Commissioner Vitu moved to recommend granting a Certificate of Appropriateness
for reconstruction of an entry wall, minor exterior repairs, and a rear addition to the
local landmark at 507 Lake Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.

7.2

Commissioner Furniss seconded the motion and the voice vote was unanimously
approved (Commissioner Harmon not present).
Motion carried.
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.8

Community Development
Department
SUBJECT:

Elevator Inspectional and Plan Review Services

MEETING DATE:

January 28, 2020

FROM:

Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development

BUDGET IMPACT:

Contract Cost (2020):
Budget:
Over/(Under) Budget:

$10,000
$10,000
0

Recommended Motion
Move to approve a four-year contract at an estimated value of $40,000 with Thompson Elevator
Inspectional Services (TEIS) for elevator inspectional and plan review services from January
1, 2020 through December 31, 2023.
Background
The Village of Wilmette uses outside plan review and inspection services for all elevators and
similar conveyances such as escalators, wheelchair lifts, and dumbwaiters. The Village has
contracted with TEIS for over 20 years with contracts of varying lengths. State law dictates the
requirements for elevator codes and requires that inspectors be state licensed. Consequently,
elevator plan review and inspection are most effectively managed as a contracted service
rather than with in-house staff.
All conveyances require a building permit and inspection(s) for installation, modernization, and
repairs. In addition, publicly-accessible conveyances are required to have an annual
inspection. There are approximately 165 such conveyances in the Village.
Elevator permit activity in recent years is shown below. There was an increase in permits in the
2013-2016 time period as new state requirements were implemented and permits were
necessary for the upgrades.
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2016

2017

2018

2019

35

16

8

14

Elevator Permits
Discussion

The most recent contract with TEIS ended in 2019. The Village has negotiated a four-year
contract for the continuation of plan review and inspection services. The proposed plan review
and inspection continues the pricing that has been in place since at least 2014 and no increases
are proposed over the new four-year contract. The proposed service fees are:
Service

Cost

Permit plan review

$75.00 per review/re-review

Permit inspection

$75.00 per inspection/re-inspection

Annual inspection

$30.00 per inspection/re-inspection

Budget Impact
Elevator plan review and inspections are allocated to the below account within the general
fund. The proposed contract is within budget. Additionally, the cost of services provided are
budget neutral. The cost of the permit plan reviews and inspections are passed on to the
applicant at the time of permit issuance. Similarly, the cost of annual inspections are charged
to the building owner who then pays the Village before receiving a certificate that the unit has
passed inspection.
Description

2020
Budget

Contract
Amount

Account
No.

Contractual Elevator
Inspection Services

$10,000

$10,000

11091845-421010

Documents Attached
1.0
2.0

Proposed Contract
Proposed Fee Schedule
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AGENDA ITEM: 3.8

Contract No. 19018-01

VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091
Contract No. 19018-01
For:
Elevator Inspection Services
Contract Extension No. 01 for Contract No. 19018
With:
Thompson Elevator Inspection Service, Inc.
830 E. Rand Rd, Unit 10
Mt. Prospect, IL 60056

Note: This cover sheet is an integral part of this Agreement, as are all of the
following documents, and are a part of this Agreement as executed between
the Village of Wilmette and Thompson Elevator inspection Service, Inc. Do
not detach any portion of this document. Invalidation could result.

Village of Wilmette

Page 1

1.0

Contract No. 19018-01

1.
This Contract Extension is made by the Village of Wilmette (“Village”) and Thompson
Elevator Inspection Service, Inc. (“Contractor”), Parties to Contract No. 19018 – Elevator Inspection
Services (“Agreement” or “Contract”).
2.
For and in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises contained in this
Contract Extension and other good and valuable consideration, the sufficiency of which is hereby
acknowledged, the Village and Contractor hereto agree to the following:
a. The Parties agree to renew the Agreement for four (4) years commencing upon the final
party’s execution of this Contract Extension. The new Contract Term will begin on
January 1, 2020 and end on December 31, 2023.
b. The total compensation to the Contractor shall be based upon the actual amount of
work performed multiplied by the applicable fee amount in Attachment One to the
Agreement (2019 prices).
3.
This Contract Extension No. 01 is incorporated into the Agreement and shall not be
effective unless this Amendment is also executed by the Parties.
4.
Except as set forth in this Contract Extension, the Agreement is unaffected and shall
continue in full force and effect in accordance with its terms. If there is conflict between this
amendment and the Agreement or any earlier amendment, the terms of this amendment will prevail.

Village of Wilmette
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Contract No. 19018-01

5.
The Agreement shall be binding on the parties and effective only as of the date fully
executed by both parties.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Village of Wilmette, Illinois by Robert T. Bielinski, Village President,
and the Contractor have hereunto set their hands to this Agreement on the ____ day of _________,
2020.
THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, ILLINOIS
Accepted this ______ day of ___________________, 2020

_____________________________________
Robert T. Bielinski, Village President
Attest:
Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Clerk
FOR THE CORPORATION
An officer duly authorized by the corporation shall sign here:

Accepted this ______ day of __________________, 2020

By (signature)

Position/Title

Print Name

Thompson Elevator Inspection Service, Inc.
Print Company Name

Village of Wilmette
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THOMPSON ELEVATOR INSPECTION SERVICE, INC.
830 E Rand Rd Unit 10 Mt. Prospect, Illinois 60056
Phone (847) 296-8211 Fax (847) 296-5424 Email: info@thompsonelevator.com

VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
SCHEDULE OF FEES
In Effective since 2002
11-16-18 submittal to the village
Inspections made between 8 a.m. - 5 p.m.
FEE:

APPLIES TO:
 Existing elevators
 Existing escalators
 Existing dumbwaiters
 Existing freight elevators
 Existing lifts: dock, wheelchair, material, casket,
scissor, etc.
 Re-Inspection when unit’s item(s) are not completed
on first inspection

SERVICE PROVIDED:
 TEIS provides forms
 TEIS provides insurance
 TEIS provides copies of all
inspections to municipality

New Construction (NC) or
Mod New Construction (Mod NC) or
Re-inspection
$75.00 per unit per inspection

 New installed or modernization of elevators
 New installed or modernization of escalators
 New installed or modernization of dumbwaiters
 New installed or modernization of freight elevators
 New installed or modernization of lifts: dock,
wheelchair, material, casket, scissor, etc.
 Re-Inspection of new construction or modernization of,
when unit’s item(s) are not completed on first
inspection

 TEIS provides forms
 TEIS provides insurance
 TEIS provides copies of all
inspections to municipality

Final Elevator Shop Drawings
(New or MOD Construction) or
Variances
$75.00 per unit per review

Review of elevator drawings.

Completed review returned to
municipality

Certificates
$7.00 per unit

Certificate of Compliance

If requested, certificates furnished
and typed

Routine Code Inspection or Re-inspection

$30.00 per unit

Thank you!!

APPROVED AND ACCEPTED:
Signature__________________________________________
Print Name: _______________________________________
Title: _____________________________________________
Date: _______________________, 20_____

2.0

Enclosure 11-16-18 2019 Wilmette Fee Schedule

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.9

Finance Department
SUBJECT:

Actuary Contact Extension

MEETING DATE:

January 28, 2020

FROM:

Melinda Molloy, Finance Director

BUDGET IMPACT:

Contract Cost (2020):
Budget:
Over/(Under Budget)

$ 22,000
$22,200
($ 200)

Recommended Motion
Move to approve a three-year contract extension with Foster & Foster, Inc, Naperville, IL for
actuary services for the 2020 thru 2023 fiscal years with a possible two-year extension. The
award is not to exceed $22,000 for 2020 and is subject to a 3% annual increase.
Background
The Village is required by state statute to have an independent actuarial valuation completed
for its pension funds on an annual basis. Additionally, the Village completes an actuarial
valuation for the Village’s Section 105 plan. This information is used in preparation of reports
for the Village’s annual budget, tax levy, and the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
(CAFR).
The purpose of an actuarial valuation is to determine the recommended annual contribution
based upon the Village’s actuarial assumptions, that if contributed consistently, would be
sufficient to pay promised benefits in full over the long-term and to measure the plan’s funded
status.
The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) has issued two pronouncements that
significantly change accounting and reporting for pension plans and employers that participate
in pension plans starting in FY 2015. Those pronouncements were GASB Statement No. 67,
Financial Reporting for Pension Plans, and GASB Statement No. 68, Accounting and Financial
Reporting for Pensions. Information related to the implementation of these standards is
contained in the actuarial valuations. The actuarial valuation reports have an even more critical
role in the wake of the implementation of these standards because the Actuarial Required
Contribution (ARC), information needed to make funding decisions, will no longer be provided
in the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR). The actuarial valuation reports will be
the sole source for funding information.
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Discussion
Foster & Foster, Inc. is a national actuarial consulting firm that specializes in providing actuarial
services to the public sector. They have 21 credentialed actuaries including 9 Fellows of the
Society of Actuaries and provide actuary services to over 250 public safety funds nationwide.
Foster & Foster, Inc. has been performing the actuarial valuation for both the Police and
Firefighters’ pension plans since 2015 along with the actuarial valuation for the Section 105
Plan and related audit disclosure information. Of note, the firm was instrumental in developing
models and educating staff, Pension Board trustees, and the Village Finance Committee
members on changing to a 15-year open amortization funding method and the resulting impact
on future funding levels of the public safety pension systems.
In 2019, the State of Illinois passed the downstate public safety pension consolidation act. This
consolidation effort has the potential to impact the minimum required annual pension funding
for the Village. However, it is the Village’s intent to utilize our current assumptions, including
the newly adopted 15-year amortization period and target of 100% funded by 2040, which are
more financially responsible. To conduct this analysis, the Village will retain the actuarial
services of Foster & Foster beyond the statewide consolidation.
Budget Impact
The actuarial service contract is allocated to various accounts within the general fund and
public safety pension funds. Actuarial services are a component of the below accounts and are
within the FY 2020 Budget:
Description
General Fund
Firefighter
Pension Fund
Police Pension
Fund
Total

2020
Budget

Contract
Amount

Account
No.

$33,000

$8,200

11061410-420020

$150,000

$6,900

33000095-420020

$150,000

$6,900

34000095-420020

$333,000

$22,000

Attachment
1. Foster & Foster, Inc. engagement letter.
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AGENDA ITEM: 3.9

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.11

Administrative Services
Department
SUBJECT:

Dedicated Internet Service Contract

MEETING DATE:

January 28, 2020

FROM:

Peter A. Skiles, Administrative Services Director

BUDGET IMPACT:

Contract Cost (2020)
Budget
Over/(Under) Budget

$13,770
$ 3,900
$ 9,870

Recommended Motion
Move to approve a three-year contract not to exceed $55,630 with Comcast Enterprise
Services, Philadelphia, PA, for ethernet dedicated internet service.
Background
The Village currently receives internet service from a Comcast Business Class account. Access
to the internet from all Village facilities is facilitated through this connection. The connection is
utilized by both internal and external users and is a critical requirement for conducting Village
business. Uses include but are not limited to:
•
•
•
•
•
•

General internet connectivity for Village operations
The citizen online payment portal displaying utility account and bill pay information for
customers;
Employee self-service access for paycheck and other human resources information
Remote network access for employees;
Public safety support including supplemental 911 caller information and the Fire
Department station paging/alerting system; and
Remote network monitoring by Administrative Services Department staff.

Discussion
The proposed dedicated internet circuit will be a significant upgrade from the current business
class account. The new service is anticipated to begin in April for nine-months of service in
2020. The new service will provide the Village with a dedicated 1 GB fiber circuit compared to
the current shared network. The new service will provide a guaranteed 99.9% network reliability
compared to the current network which has seen an increase in outages. The new service will
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provide better customer service with 24/7/365 network monitoring and outages will be reported
directly to the Village compared to the Village reporting outages.
The internet circuit is also part of the Village’s broader investment in a new phone system for
2020. The Village currently has $24,500 budgeted for the hardware upgrade of a new phone
system. This investment will allow the Village to streamline its current phone and internet
systems. Currently, the Village pays approximately $70,000 for internet, phone services,
maintenance, and back-up phone and internet lines. While the proposed contract is $9,870
over the 2020 Budget for this line item, with the upgraded phone system and upgraded internet
connection, the Village will only pay an incremental $2,500 annually ($72,500 annually) while
providing better phone service and internet connection for Village employees and residents.
Budget Impact
The dedicated internet service contract is allocated to the below account within the general
fund. The proposed contract is above budget for the nine-month service period in 2020. This
additional cost is anticipated to be offset by the elimination of telephone lines and circuits with
the phone system upgrade project. Future year budgets will be adjusted to reflect the new
costs.
Description
General Fund

2020
Budget
$3,900

Contract
Amount

Account
No.

$13,770

11051210-421520

Documents Attached
1. Comcast Enterprise Services Sales Order Form
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AGENDA ITEM: 3.11

COMCAST ENTERPRISE SERVICES SALES ORDER FORM
MSA ID#:

IL-142152-vnewe

SO ID#:

IL-142152-vnewe-16013605

Page 1 of X
Village of Wilmette

Account Name:

CUSTOMER INFORMATION (for notices)
Primary Contact:
Title:
Address 1:

Peter Skiles

Billing Account Name

1200 Wilmette Ave

State:
Zip:
Phone:

Address 1:

Billing Contact:

Accounts Payable

Title:

Accounts Payable

Address 2:
City:

INVOICE ADDRESS

Village of Wilmette

Billing Name
(3rd Party Accounts)

Director of Administrative Services

Wilmette

Phone:

IL

Cell:

60091

Fax:

847-853-7631

Email:

1200 Wilmette Ave

Address 2:
City:

847-251-2700

State:
Zip Code:

Wilmette
IL
60091

Tax Exempt: Yes
* If Yes, please provide and attach all
applicable tax exemption certificates

ap@wilmette.com

Cell:
Fax:
Email:

skilesp@wilmette.com
SUMMARY OF CHARGES (Details on following pages)
36

Service Term (Months):

SUMMARY OF STANDARD INSTALLATION FEES*

SUMMARY OF SERVICE CHARGES*
Current Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Total Standard Installation Fees:

Current Trunk Services Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Total Trunk Services Standard Installation Fees:

$0.00

Total Current Monthly Recurring Charges (all Services):

$0.00

Total Standard Installation Fees (all Services):

$550.00

Change Monthly Recurring Charges:

$1,530.00

Change Trunk Services Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Change Monthly Recurring Charges (all Services):

$1,530.00

Total Monthly Recurring Charges:

$1,530.00

Total Trunk Services Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Total Monthly Recurring Charges (all Services):

$1,530.00

$550.00

SUMMARY OF CUSTOM INSTALLATION FEES*
Total Custom Installation Fee:

$0.00

SUMMARY OF MONTHLY EQUIPMENT FEES
Current Ethernet Services Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Current Trunk Services Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Current Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges (All Services):

$0.00

Change Ethernet Services Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Change Trunk Services Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges:

$0.00

Change Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges (All Services):

$0.00

Total Ethernet Service Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges

$0.00

Total Trunk Service Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges

$0.00

Total Equipment Fee Monthly Recurring Charges (All Services)

$0.00

*Note: Charges identified in the Sales Order are exclusive of maintenance and repair charges, and applicable federal, state, and local taxes, fees, surcharges and recoupments (however designated). Please refer to your
Comcast Enterprise Services Master Services Agreement (MSA) for specific detail regarding such charges. Customer shall pay Comcast one hundred percent (100%) of the non-amortized Custom Installation Fees prior
to the installation of Service. The existence of Hazardous Materials at the Service Location or a change in installation due to an Engineering Review may result in changes to the Custom and/or Standard Installation Fees
payable by Customer.
GENERAL COMMENTS

AGREEMENT
This Comcast Enterprise Services Sales Order Form ("Sales Order") shall be effective upon acceptance by Comcast. This Sales Order is made a part of the Comcast Enterprise Services Master Services Agreement,
entered between Comcast and the undersigned and is subject to the Product Specific Attachment for the Service(s) ordered herein, located at http://business.comcast.com/terms-conditions-ent, (the "Agreement") .
Unless otherwise indicated herein, capitalized words shall have the same meaning as in the Agreement.
By signing below, Customer acknowledges, agrees to and accepts the terms and conditions of this Sales Order.
CUSTOMER USE ONLY

COMCAST USE ONLY (by authorized representative)

(by authorized representative)

Signature: (1)

Signature: (2)

Sales Rep:

Lucas Potter

Name: (1)

Name: (2)

Sales Rep E-Mail:

lucas_potter@cable.comcast.com

Title: (1)

Title: (2)

Region:

Chicago

Date: (1)

Date: (2)

Division:

Central

COMCAST ENTERPRISE SERVICES SALES ORDER FORM
SERVICES AND PRICING
Date:

Account Name: Village of Wilmette

MSA ID#:

SO ID#:

IL-142152-vnewe

1/13/2020
IL-142152-vnewe-16013605

1 Gig EDI w MR

Short Description of Service:
Service Term:

36 MONTHS
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Line
001
002
003
004
005
006
007
008
009
010
011
012
013
014
015
016
017
018
019
020
021
022
023
024
025
026
027
028
029
030
031
032
033
034
035
036
037
038
039
040
041
042
043
044
045
046
047
048
049
050

Request
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
New
-

Solution Charges
Action
Add
Add
Add
Add
Add
Add
Add
Add
Add
-

Service(s)

Description

ActiveCore Installation Fee
ActiveCore Equipment - Medium
SD-Router
SD-Router Activation Fee
Mid Mkt Mgd Svcs - Mgd Router
Mid Mkt Mgd Svcs - Mgd Router Config Fee
EDI - Network Interface - Gig E
EDI - Bandwidth
IPv4 Static Address Block /28 (14)
-

Setup
Service
Service
Setup
Service
Setup
Port
1000 Mbps
Static IP
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A
#N/A

Service Location A*
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
Wilmette Village Hall / 1200 Wilmette Ave
-

* Services Location Details attached

Service Location Z*
-

Charges are Exclusive of Equipment Fees

Tax Jurisdiction

Qty

Monthly

One-Time

Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate
Interstate

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

$0.00
$30.00
$60.00
$0.00
$45.00
$0.00
$0.00
$1,365.00
$30.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$550.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$1,530.00

$550.00

PAGE 2 SUBTOTAL:

COMCAST ENTERPRISE SERVICES SALES ORDER FORM
SERVICE LOCATION DETAIL INFORMATION
Date: 1/13/2020

MSA ID#:

IL-142152-vnewe

SO ID#:

IL-142152-vnewe-16013605

Village of Wilmette

Account Name:

PAGE 5 of X
Line
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

Location Name/Site ID
Wilmette Village Hall

Address 1
1200 Wilmette Ave

Address 2

City
Wilmette

State

Zip Code

IL

60091

Incremental
Technical/Local
Equipment
Contact Name
Fee
Peter Skiles
$0.00

Technical/Local
Contact Phone #
847-853-7631

Technical/Local Contact Email
Address
skilesp@wilmette.com

Technical Contact On Site
(Yes/No)
Yes

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEM: 3.12

Water Management
Department
SUBJECT:

Water Meters Purchase

MEETING DATE:

January 28, 2020

FROM:

Nabil Quafisheh, Director of Water Management

BUDGET IMPACT:

Contract:
Budget:
Over/(Under) Budget:

$80,000
$80,000
$0

Recommended Motions
Move to approve a contract in the amount not-to-exceed $80,000 with Badger Meter Inc.,
Milwaukee, WI, to furnish new water meters.
Background
The Village has approximately 9,000 water meters installed throughout the distribution system
that are read on a quarterly basis. The Water Plant replaces old meters based on age and
usage which translates to a 13-20 year replacement timeframe. As water meters age, they tend
to slow down and under register water use.
In 2015, the Village Board approved an accelerated meter replacement program to clear the
backlog of old meters. Over the next four years, approximately 1,000 meters were purchased and
installed annually to accomplish the 15-year replacement cycle goal. The percentage of meters
older than 15 years dropped from 33% in 2016 to the present 19.9%. Due to this improvement
in the water meter age profile, the number of meters needing to be replacement in 2020 will be
reduced to 600. The following table is a summary of the meters age and corresponding number
in the community:
Age
< 5 years
5-10 years
10 – 15 years
>15 years

Number of meters
3,356
1,629
2,255
1,803

Percent
37.1%
18.0%
24.9%
19.9%

In the early 1980’s, the Village standardized the water metering system on Badger Meters Inc.
to simplify the meter reading process by using one type of meter reading device, software, and
inventory.

Discussion
Included in the proposed contract are three different types of water meter purchases: the first
is for the replacement of old water meters; the second is for the purchase of new water meters
to be used for new construction; and the third is for the replacement of old/expired warranty
Automatic Meter Readers (AMRs) components.
The not-to-exceed $80,000 proposed contract with Badger Meter will be split as follows:
 $55,000 to fund the purchase of approximately 600 meter bodies of various sizes to
replace old water meters throughout the Village. Due to lack of inventory space, multiple
purchases will be made throughout FY 2020 for the total amount mentioned above based
on the price quotation (attachment 1) in order to complete the meter replacement
program.
 $20,000 to fund the purchases of new meters (including Automatic Meter Reading
(AMR) components) to be used in cost of sale transactions. The cost of sale account is
for permitted construction work that requires a new service line and therefore a new
meter. The Village is reimbursed for these meters as part of the permitting process.
Multiple purchases will be made in FY 2020 based on the construction activities level.


$5,000 to fund replacement of AMRs that have stopped working and are out of warranty.

Attachment 1 shows the prices for various meters and associated components for FY 2020.
The overall increase is 3 percent over the 2019 prices. The staff has determined that this
increase is reasonable considering that Badger has held the rate flat for the previous three out
of past five years.
Budget Impact
The water meter contract is allocated to various accounts within the water fund and the
proposed project is within budget:
Description

2020
Budget

Available
Budget

Contract
Amount

Account
Balance

Account
No.

Water Meter
Replacement

$55,000

$55,000

$88,000

$0

41828090-430920

Cost of Sale

$20,000

$20,000

$20,000

$0

41828090-430900

AMR Program

$5,000

$5,000

$5,000

$0

41828090-430930

$80,000

$0

Total

$80,000

$80,000

Attachments
1. Badger Meter Quotation
2. Water Meter Replacement Program CIP page
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AGENDA ITEM: 3.12

Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116480
4545 W Brown Deer Road Milwaukee WI 53223
PO Box 245036 Milwaukee WI 53224-9536
Phone: 800-876-3837 Fax: 888-371-5982
Revised Date
Customer ID 00121858

To
VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
1200 WILMETTE AVENUE
WILMETTE
Illinois 600911925

Effective Dates 12-20-2019 - 12-19-2020
Salesperson

Proposal Subject

Shipping Terms / INCO Terms

Payment Terms

007605 JENNIFER BUETOW

2020 Wilmette Disc Meter
Quote

PREPAY/NO CHARGE For SHIPMENTS >
$25,000
FCA FACTORY

NET 30 DAYS

Line #
1

2

3

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 101-0751
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: BA1 - MODEL 25 HR-E Integral, DA - ORION
ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx
Seal Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D
BRCD IN, YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL
- 3 FT (ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-BA1-M3DA-2B1-8GD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 101-0753
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: DB1 - MODEL 35 HR-E Integral, DA - ORION
ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx
Seal Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D
BRCD IN, YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL
- 3 FT (ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-DB1-M3DA-2B1-8GD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 101-0754
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: JC1 - MODEL 55 HR-E Integral, DA - ORION
ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx
Seal Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D
BRCD IN, YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL
- 3 FT (ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-JC1-M3DA-2B1-8GD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

137.30

137.30

1

137.30

137.30

1

137.30

137.30

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116480
Line #
4

5

6

7

8

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 101-0755
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: KC1 - MODEL 70 HR-E Integral, DA - ORION
ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx
Seal Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D
BRCD IN, YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL
- 3 FT (ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-KC1-M3DA-2B1-8GD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 101-0756
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: Model 120, HR-E Integral, DA - ORION ME
MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx Seal
Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial - 0.1 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D BRCD IN,
YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL - 3 FT
(ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-ND1-M3DA-2B1-8HD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 101-0757
Description:
R4 - REGISTRATION FOR: Model 170- 2" , HR-E Integral, DA - ORION
ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID / POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx
Seal Screw, 1 - Standard, 8 Dial - 0.1 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D
BRCD IN, YR MFG 8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL
- 3 FT (ASSY) AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: R4-RD1-M3DA-2B1-8HD-YM-BN-BE-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6178
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), BAB - MODEL 25- 5/8"
X 3/4-3/4 BORE (3/4 X 7-1/2) Potable, C1 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS
(ONE) Plastic, XX - None, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D &
PBB NONE XX - NONE, None, None, None, None, None, None, None, XX
- NONE in, NONE out None, XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER
STANDARD (ID=B0A) 0 - NONE 6 PACK DEFAULT 24
Cat String: DS-BAB-PC1P-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6253
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), BAA - MODEL 25- 5/8"
(1/2 X 7-1/2) Potable, C1 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS (ONE) Plastic,
XX - None, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX
- NONE, None, None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in,
NONE out None, XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 0 - NONE 6 PACK DEFAULT 24
Cat String: DS-BAA-PC1P-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

137.30

137.30

1

143.46

143.46

1

143.46

143.46

1

48.80

48.80

1

48.80

48.80

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116480
Line #
9

10

11

12

13

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-6139
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), DBB - MODEL 35- 3/4"
(3/4 X 9) Potable, C1 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS (ONE) Plastic, XX None, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX NONE, None, None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in,
NONE out None, XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 0 - NONE 6 PACK DEFAULT 24
Cat String: DS-DBB-PC1P-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6158
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), JCA - MODEL 55- 1" (1
X 10-3/4) Potable, C1 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS (ONE) Plastic, XX None, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX NONE, None, None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in,
NONE out None, XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 0 - NONE 4 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: DS-JCA-PC1P-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6141
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), KCC - MODEL 70- 1" (1
X 10-3/4) Potable, C2 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS (ALL) Plastic, XX None, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX NONE, None, None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in,
NONE out None, XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 0 - NONE 4 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: DS-KCC-PC2P-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6150
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), M120- 1-1/2" -Elliptical
Long Drilled, Potable, 430 SS Bolts (None), Stainless Steel, XX - None, D3
- Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX - NONE, None,
None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in, NONE out None,
XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A) 0 - NONE
1 PACK DEFAULT 36
Cat String: DS-NDA-PFAS-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6153
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), M170- 2" -Elliptical Long
Drilled, Potable, 430 SS Bolts (None), Stainless Steel, XX - None, D3 Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB NONE XX - NONE, None,
None, None, None, None, None, None, XX - NONE in, NONE out None,
XX - NONE N/A B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A) 0 - NONE
1 PACK DEFAULT 24
Cat String: DS-REA-PFAS-XXD3-YX-XXXX-XXXXX-XXX-XX-XX-XX-XXB0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

78.45

78.45

1

119.47

119.47

1

147.74

147.74

1

390.88

390.88

1

584.23

584.23

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116480
Line #
14

15

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 101-0761
Description:
DS - Rcdl Disc Lead-Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), JCA - MODEL 55- 1" (1
X 10-3/4) Potable, C1 - CAST IRON BOTTOM, 430 SS (ONE) Plastic, SC NL Straight - Thick Washers, D3 - Badger Std (TS-135), YX - YR MFG 8D
& PBB HR-E Integral, DA - ORION ME MIGRATABLE, 2 - POLYMER LID /
POLYMER SHROUD (GREY) Torx Seal Screw, Alongside, None, 1 Standard, 8 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 YM - YR MFG 8D BRCD IN, YR MFG
8D OUT Int Pit/Remote No Install Kit, BE - INTEGRAL - 3 FT (ASSY) AA Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 4 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: DS-JCA-PC1P-SCD3-YX-M3DA-2BAX1-8GD-YM-BN-BE-AAB0A
BMI Part No.: 100-2212
Description:
E4 - Endpoint Only, For Encoder, DA - ORION ME MIGRATABLE, Pit/
Remote Wall Brkt Orion 1XRTT/SE/ME/CE, TA - TWIST TIGHT - 8 IN (EP)
AA - Domestic-Ground (Paused), B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A) 12 - ORION ME/SE 24 PACK DEFAULT 16
Cat String: E4-4E-DA-AD-TAAA-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

275.03

275.03

1

77.20

77.20

Notes and Assumptions
If applicable, sales tax and freight will be added at time of invoice.
Actual lead time to be provided at time of order.

To aid in processing your order, please include the Quote number on the PO that is submitted for this proposal.
Badger Meter provides certification files to help manage meter and endpoint inventory and to maintain meter accuracy data. The
standard method of delivery for this format is via electronic mail. Any deviations from our standard format, or any custom file formats,
will be considered on a time and material basis.

Due to continuous improvements and redesign of Badger Meter products and technology solutions, Badger Meter reserves the right to
provide our newest product solutions as an alternative to the proposed products provided they are in conformance with the
requirements of the specifications and do not exceed the prices quoted.
If you would like to place an order, please contact us at Utilityorders@badgermeter.com or by calling 1-800-876-3837.
If you have questions, please contact your Account Manager JENNIFER BUETOW,

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116526
4545 W Brown Deer Road Milwaukee WI 53223
PO Box 245036 Milwaukee WI 53224-9536
Phone: 800-876-3837 Fax: 888-371-5982
Revised Date
To

Customer ID 00121858

Andy Lazar
VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
1200 WILMETTE AVENUE
WILMETTE
Illinois 600911925

Effective Dates 12-20-2019 - 12-19-2020
Salesperson

Proposal Subject

Shipping Terms / INCO Terms

Payment Terms

007605 JENNIFER BUETOW

2020 Wilmette E-Series and
Mag Quote

PREPAY/NO CHARGE For SHIPMENTS >
$25,000
FCA FACTORY

NET 30 DAYS

Line #
1

2

3

4

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-2449
Description:
M2000, 2" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, 110/220 VAC Meter Mounted,
No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet per Minute,
Factory Calibrated, N/A
Cat String: M2-020-R1-A-MWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-1064
Description:
M5000, 2" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, Battery Powered Meter
Mounted, No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet
per Minute, Factory Calibrated, N/A
Cat String: M5-020-R1-A-HWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-2450
Description:
M2000, 3" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, 110/220 VAC Meter Mounted,
No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet per Minute,
Factory Calibrated, N/A
Cat String: M2-030-R1-A-MWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-1065
Description:
M5000, 3" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, Battery Powered Meter
Mounted, No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet
per Minute, Factory Calibrated, N/A
Cat String: M5-030-R1-A-HWW-S-XXJF-STD

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

1,870.00

1,870.00

1

2,061.00

2,061.00

1

2,015.00

2,015.00

1

2,209.00

2,209.00

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116526
Line #
5

6

7

8

9

10

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-0835
Description:
M2000, 4" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, 110/220 VAC Meter Mounted,
No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet per Minute,
Factory Calibrated, NSF-61-372
Cat String: M2-040-R1-A-MWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-1066
Description:
M5000, 4" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, Battery Powered Meter
Mounted, No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet
per Minute, Factory Calibrated, NSF-61-372
Cat String: M5-040-R1-A-HWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-0558
Description:
M2000, 6" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, 110/220 VAC Meter Mounted,
No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet per Minute,
Factory Calibrated, NSF-61-372
Cat String: M2-060-R1-A-MWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-0380
Description:
M5000, 6" standard LL, Hard Rubber, C-Steel with 150# flanges, Alloy C
with 316 Stainless Steel Grounding Rings, Battery Powered Meter
Mounted, No Cable, Standard Output XX - NONE Cubic Feet/Cubic Feet
per Minute, Factory Calibrated, NSF-61-372
Cat String: M5-060-R1-A-HWW-S-XXJF-STD
BMI Part No.: 100-3133
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), EAC - 5/8" X 3/4" (3/4 X 7-1/2)
Potable, XT - None -ThicK Washers, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial - 0.001 FT3, D - 100 A2 BADGER STD (TS-420) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-EAC-PXTX-E5-CA-19FD-A2YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6197
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), EBA - 3/4" (3/4 X 7-1/2)
Potable, XT - None -ThicK Washers, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial - 0.001 FT3, D - 100 A3 BADGER STD (TS-421) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-EBA-PXTX-E5-CA-19FD-A3YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

2,142.00

2,142.00

1

2,355.00

2,355.00

1

2,450.00

2,450.00

1

2,699.00

2,699.00

1

177.22

177.22

1

192.18

192.18

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116526
Line #
11

12

13

14

15

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-3134
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), EBB - 3/4" (3/4 X 9) Potable,
XT - None -ThicK Washers, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial - 0.001 FT3, D - 100 A3 BADGER STD (TS-421) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-EBB-PXTX-E5-CA-19FD-A3YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3135
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), ECA - 1" (1 X 10-3/4) Potable,
XT - None -ThicK Washers, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial - 0.001 FT3, D - 100 A4 BADGER STD (TS-422) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-ECA-PXTX-E5-CA-19FD-A4YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3127
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), EDA - 1-1/2" ELLIPTICAL
(1-1/2 X 13) Potable, XX - None, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 A5 BADGER STD (TS-423) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-EDA-PXXX-E5-CA-19GD-A5YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3128
Description:
EU - E-Series Ultrasonic SS (NSF-61-372), EEA - 2" ELLIPTICAL (2 X 17)
Potable, XX - None, X - NONE Encoder, CA - FOR CONNECTIVITY TO
ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 A6 - BADGER STD
(TS-424) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR,
ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A)
Cat String: EU-EEA-PXXX-E5-CA-19GD-A6YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3129
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EFA - 3"
ROUND (3 X 12) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E3 BADGER STD (TS-461) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EFA-PXXP-E5-CA-19GD-E3YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

204.15

204.15

1

231.81

231.81

1

711.19

711.19

1

855.84

855.84

1

1,644.60

1,644.60

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116526
Line #
16

17

18

19

20

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-6196
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EFA - 3"
ROUND (3 X 12) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, DA ORION ME MIGRATABLE, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E3 BADGER STD (TS-461) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB Pit/Remote Wall Brkt
Orion 1XRTT/SE/ME/CE, TJ - TWIST TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EFA-PXXP-E5-DA-19GD-E3YX-ADTJ-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3130
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EFB - 3"
ROUND (3 X 17) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E3 BADGER STD (TS-461) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EFB-PXXP-E5-CA-19GD-E3YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6203
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EFB - 3"
ROUND (3 X 17) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, DA ORION ME MIGRATABLE, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E3 BADGER STD (TS-461) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB Pit/Remote Wall Brkt
Orion 1XRTT/SE/ME/CE, TJ - TWIST TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EFB-PXXP-E5-DA-19GD-E3YX-ADTJ-AA-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-3131
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EGA - 4"
ROUND (4 X 14) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E4 BADGER STD (TS-462) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EGA-PXXP-E5-CA-19GD-E4YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6204
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EGA - 4"
ROUND (4 X 14) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, DA ORION ME MIGRATABLE, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E4 BADGER STD (TS-462) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB Pit/Remote Wall Brkt
Orion 1XRTT/SE/ME/CE, TJ - TWIST TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EGA-PXXP-E5-DA-19GD-E4YX-ADTJ-AA-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

1,730.04

1,730.04

1

1,671.64

1,671.64

1

1,757.08

1,757.08

1

2,005.10

2,005.10

1

2,090.54

2,090.54

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Domestic Quotation
Quotation No. 3116526
Line #
21

22

Description

Qty

BMI Part No.: 100-3132
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EGB - 4"
ROUND (4 X 20) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, CA - FOR
CONNECTIVITY TO ORION, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E4 BADGER STD (TS-462) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB None, TJ - TWIST
TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A - BADGER METER STANDARD
(ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EGB-PXXP-E5-CA-19GD-E4YX-XXTJ-XX-B0A
BMI Part No.: 100-6205
Description:
EB - E-Series Ultrasonic Lead Free Brz Alloy (NSF-61-372), EGB - 4"
ROUND (4 X 20) Potable, XX - None, P - PRESSURE Encoder, DA ORION ME MIGRATABLE, 1 - Standard, 9 Dial- 0.01 FT3, D - 100 E4 BADGER STD (TS-462) YX - YR MFG 8D & PBB Pit/Remote Wall Brkt
Orion 1XRTT/SE/ME/CE, TJ - TWIST TIGHT - 25 FT (MTR, ASSY) B0A BADGER METER STANDARD (ID=B0A)
Cat String: EB-EGB-PXXP-E5-DA-19GD-E4YX-ADTJ-AA-B0A

Unit Net Price
USD

Line Totals
USD

1

2,032.14

2,032.14

1

2,117.58

2,117.58

Notes and Assumptions
If applicable, sales tax and freight will be added at time of invoice.
Actual lead time to be provided at time of order.

To aid in processing your order, please include the Quote number on the PO that is submitted for this proposal.
Badger Meter provides certification files to help manage meter and endpoint inventory and to maintain meter accuracy data. The
standard method of delivery for this format is via electronic mail. Any deviations from our standard format, or any custom file formats,
will be considered on a time and material basis.

Due to continuous improvements and redesign of Badger Meter products and technology solutions, Badger Meter reserves the right to
provide our newest product solutions as an alternative to the proposed products provided they are in conformance with the
requirements of the specifications and do not exceed the prices quoted.
If you would like to place an order, please contact us at Utilityorders@badgermeter.com or by calling 1-800-876-3837.
If you have questions, please contact your Account Manager JENNIFER BUETOW,

Thank you for your business!
This quotation is an offer made subject to the terms & conditions found on our website: www.badgermeter.com/Company/Legal/Sales-Terms.aspx
Quoted prices are firm for acceptance, via an order, within the effective dates provided, shipping within 60 calendar days past the expiration of this quotation.
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Water Management

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Water Meter Replacement Program

2020
2021
2022
2023
2024

Water Fund–Water Distribution Improvements

Condition
Rating
1
2
3
4
5

1
Tier 1
Tier 1
Tier 2
Tier 2
Tier 2

Criticality Rating
2
3
4
Tier 1
Tier 2
Tier 3
Tier 1
Tier 3
Tier 3
Tier 2
Tier 4
Tier 4
Tier 3
Tier 4
Tier 5
Tier 3 Tier 4 Tier 5

5
Tier 3
Tier 4
Tier 5
Tier 5
Tier 5

Tier 1
Tier 2
Tier 3
Tier 4
Tier 5

$55,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000

Operating

Very Low Risk
Low Risk
Medium risk
High Risk
Very High Risk

Include in the CIP > 10 years
Include in the CIP 7‐10 years
Include in the CIP 5‐7 Years
Include in the CIP 2‐5 Years
Include in the CIP 1‐3 Years

Original Purchase Date & Cost
N/A
Funding History
2019
$88,000
2018
$88,000
2017
$88,000
2016
$88,000
2015
$33,000
2014
$33,000
2013
$33,000
Project Description & Justification
The Village has approximately 9,000 water meters installed throughout the distribution system that
are read on a quarterly basis. The meter shop replaces old meters based on age and usage which
approximately translates into every 13-20 years. As water meters age, they tend to slow down and
under register water use.
Between 2007 and 2014, the water meter replacement program suffered a reduction in
replacement due to the acceleration of the AMR installations, retirements and reduction in staffing
at the meter shop during the great recession. This has led to backlog of meters in need of
replacement. By the beginning of 2016, the percent of meters that are older than 15 years has
increased to almost 33% of all meters in Wilmette or almost 3,000 meters, see the chart below.
For FY 2016, the Village Board approved an increase in meters replacement program in order to
clear the backlog and maintain a 15 year replacement rate. As a result, we saw an improvement in
the percent of meters that are older than 15 years in the Village in 2017, see the chart below.

Water
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The Percent of >15 years old meters in Wilmette
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In order to maintain a 15-year replacement rate, the theoretical percent of >15 year old meters in
the Village should be about 6%.
The following table is a summary of the meters age and corresponding number as of April 2019:
Age
< 5 years
5-10 years
10 – 15 years
>15 years

Number of meters
3,299
1,563
2,318
1,842

Percent
36.5%
17.3%
25.6%
20.4%

In FY 2020-24, it is proposed to replace approximately 600 old meters each year with new meters.
Summary of the risk assessment of this project is below:
Risk Score

Tier 4

Justification

Condition Rating

5

The meters have less <10% of anticipated useful life

Criticality Rating

3

Old meters tend to decrease in accuracy resulting in lower revenue

Project Update
The cost of meters was reduced from $88,000 to $50,000 due to reduced numbers of meters needed
to be replaced.
Project Alternative
An alternative is to delay or not replace old meters. However, this could result in under registering
of water use.
Operating Budget Impact
Water
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Is this purchase ____X__ routine or _____ non‐routine?
ROUTINE
Department Budget
Water Fund
Account Number Description
Meters Replacement Program
Account Number
41828090-430920

Water
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Agenda Item No. 4.1

