
 
1200 Wilmette Avenue 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 
 

AGENDA FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

 
Village Board Council Chambers 

 
          

Tuesday, July 26, 2016 
7:30 p.m. 

 
1.0 ROLL CALL 
 
 
2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
 
3.0 CONSENT AGENDA 
    (The matters listed for consideration on the Consent Agenda are items of routine 

business, land use items coming to the Village Board with a positive recommendation 
from a hearing body, and other items that appear to have the unanimous support of 
the Board of Trustees. The Village President will inquire if any 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 matter will be removed from the Consent Agenda and will be 
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 of the Regular Board meeting held July 12, 2016. 

 
  LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 

 
3.2 Presentation of minutes of the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held May 

18, 2016. 
 

3.3 Presentation of minutes of the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held June 
1, 2016. 

 
3.4 Presentation of minutes of the Appearance Review Commission meeting 
 held June 6, 2016. 
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3.5 Approval of Temporary Use Permit #2016-TU-12 for the Central School 

Carnival to be held on Saturday, September 17, 2016 from 2:00 p.m. to 5:00 
p.m. 

 
3.6 Adoption of Ordinance #2016-O-39  regarding a request for a modification 

of a special use (Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two 
accessory structures exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to 
expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) 
front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square foot 
(48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, 
an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street 
sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side 
yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse 
storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 
1.5’ fence height variation to permit site improvements. The use shall run 
with the use at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans submitted. 

 
  3.7 Adoption of Ordinance #2016-O-40 regarding a request for  an Appearance 

Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing signage, a 50 
square foot sign area variation, a sign variation to display three additional 
wall signs, a  roof line design variation and prohibited material variation at 
721 Green Bay Road in accordance with the plans submitted. 

 
3.8 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case  

#2016-Z-26, 1809 Wilmette Avenue regarding a request for a 54.02 square 
foot (0.87%) total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback 
variation, a 5.0’ rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking 
space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total 
impervious surface Coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot (3.67%) 
rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the 
retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad in accordance with 
the plans submitted – REQUEST TO TABLE TO AUGUST 23, 2016 
REGULAR VILLAGE BOARD MEETING. 

 
FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
3.9 Presentation of the June 2016 Monthly Financial Report. 

 
  ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

  3.10 Presentation of minutes of the Board of Fire and Police Commissioners  
   meeting held May 20, 2016. 
 
  3.11 Presentation of minutes of the Board of Fire and Police Commissioners  
   meeting held June 9, 2016. 
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  3.12 Presentation of minutes of the Human Relations Commission meeting  
   held March 31, 2015. 
 

  MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
   
  3.13 Approval of contract in the amount of $50,000 with  Superior Road Striping, 
   Melrose Park, IL for the 2016 Pavement Marking Program. 

 
  JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 

 
3.14 Presentation of minutes of the Judiciary Committee meeting held April 12, 
 2016. 
 
3.15 Introduction of Ordinance #2016-O-41 amending the conditions of Class T 
 liquor licenses (Wilmette Theater). 

 
4.0 REPORTS OF OFFICERS: 

 
 

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 
All items listed on the Consent Agenda 

 
6.7 REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
 

7.0       NEW BUSINESS 
 
 

8.0       ADJOURNMENT 



7/12/16  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, JULY 12, 2016. 

The Village President called the meeting to order at 7:42 p.m. 

1.0 ROLL CALL 
President Bob Bielinski 
Trustees Daniel E. Sullivan, Jr. 

Carol Ducommun 
Julie Wolf 
Cameron Krueger 
Ted McKenna 
Senta Plunkett 

Staff Present:  Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 
Michael Braiman, Assistant Village Manager 
Michael F. Zimmermann, Corporation Counsel 
Barbara Hirsch, Deputy Village Clerk 
John Adler, Director of Community Development 
John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 

2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 

3.0 CONSENT AGENDA 

Trustee Wolf moved approval of the Consent Agenda as follows: 

3.1 Approval of minutes of the Regular Board meeting held June 28, 2016. 

LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 

3.2 Approval of Temporary Use Permit #2016-TU-09 for the St. Francis Xavier 
Parish Block Party to be held on Saturday, August 27, 2016 from 11 a.m.  
to 9 p.m. 

Agenda Item: 3.1
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3.3 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2016-
 Z-26, 1809 Wilmette Avenue regarding a request for A 54.02 square foot 
 (0.87%) total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, 
 a 5.0’ rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth  
 variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface  
 coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot (3.67%) rear yard structure 
 impervious surface coverage variation to permit the retention of a detached 
 two-car garage and parking pad in accordance with the plans submitted - 
 REQUEST TO TABLE TO JULY 26, 2016 REGULAR VILLAGE BOARD 
 MEETING. 
 
3.4 Approval of an eighteen (18) month contract extension with Envirosafe Pest 

Management, Inc., Itasca, IL for pest management services at a value of 
$15,600.00 

  
  3.5 Approval of six month extension of Ordinance #2016-O-5, 1314-1318  
   Wilmette Avenue regarding the approval of a special use to permit more  
   than one townhouse building on one lot, a 4.35’ rear yard setback variation, 
   a 300.68 square foot (7.36%) rear yard pavement impervious surface 
   coverage variation, and a variation from the requirement that only either  
   detached garages located in the rear yard or attached garages oriented to  
   the rear of the units are permitted to allow the construction of five (5)  
   townhouse units in two (2) buildings at 1314-1318Wilmette Avenue in  
   accordance with the plans submitted. The use shall run with the use. 

  
FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
3.6 Presentation of minutes of the Finance Committee meeting held 
 September 1, 2015. 
 
3.7 Approval of June 2016 Disbursement Report. 

 
  ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 

  3.8 Adoption of Resolution #2016-R-23 authorizing a 50/50 Blade Sign Cost  
   Sharing Program. 
 
  3.9 The item was withdrawn. 
 

  MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
  3.10 Adoption of Resolution #2016-R-21 approving a Highway Authority   
   Agreement between the 7-Eleven, Inc. and the Village of Wilmette for 500  
   Skokie Boulevard. 

   
   Trustee Sullivan seconded the motion.  Voting yes: Trustees Sullivan, 

 Ducommun,  Wolf, Krueger, McKenna, Plunkett and President Bielinski. 
 Voting no: none. The motion carried. 
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4.0 REPORTS OF OFFICERS: 
 
Village Manager Timothy Frenzer thanked everyone who participated in the  
blood drive held at the Wilmette Fire Department on July 9, 2016. 
 
Mr. Frenzer said the Wilmette Concert Series will continue on Tuesday, July 19 
at 7pm on the front lawn of Village Hall. 
 
Mr. Frenzer said the Wilmette Chamber of Commerce will sponsor Summerfest 
on Friday and Saturday, July 22 and 23, 2016.   
 
Corporation Counsel Michael Zimmermann had no report. 
 

5.0 REPORT OF LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER: 
 
No Report 
 

6.0 STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS: 
 

6.1 LAND USE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
 
6.11 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case  
 #2015-Z-32, 701 Laurel Avenue regarding a request for a 6.3’ side  
 yard adjoining a street parking setback variation to permit a parking 
 pad in accordance with the plans submitted. 
 
 Trustee Sullivan moved to table the request, per the applicant, to 
 the August 23, 2016 Regular Village Board Meeting, seconded  
 Trustee Ducommun.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 

 6.12 REMOVE FROM TABLE - Appearance Review Commission Report,  
   Case  #2016-AR-12, 721  Green Bay Road, Imperial Motors, 
 regarding a request for an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel 
 the façade and replace existing signage, a 50 square foot sign area 
 variation, a sign variation to display three additional wall signs, a 
 roof line design variation and prohibited material variation. 
 
 Trustee Sullivan moved to grant a request for an Appearance Review 
 Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing signage, a 50 
 square foot sign area variation, a sign variation to display three 
 additional wall signs, a roof line design variation and prohibited 
 material variation, seconded by Trustee Ducommun. 
 

Richard Wexler said he was asked to serve as the land use 
consultant for Imperial Motors.  The Aron Family and Imperial Motors 
have been responsible, contributing, corporate citizens in the Village 
for 62 years.  The Imperial Motors Dealership on Green Bay  Road 
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is consistent with the Village’s Comprehensive Plan.  If the variations 
and remodel plan are not approved this evening, the Aron’s have no 
alternative under the Franchise Agreement, but to leave the facility 
and relocate. With the Village Board’s approval, Imperial Motors will 
proceed with the redevelopment of its property into a modern, 
aesthetic example of best practice that will make it a source of pride 
for the Village and a catalyst for further redevelopment in the Green 
Bay Road corridor. Mr. Wexler said the Aron’s do not want to 
reconstruct this facility, they have no choice. Under their agreement 
with Jaguar/Landover, they must redevelop the dealership, do so at 
their own expense and follow the architectural and structural details 
imposed by Jaguar/Land Rover. If the Village Board does not 
approve the request this evening, Imperial Motors will no longer be 
able to operate in Wilmette. 
 
Alan Aron said he has been a resident of Wilmette since 1967 and 
Imperial Motors has been in business in Wilmette for more than six 
decades. He noted they have contributed a lot to the Village through 
the years. The new Jaguar products are bringing in many more 
people to the dealership and Wilmette businesses. They have 
always tried to accommodate residents and he would be proud and 
privileged to continue their business in Wilmette. 
 
Jordan Aron said they have Jaguar/Land Rover businesses in 
Wilmette and Lake Bluff. He said growth of the Jaguar business is to 
triple this fiscal year and compound 30% annually through 2020.  
This will expand the new car business, the pre-owned business and 
the service business. Imperial Motors is one of the largest tax payers 
in the Village of Wilmette and the largest tax payer in downtown 
Wilmette. Jaguar is the fastest growing brand in the car industry 
today. They are asking the Village Board for approval for the 
renovation/design that has been mandated by Jaguar/Land Rover 
globally. Their location is unique and extremely important to their 
business. They have chosen to renovate the current location rather 
than move as they have been there for 62 years. The large 
investment and beautification of the design will attract other 
businesses that see a vibrant Green Bay Road. The design is 
mandated by Jaguar’s 10-year commitment, which is by contract and 
Illinois Franchise Law. The property is required to be kept up to an 
extremely high standard which is inspected by Jaguar a minimum of 
once per year. He said the business will be forced to leave town if 
they do not receive approval of their request tonight. He has received 
positive comments regarding the proposed designs and has not 
received any negative comments from neighbors. The proposed 
design is open and inviting and uses high end finishes inside and 
outside. He respectfully requests the Village Boards vote for their 
design and renovation. 
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President Bielinski said he has been meeting with Imperial Motors 
for the past few years and has also spoken with Jaguar. He noted 
that Jaguar would not terminate the contract with Imperial Motors if 
they do not do the renovation but they would make it economically  
unfeasible for them to stay in business. He asked Mr. Aron how that 
would impact their business. 
 
Jordan Aron said if they do not do the renovations, essentially they 
would lose a large percentage of their available gross profit that is 
available for each car that they sell and Jaguar can restrict the 
volume of cars that they would send them. 
 
Trustee Ducommun noted that Mr. Aron said they would triple their 
gross sales this year and asked what they would attribute that to. 
 
Jordan Aron said Jaguar had three models last year and have 
introduced two new models of cars which are higher volume. 
 
Trustee Ducommun asked if the proposed building will offer the 
dealership more space and better operability. 
 
Jordan Aron said the space will remain the same and the building 
was designed for higher volume. The capacity is there as they must 
meet the requirements that Jaguar dictates. The corporate image is 
what Jaguar is requiring which includes full renovation of the entire 
facility. 
 
Trustee Ducommun asked how long the current design has been 
intact. 
 
Jordan Aron said the current design has been intact for 25 years. 
Jaguar had not invoked the 10-year design as it is a newer 
philosophy. 
 
Trustee Ducommun asked if they had been adding new employees. 
 
Jordan Aron said they have been slowly hiring new sales and service 
staff. 
 
Trustee McKenna noted that Mr. Aron has another dealership in Lake 
Bluff and asked why they needed one in Wilmette. 
 
Jordan Aron said they sell and service in Lake Bluff and Wilmette but 
Wilmette is across from the train station so customers can drop their 
cars off for service and catch the train to the city to go to work. They 
also have an Area of Responsibility for their two stores in their Jaguar 
franchise agreement. 
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Trustee Krueger asked if the Lake Bluff location had gone through 
the renovation already. 
 
Jordan Aron said not yet, both locations must have the renovations 
completed by September 2018. 
 
Trustee Wolf asked if Mr. Aron would summarize the new changes 
to the design. 
 
Jordan Aron reviewed the proposed changes as detailed in the report 
noting the color changes to the exterior of the building. 
 
Bob Flubacker, architect for the project, noted the proposed changes 
in the roof line and the existing height and proposed new height.  
 
Trustee Sullivan noted Mr. Aron talked about new business in 
Wilmette and asked how much business in Wilmette is sales versus 
service. 
 
Jordan Aron said sales and service are very similar in both locations. 

  
 Trustee Sullivan asked if the Starbucks attached to the dealership 
 would be changing in appearance. 
 
 Jordan Aron said there is no planned change for the Starbucks. 
 
 President Bielinski said the proposed design is beautiful but asked if 
 it would fit in with downtown Wilmette. 
 
 Jordan Aron said the design is contemporary, the inside is light and 
 airy and will be lit from the inside to see through the structural glass. 
 The exterior material will be light and dark grey aluminum composite  
 material and he provided samples for the Village Board. 
 
 Trustee Wolf asked if the current sign for Jaguar would stay or be 
 removed. 
  
 Jordan Aron said the Jaguar sign to the north in front of the Starbucks 
 would become just a Starbucks sign and the Jaguar sign proposed 
 in the report would be located on the south end of the property. 
 
 Trustee Ducommun asked if they were concerned that the new 
 proposed design would not blend with the current design of the 
 attached Starbucks building. 
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 Jordan Aron said they could not extend the new design to the 
 Starbucks as it is not the Jaguar brand.   
 
 Mr. Flubacker reviewed the proposed design of the Imperial Motors 
 building as it continues into the Starbucks building. He noted they 
 have a long term contract with Starbucks. 
 
 Trustee Plunkett asked if it is common for a car dealership to demand 
 that all its dealerships be identical in appearance and design. 
 
 Jordan Aron said a lot of the car dealerships demand that their 
 dealerships look the same in appearance for the branding aspect. 
   
 Trustee Krueger asked if there would be any change in the sidewalk 
 plans that would cause there to be fewer trees. 
 
 Jordan Aron reviewed the site plans that show where the trees and 
 bushes will be located according to the Village Code. 
 
 President Bielinski asked if there was anyone present to speak for or 
 against the application. 
 
 Scott Sandee, 836 Chestnut, said the proposed building is a change 
 from the existing building but many buildings and homes are 
 proposing changes.  He supports the request. 
 
 Jim Lyman, 630 8th Street, said he supports Imperial Motors’ request 
 for approval of its building remodeling plans. He believes denying 
 the request will likely result in the closure of the business and the 
 loss of important tax revenue that would be difficult to replace. 
 
 Don Hackle, 1534 Walnut, said he has been a licensed architect 
 since 1962. He believes the Village should be proactive with change. 
 He also believes the Appearance Review Commission and their 
 comments should be given serious consideration. His concern is 
 that whatever decision the Village makes regarding the request will 
 become a precedent for future requests. He is also concerned with 
 the color of the proposed building and strongly urges that the exterior
 schemes be lightened. 
 
 Stuart Hirsch said he believes Imperial Motors has presented 
 information that demonstrates there is a hardship with the request 
 and urged the Village Board to do what is best for the Village. 
 
 Mr. Wexler said there are no neighborhood objectors and many 
 people support the request.  He urged the Village Board to approve 
 the request. 
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 Trustee Sullivan said he believes Imperial Motors has worked hard 
 to make the proposed request fit in with the neighborhood and he 
 understands that their hands are tied. Jaguar is a high quality image 
 and will want the building to look high class to attract people to buy 
 their product. He believes he can support the family, design and 
 brand of the proposed request. 
 
 Trustee Ducommun said she believes Green Bay Road has been in 
 a state of flux from a retailer perspective over the past years. She 
 believes it would be difficult to find a new business to fill the place of 
 Imperial Motors if they were to leave. The design aesthetic of Green 
 Bay Road is questionable as there are lovely buildings and not so 
 lovely buildings. She believes the proposed contemporary design is 
 an improvement as the current building is a conglomeration of six to 
 seven buildings and she likes the unifying effect of the new 
 contemporary design. She believes the Appearance Review 
 Commission made the right decision and she will support the request 
 as she believes it is important to support the business community 
 and is not interested in losing the tax revenue of a 62-year-old 
 business.   
 
 Trustee Wolf said she also believes the Appearance Review 
 Commission made the right decision as they have standards of 
 review and are limited in reviewing certain things whereas the Village
 Board can look at the business considerations, the fact that this is a 
 well established business, a quality brand, has good growth potential 
 going forward and that as a company is doing very well. It is also 
 interesting to look at the Master Plan and it states “transitory 
 development is to be encouraged”. The fact that people can drop 
 their car off and take the train is a plus. The Master Plan also states 
 that development should not be all one style. She has no problem 
 with the proposed contemporary design and believes Imperial 
 Motors is an important part of the community that should stay here.  
 She is in favor of the request. 
 
 Trustee Krueger thanked Imperial Motors for being in business for so 
 long and for being good supporters and citizens of the Village. He 
 understands the request as in his professional life he works in and 
 around the auto space. There is no question Jaguar has a brand 
 that they want out there at every dealership. He believes Green Bay 
 Road needs a refresh and he believes they are getting that at 611 
 Green Bay Road and other areas of Green Bay Road. He thinks it is 
 great for Imperial Motors to make the investment in the building and 
 the block and he does not believe the village Board will be setting a 
 precedent for a corporate franchise. He will support the request. 
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 Trustee McKenna said he agrees with the comments of his fellow  
 Trustees. He does think there is a size component to the request, 
 so they will not be setting a precedent for a large development. Most 
 businesses want a larger sign but he believes the corporate branding 
 of the dealerships will be the “big sign” of the business as you will 
 know what is there. He will support the request. 
 
 Trustee Plunkett says she believes Imperial Motors is an important 
 business for Wilmette and thanked them for supporting the 
 community for so many years. She believes the proposed modern 
 design will freshen up the dealership and the only problem she has 
 is that she believes it is not so innovative when every single car 
 dealership starts to look alike. She will support the request. 
 
 President Bielinski said he has changed his mind regarding the case 
 before the meeting.  He had severe reservations about a building that
 looked like it belonged along the side of the expressway rather than 
 in downtown Wilmette. His thought was that Jaguar had not put all 
 their cards on the table, as in some of his meetings with them there 
 was a  glimmer of hope that they could negotiate with Jaguar. The 
 question was what type of building was there going to be as some of 
 the design elements were sacrosanct and he certainly does not want 
 to lose the Aron family as members of our business community.  He 
 has decided  to support the request as there is never 100% of the 
 community that is going to support the request. 
 
 Voting yes: Trustees Sullivan, Ducommun, Wolf, Krueger, 
 McKenna, Plunkett and President Bielinski.  Voting no: none.  The 
 motion carried. 
  

 6.13 Zoning Board of Appeals Report, Case #2016-Z-27, 201 Sheridan 
 Road, Baker Demonstration School regarding a request for a 
 modification of a special use (Primary Educational Facility), a special 
 use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 square feet in 
 area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 
 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface 
 coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard 
 adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 
 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface 
 coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard 
 pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard 
 adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback 
 variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf 
 playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard 
 setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
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  variation to permit site improvements in accordance with the plans 

 submitted. The use shall run with the use. 
 
  Trustee Sullivan removed the item from table. 
 
  President Bielinski noted that the request had previously been 

 moved and seconded.  At the previous meeting, there was concern 
 expressed by the Village Board regarding location of the dumpsters. 

 
  Michael Kritzman, Lakota Group, said since the last meeting  the 

 school has reexamined the existing and proposed waste and pest 
 management operations. The school has increased refuse pick-up 
 from three to five times per week, Tuesday through Saturday.  He 
 said the current pick-up is at 7:30 am and they are not able to have 
 a late afternoon pick-up during the week but they will try to have a 
 later time on Saturdays. The school is currently addressing the 
 rodent issue as they have been for approximately a year and they 
 have increased the number of times the pest company visits the 
 school which is now once a week. The Village pest control 
 company has also been to the site and made recommendations. 

 
  Mr. Kritzman reviewed the two proposed alternative sites for the 

 trash enclosure locations as provided in the report to the Village 
 Board. He noted the west side and east side alternatives seek to 
 balance the concerns of neighborhood residents, the needs of the 
 school and the physical realities of trash pick-up service.  Under both 
 scenarios, the proposed enclosure would be constructed out of wood 
 or black metal posts and cedar fence boards in accordance with 
 previously submitted site details. 

 
  Trustee Sullivan noted that there was a suggestion made at the 

 previous meeting suggesting the trash enclosures be located further
 in on the school property and asked if they considered that. 

 
  Mr. Kritzman said they did consider other internal areas but there 

 were concerns regarding window wells and utilities located in the 
 area, difficulty with turning areas for the trucks that pick up the waste 
 and the existing doors and access areas of the school. 

 
  Trustee Krueger asked what prevents them from moving some 

 utilities and moving the trash enclosure closer to the school. 
 
  Mr. Kritzman said there would still be the issue of the turning area for 

 the trucks to pick up the trash. 
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  Lisa Kempworth, said she is a resident of Wilmette and also a 

 teacher at Baker Demonstration School. She pointed out the doors 
 on the plans for the early morning classrooms and the playground 
 area which is where the discussion is regarding internal access for 
 the trash enclosures. 

 
  Don Matthews, Gewalt Hamilton, said the road in the area they are 

 discussing is rather steep due to the grade change. He noted that 
 the trash enclosure has to be in a plateaued area so the trucks can 
 pick up the dumpsters. 

 
  Trustee Plunkett said she did not understand why they are proposing 

 a trash enclosure near the drop off school area. 
 
  Mr. Kritzman said the area near the drop off was brought up and does 

 fit there but it is the least preferred area for the school.  They are 
 trying to compromise with options for the trash enclosure. 

 
  Trustee Krueger asked about the discussions with the trash 

 company and their hours of pick up. 
 
  Mr. Kritzman said 3 pm is the limit for pick up but they are willing to 

 work with other hours of pick up. 
 
  Arona Puttrich, Director of Finance at Baker School, said they have 

 been talking to Advance Disposal and they have said they can only 
 guarantee the 7:30 am pick up time, otherwise they provide a window 
 of time which could interfere with pick up and drop off for children.  

 
  Trustee Krueger asked for Mr. Kritzman’s analysis on the alley pick 

 up area.  
 
  Mr. Kritzman  said essentially that would require a new access drive 

 and bringing in a larger truck that would have to back up into that 
 location. 

 
  Trustee Sullivan asked about the size of the dumpsters. 
 
  Ms. Puttrich said they have always had an eight yard dumpster for 

 the regular waste and a six yard dumpster for the recycling.  They 
 are now proposing going to six yard dumpsters for both. 

 
  President Bielinski asked if there was anyone present to speak in 

 favor of the application. 
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  Lisa Kempworth said Baker School has worked very hard and 
 diligently with everyone regarding their concerns.  She noted that 
 wherever you live, there are checks and balances with the neighbors. 

  She said if they were to move the trash enclosure closer to the 
 school, they would lose a play area and an emergency exit to the 
 building.  

 
  Mark Wagstaff, 219 10th Street, said his daughter is a student at 

 Baker School.  He complimented the engineering and design staff 
 regarding their workable options for the school and the neighbors. 

 
  President Bielinski asked if there was anyone to speak against the 

 application. 
 
  Kurt and Laura Topel, 141 Maple, said they are on the western side  

 of the school property.  Mrs. Topel said Option #1 is extremely close 
 to their property, only 45 feet from the breakfast area of their house 
 and would significantly impact their quality of life so they would be in 
 favor of the initial proposed location which is the yellow area on the 
 proposed plans.  

 
  Michelle Leonardo, 202 Girard Avenue, said she would prefer to 

 have the trash enclosures placed in Option #2 or yellow area as it is 
 the farthest distance from homes in the area. She also has an issue 
 with the proposed new playground equipment and where it will be 
 placed as it is currently close to their property and the children can 
 look right into their back door, living room and kitchen area when they 
 are on the play equipment. 

 
  President Bielinski asked if there were any variations needed for the 

 playground equipment. 
 
  Mr. Adler said the playground area should not be in the 20’ side yard 

 area but the area does not require a variation for playground 
 equipment. 

 
  Mr. Kritzman said they will be replacing the landscaping and will try 

 to minimize visual impacts with the play equipment and work with the 
 neighbors.  The school originally met with the neighbors regarding 
 the new plan for the play equipment last fall and the only thing that 
 has changed is that they have found smaller pieces of play 
 equipment. 

 
  Joe Shipley, 117 Maple, said he would be in favor of leaving the trash 

 enclosure where it currently is. He has spoken to many of his 
 neighbors who were not able to attend the meeting and they are  
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  concerned about the trash enclosure placement of option #2, as 

 they would all be able to see that location of the trash enclosure from 
 their backyards. 

   
  Claire Massey, 132 Maple, said she lives across from Baker School 

 and she is currently strongly opposed to the current placement of the 
 trash enclosure.  She believes there has been ongoing things to 
 rectify  the rodent issue but her concern is the noise from the trucks 
 picking up the trash at 7:30 am. She does not really like any of the 
 options that have been proposed and would prefer an option that is 
 closer to the school to address the noise. She noted that her 
 neighbor Larry Goldstein has also written letters and has been in 
 contact with the school regarding the noise from the tracks. 

 
  Oliver Baumann, 147 Maple Avenue, said his biggest concerns are 

 the rodents and the operational issues regarding the trash visibility 
 and proximity. He would prefer Option 2 but believes the options for 
 placement of the trash enclosure have not been exhausted. 

 
  Mr. Kritzman said all the comments from the neighbors are valid and 

 they have been trying to work with everyone for the past year and a 
 half to address all the problems.   

 
  Don Matthews reviewed the dimensions for the trash enclosures and 

 noted that from an operational standpoint, the two locations provided 
 work the best and have the least impact on the playground areas at  
 the school and how the site is graded. 

 
  President Bielinski asked for discussion of the options for the trash 

 enclosures. 
 
  Trustee Sullivan said the overall plan is very good, the school has 

 done a great job of working with neighbors.  He believes that they 
 have missed on the trash issue and believes there is a better 
 placement for the trash enclosure out there. He will not support any 
 of the three options. 

 
  Trustee Ducommun said she understands how valuable land is for a 

 school. She believes the complexity for Baker School is the ages 
 from pre-school through eighth grade.  She believes the school has 
 worked hard and does not believe there are limitless opportunities 
 for placement of the trash enclosure. She believes the best area for 
 placement is the yellow area with the modifications as proposed. 

 
  Trustee Wolf said she does not really like any of the options.  It is a 

 difficult situation but not unlike other parts of the Village where the   
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  residential uses are next to other uses and there is not a perfect 

 solution. From the discussion, the best solution seems to be the  
  yellow area with the wall around it and the containment but she still  

  not sure what option she is in favor of. 
 
  Trustee Krueger said he believes it is admirable of Mr. and Mrs. 

 Topel to “take the hit” for the neighborhood regarding the trash 
 enclosure placement.  This has been an ongoing problem since he 
 has been a Trustee as he has had neighbors calling him about the 
 noise, time, duration and smell of trash.  He does not think the 
 problem has been solved, even if they leave it at the “yellow” option, 
 which is the preferred of all the options. This is the only time, during 
 the permit process, to solve the problem and he does not believe we 
 are solving the problem with the proposed locations.  He is inclined 
 to not support any of the locations until we find the right solution. 

  
  Trustee McKenna said he supports all the options for the trash 

 enclosure locations. 
 
  Trustee Plunkett said she believe the yellow location is the best of 

 the worst.  If the neighbors on Maple Avenue are concerned about 
 noise, she urged Baker School to have a later pick up than 7:30 am 
 on Saturdays.  She also suggested containing the trash better and 
 only have pick up three days a week so they would not have the truck 
 pick up noise five days a week.  She is not sure what option she will 
 support but if the rodent problem, trash issues and noise problems 
 are solved then everyone receives something and sacrifices  
 something.  

 
  President Bielinski said he believes Baker School has made an 

 enormous effort and gone out of their way to accommodate the 
 neighbors.  The reality is the neighbors abut to an institutional use 
 and we see this problem with parks, schools and commercial 
 districts. There is no place on this property where garbage is not 
 going to make noise, there is no good answer.  He will support all 
 three options but he would lean towards the yellow area as the 
 neighbors most affected by that location have said that is their 
 preference and they are more affected than any of the other 
 neighbors. 

 
  Trustee Krueger said he does not have a lot confidence that Baker 

 School works all the time as a good neighbor as the complaints have 
 gone on for years.  
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  Trustee Ducommun said she appreciates Trustee Krueger’s 

 comments but she does think that they have all expressed that there 
 is no great solution. Even if the Board finds the ideal solution, there   

  are still issues and situations of Baker School where they are not 
 going  to be good neighbors so she does not know how to solve that 
 solution today with this decision. 

 
  President Bielinski said sometimes things slip because they have 

 limited attention but if there is an issue it is fixed.  He does think that 
 with the attention that has been brought to these issues, Baker 
 School does not slip on being a good neighbor in the future.   

 
 Trustee Sullivan said he agrees with Trustee Krueger that now is the 

opportunity to fix certain things as issues have been going on for a 
few years now. 

 
 Trustee Plunkett said she believes the yellow location is the quickest 

pick up for the trucks to get in and out of for trash pickup. 
 
 President Bielinski said there seems to be sufficient support for the 

yellow site for the trash enclosure.  He asked the applicant if they 
had a preferred site of the three options. 

 
 Mr. Kritzman said from the school’s point of view the yellow option is 

the preferred site. 
 
 President Bielinski said that the original request that was moved and 

seconded previously was for the yellow site.  He also noted that the 
request received a positive recommendation from the Zoning Board 
of Appeals. 

 
 Voting yes: Trustees Ducommun, Wolf, McKenna, Plunkett and 

President Bielinski.  Voting no: Trustees Sullivan and Krueger.  The 
motion carried. 

  
6.2 FINANCE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

All items listed on the Consent Agenda 
 

6.3 ADMINISTRATION STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
All items listed on the Consent Agenda 

 
6.4 MUNICIPAL SERVICES STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

All items listed on the Consent Agenda 
 

6.5 PUBLIC SAFETY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
No Report 
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6.6 JUDICIARY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 

No Report 
 
6.7 REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES 

No Reports 
 

7.0       NEW BUSINESS 
 
 No Report 
 

8.0       ADJOURNMENT 
 

Trustee Wolf moved to adjourn the meeting at 11:11 p.m., seconded by Trustee 
Ducommun. All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 

 
       

Barbara L. Hirsch 
      Deputy Village Clerk 
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1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 18, 2016 

 
7:30 P.M. 

 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 
Members Present: Chairman Patrick Duffy 
 Mike Boyer 
 John Kolleng 
 Bill Merci 
 Reinhard Schneider 

Bob Surman 
 
Members Absent: Lynn Norman  
 
Staff Present: Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 
  
 
I. Call to Order 

 
Chairman Duffy called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 
II. 2016-Z-15 1135 Laramie Avenue and 1165 Laramie Avenue, 3515 Illinois 

Road, and 3521 Illinois Road 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
III. 2016-Z-16 2920 Wilmette Avenue 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 

3.2 
7-26-16 
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IV. 2015-Z-25 85 Indian Hill Road 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
V. 2016-Z-22 111 Dupee Place 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
VI. 2015-Z-19 2247 Lake Avenue 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
VII. 2016-Z-24 3232 Lake Avenue 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
VIII. Approval of the April 20, 2016 Meeting Minutes 
 

Mr. Kolleng moved to approve the April 20, 2016 meeting minutes. 
 
Mr. Boyer seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no nays.  Motion 
carried. 

 
IX. Public Comment 
 
 There was no public comment. 
 
X. Adjournment 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:48 p.m. 
 
 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 Lisa Roberts 
 Assistant Director of Community Development 
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS, AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 

APPLICANT 
 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 None 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that at staff’s request, the applicant agreed to request that the case 

be tabled to June 15, 2016 to allow residential cases to go forward.  
 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Kolleng moved to continue the case to the June 15, 2016 meeting.   
 
 6.11 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no nays 

(Ms. Norman was not present). 
 
   Motion carried.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Ms. Megan Novy, applicant 
   2920 Wilmette Avenue 
 
  3.12 Mr. Dan Elkins, applicant’s brother-in-law  
   336 Wilshire Drive West 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 2.0’ fence height variation and a fence 

openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall solid fence in the front 
yard and side yard adjoining a street.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 
14th.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Elkins is the applicant’s brother-in-law and is helping her with her case.   
 
 3.23 Mr. Elkins showed a drawing which he distributed to the Board.  They submitted a 

letter addressing standards of review.  They meet the standards of review.  The 
property when purchased had a 6’ high solid privacy fence and he described the 
fence location.  The fence is old and falling apart.   

 
  She is looking to replace the fence in kind.  The orientation of the property would 

not allow that type of fence to be put there.  The front yard as technically defined 
is really the side yard.  He referenced a photo package and specific photos on page 
5.  There is a garage at the southwest corner.  The yard to the south of the house 
functions as a backyard.  There is an existing elevated deck.   

 
  Not being able to replace the privacy fence creates some hardships.  She would lose 

the privacy of the yard.  With an elevated deck, there is even less privacy.   
 
 3.24 Mr. Schneider asked about Meadow Drive.   
 
  The brother-in-law explained that Meadow is the first street west where Wilmette 

and Glenview split.  There are similar properties where the houses face east or west.  
There is a yard to the side of the house with tall privacy fences that are 6’ tall 
stockade. 

 
  The applicant gave a further explanation of where Meadow is in relation to 

Wilmette Avenue.  It is several blocks east of her property.  It is west of Hunter and 
east of Locust.   
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 3.25 Mr. Surman said that the fence tapers down and does it have to taper down by code 
at the corner.   

 
 3.26 Mr. Merci said that the fence along Wilmette Avenue seems to be 5’ in that location 

and not 6’.  He measured the fence.   
 
  Mr. Elkins said they want to replace their fence in kind.  The applicant’s yard is 

enclosed by the fence.  The sidewalk is higher along Wilmette Avenue than the 
actual yard is.   

 
 3.27 Mr. Boyer asked about fence materials.   
 
  Mr. Elkins said that the fence is board and batten, red cedar, which is an upgrade 

over what is there now.  Tru-Link is their fence contractor.  He showed a picture of 
the proposed fence, which are flat boards that are overlapped.   

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

communication on this case.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Kolleng said that the lot is unusual and there is only one yard.  There is an 

existing fence.  The hardship is that if there was no fence they would be totally 
exposed.  By replacing in kind they are not asking for anything else.  He can support 
the request.  Standards of review are met.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Boyer said he agreed.  Privacy would be impacted without the variance.  The 

living space is out to Wilmette Avenue.  He can support the request.   
 
 5.3 Mr. Merci said he can support if they match the existing fence height as identified 

by the applicant.   
 
 5.4 Mr. Surman said that the backyard is adjacent to commercial areas and he can 

support it.   
 
 5.5 Mr. Schneider said this is not a unique situation.  There is an existing fence, which 

carries some weight.  Some people have vegetation to shield.   
 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said he agreed with Mr. Schneider that this is not a unique situation 

in the Village, but there is an existing fence with nearby commercial.  He can 
support the request.   

 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Kolleng moved to recommend granting a request for a 2.0’ fence height 

variation and a fence openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall 
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solid fence in the front yard and side yard adjoining a street at 2920 Wilmette 
Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Boyer seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy  Yes 
   Mike Boyer    Yes 
   John Kolleng    Yes 
   Bill Merci    Yes 
   Lynn Norman    Not Present 

  Reinhard Schneider   Yes 
  Bob Surman    Yes 
 

Motion carried. 
 

 6.2 Mr. Kolleng moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 
recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-16.   

 
 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 orientation of 
the house on the lot resulting in the front yard functioning like a back yard, the raised deck 
in the front yard, and the corner lot location, impose upon the owner a practical difficulty.  
The plight of the owner was not created by the owner and is due to the unique 
circumstances of the lot and house.  The difficulty is peculiar to the lot in question and not 
generally shared by others, even other corner lots.  The difficulty prevents the owner from 
making reasonable use of the property with an enclosed outdoor space, maintaining the 
privacy of the existing space.  The proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply 
of light and air or otherwise injure other property.  The variations if granted will not alter 
the essential character of the neighborhood.  The variations allow the replacement of the 
existing fence with no change to the appearance of the neighborhood. 
 
Regarding the fence standards, the fence is primarily oriented to Wilmette Avenue, which 
is a collector street at this point.  There are other similar fences in the neighborhood.  The 
proposed fence does not negatively impact neighboring dwelling units and other structures.  
The applicant proposes to replace an existing fence with a similar closed fence of the same 
height.  The existing fence was likely constructed before fence regulations were in place 
and before permits were required. 
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8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a 2.0’ fence height 
variation and a fence openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall solid fence 
in the front yard and side yard adjoining a street at 2920 Wilmette Avenue in accordance 
with the plans submitted.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Ms. Kylie Elfring, applicant 
   Konstant Architecture and Planning 
 
  3.12 Mr. Michael Revord, owner 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a variation to permit parking spaces in a 

required front yard.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 14, 2016.   
 
 3.22 The applicant is presenting on behalf of the property owners.  They are building a 

single-family home.  There is a large stablished front yard setback, which is 75’.  
There is a practical difficulty related to the driveway and parking and access to the 
front of the house.  The typical front yard setback is 40’ in the R district.  There is 
difficulty with parking in the area.  There is no way for a car to get from the street 
to the garage and vice versa, which will lead to cars being parked along the road.  
The width of the road is narrow.  Cars on the side will make for a worse situation.  
If cars are allowed to park on a circular driveway it will alleviate the problem and 
make it more aesthetic pleasing.  Landscaping will shield cars from the street.  The 
variation is in keeping with what is in the neighborhood.   

 
  Next door at 84 Indian Hill Road a similar variation was granted.  She showed a 

picture of the neighborhood.   
 
 3.23 Mr. Schneider asked if they intended to keep the existing gravel parking area by 

the street.   
 
  They do plan to maintain this.   
 
 3.24 Mr. Schneider asked if this conformed with the ordinance.   
 
  The applicant said it is an existing condition that they plan to keep.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that Indian Hill Road is private and that part is off of their property 

so it is okay to keep.   
 
 3.25 Mr. Merci referenced ordinance 2011-O-23.  Is that applicable to this case? 

Driveways are limited to 18’ total.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that ordinance amended Chapter 16 of the Village Code, which 

pertains to public ways.  She said she thought it would apply.  The original driveway 
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is 11’ at the lot line and the new driveway access, if not at 18’, could likely be made 
to be conforming.     

 
  Mr. Merci said that the dimension of the driveway at the east property line is 11’.  

The driveway connection at the west would need to be more than 7’.  This would 
exceed 18’ that is identified in the ordinance as the maximum.   

 
  Ms. Roberts said that there are two points of access.   
 
  Mr. Merci said the ordinance implies total and does not say “each.”   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the Engineering Department would review this.   
 
 3.26 Chairman Duffy asked if the proposal was part of the original plan or an addition 

to the plan.   
 
  She said that it is additional.  One part of the driveway was approved by the Village 

and they got a building permit.  They are asking for a connection and parking area.   
 
 3.27 Mr. Kolleng asked why the 75’ setback was peculiar to the lot.   
 
  She said it is not peculiar to the lot but is peculiar to the R district.  Most setbacks 

in the R district are 40’.   
 
 3.28 Chairman Duffy said that the front yard setback is established by the average of all 

houses on the block.  So 40’ does not apply here so the average on the block is 75’.   
 
  She said that this is an exception within the R district.   
 
 3.29 Chairman Duffy said that the lots are large.  When the house was sited on the lot, 

this parking was not taken into consideration.  Now they want parking after the 
house is already being built.   

 
  She said they planned to do a circular driveway but were told that they had to get a 

variation.   
 
 3.30 Chairman Duffy said it is the parking that is driving the request.  The circular drive 

is not part of the request.   
 
  She indicated that in the letter to the Board she said that the variation is for a circular 

driveway in the front yard with very limited parking.   
 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy said that Ms. Roberts explained is that by creating a circular drive, 

they are creating a request for parking in the front yard.  They are also asking for 
parking spaces off of the circular drive.  What surface is the parking off of the front 
of the house? 
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  The applicant said that they are proposing concrete.   
 
 3.32 Mr. Surman noted that the applicant mentioned about it not being approved to have 

a circular driveway.   
 
  She said that they were told that they needed a variation because if they added a 

connection, cars could park in the required front yard because of the size of the 
setback.   

 
 3.33 Chairman Duffy said that the plan does not show screening.   
 
  She said that the final landscape plan is not done, but they will have hedging.  There 

are also large trees.   
 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy said that one of the trees comes down.  There are three trees in the 

front yard.   
 
  The applicant indicated which tree is coming down.   
 
 3.35 Mr. Merci asked about the proposed disposition of the gravel parking area off of 

Indian Hill Road.   
 
  The applicant said it would stay as is.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Merci said there would be an existing gravel area and they are also asking for 

four more parking spaces.  By count there are about 8 vehicle parking locations in 
the gravel area and 4 in the front yard for a total of 12 parking spaces.  Is parking 
in the gravel area temporary or permanent? 

 
 3.37 Chairman Duffy said that cars park nose in on the gravel right now.   
 
  She said that the area made by the construction is larger than the existing area.   
 
 3.38 Mr. Boyer said the material is not pea gravel but is rubble.   
 
 3.39 Chairman Duffy referenced the plan it says existing pea gravel parking area.  That 

area looks greater than the 44’ width of the parking area they are asking for off of 
the front of the house.   

 
  Mr. Revord said that the existing gravel area is not that important.  It is there 

because they park construction equipment there.  That area was a small parallel 
parking place.  It is not designed for cars to park nose in.  Only two cars would fit 
there.  They are not asking for 12 parking spaces.  They want 1 to 2 cars in the 
circular drive without being stuck behind another car.   
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 3.40 Mr. Merci said that the proposal they are making is that the existing parking area 
be removed and landscaped over. 

 
  Mr. Revord said that was his intent.  It was an uncared for spot when they bought 

the home.  He was not aware that it was not on his property but he would care for 
the property.  The idea was to make it look appealing.   

 
 3.41 Chairman Duffy clarified that the drive is concrete, the additional parking off of the 

front door is also concrete.  There will not be parking along Indian Hill Road.   
 
 3.42 Mr. Surman asked about the width of the other driveway.   
 
 3.43 Mr. Kolleng said that the other houses on the street are more than 18’ combined.   
 
 3.44 There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.   
 
 3.45 Mr. Schneider asked if the circular drive should be part of the motion.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that parking spaces will be allowed in the required front yard.   
 

3.46 There was no additional communication on this case.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Schneider said that there does not need to be a lot of discussion.  The lot is 

large.  Parking can be screened.  There is a similar situation on Winnetka Road and 
they did screening.  The proposal makes sense, standards are met, and he can 
support it.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Kolleng said this is a unique lot in that there is significant distance between the 

roadway and the home.  The circular drive makes sense.  There is no parking on 
Indian Hill Road.  Standards are met and he can support it.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Boyer said there is limited impact on neighbors and the lot is unique.  It is 

caught in the ordinance which is a hardship.  He can support it.   
 
 5.4 Mr. Merci said there are too many undefined intentions.  They did not have to 

encroach upon the front yard for parking.  He did not notice a similar parking pad 
along Indian Hill Road and he will not support this request.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Surman supports this and is consistent with other homes in the area.   
 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said there are other homes in the area with additional parking for 

guests.  It makes sense and he can support it.   
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6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Schneider moved to recommend granting a request for a variation to permit 

parking spaces in a required front yard at 85 Indian Hill Road in accordance with 
the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   No 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
    
   Motion carried. 
 
 6.2 Mr. Schneider moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-25.   
 
 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 DECISON 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 particular conditions of the property, the 75’ 
established front yard setback and the location on a private road that is very narrow, impose 
upon the owner a practical difficulty in providing adequate parking.  The plight of the 
owner was not created by the owner.  The difficulty is peculiar to the property and 
neighborhood in question and not shared by the majority of residential lots.  The difficulty 
prevents the owner from making reasonable use of the property with a home that has some 
open parking.  Because of the size of the lot and the distance between houses, the proposed 
variation will not impair light and air or otherwise injure neighboring property.  The 
variation if granted maintains the essential character of the neighborhood, as the majority 
of properties have similar driveways and on-site parking. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a variation to permit 
parking spaces in a required front yard at 85 Indian Hill Road in accordance with the plans 
submitted.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Ms. Christine Post, applicant 
 
  3.12 Mr. Colby Post, applicant 
 
  3.13 Mr. Daniel Lesus, architect 
   Lake Zurich 
 
  3.14 Mr. Tom Dennis, builder 
   Evanston 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a half story height variation to permit new 

dormers on a legal nonconforming structure.  The Village Board will hear this case 
on June 14, 2016.   

 
 3.22 Ms. Post said they are seeking a variance.  They want to add an extra bedroom and 

bathroom to have a four bedroom home with two baths on the living floor.  They 
have a small lot size.  They have a large tree and a detached garage with a pre-
existing deck.  They needed to go up instead of going out.  They tried to alter plans 
to come within requirements but that would result in a flat roof with maintenance 
issues.  They have support from all neighbors.  They included letters from neighbors 
to the north and behind them.  They want to preserve and update the home.   

 
 3.23 Mr. Surman asked if the roof peak was staying the same.   
 
  The applicant said it would stay the same.   
 
 3.24 Mr. Schneider referenced the dormer on the south side.   
 
  The architect said they are going to turn the roof into a gable and add a shed roof 

on the south side, which mirrors the house to the south.  On the other side is a cross 
gable.  They worked with staff on a solution.  He showed the drawing with their 
proposal.  They could do what they are asking by using a flat roof but there are 
maintenance issues with a flat roof and is slightly unsightly.   

 
 3.25 Mr. Schneider asked if they would live in the house while the work is being done.   
 
  She said they do plan to live in the house.   
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 3.26 In response to Mr. Kolleng’s question about issues, Ms. Roberts said that there is a 
35’ height limit and also a 2.5 story height limit.  A half-story is defined as no more 
than 25% of the footprint of the attic in dormers or outward roof projections.  Once 
they exceed 25%, they are effectively having a third floor.   

 
 3.27 Mr. Merci said they are at 39% and some of the area is taken up by a mechanical 

room.  Did they look at an alternate location for mechanicals? 
 
  The builder said it is the roof of the staircase in the house, which is a hip roof.  It 

does not count in bulk calculations – it is about 5’ tall.  It is an unused area and a 
good area for a furnace.   

 
 3.28 Mr. Merci asked if that contributed to the 39% square foot area. 
 
  Ms. Roberts said it does not contribute to the half story area.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Merci clarified that the only areas that contributed to the 39% are livable areas 

and did it include the closet.   
 
  The applicant said it did include the closet.  He talked about small areas that were 

counted and that put them over.  The walk-in closet is the area to the right. 
 
 3.30 Mr. Merci asked about the conical area.   
 
  The builder said that it was the mechanical area under there.  That is part of the 

main roof.   
 
 3.31 Mr. Surman asked if there was a problem because the first floor is elevated higher.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said the half story doesn’t relate to the height of other floors.   
 
 3.32 Mr. Merci asked about square foot calculation.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said they used the second floor footprint, which is essentially the attic 

footprint.  This is 934 square feet.  25% of that is 233 square feet.  The shed dormer 
was 220 square feet of projection.  The other dormer was 142 square feet of 
projection, for a total of 361 square feet projecting from the roof plane.   

 
 3.33 Mr. Surman asked how this was different from another attic addition.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said they have not had anyone who has had more than 25% of a 

projection on the attic level.   
 
  The applicant said they are meeting the floor area.  They are just not meeting this 

one part.   
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 3.34 In response to Chairman Duffy’s question about the half story, it would only be the 
attic that is limited to being a half story per Ms. Roberts.   

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

communication on this case.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Surman said the request is minimal and it would fit in better to have 

architectural elements they are proposing.  They are not adding much to the mass 
that remains.  This aesthetically pleasing and fits with the neighborhood.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Merci said that the architectural solution is more like a dormer than a third 

story.  He can support the request.   
 
 5.3 Mr. Boyer said it is a creative solution to the problem.  No neighbors are really 

impacted and he will support it.   
 
 5.4 Mr. Kolleng said he does not see a hardship but they are not asking for anything 

else he does not have an issue.   
 
 5.5 Mr. Schneider can support this request.   
 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said in the neighborhood there are tall homes.  So this request does 

not have a negative impact.  He can support the request.   
 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Surman moved to recommend granting a request for a one-half story height 

variation to permit new dormers on the legal non-conforming structure at 111 
Dupee Place in accordance with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Merci seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    
   Motion carried.  
 
 6.2 Mr. Boyer moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-22.   
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 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 variation standards of Section 
5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The physical conditions of the property, the interior 
configuration of the home, imposes upon the owners a practical difficulty.  The plight of 
the owner was not created by the owner and is due to the unique circumstances of the 
house.  The difficulty is peculiar to the property in question.  The difficulty prevents the 
owners from making reasonable use of the property with a dormer addition that is 
consistent with the house and neighborhood.  An alternative design that would comply with 
the code would be less attractive.  The proposed variation will not impair an adequate 
supply of light and air.  The variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of 
the neighborhood. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a one-half story height 
variation to permit new dormers on the legal non-conforming structure at 111 Dupee Place 
in accordance with the plans submitted.   



2016-Z-19 2247 Lake Avenue May 18, 2016 

1 

3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Ms. Margaret Lee, applicant 
 
  3.12 Mr. Tom Fester, son-in-law 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 4.15’ side yard adjoining a street setback 

variation and a 740.77 square foot (27.41%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation to permit the construction of an attached four-car garage 
on the legal non-conforming structure.  The Village Board will hear this case on 
June 14, 2016.   

 
 3.22 The applicant said the house is 103 years old.  It was a farmhouse built in sections 

and does not conform to any current zoning setbacks.  She has lived there for 30 
years.  They are going to continue to reside in the house and make it more attractive.  
The home behind them was replaced with a new home and those neighbors support 
her request.   

 
  They want a setback variation of 4.1’ that will let them attach the garage to the 

house.  The house has not had flooding.  They want to keep structural integrity.  In 
1994 they got a variation for the current garage.  They want to remove that garage 
and want to go from a 20’ x 30’ garage that runs east/west to a 20’ x 40’ structure 
that runs north/south and will attach to the house.   

 
  She referenced 1.4 and 1.5, existing and proposed site plans and on 2.1, which 

explains reasons for the variations.  If they set back the structure further they would 
have more impervious surface.  They want concrete in the driveway.  They are at a 
difficult intersection.  The engineering department has allowed them a second curb 
cut.   

 
 3.23 Chairman Duffy said that the addition is almost all garage.  What are the north/south 

dimensions?  
 
  The applicant said it is a garage and a mudroom.  The garage is 20’ x 40’.   
 
  The son-in-law said there is another 10’ to 15’ for a mudroom that attaches the 

house to the garage.  The house is about 3.5’ above ground level.  There is a deck 
that allows a staircase into the house and they want to enclose this.   

 
 3.24 Chairman Duffy asked if each door was 18’.   
 



2016-Z-19 2247 Lake Avenue May 18, 2016 

2 

  The son-in-law said they are showing two double doors.  It is a four-car garage.   
 
  The applicant said they have three cars and a large snow blower.   
 
 3.25 Mr. Surman said they can pull the cars in with the existing driveway so they are not 

on the sidewalk.  With the new plan, they have to pull to the garage to clear the 
sidewalk.  He wants to make sure that the setback is great enough to not have cars 
encroach on the sidewalk.   

 
 3.26 Chairman Duffy said that there is an apron.   
 
 3.27 Mr. Schneider referenced the light pole.    
 
  The son-in-law said they do not plan to move the light pole.  The circular drive will 

go around the light pole and tree.  The driveway will be closer to the intersection.   
 
 3.28 Mr. Boyer asked if 484 square feet of the house adds to impervious surface.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said they came up with 500 square feet of existing structure, which 

adds to the request.  200 square feet of the addition is being added.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Boyer asked if the house was included in the request.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that was correct.   
 
 3.30 Mr. Boyer said if they take 500 from 740, that takes away existing house condition.  

The house adds to impervious surface by 500’.  The garage is adding 240.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said 200 square feet for the garage.   
 
 3.31 Mr. Kolleng asked if that was a shed off the back. 
 
  The son-in-law said it was a small workshop space.   
 
 3.32 There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.  There was no additional 

communication on this case.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Boyer said that the hardship is where the house sits on the lot.  The house gets 

caught in the current ordinance.  The house is not serviced by an alley.  There is not 
a drive with a curb cut on Lake Avenue.  There is no parking on Lake Street and 
Hunter is a busy street.  A four-car garage is large and is unique, no other zoning 
requests are created by the garage.  He can support it.   
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 5.2 Mr. Kolleng agreed with Mr. Boyer.  The hardship has to do with where the house 
is on the lot.  Standards of review are met.  He can support the request.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Merci said that two 18-foot garage doors are not appealing and he reluctantly 

will support the case.   
 
 5.4 Mr. Schneider said he would support the request.   
 
 5.5 Mr. Surman agreed with his colleagues.   
 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said his first reaction was that they are crazy but the house location 

has them handcuffed with the request.  They are attaching a garage.  His main 
concern was two 18-foot doors at the street but he is sure that it will look nice.   

 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Boyer moved to recommend granting a request for a 4.15’ side yard adjoining 

a street setback variation and a 740.77 square foot (27.41%) side yard adjoining a 
street impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of an 
attached four-car garage on the legal non-conforming structure at 2247 Lake 
Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 

 
Motion carried. 

 
 6.2 Mr. Kolleng moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-19.   
 
  6.21 Mr. Boyer 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 location of the 
existing home on the lot and the location of improvements in the parkway, impose upon 
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the owner a practical difficulty.  The plight of the owner was not created by the owner and 
is due to the unique circumstances of the lot.  The difficulty prevents the owner from 
making reasonable use of an attached garage and mudroom.  The configuration of the 
driveway is due in part to working around a light pole and tree in the right-of-way.  The 
proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and air or otherwise injure 
other property.  The variations, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the 
neighborhood.  The proposed garage replaces a detached garage in a similar location, 
maintaining a similar appearance in the neighborhood. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a 4.15’ side yard 
adjoining a street setback variation and a 740.77 square foot (27.41%) side yard adjoining 
a street impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of an attached 
four-car garage on the legal non-conforming structure at 2247 Lake Avenue in accordance 
with the plans submitted.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Nathan Harris, representing Chipotle Mexican Grill 
   3232 Lake Avenue 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a special use for a limited service 

restaurant (Chipotle Mexican Grill).  The Village Board will hear this case on June 
14, 2016.   

 
 3.22 The applicant said that they are looking for a special use permit.  They are excited 

to come to the Village.  Tenant space is about 2,300 square feet.  It is on the west 
half of the building A addition to the west and north of the Carson’s entrance.  
Chipotle hours are 11:00 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. with the peak at lunch time and a crowd 
at dinner.  This is a limited service restaurant that mostly sells burritos, burrito 
bowls, tacos, and salads.  It fits well with the goals and objectives of the 
Comprehensive Plan.   

 
 3.23 Chairman Duffy asked about the number of employees.   
 
  The applicant said that there will be 15 employees and 7 to 8 at any given time.   
 
 3.24 Mr. Surman said that there is plenty of parking on the site.   
 
 3.25 There was no one in the audience to speak on this case.  There was no additional 

communication on this case.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Boyer said this fits with the purpose of the commercial area.  He supported the 

addition to the Carson’s building.  This is a business going into the space.  All 
standards of review are met and he and he can support the request.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Surman said it is a nice addition to food options in the area and he can support 

the proposal.   
 
 5.3 Chairman Duffy said they are creating a number of additional handicap parking 

spaces on the west side of the mall.  That is a nice addition and he can support the 
request.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Surman asked if more handicapped parking was recommended based on use.   
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  The applicant said that was what was recommended though he was not sure of the 
process.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Surman said that there seemed to be a lot of handicapped spaces.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the addition is bumping out into the parking lot and there are 

existing spaces in the lot that are now going to be on the west side of the building.   
 
6.0 DECISION 
 

 6.1 Mr. Boyer moved to recommend granting a request for a special use for a limited 
service restaurant (Chipotle Mexican Grill) at 3232 Lake Avenue in accordance 
with the plans submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    

Motion carried. 
 

 6.2 Mr. Boyer moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 
recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-24.   

 
  6.21 Mr. Merci 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 in the specific location is 
consistent with the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan for vibrant commercial 
areas.  The use is located within an existing shopping center and will have no impact on 
surrounding properties.  The establishment and operation of the special use in the specific 
location will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, and welfare.  The 
proposed use will not be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other property in the 
neighborhood.  The establishment of the special use will not impede the normal and orderly 
development of surrounding properties.  The proposed use will not substantially diminish 
property values in the neighborhood.  Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, and other 
necessary facilities already existing to serve the proposed use.  Adequate measures exist 
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for ingress and egress.  The proposed use is consistent with the community character.  
Development of the proposed use will not adversely affect any known archaeological, 
historical or cultural resources.  The proposed use will meet any and all standards specified 
in Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a special use for a limited 
service restaurant (Chipotle Mexican Grill) at 3232 Lake Avenue in accordance with plans 
submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   
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1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 1, 2016 

 
7:30 P.M. 

 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

 
 
Members Present: Chairman Patrick Duffy 
 Mike Boyer 
 John Kolleng 
 Bill Merci 
 Reinhard Schneider 

Bob Surman 
 
Members Absent: Lynn Norman  
 
Staff Present: Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 
  
 
I. Call to Order 

 
Chairman Duffy called the meeting to order at 7:31 p.m. 

 
II. 2016-Z-28 226 Woodbine Avenue 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
III. 2016-Z-26 1809 Wilmette Avenue 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
  

3.3 
7-26-16 
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IV. 2015-Z-21 1515 Sheridan Road 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
V. 2016-Z-27 201 Sheridan Road 
 

See the complete case minutes attached to this document. 
 
VI. Approval of the May 4, 2016 Meeting Minutes 
 

Mr. Kolleng moved to approve the May 4, 2016 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 11:09 p.m. 
 
 
 
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
 Lisa Roberts 
 Assistant Director of Community Development 
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Ms. Debbie Cohen, applicant 
  
  3.12 Ms. Julie Klare 
   50 Crescent Place 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 2.0’ fence height variation and a fence 

openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall solid fence in the rear 
yard of a double-frontage lot.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 28, 
2016.   

 
 3.22 The applicant said that the fence in question actually sits partly on the applicant’s 

and partly on the neighbor’s property.  It was recommended that only one of them 
ask for the variation and that it be her because the alley is only on her property.  She 
bought the house in 1996.  Part of their decision had to do with the private backyard 
with a 6’ closed cedar fence.  The fence is around her entire backyard.  They are 
asking to replace the whole fence on three sides, but they only need a variation for 
the north side.  They and their neighbors have often repaired the fence as needed.  
In the spring a large section fell down and much of the fence has rotten away.  Four 
fence companies recommended fence replacement.  They were not aware that the 
fence did not conform to height restrictions or that previous owners of 50 Crescent 
Place had installed the fence without a permit in 1990.  They had applied for a 
permit but did not adhere to recommendations.  They learned about this from the 
neighbors.  Most of the fence is on their property and they applied for a permit for 
fence replacement on April 18, 2016.   

 
  The neighbors have a corner property.  Her lot is not a corner.  The northeast corner 

of the neighbor’s property merges with her property.  There is a small section of 
the side and back of her yard that is visible to the street and sidewalk.  She and her 
neighbors strongly believe that a fence is partially open and partially closed will 
look bad.  Much of the fence is allowed to be 6’ high.  It would have a negative 
impact on both properties and the neighborhood.  Everyone else around them has a 
6’ tall fence.   

 
  They have never gotten a complaint about the fence in the 20 years she has lived 

there.  A replacement fence will not impact the neighborhood.   
 
  The neighbor said that her property has a unique shape.  She has no privacy on her 

property.  She would like the proposed fence, which would give them some privacy.   
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3.23 The Board had no questions.  There was no one in the audience to speak on this 
case.  There was no additional communication on this case.   

  
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Boyer said this is a minimal request.  There is not a large double frontage issue 

happening.  The property is getting caught with the unique lot shape.  It meets all 
standards of review and he will support the request.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Surman agreed.  The current owner did not create this situation.   
 
 5.3 Chairman Duffy agreed with the above.  It is a unique situation and maybe the only 

one like it in the Village.  He can support this and all standards are met.   
 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Boyer moved to recommend granting a request for a 2.0’ fence height variation 

and a fence openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall solid fence 
in the rear yard of a double-frontage lot at 226 Woodbine Avenue in accordance 
with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
 
   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 2016-Z-28.   
 
  6.21 Mr. Boyer 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 configuration 
of the lot as a double-front lot with a small portion along Crescent Place, imposes upon the 
owner a practical difficulty.  The plight of the owner was not created by the owner and is 
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due to the unique circumstances of the lot.  The difficulty is peculiar to the lot in question 
and not generally shared by others.  The difficulty prevents the owner from making 
reasonable use of the property with a backyard space, maintaining the privacy of the 
existing space.  The proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and air 
or otherwise injure other property.  The variations if granted will not alter the essential 
character of the neighborhood.  The variations allow the replacement of the existing fence 
with no change to the appearance of the neighborhood. 
 
Regarding the fence standards, only a relatively small portion of the fence is oriented to 
Crescent Place.  There are other similar fences in the neighborhood including in the 
adjacent alley.  The proposed fence does not negatively impact neighboring dwelling units 
and other structures.  The applicant proposes to replace an existing fence with a similar 
closed fence of the same height.  The existing fence was constructed by a previous owner 
in violation of the fence requirements. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a 2.0’ fence height 
variation and a fence openness variation to permit the replacement of a 6.0’ tall solid fence 
in the rear yard of a double-frontage lot at 226 Woodbine Avenue in accordance with the 
plans submitted.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Joe Rodriguez, previous owner 
 
  3.12 Ms. Natalie Hanson, current owner 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor 

area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard parking 
pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot 
(4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square 
foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit 
the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad.  The Village Board will 
hear this case on June 28, 2016.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Rodriguez said he is embarrassed that this is an after-the-fact application.  He 

should have come before anything was done.  His job was to oversee that everything 
got done according to blueprints.  The garage is not the way it should be.  They 
based their layout on a 22’ x 22’ garage.  The architectural drawings show the 
garage at 21’ x 21’.  He was the owner and he was the builder.  He is not the current 
owner.   

 
 3.23 Mr. Boyer asked if the garage was built and then the house was sold.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that is correct.  The new owner is at the meeting.   
 
 3.24 Chairman Duffy said that Ms. Roberts explained that there was a mistake in reading 

some plans.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the engineering plans had not been updated to match 

architectural plans so when the garage was inspected it was based off of the 
engineering plans.  The garage was built larger than zoning had allowed.   

 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked if that was true for the addition and the porch.  Those were 

not built according to submitted plans.   
 
  Ms. Roberts is not sure what happened with the addition and the porch.   
 
 3.26 Chairman Duffy clarified that there was a mistake as to which plans were read 

during construction.  He addressed the new owner about when he submitted plans 
to the Village and they said that the garage should be smaller.  The engineering 
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plans had to be adjusted.  They knew the original plans were wrong and they needed 
to adhere to new plans.   

 
  Mr. Rodriguez said no, that is where the mistake was made.  He followed the plans 

that read 22’ x 22’.  The architectural drawings showed another dimension.   
 
 3.27 Chairman Duffy asked about the addition and the porch.  The plans were not 

followed on those elements either.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he took it on his own to increase dimensions so he could make 

a dining room in that area.  He should have asked first.   
 
 3.28 Chairman Duffy asked Mr. Rodriguez if he is a builder.  Does he often work in the 

Village? 
 
  Mr. Rodriguez is a plumber but knows how to remodel a home.  He only works in 

the Village.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Surman asked about additional parking added through a parking pad.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that is correct.  He wanted to have the option of having a new 

buyer have a place to park because parking in the area is limited.  That pad was not 
on the original plan.   

 
 3.30 Mr. Surman asked if Mr. Rodriguez was a general contractor.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez is not a general contractor and acts as the general contractor on his 

own projects because he owns the property.  He said he is a licensed plumbing 
contractor.  On his own properties, he can be his own general contractor.   

 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy said that when Mr. Rodriguez bought the house there was 

Wilmette Avenue access.  The curb cut is still there.  The garage is now turned to 
the alley, the long drive having been removed, and there is now a parking pad in 
the back.  He has less impervious surface than he started with.   

 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that the curb cut is still there.   
 
 3.32 Mr. Surman noted that one cannot change the plans on a whim.  Next time he tries 

to build in the Village, he will be closely scrutinized.   
 
 3.33 Mr. Boyer asked Ms. Roberts if there was a situation where the previous owner is 

applying for the variance like in this situation.   
 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy talked about a situation that happened before he was on the Board.  

The location was near Westmoreland Country Club.  The builder built his house 
different from the approved plans.  He built the basement higher and then it counted 
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as floor area.  No one caught it until occupancy.  The Village Board referred him 
to the Land Use Committee and he got fined.   

 
 3.35 There was discussion about who should have asked for the variation.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the current owner authorized Mr. Rodriguez to file for the 

variations.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Schneider asked how this came to the Board’s attention.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that staff was advised that the garage was too big, which was then 

confirmed.  It was not caught on routine inspection.  A neighbor pointed out that 
the garage was too large.   

 
 3.37 Mr. Boyer asked if there were repercussions, does it go against the applicant or the 

owner.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he does not want anything going to the current owner.  He, Mr.  

Rodriguez, created this situation and he will do what he needs to do.  He is asking 
for help and recommendations.   

 
  Ms. Hanson said she was not aware of the variance when they made the offer.  The 

neighbor brought this up a week before closing.  They closed five weeks ago.  They 
sold their previous property, which was also in the Village.   

 
 3.38 Mr. Boyer asked what would happen if the Board said no and the Village Board 

says there are repercussions, who does that go against it.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said it would be between the owner and the applicant to sort out.  She 

would think it would be the builder but she does not think that the Village would 
say who should bear the burden.   

 
 3.39 Chairman Duffy said that the Village Board could sanction the builder for violating 

the code and could direct the penalty.   
 
 3.40 Mr. Merci asked if any changes were due to unforeseen conditions or some hardship 

pertaining to the site.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that the lot is not a perfect rectangle in shape.   
 
 3.41 Mr. Merci clarified that these were willful changes.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he followed the drawings approved by the Village.   
 
 3.42 Chairman Duffy said that Mr. Rodriguez stated this evening that he made the 

changes on his own as related to the porch and to the addition.   
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  Mr. Rodriguez said he was not aware of problems with the porch until all this 
unraveled.   

 
 3.34 Mr. Kolleng asked if there was a garage that was taken down.   
 
 3.35 Chairman Duffy said this is shown on 1.3.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Kolleng asked about impervious surface prior to it being removed.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that they do not do calculations for the entire lot so she would 

have to break it out by yard.   
 
 3.37 Mr. Kolleng noted that impervious surface seems less at this time.   
 
  Ms. Roberts agreed that impervious surface on the lot is now reduced.   
 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Mr. Tim Clemens 
   1811 Wilmett Avenue 
 
  4.12 Ms. Marie Hirschle, broker that represented the buyers 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Mr. Clemens lives directly west of the subject property.  He was the one who 

brought this to the Village’s attention.  He does not have a problem with the 
proposal and the applicant has improved the neighborhood.   

 
 4.22 Ms. Hirschle said that none of the above came about until days prior to closing.  

There were errors and oversights.  She asked the Board to consider the fact that the 
current residents had no knowledge of this.  Mr. Rodriguez is saying that this is on 
him.  The buyers had no part in this situation.   

 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Boyer said the case is unique because the buyer owns the house and had no 

part in the variance request.  He may have supported the request if the applicant 
came to the Board before he did construction.  Some of the variations make sense.  
There is no parking on Wilmette Avenue, which is a busy street.  They are removing 
impervious surface.  The Board cannot approve this request because it is being 
made after the fact.  A conscious decision was made in the building process, which 
was outside of the original plans.  He is not comfortable penalizing the current 
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owner.  The Village Board would have to look at not penalizing the current owner 
and figure something out with the applicant.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Kolleng agrees with Mr. Boyer’s comments.  The garage should get a pass 

because the Village missed it as well.  It was an honest mistake by the builder.  If 
the case had come to the Board before it was built, there would be less impervious 
surface, which is a positive, and the other variations are minor so the Board 
probably would have approved the request.  The situation is unique.  The buyer 
should not be penalized but the applicant should be penalized by the Village.  He 
would support the request.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Surman said he agrees with most of the above.  Every case is unique.  The 

builders need to be responsible for what they do.  It is not the buyer’s responsibility 
but the Village Board has to make the decision about what to do about the builder.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Merci said agrees with the comments.  The request for variance is based on 

willful change and not on hardship or unforeseen conditions.  That is not a good 
practice and he will not support the request.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Schneider said he would support the request for above reasons.  If this had 

come to the Board before construction, the Board would probably have approved 
the request.  If the Village Board wants to impose a fine, it is the developers’ 
responsibility to pay it.   

 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said if this had come to the Board before construction, the Board 

might have asked the applicant to take some inches off of the garage.  Regarding 
the porch and addition, this is where he starts having a problem.  The Village should 
have a discussion with the builder about not changing approved plans.  It is in the 
Board’s best interest to send this as a negative recommendation to the Village Board 
so the Village Board can decide how to handle it.   

 
 5.7 Mr. Kolleng said this application should be been initiated by the current owner and 

not by the builder.  This is an owner issue, but the Village Board can deal with the 
applicant.  It should not be a negative recommendation.   

 
 5.8 Mr. Surman said it should be the builder’s responsibility and not the buyer’s 

responsibility.  Why put the burden on the owner? 
 
 5.9 Mr. Boyer said that the owner was not complicit in the deceit that occurred.   
 
 5.10 Mr. Kolleng said that the owner is the legal owner.   
 
 5.11 Mr. Schneider referenced exhibits 1.1 and 1.2 that show the alley meeting Sterling 

but it doesn’t.  The alley dead ends.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that it is an unimproved alley.  It is dedicated but not improved. 
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 5.12 Chairman Duffy said that some properties along Lawndale were deeded the alley.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that is on the east side.  The alley is Village property on the west 

side of Lawndale. 
 
6.0 DECISION  
 
 6.1 Mr. Boyer moved to recommend granting a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) 

total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard 
parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square 
foot (4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 
square foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to 
permit the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 1809 Wilmette 
Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy No 
   Mike Boyer   No 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   No 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   No 
    
   Motion failed. 
    
 6.2 Mr. Surman moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-26.   
 
 6.21 Mr. Boyer moved to second the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and 

no nays.   
 
   Motion carried.   
 
7.0 FINDINGS OF FACT UPON WHICH DECISION WAS BASED 
 

A majority of the Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request does not meet the 
variation standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  There are no particular 
physical conditions of the property that impose upon the owner a practical difficulty or 
particular hardship.  The lot is a typical size and shape.  The plight of the owner was created 
by the owner when he modified the construction of the addition and porch without having 
the revision reviewed and approved.  The garage was also built too large, based on a plan 
that had not been updated to match the approved building plans.  There is nothing 
preventing an owner from making reasonable use of the property had the addition, porch, 
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and garage been built within the zoning regulations.  The work was done by the previous 
owner who acted as the general contractor; the current owner had no involvement in the 
construction. 
 
A minority of the Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request meets the variation 
standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The garage was built following plans 
that did not match the approved architectural plans and this was an honest mistake by the 
builder.  This mistake was also not caught during inspection.  The applicant has reduced 
the overall impervious surface coverage on the lot; the parking pad provides on-site parking 
in place of the driveway.  Parking on Wilmette Avenue is limited and difficult to manage.  
The rear addition and porch were built larger than the approved plans and these changes 
should have been approved first.  Overall, the requests are very minor.  The variations will 
not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent properties.  The variations, if 
granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood.  The appearance of the 
neighborhood has been improved with the improvements to the house and the removal of 
the driveway. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 
 The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends denying a request for a 54.02 square foot 

(0.87%) total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard 
parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot 
(4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot 
(3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the retention 
of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 1809 Wilmette Avenue in accordance with 
the plans submitted.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Tim Lenon, applicant 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Mr. Roberts said that this is a request for a special use for a limited service 

restaurant (Taco Lago).  The Village Board will hear this case on June 28, 2016.   
 
 3.22 The applicant said he’s not sure how there was a misconception that they were 

having servers.  They are a fast casual restaurant.  One orders at the counter and the 
food is delivered to the table.  This is customary for this type of food.   

 
 3.23 Chairman Duffy asked how the confusion occurred.   
 
  The applicant said something must have gotten lost in the translation.  It was never 

stated that he would have servers.  His two other restaurants in the Village do have 
servers, so there may have been an assumption there. 

 
 3.24 Mr. Surman asked if having servers means that no special use is required. 
 
  Chairman Duffy said it’s considered a different type of use. 
 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked what the other two restaurants the applicant is involved with.   
 
  The applicant said Fuel and Nick’s, though he has sold his interest in Nick’s. 
 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Ms. Katie Lenon 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Ms. Lenon said that she would like a job at the venue so she hopes that the ordinance 

passes.  She thinks that the Board should support the request.   
  
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Schneider said this is a good addition to the Village.  There is no reason to not 

support it.   
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 5.2 Mr. Boyer said that all standards of review are met.  He can support the request.  
This request is just housekeeping.   

 
 5.3 Chairman Duffy said that there was some confusion during the application process.  

He will support the request.   
 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Schneider moved to recommend granting a request for a special use for a 

limited service restaurant (Taco Lago) at 1515 Sheridan Road in accordance with 
the plans submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Boyer seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    
   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 2016-Z-21.   
 
 6.21 Mr.  Kolleng seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no 

nays.   
 
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 in the specific location is 
consistent with the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan for vibrant commercial 
areas.  The proposed use is located within an existing shopping center and will have no 
impact on surrounding properties.  The restaurant has been operating as a limited service 
restaurant and no negative impacts have occurred.  The establishment and operation of the 
special use in the specific location will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, 
safety, and welfare.  The proposed use will not be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other 
property in the neighborhood.  The establishment of the special use will not impede the 
normal and orderly development of surrounding properties.  The proposed use will not 
substantially diminish property values in the neighborhood.  Adequate utilities, road 
access, drainage, and other necessary facilities already existing to serve the proposed use.  
Adequate measures exist for ingress and egress.  The proposed use is consistent with the 
community character.  Development of the proposed use will not adversely affect any 
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known archaeological, historical or cultural resources.  The proposed use will meet any 
and all standards specified in Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request for a special use for a limited 
service restaurant (Taco Lago) at 1515 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans 
submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   
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3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 
APPLICANT 

 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Scott Freres, principal 
   The Lakota Group 
 
  3.12 Ms. Arona Puttrich, Director of Finance 
   Baker Demonstration School 
 
  3.13 Mr. Don Matthews 
   Gewalt Hamilton 
 
  3.14 Mr. Dan Brinkman 
   Gewalt Hamilton 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for modification of a special use (Primary 

Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 
square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 
1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 
2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side 
yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height variation 
to permit site improvements.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 28, 
2016.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Freres is representing Baker School who is the applicant.  He said there are 

representatives from Baker and Gewalt Hamilton and Mike Kritzman from his 
office.   

 
  They want to present an overall discussion of what Baker is trying to undertake in 

terms of the process.  Baker has been an institution for over 100 years.  They have 
been at the current site for 50 years.  About 18 months ago, his firm was called in 
because Baker wanted to refresh and relook at their campus.  The focus was on an 
initial understanding of playground areas and how to improve them, but also the 
green space.  They have a terraced green lawn area.  He said that he wanted to look 
at the entire campus and not one individual part.  What is the long term vision?  
How can they improve the entire physical appearance? How can they refresh the 
brand?  
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  They wanted to get a better understanding of how they are seen in the 
neighborhood.  Many of the neighbors are at the meeting.  They engaged the 
neighbors to understand concerns and issues.   

 
  This is more about looking at the whole campus and how they can improve the 

school moving forward.  This is a reinvestment and not just a refresh.  They started 
the process about 12 to 18 months ago and engaged staff and parents.  How do they 
meet the school’s goals from a progressive standpoint of learning, education and 
outdoor environments?  They engaged the neighbors in early discussions about their 
concerns.  They plan to improve the infrastructure and associated impacts.   

 
  Now is a time they package the above into a proposal to the Village.  They met with 

Village planning staff for input.  What were the bigger concerns not only from the 
site but from the neighborhood in terms of access and circulation?  They then broke 
it down into implementation, which is where they are right now.  There is a Phase 
1 and a Phase 2.  The site was broken down into two areas.  They want to minimize 
impact on current operations.  In Phase 1 they planned to start on the west end of 
the campus, replace the playground and make parking improvements as well as 
move the storage shed and make improvements to trash enclosures and access to 
parking.  Their goal was to achieve Phase 1 this summer.  Phase 2 is the east side 
of the building, which encompasses the playground and open field area.   

 
  He walked through the site plan.  The site is 3.8 acres, residentially zoned.  It is 

surrounded by single-family homes.  Homes on the western half of the property are 
relatively new.  He referenced photos.  There are four homes on the eastern edge of 
the property.  There is open space on the east half of the school, which is on a hill 
coming down from Sheridan back towards the building.  There is a giant footprint 
under that area of an old foundation of the old National Louis University.   

 
  There were infrastructure improvements that had to be made to manage existing 

conditions and meet upgraded MWRD standards.  Don Matthews from Gewalt-
Hamilton will discuss this.  This will improve the site and impact on neighbors.   

 
  Their parking today is along Maple and it is a circulation system that brings 

everyone in on Maple during the morning.  The school manages that well.  Most 
either go out to Maple or out to Sheridan Road.  There is also parking on the east 
end of the campus.  There is a curb cut on the west end of Maple.  That is there in 
the early morning for traffic management but it really is a fire emergency access 
point.  His firm has to maintain this component.   

 
  The highlighted purple areas are important.  They represent areas of concern to the 

school.  A lot of playground areas and grass areas have degraded conditions from 
use and the freeze/thaw cycle.  A lot of the gravel pushes up and they cannot get 
grass to grow on the eastern edge of the site, which led to a discussion about 
synthetic turf.   

 



2016-Z-27 201 Sheridan Road June 1, 2016 

3 
 

 3.23 Mr. Schneider asked the meaning of the brown shaded areas.   
 
  Mr. Freres said those areas have buffering and screening.  Neighbors have concerns 

about noise and screening.  The areas in purple are play areas at the west end of the 
site, play areas in the center and the brown areas are disturbed areas.  Yellow 
highlights are adjacent neighbors.  The plan is not changing the relationships of the 
playground pieces; it is not increasing the intensity of use or the intensity of the 
campus with more students.  The proposal is improving the quality of the 
appearance and the brand.   

 
 3.24 Mr. Surman asked if what was being discussed was existing conditions.  Are 

existing trees on there? 
 
  Mr. Freres said it was existing conditions.  He said that there are trees along the 

edge of the field where there is parking, along Sheridan Road.  The plan does not 
depict all trees that exist.   

 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked that the history being addressed.  The lot has a unique shape.  

Did Baker sell off the northeast quadrant? 
 
  Mr. Freres said that was a piece that was sold off.   
 
 3.26 Ms. Puttrich said that Baker separated from National Louis in about 2005 and they 

bought a parcel of land.  In order to buy back from National Louis, they had to get 
money, through a bond, and sell adjacent properties through Red Seal.  She 
explained that the land where the houses sit were part of National Louis and Baker 
at one time.   

 
 3.27 Mr. Freres continued and showed photos.  They are trying to show the existing 

conditions on the site.  It is primarily fenced around the open green space and along 
the western and southern frontages.  There is emergency access at the south end of 
the campus.  There is fencing along the south edge of the playfields.  Neighbors are 
concerned about errant balls that sometimes go to the neighbors’ properties.   

 
  The campus has not been improved for a long time.  It has been maintained and 

repaired.  The equipment on site is 15 to 20 years old.  They will refresh everything 
out there and will change out materials of the ball surfaces.  As part of the process 
they realized they want to get greenery on the site in a way that can be sustained.   

 3.28 Mr. Schneider asked if the original building was where the soccer field is.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that is correct.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Schneider asked if they removed all of the substructure when the building was 

torn down.   
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  Mr. Freres said they left part of the foundation below grade.  They are 2’ to 3’ below 
to the finished foundation.  They probably crushed the floor but foundation walls 
are still there.   

 
  They are keeping all parking in the current configuration.  The goal is not to lose 

parking.  In 2015, the initial look at the campus was to visualize the campus as a 
series of rooms.  Each room has a different character and component.  They want 
to link the entire campus via walkways.  There are not sufficient walkways at this 
time.  Everything they do has to be ADA accessible.  There is a connected circular 
pathway system that goes throughout the entire site.  Room 1 is on the eastern edge.  
It is a synthetic surface ball field not defined by striped lines.  Lines will be painted 
on for each event and then wash away.  The goal will be to have it look like a lawn 
area and not an athletic field.  They are sensitive as to how the view is from Sheridan 
Road.   

 
  He will later talk about fencing treatment and signage.  The center is lawn.  It is 

being graded and they are providing underground storage for the impermeable 
surface that this is qualified under.  That area will be regraded and will have a lawn 
area.  Soil will be on top of it so it will be a lawn/play area.   

 
 3.30 Chairman Duffy said that there will be a walkway between the play area and center 

area.  He noted that there is a pergola.  Is there a distinct grade difference between 
the playfield and ? 

 
  Mr. Freres said that there was a distinct grade difference. 
 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy asked if they were creating a retaining wall.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that there is a 2’ high retaining wall with prairie gardens along the 

slope.   
 
 3.32 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are digging out.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are building up rather than digging out.   
 
 3.33 Chairman Duffy said that the applicant stated that there would be a retention vault.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that Mr. Matthews would discuss that in his presentation.  He did 

say that there would be a retention vault.   
 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy said it had to get dug out to create the retention vault.   
  Mr. Freres said that there will be a transitional area between two areas that is 

highlighted by landscaping.  It is designed with stones like a small amphitheater.  
Everything is a learning experience and not just a utilitarian approach.  The pergola 
element is a shade structure.  On the weekend, the area is used for sporting clubs 
and organizations as a play space.  To build the pergola, there needs to be a curbed 
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or sidewalk edge to retain that surface.  He said that trees will be relocated and 
some will go in areas where there are no plants at this time.  They do not want to 
excavate more than needed because of the cost.   

 
  The areas adjacent to the building are playground area 1.  This is for younger 

children.  It is a controlled fenced in 4’ high fence.  The children can come out to 
the open area and others can bypass that space via walkways.  Immediately to the 
south is a green space which is a garden area.  On the western side they planned to 
replace existing equipment in the same location.  They will also provide ball court 
areas, which are small.   

 
  There is a dumpster storage area and green areas were out in that space.  That was 

their first attempt at the plan.  They knew that parking was important and the 
relationship of all areas was also important.  They spoke with their neighbors and 
incorporated their comments into the current plan, which is before the Board.  They 
highlighted those comments.   

 
  One area of concern was to the north.  There was a desire to provide a separation 

and quality of care and visual and physical concern for storage of the dumpster 
areas.  They have to have ample circulation for a truck.  They don’t want to lose 
parking.   

 
  The other concern on that side had to do with hoop houses and the compost bin, 

which neighbors said were not good looking and that they smelled.  In the new plan 
the outdoor gardening elements were moved to the garden outdoor learning 
environment, central to the campus.  This is a new area and they provided a new 
pull away dumpster area in synthetic wood so it is screened and well maintained.  
It is also well landscaped.  They want to put in a sold screen of landscape.  This 
would provide separation from the neighbors to the west.  There is also a large tree 
that they did not want to cut down.   

 
  They looked at other dumpster location options but this was the best location from 

an accessibility and physical standpoint as long as they address landscaping, 
screening and move other facilities out of that space.   

 
  The west side is where they felt more concern from the neighbors.  One issue was 

noise, particularly related to two neighbors to the west.  The sounds of balls 
generates noise throughout the day.  The ball courts there right now are up against 
the fence.  There is little landscaping at this time.  Their goal was how to address 
landscaping.  They have provided significantly more landscaping – Evergreen 
material – along the west side.  There is all new solid fencing along that frontage.  
They will move the small ball courts closer to the building.  The ball courts are for 
younger children.  The main ball court area is pulled to the center.   

 
 3.35 Mr. Surman asked the material.   
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  Mr. Freres said that it would be a concrete or asphalt material.  They can maintain 
a durable surface.   

 
 3.36 Mr. Surman asked as related to today, if there was less or more concrete in the area 

to the west.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that in a perceived world there is no more paved surface than today.  

From a metrics perspective, there is more impervious surface.  He talked about the 
rubber surface.  There is also synthetic grass.  Village codes call that impervious.  
He referenced the big circle and it represents a big concern from a neighbor about 
the drainage patterns that occur on the site today.  They will talk about that more in 
detail.   

  
  Drainage represented a huge piece of the budget that Baker is going to undertake 

to do the project.  It is driven by Village requirements and MWRD’s requirements, 
which are significant.  There are two systems.  One holds water in the center of the 
site and goes one way.  There is one on the west that goes to the south.  They want 
to tackle the one on the west first and take care of that area right away.  They want 
to create a pipe system to hold the water underneath a specific playground.  The 
neighbor is concerned that water will go from Baker onto her property.  Right now 
it is all mulch.  But now it will be controlled and released properly.   

 
 3.37 Chairman Duffy asked if the western area would only retain water from the west 

side of the property.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that water from the roof would be retained there.   
 
 3.38 Chairman Duffy clarified that the vault would take care of the synthetic playfield 

and center play area.  Currently parking has its own drainage and they are not 
changing that.   

 
  Mr. Freres said they are tying into that and then it’s going back to Maple.   
 
 3.39 Mr. Surman asked what type of fence they are proposing for the west.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are proposing a solid 6’ high traditional cedar fence.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they are working with their neighbors and they need to make 

the investment to improve the site.  Improvements are need.  To the south they are 
making improvements to the alley.  It is now chain link fences with trees growing 
through it.  It is an unsecure place.  They plan to clean up that area and improve the 
area.  There are many trees on the site that occur on the south edge that were planted 
as memorials and dedications.  Those will remain and are integrated into outdoor 
classroom space.  They want to get rid of all the smelly garden areas.  They are 
bringing those to a new farm space.  Students can do planting, collect rain water.   
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  One big issue is the frontage along Sheridan Road.  The issue is the quality of 
keeping that slope and building up that area for proper drainage.  They need to think 
about balls onto Sheridan Road.  They plan to put a fence out there.  The fence is 
6’ today, but it will go on top of a 4’ high retaining wall.  They are asking for 8’.  
They are giving themselves a 6’ setback off of the sidewalk.  Today that fence is 
on the sidewalk.  They are also adding a row of trees.  They are aesthetically 
improving the area, pulling the fence closer to where the ball sports are.  One 
element that is important to Baker is brand recognition on Sheridan Road.  They 
are asking for signage along Sheridan.  It is essential that Baker have brand 
recognition on Sheridan Road.  99% of people have no idea where the school is but 
drive by it all the time.  There is a sign that hangs off of the school it is not as 
tasteful as what they want.   

 
  He hit the highlights of the proposed master plan.  It is tasteful and well designed.  

It is no more intensity of the use than there is today.  They are replacing old 
equipment with new contemporary equipment.  There is more environment for 
interactive play for all age groups.   

 
  Their goal is to reconfigure outdoor space to provide meaningful environments.  

They are not changing walking patterns and will fence spaces off.  They are 
integrating rubberized surfaces.  The climbing structures are more natural.  
Greenery and pathways play a big part.  Metrics are showing more impervious 
surface, they are increasing the open space and adding more landscaping.  They are 
already over on impervious surface.  The incremental increase is not significant.  It 
is better quality materials and they are looking at this as an overall project.   

 
 3.40 Mr. Schneider asked what the incremental increase was.   
 
  Mr. Freres said if they go on a side yard, rear yard and front yard setback, which is 

how they have broken down the request.  Each has an incremental increase from 
what exists.  In some areas it may be 1% and in other areas it might be 30%.  Water 
percolates through a synthetic field.   

 
  Ms. Roberts said that it is very hard to quantify and define a permeable surface.  

They have been very conservative and said that if is not grass it has to be treated as 
impervious surface.  The applicant can explain how pervious it really is.   

 
 3.41 Mr. Surman asked for an explanation of what is below the surface and the reason 

for raising it up 2’. 
 
  Mr. Freres said they are storing water volume under that space.  It is a big gravel 

bath tub that holds its own water and moves it into a big cistern.  Water percolates 
through the fields.  It is considered to be a facility and not as a green space.  They 
are adding a field that encroaches into a side yard setback.  It is viewed no 
differently than asphalt, concrete or brick pavers by the Village.  Every community 
treats the rubberized surface the same way.   
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 3.42 Chairman Duffy asked that this issue be addressed in more detail later in the 
presentation.   

 
  Mr. Freres showed the existing condition on the west side.  It gives a good sense of 

the ball courts and the older equipment and the scale of the building and current 
trees.  They will be replanting the entire edge and moving all of that space towards 
the building and taking out all the concrete along the building.  The fence along that 
area will be replaced.  There is a pipe underneath the area.  It is on the west side 
there are a lot of encumbrances like footings for playground equipment.  Having a 
free and clear zone to put the pipe has no impact on water.  It is the best place to 
put it.  All surfaces are rubber.  Green space is important.  This is best management 
for the school from a maintenance standpoint.   

 
  The site elements focus on perimeter fencing.  Their goal is to build a retaining wall 

and move the fence on top of the wall and put trees along the edge.  That is a good 
buffer from the balls.  They have considered putting up temporary netting along 
Sheridan Road, but that is not a positive.   

 
 3.43 Mr. Kolleng talked about a new field next to Lane Tech and they have netting to 

catch balls.  Maybe they could put up netting during a game and then take it down.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are talking about that but there are logistics to doing that  
 
 3.44 Mr. Kolleng said that an 8’ fence wouldn’t stop that many balls.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they are adding trees in that area.  They need some verticality.  

They are losing 6’ of their property.   
 
 3.45 Mr. Surman clarified that the field is also raised up by 2’ so the fence is 6’ on the 

inside and 8’ on the outside.   
 
  Mr. Freres pointed out new enclosures for trash.  They will wrap heavy steel posts 

with synthetic wood and do a Hardieboard finish and framing.  There will be 
landscaping along the western perimeter to buffer from the neighbors in that area.  
There is a lot of stuff out there and there was no game plan as to where to put it all.  
Now they have a long term vision.  They are moving it to the south and pulling it 
out into the space that were parking spaces.  There will now be a walkway.  
Neighbors to the west would be screened with evergreens and deciduous plant 
material.   

 
 3.46 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are losing three spots along there.  What is net 

on parking? 
 
  Mr. Freres said they are picking up that parking in the center island.  They will not 

lose any parking.  They cannot afford to lose parking.  The pergola is wood and 
they are looking at options for posts.  They will meet with the ARC with detailed 
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plans.  It is an open air element and provides some shade.  There is a storage shed 
for site-related elements.  This is located behind the farm stand.  The buildings are 
part of the variation request.  The current building encroaches into the required 
setback as well.  They have chosen to keep the line equal and push them back as 
far as possible.  They add 625 square feet of coverage.  They are looking at these 
buildings from a long term perspective.   

 
  Regarding signage, they are showing a location that is on the north side of the 

east/west exit drive.  There is a small amount of land, there is a fence and there is 
landscaping from the neighbor.  The sign face is only on its south side.  It is there 
for people driving northbound.  You can’t turn left at that space and they will have 
to turn left at Maple.  The sign is brand recognition.  They took cues from the 
neighborhood as related to signage.  One cue was the big stone piers across the 
street and they will mimic those.  The framing of the sign is larger than allowed by 
about 9’.  The sign is not illuminated.   

 
  They are working with one of their architects on the lobby to the school that will 

be called the entry arrival sequence.  They have to think about safety, security, and 
controls.   The drop off area is not attractive.  He talked about possibly adding 
awnings for color, some sort of banner, and they will talk to the ARC about this.   

 
  The greenery has a naturalistic landscape character such as butterfly gardens, native 

grasses and plantings, simple and low maintenance with an educational component.  
The school integrates Latin into the environment.   

 
  They have highlighted all yards and have shown the requirements.  They will not 

be increasing intensity but replacing what is there with the right solutions and 
materials.  They respect the neighbors and the Village.   

 
  There is a description of each area as it currently exists and what coverages will be.  

There will be greater coverage.  It shows all impervious surfaces within setback 
areas today.  He showed the future plans.  They believe that the new surfaces are 
somewhere between pervious and semi impervious.   

 
 3.47 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the retaining wall on the south edge.   
  Mr. Freres said there is an existing retaining wall and a smaller retaining wall.  It 

turns the corner, rolls down and is landscaped.  There are big pine trees over there.   
 
 3.48 Mr. Surman asked if they needed to put in a retaining wall for the field.  Is there 

enough transition area between the field and the lot line that they don’t need to have 
a retaining wall?  

 
  Mr. Matthews said on the inside, there is enough land that a retaining wall is not 

needed. 
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 3.49 Chairman Duffy said Site Plan Review Committee comments indicated that they 
have to grade the property so they don’t have run off to the neighbors.  That has to 
be addressed on the south lot line.  It is not the Board’s purview but the Village will 
require this.   

 
  Mr. Freres said that in summary, the special use for accessory structures exceeding 

200 square feet are sheds and the pergola element.  The variances are driven by 
synthetic turf and safety and rubber surfacing.  There is a refuse enclosure area with 
an encroachment of 3’9”.  If they move it south they will lose a parking space.  If 
they push it to the east the doors that open up are encroaching into the traffic.   

 
 3.50 Chairman Duffy asked if someone would address the refuse enclosure in more 

detail.   
 
  Mr. Freres said he wants to hear Board comments.   
 
 3.51 Chairman Duffy said that it is far away from the school.  Have they considered 

moving it to a different location? What about alley access?  
 
  Mr. Freres said they cannot have alley access.  They also looked at locations in the 

parking area.   
 
 3.52 Mr. Schneider said that the Board had a case regarding the building to the northeast.  

The case revolved around where to put the air conditioner.  One option would 
require a variation.  Whoever built the property was aware of the Baker situation of 
having the dumpster right there.   

 
 3.53 Chairman Duffy said that the dumpster is closer to the building at a commercial 

building.  It seems to him like the dumpster in tonight’s case is far away and it made 
sense.  Why wouldn’t the alley be closer to the building? 

 
  Mr. Matthews said that from a turning and traffic standpoint the proposed location 

is the best.  They did look at other locations.   
 
  Mr. Freres said people will walk behind the dumpsters in the new plan.   
 
  There was discussion about the dumpsters and Chairman Duffy said garbage trucks 

do not come during drop off and pick up.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said they looked at it adjacent to the property line but it wasn’t that 

much different than the proposed location.  With the proposed location there is a 
drive aisle available for the truck and it is the optimal drive aisle.   

 
 3.54 Chairman Duffy asked about the streets or alleys to the south of the building to 

access it.   
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  Mr. Matthews said that was not an option.  He showed the best place, but it is 
problematic because the street is narrow.  There is a grade transition in that area.   

 
 3.55 Chairman Duffy asked Mr. Matthews to address drainage and grading.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said most of his presentation is about storm water management.  The 

existing site has a fair amount of fall from Sheridan Road down to the southwest 
corner.  The building is about 6’ to 7’ lower than Sheridan Road.  They are 
manipulating the grade from Sheridan Road.  Right now water flows across the 
property and there are problems with water rushing into a stairwell leading down 
to the basement.  On the west portion of the property there are wood chips and when 
it rains hard, water goes onto neighboring properties.  Some wood chips float to 
neighboring properties.  There is no drainage system back there now.  The water 
goes to the alley and into a combined sewer system.  Today there is no storm water 
management.   

 
  A portion of the roof and the west playground eventually get into the combined 

sewer that flows west towards the channel.  The rest of the property drains through 
a dedicated storm sewer for the site that goes directly to the north shore channel.   

 
 3.56 Mr. Schneider asked if the parking lot water drained to Maple and then to the North 

Shore Channel directly.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said this was correct.  There is a portion of the property that goes to 

the combined sewer south of the property.  The other half is going to the storm 
sewers that collect it and bring it to the separate dedicated storm sewer on the north 
side of the school.   

 
 3.57 Mr. Schneider asked if there was a limit as to what they can direct to the storm 

sewer on the north.  Do they need a special permit to do this? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that there is a limit with respect to elevations.  They tried to get 

as much of the site to that storm sewer.  It is shown on the Wilmette utility atlas as 
a storm sewer going to the channel for this property.  They wanted to minimize 
runoff into the combined sewer system.  They are doing that but there are 
limitations because the elevation of the playground area is too low to connect to the 
storm sewer on Maple.  That is why they are continuing the outlet to the sewer in 
the alley.   

 
 3.58 Chairman Duffy asked if the western drainage is through a new pipe that takes them 

directly into the storm sewer so they will mitigate the water crossing off of the 
property.   

 
  Mr. Matthews said that was accurate.  He showed the proposed site and started with 

the west portion.  The whole area consists of natural turf areas, planting beds, 
rubberized and synthetic play surfaces.  Regarding the play surfaces, the upper 
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materials are poured and the water goes through that layer and into an underlying 
layer of stone, which is 8” to 12” thick.  The stone is porous and allows water to 
migrate through the stone.  The water is intercepted by perforated under drains.  
That goes into the detention pipe.   

 
  The water gets cooled going through the stone.  It attenuates the flow and some of 

the water is retained in the stone reducing the volume of water leaving the site.  
There is a 6’ diameter pipe along the western property line, about 10’ off of the 
property line, and it is several hundred feet long.  That water is detained until it is 
restricted and is slowly released into the combined sewer.  It is all intercepted prior 
to washing onto neighboring properties.   

 
 3.59 Chairman Duffy asked if there is a valve in the detention pipe that controls it.  How 

is it controlled? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it is called an orifice.  It is a small pipe that is sized when 

there is so much pressure pushing on that the small hole allows it to spill into the 
combined sewer.   

 
 3.60 Mr. Merci asked if it was reviewed by MWRD and is it acceptable.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said they are under review now.  It is first reviewed by Village staff 

and then it is approved by MWRD if approved by Village staff.  They are much 
further along in the design than they typically are at this stage.  They took some 
risks to get the plans done so contractors can price it and they might be able to build 
this summer.   

 
 3.61 Mr. Merci said that the restriction is that they don’t want to overload the capacity 

of the Maple sewer.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that is correct and they don’t want to adversely impact 

neighbors.   
 
 3.62 Mr. Boyer asked about storm water management in that area at this time.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said there is not storm water management in that area at this time.  

There is a drain in the neighbor’s yard and that picks up run off.  The rest of it is 
getting into the alley and into the inlets of that combined sewer.   

 
 3.63 Mr. Kolleng asked about the pipe’s capacity.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said it is .12 acre feet.  He explained what this means.   
 
 3.64 Chairman Duffy asked at what rate of rain does that account for.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it is about 6.5” to 7” of rain on a 24 hour period.   
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 3.65 Mr. Schneider asked Mr. Matthews to talk about the artificial turf. 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the east half has a synthetic turf field that acts the same way 

as the west area.  There is turf and stone that is collected by a network of under 
drains that run into a detention vault that is located?  That is even larger than the 
one on the west side.   

 
 3.66 Mr. Schneider asked what would happen if they had the turf and the stone and just 

soil.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said if they had better soil it would migrate into the soil below.  But 

there is a mix of a lot of fill and stones on the site.  Water would pool there and 
eventually start bubbling up through the surface.   

 
 3.67 Mr. Schneider asked what happens there today.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that some of it runs into the basement of the school.  The rest is 

finding cavities from old foundations.  It is not a good system today.   
 
 3.68 Mr. Schneider asked if it was impacting the neighbors.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said he has heard that there is a fair amount of wash off that goes to 

the southerly neighbor.  After they develop the site, that area will be stabilized.  The 
side walk around the perimeter of the field is pitched inward.  He has about a 15’ 
to 20’ area beyond the sidewalk that would be stabilized turf that slopes away from 
neighbors.  They can refine the plan if needed. 

 
 3.69 Mr. Surman asked if capacity included the gravel area.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said he was talking about storage as related to the voids within the 

storage.  There is additional storage in the stones.  At the front of the school they 
are rebuilding part of the parking lot.  Anything they touch they have to comply 
with standards.  They are redoing the front entrance for accessibility reasons.  They 
have to regrade the front parking lot.  They have to provide detention for that aspect 
as well.  They are proposing an inverted island in the parking lot.  They will have 
deep rooted plants with stone below that.  That provides additional storage as well 
as cleaning and cooling the water before leaving the site.  There is also permeable 
pavement that they are proposing where accessible spaces are being provided as 
well as the cross walk.  He talked about the existing site and proposed changes.  
They can create more open space for storm water management.  It is easier for 
people to pull into diagonal versus parallel parking spaces.   

 
 3.70 Mr. Surman said that there is only a 1% chance that water would go onto 

neighboring property.  He asked Mr. Matthews to confirm this.   
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  Mr. Matthews said that the site is 3.8 acres.  They are not redoing the entire site.  
Vaults are sized for runoff for that 1% chance for areas that they are addressing.  
Of the 3.8 acres, over two acres is being redeveloped.  The vaults are sized for that 
additional two acres.  They are not bringing the entire site into compliance.   

 
 3.71 Mr. Surman asked if there was a heavy rain would the west area drain next door.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it could potentially happen.  If the system was overloaded 

it would bleed and go into the alley.  Anything they are touching will be compliant.   
 
 3.72 Mr. Surman said that parking is greatly improved.   
 
  Mr. Matthews agreed with this.   
 
 3.73 Chairman Duffy clarified that they were not addressing additional drainage in 

parking because they are not doing anything with the parking area.   
 
  Mr. Matthews showed one area they are redoing.  Detention will be provided for 

that area.   
 
 3.74 Chairman Duffy said that current blacktopped areas have drains.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that there are systems in place that are conveying the water to 

get it off of the property.  There is not detention storage.  They are not aware of 
issues due to runoff from the parking lot that adversely impact the neighbors.  They 
know about neighbors to the west and south.   

 
 3.75 Mr. Surman asked if they would put in a low wall on the west side.  The slope is 

14’. 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the slope is from Sheridan Road down.  From the face of 

the school to the property line is about 4’ of fall.  They can intercept that water.  
The neighbor made some comments about how they can further ensure that does 
not happen.  He may add more inlets along the west property line to make sure that 
any water flowing in that direction is intercepted and does not flow onto 
neighboring properties.   

 
 3.76 Chairman Duffy referenced the western area.  Is there any plan to regrade that so 

there is more of a swale up?  Village engineering will request a swale there.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that is a reasonable request.  They don’t want to put in a cast 

iron grate for water flow in a playground area.  They are trying to design it so that 
whatever runoff there is from the play areas drains into a planted area and water is 
intercepted.  All the play areas are permeable.  The likelihood of an event of the 
capacity of the rainwater passing through the rubber membrane is small.  If it is 
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exceeded it is picked up by the open grated inlets in planting areas and along that 
entire west property line.   

 
 3.77 Mr. Boyer asked if all drainage systems functioned the same.  Are they not affected 

by freeze/thaw?  
 
  Mr. Matthews said he gets concerned about leaves clogging the inlets.  They have 

to maintain the leaves so there is no obstruction.  Freezing is not a concern.   
 
 3.78 Mr. Boyer referenced the permeability of the turf areas.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that area acts more like an insulator.  There are air pockets.  

Permeable pavers in parking lots and play areas don’t freeze.  The stone provides 
an insulating effect.  His colleague will now address parking and traffic.   

 
 3.79 Mr. Brinkman said that is all about improvements to the facilities.  There is no 

building expansion, staff or enrollment additions.  They are not changing 
circulation patterns or access points.  They did conduct a traffic planning study as 
part of the special use.  They did traffic counts and observations.   

 
  Whey they compared the volume of traffic at Baker with published information for 

private schools, there was a little less traffic in the afternoon and a little more traffic 
in the morning.  They acted conservatively and he said that that impact they tested 
for the project is that they added about 12 more cars in and out in the afternoon 
peak hour.  There is no expectation that they are going to see in increase in staff or 
attendance.   

 
  They looked at traffic from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.  There are three distinct peak 

hours.  In the morning time, it is spread out because people arrive at various times.  
The afternoon is when schools have their most intense congestion when everyone 
gets out at once.  That lasts about 40 minutes at Baker.  They are not making any 
changes to the site with regard to parking or traffic flow.  There is no loss in parking 
spaces. 

 
  He talked about pick up and drop off.  He has done this for 20 years and Baker has 

probably done the best job in this area.  The way they stack cars in the parking lot 
they recommended to another school in Lincolnshire.  He said they bring about 6 
cars at a time through the parking lot.  The stop the cars, let everyone out (or they 
load cars) and they release the cars.  All cars are directed out onto Sheridan Road.  
There are staff in the parking lots and parents are well educated on the process.  
They didn’t have to build anything so that circulation flowed in a certain way 
because it already flows correctly.  For short periods of time in the afternoon traffic 
ques back from Maple to Sheridan.  Traffic is moving as quickly as possible.  10 to 
15 minutes before school is out, cars start to line up side by side in the parking lot.  
Staff brings about 6 to 7 cars along the building frontage and they are 
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loaded/unloaded and then cars leave via Sheridan Road.  Then the next groups come 
in.   

 
  They tried to maximizing how many cars they can get through the line.  Cars go 

along the frontage as far as they can.   
 
  One of the comments from Site Plan Review was a question about the circulation 

of the fire truck.  He showed an exhibit to address this.  The primary access on 
Maple Avenue is for the fire lane.  That currently exists  

 
  There are short and intense periods of congestion but the school does a good job in 

dealing with this and it happens for a short period of time.   
 
  As part of the village’s requirements, they pulled three years of crash data including 

accidents reported in the vicinity.  The intersection of Maple and Sheridan and the 
access points had 7 to 8 crashes reported in three years and only one of those was 
related to school traffic.   

 
 3.80 There were no questions for the presenter from the Board.   
 
 3.81 Mr. Surman asked if there was anywhere that shows the 6’ setback along Sheridan 

Road.  Drawings show bushes up against the sidewalk.   
 
 3.82 Mr.Merci said that the third page of the Lakota drawings describes it.   
 
 3.83 Mr.  Surman said that the drawings do not seem to reflect this.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they can provide this if it is not shown on drawings.   
 
 3.84 Mr. Surman referenced a 6’ dimension – was this from the curb or from existing 

sidewalk.  He noted that the Board’s drawings were small.   
 
  It is 5’3” from the existing sidewalk.  The current fence is 6” off of the sidewalk.    
 
(After section 4.0) 
 
 3.85 Mr. Freres said they will look at other options to the dumpster location.  He cannot 

comment about the rat problem.  He heard the stories and the school is aware of it.   
 
  Regarding the tree, the Village has authority as to whether a tree can come down.  

The forester will make this decision.  This will be addressed with the ARC.  The 
need to remove the tree is because they have a tight site and new playground 
equipment and underground obstacles and utilities that are going in.  Fall zones are 
required for all play equipment.  The tree is in the way of the fall zones.  As part of 
the big picture, they will address better things.  He respects the fact that people care 
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about large trees.  However they will add value to the property far above the 
removal of one tree.   

 
 3.86 Chairman Duffy said that what is being added is in terms of foliage is more than 

what is being removed. 
 
  The applicant said that is correct.   
 
 3.87 Mr. Schneider referenced borings and asked where the water table is on the west 

side.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that as part of the design they need to find out the ground water 

level and on that part of the site it was about 5’ to 6’ deep.  It is a perched water 
condition so there is a layer of soil from the surface down and then there is sand 
seam that is about 3’ thick and a clay layer below that.  Most water is trapped in the 
sand seam about 5’ or 6’ deep.  They have to make sure that the detention vault is 
water tight so they are not losing storage volume in the detention system to ground 
water.  They are sensitive to the issue of ground water.  He is confident that what 
they are doing will improve the situation.  They will intercept water away from the 
property.  There are a number of under drains throughout the site.   

 
 3.88 Chairman Duffy said one of the issues brought up was the play lot surface.  Will 

the new play lot surface allow more or less water to run off the site? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the play surface won’t change how much water runs off the 

site.  They are intercepting and detaining water.  By code, they are required to 
intercept water and channel it to the detention vault.   

 
 3.89 Chairman Duffy said that without any water retention on the site and excessive 

amount of water runs off, dragging wood chips with it, but with the proposed 
surface and water retention plan, they expect minimal amount of water runoff.  
There will be a swale and drainage.  Not 100% solved but an extreme difference.   

 
  Mr. Matthews agreed with the above.  Regarding the type of synthetic turf, they are 

not using the traditional crumb rubber infill.  It will be sand and other types of 
materials.  They are sensitive to concerns of neighbors and parents that there are a 
lot of issues with the crumb fill related to whether it is a carcinogen.  They will use 
different products.  In the playground area it is basically a carpet without infill 
material.  It will be cushionable.   

 
 3.90 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the large 6’ diameter pipe and will that 

impact trees planted along the lot line.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said there will not be impacted because roots have not had a chance 

to spread out that far.  The vault is 10’ off of the property line.  The excavation for 
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the vault is closer than 10’.  They would do some root pruning before the start of 
the project to avoid damage.   

 
 3.91 Chairman Duffy asked about the fence on the west side.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that there are multiple fences but they know that they need a fence 

on their site that is consistent for the full length of their property.  It might be work 
a discussion with neighbors to come up with a game plan of how to do that.  He 
thinks it would be silly to have two fences but he has to respect the school knowing 
they have to keep their kids on the site.  The school has to maintain the fence.  He 
talked about a possibility of building the fence on their property and save the 
neighbors a few inches on their property.  They are willing to work on this.   

 
 3.92 Mr. Surman asked about the applicant’s thoughts regarding dumpster location.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they will look at other options.  There is a functional aspect from 

usability and making sure they can access and maintain.  The place has to be 
reasonably accessible.  There is a 6’ pedestrian easement that runs along the entire 
south frontage of their property.  It is emergency access to get people out of the 
school.  That is why there is a grade change and retaining wall.  National Louis 
built up to it and there is a big grade drop.  He does not know what it means to 
move a dumpster and cross that 6’ area to reach the dumpster.  They will investigate 
this.  It is not their intent to lose parking.  It is their intent to get as far away from 
neighbors as possible.  If it is their dumpster, they will maintain it and manage the 
problems associated with dumpsters.   

 
 3.93 Mr. Surman asked about the present dumpster situation.   
 
  Mr. Freres said it is two large 5 x 8 dumpsters.  They need more space to maneuver 

the dumpsters.  One is recycling and one is garbage.   
 3.94 Chairman Duffy asked how many times a week is pick up. 
 
  Mr. Freres said it is between 3 to 4 times per week.  It is always in the morning.   
 
 3.95 Chairman Duffy asked why it was in the morning as opposed to after trash is put in 

during the day.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said that when the parking lot is full with student pick up in the 

afternoon and the dumpster company does not want to come after dusk.   
 
 3.96 Chairman Duffy said that the lot empties out in the late afternoon.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said that school is over at 3:40 p.m. and there are after school activities 

until 6:00 p.m.  During winter it gets dark after 4:00 p.m.   
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 3.97 Mr. Boyer said that right now dumpsters are against the lot line.  Per the picture 
there is no pedestrian traffic going by dumpsters other than the two parking spaces.  
The new location is farther east and there is a sidewalk on the west side.  There will 
now be pedestrian traffic on the west side of the dumpster and possibly on the east 
side.  There is no pedestrian traffic at this time.  The rat problem needs to be 
addressed one way or another.   

 
  Mr. Freres said that the rat problem is another issue.  They are asking for a variance 

of 3’ because they are going to fix the dumpsters and put them in a nice location.  
They could have pushed them another 3’9” and not asked for the variance.  They 
are trying to provide pedestrian access, screen the neighbors and take into many 
interests and solve many problems.   

 
 3.98 Chairman Duffy said that the rat problem seems larger than the dumpsters.   
 
 3.99 Chairman Duffy agreed that if they had the additional 3’to 4’ they would not have 

to ask for a variance and they are asking for the variance to keep it out of the drive 
area.   

 
 3.100 Chairman Duffy said that there was a question about the fire lane and people 

parking there.   
 
  Mr.Freres has seen this happen.   
 
  Ms.  Puttrich said that there are parking protocols.  If they see a parent in that area 

they get a citation and tell them not to park there.  People are willful and there is 
not much they can do.   

 
 3.101 Mr. Surman asked about the portable toilet issue.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said it was moved.  The school did not supply this.  People who used 

the fields on weekends provided it.   
 
 3.102 Mr. Surman asked about future portable toilets. 
 
  Ms. Puttrich said there will probably be a portable toilet in the future.  It’s unlikely 

the school will build something for that use; it would be cost prohibitive. 
 
 3.103 Mr. Kolleng asked who is using the fields. 
 
  Ms. Puttrich said it’s a group called Little Legends, for 4 and 5 year olds for soccer 

practice. 
 
 3.104 Mr. Surman said this use should be part of the master plan. 
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 3.105 Chairman Duffy explained meeting procedure and said that public comment is 
closed.  The applicant had the opportunity respond to public questions and 
comments.  That’s how the meeting works and he explained this process at the 
beginning of the meeting.   

 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Ms. Michelle Leonardo 
   222 Girard Avenue 
 
  4.12 Ms. Cindy Kogel 
   147 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.13 Mr. Kurt and Ms. Laura Topel 
   141 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.14 Mr. Larry and Ms. Marci Goldstein 
   136 Maple Avenue 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Ms. Leonardo said that her street is directly west of the school and they are the 

neighbors that have been discussed as related to the west play yard.  She sent an 
email about the drainage problems.  There is also an email from her neighbors that 
attests to a lot of water on the west side of the lot.   

 
  She appreciates the team and school administration for listening to the neighbors.  

They will improve the neighborhood.   
 
  Regarding drainage on her lot, there are no swales or water management.  There is 

a sidewalk and then she has a neighbor at 114 Girard.  The water flows down the 
sidewalk.  The water overflows and goes down the sidewalk.  The drain is far away.  
She thanked the team for putting in a lot of water management in the west play 
yard.  The retention vault is a great idea, but she is worried that the drains are too 
close to her lot.  She talked about eight large white pine trees.  The Village required 
her to plant the trees but she likes the trees for privacy and screening.  They will 
provide screening and coverage in 3 to 5 years.   

 
  She would prefer that the drains up against the fence line and the swale be moved 

in further so they are closer to the school. 
 

Mr. Schneider thought that they were going to install a 6’ retention vault.   
 
  The neighbor said that the drains capture surface water.   
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  Chairman Duffy asked about the distance of the drains from the lot line.   
 
  They are about 3’ off of the lot line.   
 
  Chairman Duffy said that there should be a swale.   
 
  The neighbor said that Mr. Cruz from the village pointed out the swale.  She talked 

about a swale on her yard and it was discussed during the presentation that it is 
capturing most of the water.  She hoped that they could put a swale further into 
their yard to capture water.   

 
  She said that the lot was purchased and the house was built in 2013.  She dug the 

pit of her foundation in July 2013 and it was a rainy summer.  When they dug the 
pit there was 2.5’ of standing water in the pit.  They are dealing with a lot of ground 
water.  They have clay soil from the top to the bedrock.  They had some soil bores 
that they paid for.  Engineers have come to her lot to figure out what to do with the 
water.   

 
  When they built her basement, the water is being pumped out through a sump pump 

every five minutes even on the driest of days.  She had to calculate, time and 
measure how much water that is in a day.  That is almost 1,200 gallons of water 
every day.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked if that had to do with the water table.   
 
  The neighbor said they didn’t initially know what was happening but then they 

started investigating.  All the water that goes from Sheridan to her lot is trickling 
down into the soil and hitting the foundation of her basement and then is being 
pumped out. 

 
  The other part of her problem is that the village did not allow them to tie in their 

sump pump into the sewer and instead they pump it into the front yard via a bubbler 
system.  Part of the front yard, about 20’, is a constant soggy mess.  She has to deal 
with that every day. 

 
  Mr. Surman said that the water level can be at different spots.  A sump pump that 

continually is on has to do with the water table.   
 
  She said that she needs to keep as much water as she can off of her property.  Any 

water trickling down adds to the water table.  She is not an engineer but she wants 
someone to pay close attention to those details.   

 
  She referenced synthetic turf.  At the beginning of discussion with neighbors, the 

applicant said they might use crumb rubber.  She asked the applicant to address the 
type of turf that it was. 
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  Chairman Duffy said that the applicant would answer questions at the end.   
 
  The neighbor said she is glad that the wood chips will be gone.  The chips fell into 

her yard.  The same concern applies to crumb rubber, what will stop that sheeting 
and that turf field in the middle of the west lot from sheeting.  She proposed a 
retaining wall for that area.  Regarding that area adjacent to new playground 
equipment, she asked if they could add more evergreen screening and tall trees.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked the size of exiting evergreens on the neighbor’s property.   
 
  The neighbor said that they are about 14’ but they will grow to be four stories tall.   
 
  Mr. Boyer asked if she had any other concerns related to the proposal.   
 
  She likes the idea of rubberized surface and it will look good.  The design is 

beautiful.  Wood chips do slow down the water.  She is worried that the rubberized 
surface won’t do this.  She isn’t sure if the drainage that is proposed will work.   

 
 4.22 Ms. Kogel is two houses west of the school.  Her home was built in 2008.   
 
  Regarding the transportation analysis, often at pick up and drop off there are a 

number of cars that queue up along Maple to the west of the school and filter into 
the entrance area.  Many parents park their cars on Maple, south side, and walk 
through neighbors’ lawns and over to the school.  The neighbors’ lawns get matted.   

 
  It’s great that the plan proposed will enhance the property.  There are valuable 

changes.  She has an issue with the dumpster.  They have not been a good neighbor 
or acknowledging the setbacks that are in place regarding storm water management 
and the dumpster location.  There is a noise issue.  Most of the village uses the alley 
for trash removal.  She thinks that they could investigate a solution that grades that 
area so that a dumpster could be located at the back of the school and accessible 
from the alley.  She wants to see an option explored in that area.  With the dumpster 
being so far removed from the school, there is an out-of-site-out-of-mind mentality.  
For many years the dumpster was rusted and had many holes.  They now have a rat 
and mice problem and the school just started working with pest control on this.  The 
presenters said that they have moved other smelly things away from that lot line, 
but the dumpster still remains and encroaches on the setback.   

 
  There is a portable toilet on the site and it has been there for about a year.  They 

moved it in the last week, but it was sitting near the dumpster and was used for 
weekend activities for the playing fields.  Are they going to use a portable toilet 
again and if so, where will it be located?  It smells and is a source of vandalism.   

 
  Mr. Schneider asked if she was saying that there are rats in that area.   
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  She said that there are rats and mice in that area.  Squirrels take things out of the 
dumpsters.   

 
 4.23 Mr. Topel said he lives in the property just to the west that has been discussed at 

tonight’s meeting.  He is appreciative of the school and their consultants because 
neighbors were invited to make comments.  The plan is beautiful and it is much 
better than current conditions.  They listened to him because they are adding 
landscaping screening behind the dumpsters.  That moves the dumpsters off of the 
property line.  Before there were a lot of things along the property line – the 
dumpster, a hoop house.  With the plan, they are getting things off of the property 
line and they want a 3’ variance for the 20’ setback on the side.  They would prefer 
the dumpster not be in the proposed location.  It would seem that making the 
grading change needed to back a garbage truck in would not be that onerous.   

 
  The dumpster problem for him is rats.  They recently moved in and they have seen 

rats.   
 
  Ms. Topel said that the rats are gross and disgusting.  The rats made tunnels under 

the fence to get at the dumpster.  The school did remove pallets and other garbage 
between the dumpster and the fence.  The rats are a concern.  Every few days she 
sees rats.   

 
  Mr. Topel said that an issue with the dumpster location is noise.  It doesn’t impact 

them as much as others because they are often in the back of their house.  The noise 
level is over the top.  It goes on for minutes.  The garbage trucks bang.  They come 
about 7:30 am four times per week.   

 
  Drainage is a negative.  Their property is lower than the school.  The grade goes 

from Sheridan to the channel.  Most of the homes as they move west go lower.  For 
some reason, the neighbor’s house was built 6” higher than it should have been.  
His house is lower than theirs.  He is worried about water coming off of the 
property.  He was told that there was a water problem when his house was built.  
They have a sloped lot.  They have a drain in the backyard because they are lower 
than both sides.  He is worried about water issues.  

 
  He heard tonight that they are planning to take out a big tree.   
 
  Ms. Topel showed a picture of the tree.  It screens the school very well.  In the 

presentation it sounded like they were removing the tree.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are taking out the tree.   
 
  Ms. Topel asked the village to look at the tree to see if it is necessary to have the 

tree taken down.   
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  Mr. Topel said that the first presenter talked about a new fence put in on his east 
side, the school’s west side.  There is a fence there that Red Seal put in.  His 
neighbor owns half of it and he owns half of it.  What happens to the fence?  He is 
happy that the schools wants to put in a fence, but what happens to his fence?  

 
  Ms. Topel asked where the school’s fence is in relation to the lot line.  Two fences 

together could mean rats living in there.   
 
  Mr. Surman said that timing of the garbage is not easy.  He would have thought that 

the garbage truck would have been there earlier than 7:30 am.  He is not sure if 
anything can be done about the time.   

 
  Mr. Topel said one of his neighbors who will speak has the history about the 

garbage and timing.   
 
 4.24 Mr. Goldstein said he has lived in his house for over 20 years.  He lives across the 

street from the school.  About 7 or 8 years ago, the school moved the dumpster 
when they put in a tot lot on the east side.  The garbage used to be in between 
Sheridan Road and where the school is.  They then moved the garbage to its present 
location.  At that time the dumpsters were not that large and the garbage company 
would empty them in the afternoons.   

 
  About 3 or 4 years ago they changed to large dumpsters that are about 6 x 10.  The 

company now comes 4 time per week in the morning between 6:50 and 7:15 a.m.  
Sometimes they take garbage from one enclosure and other times they take garbage 
from both enclosures.   

 
  When the company shakes the containers, it’s often for 4 to 5 minutes, and it rocks 

the houses.  About 8 to 10 homes are impacted by this.  He has spoken to all 
neighbors.  One time the driver continued to shake the container for many minutes 
with nothing coming out.  The noise is extreme.   

 
  The school does many good things but if they are doing work in the future all 

elements need to be addressed.  When they say they understand neighbors’ 
concerns, he wants them to hear their concerns about the garbage.  He has spoken 
with the head of school about moving the garbage to another area.   

  The place for garbage is in an alley.  It is perfectly flat.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if the dumpsters were in the alley wouldn’t the noise impact 

other houses.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein said it might, but garbage should go in an alley.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this was a ‘not in my backyard’ situation.   
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  Mr. Goldstein said he is speaking to the rat problem.  On the north side of Maple, 
they have not had an issue with rats.  But neighbors on the south side have had an 
issue with rats.   

 
  In the plan, it shows a sidewalk.  In his situation of having garbage placed in an 

alley where it should be, they can alter their walkway slightly.  It does not impact 
the soccer field.  If they are doing improvements now is the time to take care of 
problems that impact the neighbors.   

 
  Mr. Goldstein showed pictures of where existing and proposed garbage is/should 

be.  The alley dead ends into the school.  Now the truck pulls in off of Maple and 
backs out.  In his proposal the truck would pull down Isabella, turn left into the 
alley and back up down the alley.   

 
  Ms. Goldstein said that trucks back down her dead end alley.   
 
  Mr. Kolleng asked if other homes on Sheridan Road had their garages on that alley.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein showed where there were houses and where their garbage cans were 

located.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein again reiterated that there is a more appropriate place for the 

dumpsters.  He would say no to their variance about dumpster location.   
 
  Regarding rats, his neighbor told him about rats around the garbage cans.  He made 

videos of this.  He has spoken with Mr. Schwartz about the rats.  He said he would 
deal with it and that was last July.  He emailed Mr. Schwartz again about the 
problem.  He has not addressed the problem to date.  They want the rats gone and 
the garbage should be in the alley.  The rats feed off of the garbage. 

 
  Mr. Kolleng asked where the rats were coming from.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein said maybe they came from the canal and started nesting in the 

garbage.  If they relocated the garbage and proactively dealt with the rat problem, 
the rats might go away.  They would gain two extra parking spaces.   

 
  Mr.  Goldstein referenced the fire lane.  His bedroom window looks out directly 

over the fire lane.  It is used as parking for parents to drop off their children.  He 
has spoken to the parents about not parking there.  If a sign was there it might 
eliminate the problem. 

 
  The garbage is his number one issue.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this is the only place in the neighborhood that attracts rats.   
 
  Mr. and Ms. Goldstein said this is the only place that they know of.   
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  Mr. Goldstein has been told that in the alleys of Girard and Garrison there are rats.   
 
  Ms. Leonardo said that rats are the concern of ALL neighbors.  There have been 

instances in the alleys behind Garrison and Girard have had rats’ nests and villages 
having to come in and trap them.  Rats have only started since the dumpster 
problem. 

 
  Mr. Goldstein would think that the school would want to eliminate the rat problem 

more than the neighbors.  The Village should want to protect the neighbors.   
 
 4.25 Ms. Leonardo said she does not want the tree taken down for no reason.   
 
 4.26 Mr. Surman asked if they were to relocate the dumpster into the alley, would they 

still need the same variance.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that a refuse container is not a permitted encroachment into a rear 

yard.  They would have a 40’ rear yard requirement.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Schneider said he commended the school and the team on the work they 

propose to do to address a lot of issues.  The neighbors have some concerns and the 
plan will not answer all issues completely.  The proposal goes a long way to address 
problems.  They are not reducing or adding parking so that is not an issue.   

 
  The key issue is the water retention and management systems.  He does not know 

what else they could do given soil structure and elevation changes. 
 
  With regard to garbage dumpsters, he is horrified by the rat problem and that needs 

to be solved.  The noise will always impact neighbors no matter the location of the 
dumpsters.   

 
  Some of the request seem large but were not created by what is being requested and 

is pre-conditioned.  He can support this but wants to hear colleague comments.   
 
 5.2 Mr. Merci said the impervious surface limitation and setback variation required by 

the ordinance is not realistic for a school with a related intensive outdoor use by 
students.  Aesthetic and functional improvements together with logical storm water 
management can be accommodated by approval of these requests.  He can support 
the request.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Surman complimented the design team and said they did a great job; it’s a big 

improvement and a thoughtful design.  Regarding the dumpster issue, this will 
happen at the Village Board level where both groups can go back to the drawing 
board and discuss at the Village Board meeting.  The dumpster is a big 
improvement over what exists.  The enclosure will be more secure.  The rat issue 
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will be resolved.  The noise issue – he is not sure what they can do about that.  
Perhaps they can compact garbage so it doesn’t have to be picked up as often.  He 
is not sure if they make compactors for outdoor use.  Overall, the plan will be a big 
improvement.  He is an architect and is concerned about drainage.  They have 
presented a good scheme for that.  He can support the application.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Kolleng complimented the team on the presentation.  It was very helpful and 

educational.  This is a unique property in the Village.  The Board runs into different 
issues with certain cases when the definitions don’t fit.  What they are proposing 
for water management is so much better for neighbors and the school.  Regarding 
impervious surface, this is a difficult property to apply definitions to.  There are 
permeable surfaces that are deemed to be impermeable and this is helpful.  
Regarding issues, wherever the dumpsters are located, someone will be bothered.  
They probably have the dumpsters in the correct proposed location.  Maybe there 
is a way to deal with garbage pickup and something has to be done about the rats.  
That needs to be a priority.  He will support this.  It is a great project for the school 
and for the Village.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Boyer said he appreciates the concern about the water issues.  The water 

retention plan is great.  The height of the fence is fine and the fence is being set 
back 5’ to 6’ and screening it.  This will alleviate any detriment.  The variance for 
that request is minimal and will minimally impact neighbors.  They are moving the 
hoop house, plant area, and green house to a more interior location.  That variance 
comes about they are applying residential zoning codes to a four acre lot.  Having 
two accessory structures is not an issue.  He can support the request.  All standards 
are met.   

 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said Mr. Boyer did a great job summarizing the case.  The sport 

lot on the east and the play lot on the west dictate most variances.  Those dictate 
water management.  For what it is to what it is proposed to be, is more than the 
difference between night and day.  It is an amazing improvement.  Regarding 
basement water issues, Mr. Surman pointed out that this is a general water table 
issue.  Anyone building on that property has to deal with it.  The only way to avoid 
this is to not have as deep a basement.  The issue of water running off of the site 
will be addressed.  The group did a great job of designing a solution for water 
management.  The accessory structure request – this is a large lot and no one will 
notice the buildings.  They are an improvement over existing structures in function 
and aesthetics.  The last two variances were for the fence.  They are increasing 
height by 2’ but the retaining wall is part of the development of the sport court will 
be beneficial to the property and people going by on Sheridan Road.  Trees will 
create a screen.  It will be safer.  The way this was presented/designed was great.  
Nothing is perfect.  There may be additional requests in the future.  Regarding rats, 
this is not within the Board’s purview but the Village now knows about it.  If the 
school is not responding then the village needs to be contacted about the rat 
problem.   
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 5.7 There was a letter received by Mr. Sweitzer.  The letter did not address zoning 
requests but the Village Board should look at some of his points.   

 
 5.8 Chairman Duffy agreed that the Village Board should read the letter.  The proposed 

plan – they could not do any better.  He can support the request.   
 
 5.9 Mr. Schneider said he hopes that the applicant continues to meet with the neighbors.   
 
 5.10 Chairman Duffy said this case would be on the Village Board’s consent agenda and 

there will not be discussion unless the case is removed from the consent agenda.  
At the beginning of the meeting the public is asked if an item should be removed 
and someone says that the item should be removed.  A discussion can then be had 
about the case.  A letter can also be sent to the Village Board.   

 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Schneider moved to recommend granting a modification of a special use 

(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures 
exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming 
structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage 
variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard 
pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a 
street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side 
yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage 
area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the 
plans submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Merci seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    
   Motion carried. 
 
 6.2 Mr. Schneider moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-27.   
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 6.21 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no 
nays.   

 
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 and the variation standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The 
use as a primary school is not changing and, in the specific location, is consistent with the 
goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.  The continued maintenance and operation 
of the use with these site improvements will not be detrimental to or endanger the public 
health, safety, and welfare nor be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other property.  The 
applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and new grading and drainage 
measures to address storm water.  The continued operation of the special use will not 
impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of surrounding properties.  
The continued operation of the special use will not substantially diminish property values 
in the neighborhood.  Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, and other necessary 
facilities already exist.  Adequate measures already existing to provide ingress and egress.  
The continued operation of the special use is consistent with the community character of 
the neighborhood.  The continued operation of the special use does not substantially 
adversely affect a known archaeological, historical, or cultural resource.  The applicant has 
proposed landscaping and fencing to act as a buffer to neighboring properties.  The use will 
meet any and all additional use standards specified in Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
The particular physical conditions of the property, the size and shape of the lot and the 
location of the school building 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 unique 
circumstances of the development and re-development of the lot.  The difficulty is peculiar 
to the property in question.  The difficulty prevents the school from making necessary 
improvements to benefit the students and to improve the appearance for the neighborhood.  
The proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent 
property.  Much of the existing outdoor play space exists but will be improved by the 
proposal.  The applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and new grading and 
drainage measures to address storm water.  The variations, if granted, will not alter the 
essential character of the neighborhood.  The proposed improvements should enhance the 
appearance of the property. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a modification of a special use 
(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 
200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 
square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square 
foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 
square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 
square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ 
side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ 
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interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse 
storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans 
submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 

APPLICANT 
 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Scott Freres, principal 
   The Lakota Group 
 
  3.12 Ms. Arona Puttrich, Director of Finance 
   Baker Demonstration School 
 
  3.13 Mr. Don Matthews 
   Gewalt Hamilton 
 
  3.14 Mr. Dan Brinkman 
   Gewalt Hamilton 
 
 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for modification of a special use (Primary 

Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 
square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 
1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 
2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side 
yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height variation 
to permit site improvements.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 28, 
2016.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Freres is representing Baker School who is the applicant.  He said there are 

representatives from Baker and Gewalt Hamilton and Mike Kritzman from his 
office.   

 
  They want to present an overall discussion of what Baker is trying to undertake in 

terms of the process.  Baker has been an institution for over 100 years.  They have 
been at the current site for 50 years.  About 18 months ago, his firm was called in 
because Baker wanted to refresh and relook at their campus.  The focus was on an 
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initial understanding of playground areas and how to improve them, but also the 
green space.  They have a terraced green lawn area.  He said that he wanted to look 
at the entire campus and not one individual part.  What is the long term vision?  
How can they improve the entire physical appearance? How can they refresh the 
brand?  

  They wanted to get a better understanding of how they are seen in the 
neighborhood.  Many of the neighbors are at the meeting.  They engaged the 
neighbors to understand concerns and issues.   

 
  This is more about looking at the whole campus and how they can improve the 

school moving forward.  This is a reinvestment and not just a refresh.  They started 
the process about 12 to 18 months ago and engaged staff and parents.  How do they 
meet the school’s goals from a progressive standpoint of learning, education and 
outdoor environments?  They engaged the neighbors in early discussions about their 
concerns.  They plan to improve the infrastructure and associated impacts.   

 
  Now is a time they package the above into a proposal to the Village.  They met with 

Village planning staff for input.  What were the bigger concerns not only from the 
site but from the neighborhood in terms of access and circulation?  They then broke 
it down into implementation, which is where they are right now.  There is a Phase 
1 and a Phase 2.  The site was broken down into two areas.  They want to minimize 
impact on current operations.  In Phase 1 they planned to start on the west end of 
the campus, replace the playground and make parking improvements as well as 
move the storage shed and make improvements to trash enclosures and access to 
parking.  Their goal was to achieve Phase 1 this summer.  Phase 2 is the east side 
of the building, which encompasses the playground and open field area.   

 
  He walked through the site plan.  The site is 3.8 acres, residentially zoned.  It is 

surrounded by single-family homes.  Homes on the western half of the property are 
relatively new.  He referenced photos.  There are four homes on the eastern edge of 
the property.  There is open space on the east half of the school, which is on a hill 
coming down from Sheridan back towards the building.  There is a giant footprint 
under that area of an old foundation of the old National Louis University.   

 
  There were infrastructure improvements that had to be made to manage existing 

conditions and meet upgraded MWRD standards.  Don Matthews from Gewalt-
Hamilton will discuss this.  This will improve the site and impact on neighbors.   

 
  Their parking today is along Maple and it is a circulation system that brings 

everyone in on Maple during the morning.  The school manages that well.  Most 
either go out to Maple or out to Sheridan Road.  There is also parking on the east 
end of the campus.  There is a curb cut on the west end of Maple.  That is there in 
the early morning for traffic management but it really is a fire emergency access 
point.  His firm has to maintain this component.   
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  The highlighted purple areas are important.  They represent areas of concern to the 
school.  A lot of playground areas and grass areas have degraded conditions from 
use and the freeze/thaw cycle.  A lot of the gravel pushes up and they cannot get 
grass to grow on the eastern edge of the site, which led to a discussion about 
synthetic turf.   

 
 3.23 Mr. Schneider asked the meaning of the brown shaded areas.   
 
  Mr. Freres said those areas have buffering and screening.  Neighbors have concerns 

about noise and screening.  The areas in purple are play areas at the west end of the 
site, play areas in the center and the brown areas are disturbed areas.  Yellow 
highlights are adjacent neighbors.  The plan is not changing the relationships of the 
playground pieces; it is not increasing the intensity of use or the intensity of the 
campus with more students.  The proposal is improving the quality of the 
appearance and the brand.   

 
 3.24 Mr. Surman asked if what was being discussed was existing conditions.  Are 

existing trees on there? 
 
  Mr. Freres said it was existing conditions.  He said that there are trees along the 

edge of the field where there is parking, along Sheridan Road.  The plan does not 
depict all trees that exist.   

 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked that the history being addressed.  The lot has a unique shape.  

Did Baker sell off the northeast quadrant? 
 
  Mr. Freres said that was a piece that was sold off.   
 
 3.26 Ms. Puttrich said that Baker separated from National Louis in about 2005 and they 

bought a parcel of land.  In order to buy back from National Louis, they had to get 
money, through a bond, and sell adjacent properties through Red Seal.  She 
explained that the land where the houses sit were part of National Louis and Baker 
at one time.   

 
 3.27 Mr. Freres continued and showed photos.  They are trying to show the existing 

conditions on the site.  It is primarily fenced around the open green space and along 
the western and southern frontages.  There is emergency access at the south end of 
the campus.  There is fencing along the south edge of the playfields.  Neighbors are 
concerned about errant balls that sometimes go to the neighbors’ properties.   

 
  The campus has not been improved for a long time.  It has been maintained and 

repaired.  The equipment on site is 15 to 20 years old.  They will refresh everything 
out there and will change out materials of the ball surfaces.  As part of the process 
they realized they want to get greenery on the site in a way that can be sustained.   

 3.28 Mr. Schneider asked if the original building was where the soccer field is.   
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  Mr. Freres said that is correct.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Schneider asked if they removed all of the substructure when the building was 

torn down.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they left part of the foundation below grade.  They are 2’ to 3’ below 

to the finished foundation.  They probably crushed the floor but foundation walls 
are still there.   

 
  They are keeping all parking in the current configuration.  The goal is not to lose 

parking.  In 2015, the initial look at the campus was to visualize the campus as a 
series of rooms.  Each room has a different character and component.  They want 
to link the entire campus via walkways.  There are not sufficient walkways at this 
time.  Everything they do has to be ADA accessible.  There is a connected circular 
pathway system that goes throughout the entire site.  Room 1 is on the eastern edge.  
It is a synthetic surface ball field not defined by striped lines.  Lines will be painted 
on for each event and then wash away.  The goal will be to have it look like a lawn 
area and not an athletic field.  They are sensitive as to how the view is from Sheridan 
Road.   

 
  He will later talk about fencing treatment and signage.  The center is lawn.  It is 

being graded and they are providing underground storage for the impermeable 
surface that this is qualified under.  That area will be regraded and will have a lawn 
area.  Soil will be on top of it so it will be a lawn/play area.   

 
 3.30 Chairman Duffy said that there will be a walkway between the play area and center 

area.  He noted that there is a pergola.  Is there a distinct grade difference between 
the playfield and ? 

 
  Mr. Freres said that there was a distinct grade difference. 
 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy asked if they were creating a retaining wall.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that there is a 2’ high retaining wall with prairie gardens along the 

slope.   
 
 3.32 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are digging out.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are building up rather than digging out.   
 
 3.33 Chairman Duffy said that the applicant stated that there would be a retention vault.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that Mr. Matthews would discuss that in his presentation.  He did 

say that there would be a retention vault.   
 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy said it had to get dug out to create the retention vault.   
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  Mr. Freres said that there will be a transitional area between two areas that is 
highlighted by landscaping.  It is designed with stones like a small amphitheater.  
Everything is a learning experience and not just a utilitarian approach.  The pergola 
element is a shade structure.  On the weekend, the area is used for sporting clubs 
and organizations as a play space.  To build the pergola, there needs to be a curbed 
or sidewalk edge to retain that surface.  He said that trees will be relocated and 
some will go in areas where there are no plants at this time.  They do not want to 
excavate more than needed because of the cost.   

 
  The areas adjacent to the building are playground area 1.  This is for younger 

children.  It is a controlled fenced in 4’ high fence.  The children can come out to 
the open area and others can bypass that space via walkways.  Immediately to the 
south is a green space which is a garden area.  On the western side they planned to 
replace existing equipment in the same location.  They will also provide ball court 
areas, which are small.   

 
  There is a dumpster storage area and green areas were out in that space.  That was 

their first attempt at the plan.  They knew that parking was important and the 
relationship of all areas was also important.  They spoke with their neighbors and 
incorporated their comments into the current plan, which is before the Board.  They 
highlighted those comments.   

 
  One area of concern was to the north.  There was a desire to provide a separation 

and quality of care and visual and physical concern for storage of the dumpster 
areas.  They have to have ample circulation for a truck.  They don’t want to lose 
parking.   

 
  The other concern on that side had to do with hoop houses and the compost bin, 

which neighbors said were not good looking and that they smelled.  In the new plan 
the outdoor gardening elements were moved to the garden outdoor learning 
environment, central to the campus.  This is a new area and they provided a new 
pull away dumpster area in synthetic wood so it is screened and well maintained.  
It is also well landscaped.  They want to put in a sold screen of landscape.  This 
would provide separation from the neighbors to the west.  There is also a large tree 
that they did not want to cut down.   

 
  They looked at other dumpster location options but this was the best location from 

an accessibility and physical standpoint as long as they address landscaping, 
screening and move other facilities out of that space.   

 
  The west side is where they felt more concern from the neighbors.  One issue was 

noise, particularly related to two neighbors to the west.  The sounds of balls 
generates noise throughout the day.  The ball courts there right now are up against 
the fence.  There is little landscaping at this time.  Their goal was how to address 
landscaping.  They have provided significantly more landscaping – Evergreen 
material – along the west side.  There is all new solid fencing along that frontage.  
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They will move the small ball courts closer to the building.  The ball courts are for 
younger children.  The main ball court area is pulled to the center.   

 
 3.35 Mr. Surman asked the material.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that it would be a concrete or asphalt material.  They can maintain 

a durable surface.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Surman asked as related to today, if there was less or more concrete in the area 

to the west.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that in a perceived world there is no more paved surface than today.  

From a metrics perspective, there is more impervious surface.  He talked about the 
rubber surface.  There is also synthetic grass.  Village codes call that impervious.  
He referenced the big circle and it represents a big concern from a neighbor about 
the drainage patterns that occur on the site today.  They will talk about that more in 
detail.   

  
  Drainage represented a huge piece of the budget that Baker is going to undertake 

to do the project.  It is driven by Village requirements and MWRD’s requirements, 
which are significant.  There are two systems.  One holds water in the center of the 
site and goes one way.  There is one on the west that goes to the south.  They want 
to tackle the one on the west first and take care of that area right away.  They want 
to create a pipe system to hold the water underneath a specific playground.  The 
neighbor is concerned that water will go from Baker onto her property.  Right now 
it is all mulch.  But now it will be controlled and released properly.   

 
 3.37 Chairman Duffy asked if the western area would only retain water from the west 

side of the property.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that water from the roof would be retained there.   
 
 3.38 Chairman Duffy clarified that the vault would take care of the synthetic playfield 

and center play area.  Currently parking has its own drainage and they are not 
changing that.   

 
  Mr. Freres said they are tying into that and then it’s going back to Maple.   
 
 3.39 Mr. Surman asked what type of fence they are proposing for the west.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are proposing a solid 6’ high traditional cedar fence.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they are working with their neighbors and they need to make 

the investment to improve the site.  Improvements are need.  To the south they are 
making improvements to the alley.  It is now chain link fences with trees growing 
through it.  It is an unsecure place.  They plan to clean up that area and improve the 
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area.  There are many trees on the site that occur on the south edge that were planted 
as memorials and dedications.  Those will remain and are integrated into outdoor 
classroom space.  They want to get rid of all the smelly garden areas.  They are 
bringing those to a new farm space.  Students can do planting, collect rain water.   

 
  One big issue is the frontage along Sheridan Road.  The issue is the quality of 

keeping that slope and building up that area for proper drainage.  They need to think 
about balls onto Sheridan Road.  They plan to put a fence out there.  The fence is 
6’ today, but it will go on top of a 4’ high retaining wall.  They are asking for 8’.  
They are giving themselves a 6’ setback off of the sidewalk.  Today that fence is 
on the sidewalk.  They are also adding a row of trees.  They are aesthetically 
improving the area, pulling the fence closer to where the ball sports are.  One 
element that is important to Baker is brand recognition on Sheridan Road.  They 
are asking for signage along Sheridan.  It is essential that Baker have brand 
recognition on Sheridan Road.  99% of people have no idea where the school is but 
drive by it all the time.  There is a sign that hangs off of the school it is not as 
tasteful as what they want.   

 
  He hit the highlights of the proposed master plan.  It is tasteful and well designed.  

It is no more intensity of the use than there is today.  They are replacing old 
equipment with new contemporary equipment.  There is more environment for 
interactive play for all age groups.   

 
  Their goal is to reconfigure outdoor space to provide meaningful environments.  

They are not changing walking patterns and will fence spaces off.  They are 
integrating rubberized surfaces.  The climbing structures are more natural.  
Greenery and pathways play a big part.  Metrics are showing more impervious 
surface, they are increasing the open space and adding more landscaping.  They are 
already over on impervious surface.  The incremental increase is not significant.  It 
is better quality materials and they are looking at this as an overall project.   

 
 3.40 Mr. Schneider asked what the incremental increase was.   
 
  Mr. Freres said if they go on a side yard, rear yard and front yard setback, which is 

how they have broken down the request.  Each has an incremental increase from 
what exists.  In some areas it may be 1% and in other areas it might be 30%.  Water 
percolates through a synthetic field.   

 
  Ms. Roberts said that it is very hard to quantify and define a permeable surface.  

They have been very conservative and said that if is not grass it has to be treated as 
impervious surface.  The applicant can explain how pervious it really is.   

 
 3.41 Mr. Surman asked for an explanation of what is below the surface and the reason 

for raising it up 2’. 
 



2016-Z-27 201 Sheridan Road June 1, 2016 

37 
 

  Mr. Freres said they are storing water volume under that space.  It is a big gravel 
bath tub that holds its own water and moves it into a big cistern.  Water percolates 
through the fields.  It is considered to be a facility and not as a green space.  They 
are adding a field that encroaches into a side yard setback.  It is viewed no 
differently than asphalt, concrete or brick pavers by the Village.  Every community 
treats the rubberized surface the same way.   

 3.42 Chairman Duffy asked that this issue be addressed in more detail later in the 
presentation.   

 
  Mr. Freres showed the existing condition on the west side.  It gives a good sense of 

the ball courts and the older equipment and the scale of the building and current 
trees.  They will be replanting the entire edge and moving all of that space towards 
the building and taking out all the concrete along the building.  The fence along that 
area will be replaced.  There is a pipe underneath the area.  It is on the west side 
there are a lot of encumbrances like footings for playground equipment.  Having a 
free and clear zone to put the pipe has no impact on water.  It is the best place to 
put it.  All surfaces are rubber.  Green space is important.  This is best management 
for the school from a maintenance standpoint.   

 
  The site elements focus on perimeter fencing.  Their goal is to build a retaining wall 

and move the fence on top of the wall and put trees along the edge.  That is a good 
buffer from the balls.  They have considered putting up temporary netting along 
Sheridan Road, but that is not a positive.   

 
 3.43 Mr. Kolleng talked about a new field next to Lane Tech and they have netting to 

catch balls.  Maybe they could put up netting during a game and then take it down.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are talking about that but there are logistics to doing that  
 
 3.44 Mr. Kolleng said that an 8’ fence wouldn’t stop that many balls.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they are adding trees in that area.  They need some verticality.  

They are losing 6’ of their property.   
 
 3.45 Mr. Surman clarified that the field is also raised up by 2’ so the fence is 6’ on the 

inside and 8’ on the outside.   
 
  Mr. Freres pointed out new enclosures for trash.  They will wrap heavy steel posts 

with synthetic wood and do a Hardieboard finish and framing.  There will be 
landscaping along the western perimeter to buffer from the neighbors in that area.  
There is a lot of stuff out there and there was no game plan as to where to put it all.  
Now they have a long term vision.  They are moving it to the south and pulling it 
out into the space that were parking spaces.  There will now be a walkway.  
Neighbors to the west would be screened with evergreens and deciduous plant 
material.   
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 3.46 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are losing three spots along there.  What is net 
on parking? 

 
  Mr. Freres said they are picking up that parking in the center island.  They will not 

lose any parking.  They cannot afford to lose parking.  The pergola is wood and 
they are looking at options for posts.  They will meet with the ARC with detailed 
plans.  It is an open air element and provides some shade.  There is a storage shed 
for site-related elements.  This is located behind the farm stand.  The buildings are 
part of the variation request.  The current building encroaches into the required 
setback as well.  They have chosen to keep the line equal and push them back as 
far as possible.  They add 625 square feet of coverage.  They are looking at these 
buildings from a long term perspective.   

 
  Regarding signage, they are showing a location that is on the north side of the 

east/west exit drive.  There is a small amount of land, there is a fence and there is 
landscaping from the neighbor.  The sign face is only on its south side.  It is there 
for people driving northbound.  You can’t turn left at that space and they will have 
to turn left at Maple.  The sign is brand recognition.  They took cues from the 
neighborhood as related to signage.  One cue was the big stone piers across the 
street and they will mimic those.  The framing of the sign is larger than allowed by 
about 9’.  The sign is not illuminated.   

 
  They are working with one of their architects on the lobby to the school that will 

be called the entry arrival sequence.  They have to think about safety, security, and 
controls.   The drop off area is not attractive.  He talked about possibly adding 
awnings for color, some sort of banner, and they will talk to the ARC about this.   

 
  The greenery has a naturalistic landscape character such as butterfly gardens, native 

grasses and plantings, simple and low maintenance with an educational component.  
The school integrates Latin into the environment.   

 
  They have highlighted all yards and have shown the requirements.  They will not 

be increasing intensity but replacing what is there with the right solutions and 
materials.  They respect the neighbors and the Village.   

 
  There is a description of each area as it currently exists and what coverages will be.  

There will be greater coverage.  It shows all impervious surfaces within setback 
areas today.  He showed the future plans.  They believe that the new surfaces are 
somewhere between pervious and semi impervious.   

 
 3.47 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the retaining wall on the south edge.   
  Mr. Freres said there is an existing retaining wall and a smaller retaining wall.  It 

turns the corner, rolls down and is landscaped.  There are big pine trees over there.   
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 3.48 Mr. Surman asked if they needed to put in a retaining wall for the field.  Is there 
enough transition area between the field and the lot line that they don’t need to have 
a retaining wall?  

 
  Mr. Matthews said on the inside, there is enough land that a retaining wall is not 

needed. 
 
 3.49 Chairman Duffy said Site Plan Review Committee comments indicated that they 

have to grade the property so they don’t have run off to the neighbors.  That has to 
be addressed on the south lot line.  It is not the Board’s purview but the Village will 
require this.   

 
  Mr. Freres said that in summary, the special use for accessory structures exceeding 

200 square feet are sheds and the pergola element.  The variances are driven by 
synthetic turf and safety and rubber surfacing.  There is a refuse enclosure area with 
an encroachment of 3’9”.  If they move it south they will lose a parking space.  If 
they push it to the east the doors that open up are encroaching into the traffic.   

 
 3.50 Chairman Duffy asked if someone would address the refuse enclosure in more 

detail.   
 
  Mr. Freres said he wants to hear Board comments.   
 
 3.51 Chairman Duffy said that it is far away from the school.  Have they considered 

moving it to a different location? What about alley access?  
 
  Mr. Freres said they cannot have alley access.  They also looked at locations in the 

parking area.   
 
 3.52 Mr. Schneider said that the Board had a case regarding the building to the northeast.  

The case revolved around where to put the air conditioner.  One option would 
require a variation.  Whoever built the property was aware of the Baker situation of 
having the dumpster right there.   

 
 3.53 Chairman Duffy said that the dumpster is closer to the building at a commercial 

building.  It seems to him like the dumpster in tonight’s case is far away and it made 
sense.  Why wouldn’t the alley be closer to the building? 

 
  Mr. Matthews said that from a turning and traffic standpoint the proposed location 

is the best.  They did look at other locations.   
 
  Mr. Freres said people will walk behind the dumpsters in the new plan.   
 
  There was discussion about the dumpsters and Chairman Duffy said garbage trucks 

do not come during drop off and pick up.   
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  Mr. Matthews said they looked at it adjacent to the property line but it wasn’t that 
much different than the proposed location.  With the proposed location there is a 
drive aisle available for the truck and it is the optimal drive aisle.   

 
 3.54 Chairman Duffy asked about the streets or alleys to the south of the building to 

access it.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that was not an option.  He showed the best place, but it is 

problematic because the street is narrow.  There is a grade transition in that area.   
 
 3.55 Chairman Duffy asked Mr. Matthews to address drainage and grading.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said most of his presentation is about storm water management.  The 

existing site has a fair amount of fall from Sheridan Road down to the southwest 
corner.  The building is about 6’ to 7’ lower than Sheridan Road.  They are 
manipulating the grade from Sheridan Road.  Right now water flows across the 
property and there are problems with water rushing into a stairwell leading down 
to the basement.  On the west portion of the property there are wood chips and when 
it rains hard, water goes onto neighboring properties.  Some wood chips float to 
neighboring properties.  There is no drainage system back there now.  The water 
goes to the alley and into a combined sewer system.  Today there is no storm water 
management.   

 
  A portion of the roof and the west playground eventually get into the combined 

sewer that flows west towards the channel.  The rest of the property drains through 
a dedicated storm sewer for the site that goes directly to the north shore channel.   

 
 3.56 Mr. Schneider asked if the parking lot water drained to Maple and then to the North 

Shore Channel directly.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said this was correct.  There is a portion of the property that goes to 

the combined sewer south of the property.  The other half is going to the storm 
sewers that collect it and bring it to the separate dedicated storm sewer on the north 
side of the school.   

 
 3.57 Mr. Schneider asked if there was a limit as to what they can direct to the storm 

sewer on the north.  Do they need a special permit to do this? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that there is a limit with respect to elevations.  They tried to get 

as much of the site to that storm sewer.  It is shown on the Wilmette utility atlas as 
a storm sewer going to the channel for this property.  They wanted to minimize 
runoff into the combined sewer system.  They are doing that but there are 
limitations because the elevation of the playground area is too low to connect to the 
storm sewer on Maple.  That is why they are continuing the outlet to the sewer in 
the alley.   
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 3.58 Chairman Duffy asked if the western drainage is through a new pipe that takes them 
directly into the storm sewer so they will mitigate the water crossing off of the 
property.   

 
  Mr. Matthews said that was accurate.  He showed the proposed site and started with 

the west portion.  The whole area consists of natural turf areas, planting beds, 
rubberized and synthetic play surfaces.  Regarding the play surfaces, the upper 
materials are poured and the water goes through that layer and into an underlying 
layer of stone, which is 8” to 12” thick.  The stone is porous and allows water to 
migrate through the stone.  The water is intercepted by perforated under drains.  
That goes into the detention pipe.   

 
  The water gets cooled going through the stone.  It attenuates the flow and some of 

the water is retained in the stone reducing the volume of water leaving the site.  
There is a 6’ diameter pipe along the western property line, about 10’ off of the 
property line, and it is several hundred feet long.  That water is detained until it is 
restricted and is slowly released into the combined sewer.  It is all intercepted prior 
to washing onto neighboring properties.   

 
 3.59 Chairman Duffy asked if there is a valve in the detention pipe that controls it.  How 

is it controlled? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it is called an orifice.  It is a small pipe that is sized when 

there is so much pressure pushing on that the small hole allows it to spill into the 
combined sewer.   

 
 3.60 Mr. Merci asked if it was reviewed by MWRD and is it acceptable.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said they are under review now.  It is first reviewed by Village staff 

and then it is approved by MWRD if approved by Village staff.  They are much 
further along in the design than they typically are at this stage.  They took some 
risks to get the plans done so contractors can price it and they might be able to build 
this summer.   

 
 3.61 Mr. Merci said that the restriction is that they don’t want to overload the capacity 

of the Maple sewer.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that is correct and they don’t want to adversely impact 

neighbors.   
 
 3.62 Mr. Boyer asked about storm water management in that area at this time.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said there is not storm water management in that area at this time.  

There is a drain in the neighbor’s yard and that picks up run off.  The rest of it is 
getting into the alley and into the inlets of that combined sewer.   
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 3.63 Mr. Kolleng asked about the pipe’s capacity.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said it is .12 acre feet.  He explained what this means.   
 
 3.64 Chairman Duffy asked at what rate of rain does that account for.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it is about 6.5” to 7” of rain on a 24 hour period.   
 3.65 Mr. Schneider asked Mr. Matthews to talk about the artificial turf. 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the east half has a synthetic turf field that acts the same way 

as the west area.  There is turf and stone that is collected by a network of under 
drains that run into a detention vault that is located?  That is even larger than the 
one on the west side.   

 
 3.66 Mr. Schneider asked what would happen if they had the turf and the stone and just 

soil.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said if they had better soil it would migrate into the soil below.  But 

there is a mix of a lot of fill and stones on the site.  Water would pool there and 
eventually start bubbling up through the surface.   

 
 3.67 Mr. Schneider asked what happens there today.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that some of it runs into the basement of the school.  The rest is 

finding cavities from old foundations.  It is not a good system today.   
 
 3.68 Mr. Schneider asked if it was impacting the neighbors.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said he has heard that there is a fair amount of wash off that goes to 

the southerly neighbor.  After they develop the site, that area will be stabilized.  The 
side walk around the perimeter of the field is pitched inward.  He has about a 15’ 
to 20’ area beyond the sidewalk that would be stabilized turf that slopes away from 
neighbors.  They can refine the plan if needed. 

 
 3.69 Mr. Surman asked if capacity included the gravel area.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said he was talking about storage as related to the voids within the 

storage.  There is additional storage in the stones.  At the front of the school they 
are rebuilding part of the parking lot.  Anything they touch they have to comply 
with standards.  They are redoing the front entrance for accessibility reasons.  They 
have to regrade the front parking lot.  They have to provide detention for that aspect 
as well.  They are proposing an inverted island in the parking lot.  They will have 
deep rooted plants with stone below that.  That provides additional storage as well 
as cleaning and cooling the water before leaving the site.  There is also permeable 
pavement that they are proposing where accessible spaces are being provided as 
well as the cross walk.  He talked about the existing site and proposed changes.  
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They can create more open space for storm water management.  It is easier for 
people to pull into diagonal versus parallel parking spaces.   

 
 3.70 Mr. Surman said that there is only a 1% chance that water would go onto 

neighboring property.  He asked Mr. Matthews to confirm this.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the site is 3.8 acres.  They are not redoing the entire site.  

Vaults are sized for runoff for that 1% chance for areas that they are addressing.  
Of the 3.8 acres, over two acres is being redeveloped.  The vaults are sized for that 
additional two acres.  They are not bringing the entire site into compliance.   

 
 3.71 Mr. Surman asked if there was a heavy rain would the west area drain next door.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that it could potentially happen.  If the system was overloaded 

it would bleed and go into the alley.  Anything they are touching will be compliant.   
 
 3.72 Mr. Surman said that parking is greatly improved.   
 
  Mr. Matthews agreed with this.   
 
 3.73 Chairman Duffy clarified that they were not addressing additional drainage in 

parking because they are not doing anything with the parking area.   
 
  Mr. Matthews showed one area they are redoing.  Detention will be provided for 

that area.   
 
 3.74 Chairman Duffy said that current blacktopped areas have drains.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that there are systems in place that are conveying the water to 

get it off of the property.  There is not detention storage.  They are not aware of 
issues due to runoff from the parking lot that adversely impact the neighbors.  They 
know about neighbors to the west and south.   

 
 3.75 Mr. Surman asked if they would put in a low wall on the west side.  The slope is 

14’. 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the slope is from Sheridan Road down.  From the face of 

the school to the property line is about 4’ of fall.  They can intercept that water.  
The neighbor made some comments about how they can further ensure that does 
not happen.  He may add more inlets along the west property line to make sure that 
any water flowing in that direction is intercepted and does not flow onto 
neighboring properties.   

 
 3.76 Chairman Duffy referenced the western area.  Is there any plan to regrade that so 

there is more of a swale up?  Village engineering will request a swale there.   
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  Mr. Matthews said that is a reasonable request.  They don’t want to put in a cast 
iron grate for water flow in a playground area.  They are trying to design it so that 
whatever runoff there is from the play areas drains into a planted area and water is 
intercepted.  All the play areas are permeable.  The likelihood of an event of the 
capacity of the rainwater passing through the rubber membrane is small.  If it is 
exceeded it is picked up by the open grated inlets in planting areas and along that 
entire west property line.   

 
 3.77 Mr. Boyer asked if all drainage systems functioned the same.  Are they not affected 

by freeze/thaw?  
 
  Mr. Matthews said he gets concerned about leaves clogging the inlets.  They have 

to maintain the leaves so there is no obstruction.  Freezing is not a concern.   
 
 3.78 Mr. Boyer referenced the permeability of the turf areas.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that area acts more like an insulator.  There are air pockets.  

Permeable pavers in parking lots and play areas don’t freeze.  The stone provides 
an insulating effect.  His colleague will now address parking and traffic.   

 
 3.79 Mr. Brinkman said that is all about improvements to the facilities.  There is no 

building expansion, staff or enrollment additions.  They are not changing 
circulation patterns or access points.  They did conduct a traffic planning study as 
part of the special use.  They did traffic counts and observations.   

 
  Whey they compared the volume of traffic at Baker with published information for 

private schools, there was a little less traffic in the afternoon and a little more traffic 
in the morning.  They acted conservatively and he said that that impact they tested 
for the project is that they added about 12 more cars in and out in the afternoon 
peak hour.  There is no expectation that they are going to see in increase in staff or 
attendance.   

 
  They looked at traffic from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.  There are three distinct peak 

hours.  In the morning time, it is spread out because people arrive at various times.  
The afternoon is when schools have their most intense congestion when everyone 
gets out at once.  That lasts about 40 minutes at Baker.  They are not making any 
changes to the site with regard to parking or traffic flow.  There is no loss in parking 
spaces. 

 
  He talked about pick up and drop off.  He has done this for 20 years and Baker has 

probably done the best job in this area.  The way they stack cars in the parking lot 
they recommended to another school in Lincolnshire.  He said they bring about 6 
cars at a time through the parking lot.  The stop the cars, let everyone out (or they 
load cars) and they release the cars.  All cars are directed out onto Sheridan Road.  
There are staff in the parking lots and parents are well educated on the process.  
They didn’t have to build anything so that circulation flowed in a certain way 
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because it already flows correctly.  For short periods of time in the afternoon traffic 
ques back from Maple to Sheridan.  Traffic is moving as quickly as possible.  10 to 
15 minutes before school is out, cars start to line up side by side in the parking lot.  
Staff brings about 6 to 7 cars along the building frontage and they are 
loaded/unloaded and then cars leave via Sheridan Road.  Then the next groups come 
in.   

 
  They tried to maximizing how many cars they can get through the line.  Cars go 

along the frontage as far as they can.   
 
  One of the comments from Site Plan Review was a question about the circulation 

of the fire truck.  He showed an exhibit to address this.  The primary access on 
Maple Avenue is for the fire lane.  That currently exists  

 
  There are short and intense periods of congestion but the school does a good job in 

dealing with this and it happens for a short period of time.   
 
  As part of the village’s requirements, they pulled three years of crash data including 

accidents reported in the vicinity.  The intersection of Maple and Sheridan and the 
access points had 7 to 8 crashes reported in three years and only one of those was 
related to school traffic.   

 
 3.80 There were no questions for the presenter from the Board.   
 
 3.81 Mr. Surman asked if there was anywhere that shows the 6’ setback along Sheridan 

Road.  Drawings show bushes up against the sidewalk.   
 
 3.82 Mr.Merci said that the third page of the Lakota drawings describes it.   
 
 3.83 Mr.  Surman said that the drawings do not seem to reflect this.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they can provide this if it is not shown on drawings.   
 
 3.84 Mr. Surman referenced a 6’ dimension – was this from the curb or from existing 

sidewalk.  He noted that the Board’s drawings were small.   
 
  It is 5’3” from the existing sidewalk.  The current fence is 6” off of the sidewalk.    
 
(After section 4.0) 
 
 3.85 Mr. Freres said they will look at other options to the dumpster location.  He cannot 

comment about the rat problem.  He heard the stories and the school is aware of it.   
 
  Regarding the tree, the Village has authority as to whether a tree can come down.  

The forester will make this decision.  This will be addressed with the ARC.  The 
need to remove the tree is because they have a tight site and new playground 
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equipment and underground obstacles and utilities that are going in.  Fall zones are 
required for all play equipment.  The tree is in the way of the fall zones.  As part of 
the big picture, they will address better things.  He respects the fact that people care 
about large trees.  However they will add value to the property far above the 
removal of one tree.   

 
 3.86 Chairman Duffy said that what is being added is in terms of foliage is more than 

what is being removed. 
 
  The applicant said that is correct.   
 
 3.87 Mr. Schneider referenced borings and asked where the water table is on the west 

side.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said that as part of the design they need to find out the ground water 

level and on that part of the site it was about 5’ to 6’ deep.  It is a perched water 
condition so there is a layer of soil from the surface down and then there is sand 
seam that is about 3’ thick and a clay layer below that.  Most water is trapped in the 
sand seam about 5’ or 6’ deep.  They have to make sure that the detention vault is 
water tight so they are not losing storage volume in the detention system to ground 
water.  They are sensitive to the issue of ground water.  He is confident that what 
they are doing will improve the situation.  They will intercept water away from the 
property.  There are a number of under drains throughout the site.   

 
 3.88 Chairman Duffy said one of the issues brought up was the play lot surface.  Will 

the new play lot surface allow more or less water to run off the site? 
 
  Mr. Matthews said that the play surface won’t change how much water runs off the 

site.  They are intercepting and detaining water.  By code, they are required to 
intercept water and channel it to the detention vault.   

 
 3.89 Chairman Duffy said that without any water retention on the site and excessive 

amount of water runs off, dragging wood chips with it, but with the proposed 
surface and water retention plan, they expect minimal amount of water runoff.  
There will be a swale and drainage.  Not 100% solved but an extreme difference.   

 
  Mr. Matthews agreed with the above.  Regarding the type of synthetic turf, they are 

not using the traditional crumb rubber infill.  It will be sand and other types of 
materials.  They are sensitive to concerns of neighbors and parents that there are a 
lot of issues with the crumb fill related to whether it is a carcinogen.  They will use 
different products.  In the playground area it is basically a carpet without infill 
material.  It will be cushionable.   

 
 3.90 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the large 6’ diameter pipe and will that 

impact trees planted along the lot line.   
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  Mr. Matthews said there will not be impacted because roots have not had a chance 
to spread out that far.  The vault is 10’ off of the property line.  The excavation for 
the vault is closer than 10’.  They would do some root pruning before the start of 
the project to avoid damage.   

 
 3.91 Chairman Duffy asked about the fence on the west side.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that there are multiple fences but they know that they need a fence 

on their site that is consistent for the full length of their property.  It might be work 
a discussion with neighbors to come up with a game plan of how to do that.  He 
thinks it would be silly to have two fences but he has to respect the school knowing 
they have to keep their kids on the site.  The school has to maintain the fence.  He 
talked about a possibility of building the fence on their property and save the 
neighbors a few inches on their property.  They are willing to work on this.   

 
 3.92 Mr. Surman asked about the applicant’s thoughts regarding dumpster location.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they will look at other options.  There is a functional aspect from 

usability and making sure they can access and maintain.  The place has to be 
reasonably accessible.  There is a 6’ pedestrian easement that runs along the entire 
south frontage of their property.  It is emergency access to get people out of the 
school.  That is why there is a grade change and retaining wall.  National Louis 
built up to it and there is a big grade drop.  He does not know what it means to 
move a dumpster and cross that 6’ area to reach the dumpster.  They will investigate 
this.  It is not their intent to lose parking.  It is their intent to get as far away from 
neighbors as possible.  If it is their dumpster, they will maintain it and manage the 
problems associated with dumpsters.   

 
 3.93 Mr. Surman asked about the present dumpster situation.   
 
  Mr. Freres said it is two large 5 x 8 dumpsters.  They need more space to maneuver 

the dumpsters.  One is recycling and one is garbage.   
 3.94 Chairman Duffy asked how many times a week is pick up. 
 
  Mr. Freres said it is between 3 to 4 times per week.  It is always in the morning.   
 
 3.95 Chairman Duffy asked why it was in the morning as opposed to after trash is put in 

during the day.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said that when the parking lot is full with student pick up in the 

afternoon and the dumpster company does not want to come after dusk.   
 
 3.96 Chairman Duffy said that the lot empties out in the late afternoon.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said that school is over at 3:40 p.m. and there are after school activities 

until 6:00 p.m.  During winter it gets dark after 4:00 p.m.   
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 3.97 Mr. Boyer said that right now dumpsters are against the lot line.  Per the picture 

there is no pedestrian traffic going by dumpsters other than the two parking spaces.  
The new location is farther east and there is a sidewalk on the west side.  There will 
now be pedestrian traffic on the west side of the dumpster and possibly on the east 
side.  There is no pedestrian traffic at this time.  The rat problem needs to be 
addressed one way or another.   

 
  Mr. Freres said that the rat problem is another issue.  They are asking for a variance 

of 3’ because they are going to fix the dumpsters and put them in a nice location.  
They could have pushed them another 3’9” and not asked for the variance.  They 
are trying to provide pedestrian access, screen the neighbors and take into many 
interests and solve many problems.   

 
 3.98 Chairman Duffy said that the rat problem seems larger than the dumpsters.   
 
 3.99 Chairman Duffy agreed that if they had the additional 3’to 4’ they would not have 

to ask for a variance and they are asking for the variance to keep it out of the drive 
area.   

 
 3.100 Chairman Duffy said that there was a question about the fire lane and people 

parking there.   
 
  Mr.Freres has seen this happen.   
 
  Ms.  Puttrich said that there are parking protocols.  If they see a parent in that area 

they get a citation and tell them not to park there.  People are willful and there is 
not much they can do.   

 
 3.101 Mr. Surman asked about the portable toilet issue.   
 
  Ms. Puttrich said it was moved.  The school did not supply this.  People who used 

the fields on weekends provided it.   
 
 3.102 Mr. Surman asked about future portable toilets. 
 
  Ms. Puttrich said there will probably be a portable toilet in the future.  It’s unlikely 

the school will build something for that use; it would be cost prohibitive. 
 
 3.103 Mr. Kolleng asked who is using the fields. 
 
  Ms. Puttrich said it’s a group called Little Legends, for 4 and 5 year olds for soccer 

practice. 
 
 3.104 Mr. Surman said this use should be part of the master plan. 
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 3.105 Chairman Duffy explained meeting procedure and said that public comment is 
closed.  The applicant had the opportunity respond to public questions and 
comments.  That’s how the meeting works and he explained this process at the 
beginning of the meeting.   

 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Ms. Michelle Leonardo 
   222 Girard Avenue 
 
  4.12 Ms. Cindy Kogel 
   147 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.13 Mr. Kurt and Ms. Laura Topel 
   141 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.14 Mr. Larry and Ms. Marci Goldstein 
   136 Maple Avenue 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Ms. Leonardo said that her street is directly west of the school and they are the 

neighbors that have been discussed as related to the west play yard.  She sent an 
email about the drainage problems.  There is also an email from her neighbors that 
attests to a lot of water on the west side of the lot.   

 
  She appreciates the team and school administration for listening to the neighbors.  

They will improve the neighborhood.   
 
  Regarding drainage on her lot, there are no swales or water management.  There is 

a sidewalk and then she has a neighbor at 114 Girard.  The water flows down the 
sidewalk.  The water overflows and goes down the sidewalk.  The drain is far away.  
She thanked the team for putting in a lot of water management in the west play 
yard.  The retention vault is a great idea, but she is worried that the drains are too 
close to her lot.  She talked about eight large white pine trees.  The Village required 
her to plant the trees but she likes the trees for privacy and screening.  They will 
provide screening and coverage in 3 to 5 years.   

 
  She would prefer that the drains up against the fence line and the swale be moved 

in further so they are closer to the school. 
 

Mr. Schneider thought that they were going to install a 6’ retention vault.   
 
  The neighbor said that the drains capture surface water.   
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  Chairman Duffy asked about the distance of the drains from the lot line.   
 
  They are about 3’ off of the lot line.   
 
  Chairman Duffy said that there should be a swale.   
 
  The neighbor said that Mr. Cruz from the village pointed out the swale.  She talked 

about a swale on her yard and it was discussed during the presentation that it is 
capturing most of the water.  She hoped that they could put a swale further into 
their yard to capture water.   

 
  She said that the lot was purchased and the house was built in 2013.  She dug the 

pit of her foundation in July 2013 and it was a rainy summer.  When they dug the 
pit there was 2.5’ of standing water in the pit.  They are dealing with a lot of ground 
water.  They have clay soil from the top to the bedrock.  They had some soil bores 
that they paid for.  Engineers have come to her lot to figure out what to do with the 
water.   

 
  When they built her basement, the water is being pumped out through a sump pump 

every five minutes even on the driest of days.  She had to calculate, time and 
measure how much water that is in a day.  That is almost 1,200 gallons of water 
every day.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked if that had to do with the water table.   
 
  The neighbor said they didn’t initially know what was happening but then they 

started investigating.  All the water that goes from Sheridan to her lot is trickling 
down into the soil and hitting the foundation of her basement and then is being 
pumped out. 

 
  The other part of her problem is that the village did not allow them to tie in their 

sump pump into the sewer and instead they pump it into the front yard via a bubbler 
system.  Part of the front yard, about 20’, is a constant soggy mess.  She has to deal 
with that every day. 

 
  Mr. Surman said that the water level can be at different spots.  A sump pump that 

continually is on has to do with the water table.   
 
  She said that she needs to keep as much water as she can off of her property.  Any 

water trickling down adds to the water table.  She is not an engineer but she wants 
someone to pay close attention to those details.   

 
  She referenced synthetic turf.  At the beginning of discussion with neighbors, the 

applicant said they might use crumb rubber.  She asked the applicant to address the 
type of turf that it was. 
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  Chairman Duffy said that the applicant would answer questions at the end.   
 
  The neighbor said she is glad that the wood chips will be gone.  The chips fell into 

her yard.  The same concern applies to crumb rubber, what will stop that sheeting 
and that turf field in the middle of the west lot from sheeting.  She proposed a 
retaining wall for that area.  Regarding that area adjacent to new playground 
equipment, she asked if they could add more evergreen screening and tall trees.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked the size of exiting evergreens on the neighbor’s property.   
 
  The neighbor said that they are about 14’ but they will grow to be four stories tall.   
 
  Mr. Boyer asked if she had any other concerns related to the proposal.   
 
  She likes the idea of rubberized surface and it will look good.  The design is 

beautiful.  Wood chips do slow down the water.  She is worried that the rubberized 
surface won’t do this.  She isn’t sure if the drainage that is proposed will work.   

 
 4.22 Ms. Kogel is two houses west of the school.  Her home was built in 2008.   
 
  Regarding the transportation analysis, often at pick up and drop off there are a 

number of cars that queue up along Maple to the west of the school and filter into 
the entrance area.  Many parents park their cars on Maple, south side, and walk 
through neighbors’ lawns and over to the school.  The neighbors’ lawns get matted.   

 
  It’s great that the plan proposed will enhance the property.  There are valuable 

changes.  She has an issue with the dumpster.  They have not been a good neighbor 
or acknowledging the setbacks that are in place regarding storm water management 
and the dumpster location.  There is a noise issue.  Most of the village uses the alley 
for trash removal.  She thinks that they could investigate a solution that grades that 
area so that a dumpster could be located at the back of the school and accessible 
from the alley.  She wants to see an option explored in that area.  With the dumpster 
being so far removed from the school, there is an out-of-site-out-of-mind mentality.  
For many years the dumpster was rusted and had many holes.  They now have a rat 
and mice problem and the school just started working with pest control on this.  The 
presenters said that they have moved other smelly things away from that lot line, 
but the dumpster still remains and encroaches on the setback.   

 
  There is a portable toilet on the site and it has been there for about a year.  They 

moved it in the last week, but it was sitting near the dumpster and was used for 
weekend activities for the playing fields.  Are they going to use a portable toilet 
again and if so, where will it be located?  It smells and is a source of vandalism.   

 
  Mr. Schneider asked if she was saying that there are rats in that area.   
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  She said that there are rats and mice in that area.  Squirrels take things out of the 
dumpsters.   

 
 4.23 Mr. Topel said he lives in the property just to the west that has been discussed at 

tonight’s meeting.  He is appreciative of the school and their consultants because 
neighbors were invited to make comments.  The plan is beautiful and it is much 
better than current conditions.  They listened to him because they are adding 
landscaping screening behind the dumpsters.  That moves the dumpsters off of the 
property line.  Before there were a lot of things along the property line – the 
dumpster, a hoop house.  With the plan, they are getting things off of the property 
line and they want a 3’ variance for the 20’ setback on the side.  They would prefer 
the dumpster not be in the proposed location.  It would seem that making the 
grading change needed to back a garbage truck in would not be that onerous.   

 
  The dumpster problem for him is rats.  They recently moved in and they have seen 

rats.   
 
  Ms. Topel said that the rats are gross and disgusting.  The rats made tunnels under 

the fence to get at the dumpster.  The school did remove pallets and other garbage 
between the dumpster and the fence.  The rats are a concern.  Every few days she 
sees rats.   

 
  Mr. Topel said that an issue with the dumpster location is noise.  It doesn’t impact 

them as much as others because they are often in the back of their house.  The noise 
level is over the top.  It goes on for minutes.  The garbage trucks bang.  They come 
about 7:30 am four times per week.   

 
  Drainage is a negative.  Their property is lower than the school.  The grade goes 

from Sheridan to the channel.  Most of the homes as they move west go lower.  For 
some reason, the neighbor’s house was built 6” higher than it should have been.  
His house is lower than theirs.  He is worried about water coming off of the 
property.  He was told that there was a water problem when his house was built.  
They have a sloped lot.  They have a drain in the backyard because they are lower 
than both sides.  He is worried about water issues.  

 
  He heard tonight that they are planning to take out a big tree.   
 
  Ms. Topel showed a picture of the tree.  It screens the school very well.  In the 

presentation it sounded like they were removing the tree.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are taking out the tree.   
 
  Ms. Topel asked the village to look at the tree to see if it is necessary to have the 

tree taken down.   
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  Mr. Topel said that the first presenter talked about a new fence put in on his east 
side, the school’s west side.  There is a fence there that Red Seal put in.  His 
neighbor owns half of it and he owns half of it.  What happens to the fence?  He is 
happy that the schools wants to put in a fence, but what happens to his fence?  

 
  Ms. Topel asked where the school’s fence is in relation to the lot line.  Two fences 

together could mean rats living in there.   
 
  Mr. Surman said that timing of the garbage is not easy.  He would have thought that 

the garbage truck would have been there earlier than 7:30 am.  He is not sure if 
anything can be done about the time.   

 
  Mr. Topel said one of his neighbors who will speak has the history about the 

garbage and timing.   
 
 4.24 Mr. Goldstein said he has lived in his house for over 20 years.  He lives across the 

street from the school.  About 7 or 8 years ago, the school moved the dumpster 
when they put in a tot lot on the east side.  The garbage used to be in between 
Sheridan Road and where the school is.  They then moved the garbage to its present 
location.  At that time the dumpsters were not that large and the garbage company 
would empty them in the afternoons.   

 
  About 3 or 4 years ago they changed to large dumpsters that are about 6 x 10.  The 

company now comes 4 time per week in the morning between 6:50 and 7:15 a.m.  
Sometimes they take garbage from one enclosure and other times they take garbage 
from both enclosures.   

 
  When the company shakes the containers, it’s often for 4 to 5 minutes, and it rocks 

the houses.  About 8 to 10 homes are impacted by this.  He has spoken to all 
neighbors.  One time the driver continued to shake the container for many minutes 
with nothing coming out.  The noise is extreme.   

 
  The school does many good things but if they are doing work in the future all 

elements need to be addressed.  When they say they understand neighbors’ 
concerns, he wants them to hear their concerns about the garbage.  He has spoken 
with the head of school about moving the garbage to another area.   

  The place for garbage is in an alley.  It is perfectly flat.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if the dumpsters were in the alley wouldn’t the noise impact 

other houses.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein said it might, but garbage should go in an alley.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this was a ‘not in my backyard’ situation.   
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  Mr. Goldstein said he is speaking to the rat problem.  On the north side of Maple, 
they have not had an issue with rats.  But neighbors on the south side have had an 
issue with rats.   

 
  In the plan, it shows a sidewalk.  In his situation of having garbage placed in an 

alley where it should be, they can alter their walkway slightly.  It does not impact 
the soccer field.  If they are doing improvements now is the time to take care of 
problems that impact the neighbors.   

 
  Mr. Goldstein showed pictures of where existing and proposed garbage is/should 

be.  The alley dead ends into the school.  Now the truck pulls in off of Maple and 
backs out.  In his proposal the truck would pull down Isabella, turn left into the 
alley and back up down the alley.   

 
  Ms. Goldstein said that trucks back down her dead end alley.   
 
  Mr. Kolleng asked if other homes on Sheridan Road had their garages on that alley.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein showed where there were houses and where their garbage cans were 

located.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein again reiterated that there is a more appropriate place for the 

dumpsters.  He would say no to their variance about dumpster location.   
 
  Regarding rats, his neighbor told him about rats around the garbage cans.  He made 

videos of this.  He has spoken with Mr. Schwartz about the rats.  He said he would 
deal with it and that was last July.  He emailed Mr. Schwartz again about the 
problem.  He has not addressed the problem to date.  They want the rats gone and 
the garbage should be in the alley.  The rats feed off of the garbage. 

 
  Mr. Kolleng asked where the rats were coming from.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein said maybe they came from the canal and started nesting in the 

garbage.  If they relocated the garbage and proactively dealt with the rat problem, 
the rats might go away.  They would gain two extra parking spaces.   

 
  Mr.  Goldstein referenced the fire lane.  His bedroom window looks out directly 

over the fire lane.  It is used as parking for parents to drop off their children.  He 
has spoken to the parents about not parking there.  If a sign was there it might 
eliminate the problem. 

 
  The garbage is his number one issue.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this is the only place in the neighborhood that attracts rats.   
 
  Mr. and Ms. Goldstein said this is the only place that they know of.   
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  Mr. Goldstein has been told that in the alleys of Girard and Garrison there are rats.   
 
  Ms. Leonardo said that rats are the concern of ALL neighbors.  There have been 

instances in the alleys behind Garrison and Girard have had rats’ nests and villages 
having to come in and trap them.  Rats have only started since the dumpster 
problem. 

 
  Mr. Goldstein would think that the school would want to eliminate the rat problem 

more than the neighbors.  The Village should want to protect the neighbors.   
 
 4.25 Ms. Leonardo said she does not want the tree taken down for no reason.   
 
 4.26 Mr. Surman asked if they were to relocate the dumpster into the alley, would they 

still need the same variance.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that a refuse container is not a permitted encroachment into a rear 

yard.  They would have a 40’ rear yard requirement.   
 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Schneider said he commended the school and the team on the work they 

propose to do to address a lot of issues.  The neighbors have some concerns and the 
plan will not answer all issues completely.  The proposal goes a long way to address 
problems.  They are not reducing or adding parking so that is not an issue.   

 
  The key issue is the water retention and management systems.  He does not know 

what else they could do given soil structure and elevation changes. 
 
  With regard to garbage dumpsters, he is horrified by the rat problem and that needs 

to be solved.  The noise will always impact neighbors no matter the location of the 
dumpsters.   

 
  Some of the request seem large but were not created by what is being requested and 

is pre-conditioned.  He can support this but wants to hear colleague comments.   
 
 5.2 Mr. Merci said the impervious surface limitation and setback variation required by 

the ordinance is not realistic for a school with a related intensive outdoor use by 
students.  Aesthetic and functional improvements together with logical storm water 
management can be accommodated by approval of these requests.  He can support 
the request.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Surman complimented the design team and said they did a great job; it’s a big 

improvement and a thoughtful design.  Regarding the dumpster issue, this will 
happen at the Village Board level where both groups can go back to the drawing 
board and discuss at the Village Board meeting.  The dumpster is a big 
improvement over what exists.  The enclosure will be more secure.  The rat issue 
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will be resolved.  The noise issue – he is not sure what they can do about that.  
Perhaps they can compact garbage so it doesn’t have to be picked up as often.  He 
is not sure if they make compactors for outdoor use.  Overall, the plan will be a big 
improvement.  He is an architect and is concerned about drainage.  They have 
presented a good scheme for that.  He can support the application.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Kolleng complimented the team on the presentation.  It was very helpful and 

educational.  This is a unique property in the Village.  The Board runs into different 
issues with certain cases when the definitions don’t fit.  What they are proposing 
for water management is so much better for neighbors and the school.  Regarding 
impervious surface, this is a difficult property to apply definitions to.  There are 
permeable surfaces that are deemed to be impermeable and this is helpful.  
Regarding issues, wherever the dumpsters are located, someone will be bothered.  
They probably have the dumpsters in the correct proposed location.  Maybe there 
is a way to deal with garbage pickup and something has to be done about the rats.  
That needs to be a priority.  He will support this.  It is a great project for the school 
and for the Village.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Boyer said he appreciates the concern about the water issues.  The water 

retention plan is great.  The height of the fence is fine and the fence is being set 
back 5’ to 6’ and screening it.  This will alleviate any detriment.  The variance for 
that request is minimal and will minimally impact neighbors.  They are moving the 
hoop house, plant area, and green house to a more interior location.  That variance 
comes about they are applying residential zoning codes to a four acre lot.  Having 
two accessory structures is not an issue.  He can support the request.  All standards 
are met.   

 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said Mr. Boyer did a great job summarizing the case.  The sport 

lot on the east and the play lot on the west dictate most variances.  Those dictate 
water management.  For what it is to what it is proposed to be, is more than the 
difference between night and day.  It is an amazing improvement.  Regarding 
basement water issues, Mr. Surman pointed out that this is a general water table 
issue.  Anyone building on that property has to deal with it.  The only way to avoid 
this is to not have as deep a basement.  The issue of water running off of the site 
will be addressed.  The group did a great job of designing a solution for water 
management.  The accessory structure request – this is a large lot and no one will 
notice the buildings.  They are an improvement over existing structures in function 
and aesthetics.  The last two variances were for the fence.  They are increasing 
height by 2’ but the retaining wall is part of the development of the sport court will 
be beneficial to the property and people going by on Sheridan Road.  Trees will 
create a screen.  It will be safer.  The way this was presented/designed was great.  
Nothing is perfect.  There may be additional requests in the future.  Regarding rats, 
this is not within the Board’s purview but the Village now knows about it.  If the 
school is not responding then the village needs to be contacted about the rat 
problem.   
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 5.7 There was a letter received by Mr. Sweitzer.  The letter did not address zoning 
requests but the Village Board should look at some of his points.   

 
 5.8 Chairman Duffy agreed that the Village Board should read the letter.  The proposed 

plan – they could not do any better.  He can support the request.   
 
 5.9 Mr. Schneider said he hopes that the applicant continues to meet with the neighbors.   
 
 5.10 Chairman Duffy said this case would be on the Village Board’s consent agenda and 

there will not be discussion unless the case is removed from the consent agenda.  
At the beginning of the meeting the public is asked if an item should be removed 
and someone says that the item should be removed.  A discussion can then be had 
about the case.  A letter can also be sent to the Village Board.   

 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Schneider moved to recommend granting a modification of a special use 

(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures 
exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming 
structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage 
variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard 
pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a 
street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side 
yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage 
area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the 
plans submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Merci seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    
   Motion carried. 
 
 6.2 Mr. Schneider moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-27.   
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 6.21 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no 
nays.   

 
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 and the variation standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The 
use as a primary school is not changing and, in the specific location, is consistent with the 
goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.  The continued maintenance and operation 
of the use with these site improvements will not be detrimental to or endanger the public 
health, safety, and welfare nor be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other property.  The 
applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and new grading and drainage 
measures to address storm water.  The continued operation of the special use will not 
impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of surrounding properties.  
The continued operation of the special use will not substantially diminish property values 
in the neighborhood.  Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, and other necessary 
facilities already exist.  Adequate measures already existing to provide ingress and egress.  
The continued operation of the special use is consistent with the community character of 
the neighborhood.  The continued operation of the special use does not substantially 
adversely affect a known archaeological, historical, or cultural resource.  The applicant has 
proposed landscaping and fencing to act as a buffer to neighboring properties.  The use will 
meet any and all additional use standards specified in Article 12 of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
The particular physical conditions of the property, the size and shape of the lot and the 
location of the school building 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 unique 
circumstances of the development and re-development of the lot.  The difficulty is peculiar 
to the property in question.  The difficulty prevents the school from making necessary 
improvements to benefit the students and to improve the appearance for the neighborhood.  
The proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent 
property.  Much of the existing outdoor play space exists but will be improved by the 
proposal.  The applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and new grading and 
drainage measures to address storm water.  The variations, if granted, will not alter the 
essential character of the neighborhood.  The proposed improvements should enhance the 
appearance of the property. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a modification of a special use 
(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 
200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 
square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square 
foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 
square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 
square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ 
side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ 
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interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse 
storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans 
submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   
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V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 
1200 Wilmette Avenue 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

MEETING MINUTES 

APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION 

MONDAY, JUNE 6, 2016  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

Members Present: Tim Sheridan, Chairman 
William Bradford 
Dan Collyer 
Daniel Elkins 
Craig Phillips 
Mason Miller 

Members Absent: Carrie Woleben-Meade 

Guests: Chad Boomgaarden, 1315 Central Ave 
Joseph LaJeune, 406 Green Bay Rd, Kenilworth, IL 
Ben Wozney, 2012 Washington Ave 

Staff Present: Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Chairman Sheridan called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING

OF MAY 2, 2016.

Mr. Elkins moved to approve the May 2, 2016 meeting minutes as amended.  The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners 
Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

                    Agenda Item: 3.4
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III. CONTINUANCES 

 
Mr. Bradford moved to continue Case 2015-AR-45, 930 Greenleaf Avenue, Women’s 
Club; Case 2016-SZC-01, 3232 Lake Avenue, Joseph Freed & Associates; and Case 2016-
AR-11, 1314-1318 Wilmette Avenue, Sam Gambacorta to the July 11, 2016 meeting.  The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and 
Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion 

carried. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

 
Mr. Phillips moved to approve an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2016-AR-22, 
1101 Central Avenue, St. Roger Abbey.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  
Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, 
Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 
V. CASES 

 
2016-AR-19 2012 Washington Avenue 

Ben Wozney Appearance Review Certificate 

 
Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-19, 2012 Washington Avenue for an Appearance 
Review Certificate to modify the color and type of roofing material. 
 
Mr. Ben Wozney said unit 2012 and the adjoining unit at 2014 Washington are proposing 
to replace their roof.  They are part of a four unit townhome development.  2016-2018 
Washington Avenue are part of another building. 
 
Mr. Sheridan asked if the units were part of a home owners association. 
 
Mr. Wozney said according to his client who owns 2012 Washington the units are not part 
of an association.  He said they are replacing the existing gray shingles with black shingles.  
The gutters would not be replaced however, the chimney flashing would be replaced with a 
black metal to match the new shingles. 
 
Mr. Elkins moved to approve Case 2016-AR-19, 2012 Washington Avenue for an 
Appearance Review Certificate as submitted.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  
Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, 
Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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2016-AR-18 601 Green Bay Road 

Mona Lisa Stone & Tile Appearance Review Certificate and Sign Variation 

 
Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-18, 601 Green Bay Road, Mona Lisa Stone & Tile for 
an Appearance Review Certificate to refurbish the façade, a sign variation to display more 
than one window sign per frontage, a 5.25 square foot sign area variation to display a 
projecting sign and a sign variation to display signs painted directly to an exterior wall. 
 
Mr. Chad Boomgaarden said he was representing the applicant as their architect.  When the 
owner purchase the building he contacted the Wilmette Historical Museum to obtain photos 
of the original building.  It is their intent to refurbish the exterior to bring it back to more of 
what it looked like historically. 
 
Mr. Joseph Lajeune said he is the owner of the building.  As an interior designer he hates to 
see old buildings torn down.  It’s his hope, if financially feasible, to remove the wood 
cladding on the exterior of the first floor and expose the original cast iron columns.  He 
said the original building had a full window glazing with wooden trim.  He wants to install 
a new full glazing with black metal trim and a wooden door. 
 
Mr. Bradford said it’s difficult to tell what is happening at the head of the window.  The 
plans show a cast iron column on either side of the doorway, but are those existing. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said he can’t say for sure because they haven’t removed the cladding, 
but from the interior it appears the cast iron columns are intact.  In looking at the historical 
photos it appears there was something over the doorway other than just running bond brick.  
They are hoping the brick and some of the structural elements are still there. 
 
Mr. Sheridan asked if once they remove the cladding, and assuming they find the columns 
and capital are they going to keep them.  And if not in good condition will they replace 
them. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said if they are there they will be kept and if they are damaged it’s their 
intent to replace where possible.  He can see the capitals from the interior. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said it’s possible the capitals were damaged when they installed the mansard 
roof. 
 
Mr. Bradford said he would encourage a horizontal expression in the form of a lintel, or 
other element other than just running bond brick.  That would hold true for the door and 
window to the north of the main storefront. 
 
Mr. Elkins said he thought this proposal was a big improvement over what was existing.  
His main issue with the proposal is the signage, including the repetitive wording the 
windows and painted sign on the side of the building. 
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Mr. Bradford asked about the windows on the east elevation that were broken up into three 
panels from top to bottom.  He wanted to know if the top two panels were transom glass. 
Mr. Lajeune said all three panels would be vision glass and would not have any tint or film. 
 
Mr. Phillips asked for the thought behind the custom painted areas on the west and south 
sides of the building.  To him they are just signs. 
 
Mr. Lejeune thought they could act as mural like paintings, although, there was no specific 
artwork in mind. 
 
Mr. Elkins said there wouldn’t be much visibility for the painted area on the west side of 
the building. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said in his opinion the custom painted areas as proposed are too large.  He 
would suggest proposing something that has graphics, but not something that is specifically 
advertising a business or product. 
 
Mr. Bradford asked what size of a conforming blade sign would be. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said a 6 square foot sign would be conforming. 
 
Mr. Bradford said he thinks the proposed sign is too large, but that a 2x3 foot sign is 
probably too small for this intersection. 
 
Mr. Phillips thought the projecting sign would be more visible if it were facing Green Bay 
Road rather than at a 45 degree angle. 
 
Mr. Collyer said he liked the white wash sign on the south elevation, but thought the size 
was maybe too big.  He liked their proposal to refurbish the façade. 
 
Mr. Miller asked about the window surround on the south elevation.  They seemed very 
large and not necessarily in keeping with the rest of the proposed work. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said the existing window openings on that side of the building are pretty 
rough.  It is difficult to say until they remove the cladding, but he suspects there’s a very 
rough opening. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said he thought the windows were probably just wood jams with glazing. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said they would match the existing profile of the window and add some 
rolled steel with a black finish. 
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Mr. Sheridan said there is existing cabling running above the fake mansard roof.  They will 
need to determine how they will hide the cabling once the roof is removed.  The guardrail 
surrounding the stairs to the basement will need to be replaced.  They will need to present 
their proposal for replacing the railing.  They will also need to provide a trash enclosure for 
their dumpster and screen the a/c condenser.  He asked if the exhaust vents on the rear of 
the building will stay or be removed. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said they will remain, but their purpose will change.  He said they might 
match the finish color of the other metal items on the building. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said they shouldn’t sandblast the brick, but definitely clean it.  There are 
other methods that won’t remove the outer barrier of the brick.  He thinks the proposal is a 
great solution to refurbish the building. 
 
Mr. Phillips said they are proposing too many signs in general. 
 
Mr. LaJeune said they have another option where they remove the white wash sign on the 
south elevation and replace it with another reverse-lit sign similar to the east elevation. 
 
Mr. Elkins said he didn’t necessarily have a problem with the white wash sign, but thought 
it was too big.  Regarding the window signs, they could hang a sign in the window that was 
at least 12 inches from the face of the window. 
 
Mr. Phillips said he thought the wall sign along Green Bay should stay within the edges of 
the window openings. 
 
Mr. Collyer said he likes the white wash sign on the south side of the building.  It adds 
some character to the building and seems to be in keeping with the age of the building. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said he is hearing the commission is in support of the white wash sign, but 
just not the additional mural type painted signs on the rear and side of the building. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said he agrees with the commission’s comments on the projecting sign.  
He thinks they will revise the proposal so that it is perpendicular to Green Bay rather than 
at an angle. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said there are enough items outstanding that they will need to continue part of 
the case, but that they can get them started on the façade work. 
 
Mr. Collyer said they would be able to fit the sign within the window openings if they 
removed the letters, “inc.” from the sign. 
 
Mr. Elkins said alternatively they could shrink the letters from 15.5 inches to 14 inches and 
have it fit within the window openings. 
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Mr. Sheridan asked the applicant if they were sure the projecting sign was exactly how they 
wanted it.  If they are still unsure what the graphics will look like or how it will be 
illuminated they should hold off until those items are decided. 
 
Mr. Boomgaarden said they were still unsure how they will illuminate the sign. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said they will continue that item to the next meeting. 
 
Mr. Bradford moved to approve a partial Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2016-
AR-18, 601 Green Bay Road for the east and south elevations to remove the existing 
cladding, clean the existing brick, restore the existing cast iron columns, if the cast iron 
beam above the columns does not exist that it will be replaced in-kind, window openings 
will have a head detail, that the proposed aluminum storefront will have a black finish, 
conceptual approval of black canvas awning with dimensions to be submitted, a back-lit 
wall sign with lettering 14 inches in height, and that the storefront door will be wooden 
with ebony finish.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Elkins.  Voting yes:  Chairman 
Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  
The motion carried. 
 
Mr. Elkins moved to continue Case 2016-AR-18, 601 Green Bay Road, where the applicant 
will return to address the following items: removal of the cable along the west and south 
elevations, the guardrail around the stairwell on the west elevation, dumpster enclosure, 
exterior lighting with cut-sheets and photometric plan, exhaust ducts, and the requested 
sign variations.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  Voting yes:  Chairman 
Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  
The motion carried. 
 
 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

 
At 8:51 p.m., Mr. Elkins moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Collyer.  Voting yes: Chairman Sheridan and Commissioners, Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, 
Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried.  
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SUBJECT: 2016-TU-12 – Central School Carnival at 910 Central Avenue 
  
MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2015       
 
FROM:   Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 

 
None  

 
 

 
Recommended Motion 
 

Approval of a temporary use for the Central School Carnival on Saturday, September 17, 2016 
from 2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
 
Background 
 
Section 13.6.C of the Zoning Ordinance authorizes the Village Board to issue a Temporary Use 
Permit for the carnival. 
 
Discussion 
 
The Central School carnival will be set up in the school playground from 2:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 
on Saturday, September 17, 2016.  Planned activities include two inflatable play spaces, 
children’s games, a cake walk and food vendors.  The event is attended by Central School 
parents and students.  Up to 300 attendees are expected in addition to 25 to 50 volunteers.  Most 
attendees are from the neighborhood and are expected to walk to the event; otherwise street 
parking will be utilized. 
 
Since the proposed activity will continue for five days or less, no notice is required.   
 
Budget Impact 
 
There is no impact to the budget. 
 
Documents Attached 
 

1. Application 
2. Letter 
3. Site Plan 

Community Development 
Department 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/910+Central+Ave,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.076969,-87.70152,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m2!3m1!1s0x880fc535c8c89c51:0x77f58eb7c95f5950
mailto:robertsl@wilmette.com
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SUBJECT: 2016-Z-27 201 Sheridan Road 
   
MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2016       
 
FROM:   Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 

 
None  

 
 

 
Recommended Motion 
 
Adoption of Ordinance 2016-O-39 approving a request for a modification of a special use 
(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 
square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square 
foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) 
side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot 
(5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot 
(0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard 
adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side 
yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard 
setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height variation to permit site 
improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans submitted.   
 
Background 
 
The Zoning Board of Appeals voted to make a positive recommendation on this request at their 
June 1, 2016 meeting.  At the June 28, 2016 Village Board meeting, the Village Board heard 
from neighbors who objected to the proposed dumpster location.  The Village Board tabled the 
request to July 12, 2016 so that the applicant could research and discuss alternative dumpster 
locations.  The applicant submitted materials that were discussed by the Village Board on July 
12, 2016.  The Village Board voted to approve the request with the dumpster in the originally 
proposed location. 
 
Discussion 
 
The Village Board is now asked to vote on the adoption of Ordinance 2016-O-39 approving a 
request for a modification of a special use (Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow 
two accessory structures exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-
conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage 

Community Development 
Department 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/201+Sheridan+Rd,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.0704418,-87.6864754,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fdab966002507:0x3ba225568f3875a1!8m2!3d42.0704378!4d-87.6842867
mailto:robertsl@wilmette.com
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variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) 
setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback 
variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation 
and a 1.5’ fence height variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in 
accordance with the plans submitted.   
 
Budget Impact 
 
There is no impact to the budget. 
 
Documents Attached 
 
1. Ordinance 2016-O-39 

 



1 
# 670528 

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-O-39 

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING A SPECIAL USE 
PURSUANT TO THE WILMETTE ZONING ORDINANCE 

(201 Sheridan Road) 

WHEREAS, Baker Demonstration School (the “Applicant”) has submitted a request for a 

modification of a special use (Primary Educational Facility) and variation under Section 8.2, 

Section 8.3, Section 8.3.D and Section 12.3.3.J of the Zoning Code. Specifically, Applicant 

submitted a request for a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 square feet 

in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) 

front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard 

adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined 

side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 

impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic 

turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) 

setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation 

and a 1.5’ fence height variation to permit site improvements (all relief is referred to collectively 

as “Requested Relief”) , in the R1-H, Single Family Detached Residence at the subject property 

commonly known as 201 Sheridan Road, Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois, and legally described as: 

[insert legal description] 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals, after giving due and proper notice as required by law, 

held a public hearing on June 1, 2016, on the foregoing application and thereafter filed with the 

President and Board of Trustees of the Village a report accompanied by findings of fact specifying 

the reasons for the report and recommending granting the Requested Relief, in accordance with the 

plans as submitted, and on the conditions that the special use shall run with the use and shall not run 

1.0
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with the land, and that all other requirements of the Zoning and Building Ordinances be complied 

with; and 

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2016, the Village President and Board of Trustees (“Village Board”) 

heard the application and determined to concur with the Zoning Board of Appeals, grant the 

Requested Relief and direct that this ordinance be prepared; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the 

Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois: 

SECTION 1: The foregoing findings and recitals, and each of them, are hereby made a part of 

this Ordinance and are incorporated by reference as if set forth verbatim herein. 

SECTION 2: The aforementioned report and recommendation contained therein of the 

Zoning Board of Appeals of this Village is concurred in and approved and the Requested Relief is 

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 accord with the plans submitted at the public hearing, and on the condition that the special use 

shall run with the use and shall not run with the land, and that all other requirements of the Zoning 

and Building Ordinances be complied with. 

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 26th  

day of July 2016, according to the following roll call vote: 

AYES: 

NAYS: 

ABSTAIN:  
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ABSENT:  

            
     Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 

APPROVED by the President of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, this 26th day of July, 2016. 

 

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



REPORT TO THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
FROM THE 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

Recommendation: The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a request 
for a modification of a special use (Primary Educational 
Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures 
exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal 
non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) 
front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 
square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) 
combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 
85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a 
street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 
8.83’ interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) 
setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard setback 
variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in 
accordance with the plans submitted.  The use shall run with 
the use.   

Case Number: 2016-Z-27 

Property: 201 Sheridan Road 

Zoning District: R1-H, Single-Family Detached Residence 

Applicant: Baker Demonstration School 

Nature of Application: Request for a modification of a special use (Primary 
Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory 
structures exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to 
expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square 
foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage 
variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining 
a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 
square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard 
pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ 
side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf 
playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ 
refuse storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence 
height variation and a 1.5’ fence height variation to permit 
site improvements 

3.6 
7-26-16 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/201+Sheridan+Rd,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.0704418,-87.6864807,786m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fdab966002507:0x3ba225568f3875a1!8m2!3d42.0704378!4d-87.6842867
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STAFF INFORMATION AS PRESENTED TO THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
Description of Property 
 
The Subject Property is located on the southwest side of the intersection at Sheridan Road and Maple 
Avenue.  The property is irregular in shape with 276.5.0’ of frontage on Maple Avenue and 303.0’ of 
frontage on Sheridan Road.  The property is approximately 165,092 square feet in area.  The property 
is improved with a three-story school, two parking lots, and play field. 
 
To the north, west, and south are properties zoned R1, Single Family Residence and improved with 
single-family homes.  To the east are properties within the corporate limits of the City of Evanston 
that are zoned R1 and improved with single-family homes. 
 
Proposal  
 
The petitioner is proposing site improvements that include the construction of two accessory 
structures, installation of canopies on the principal structure, reorientation of a soccer play field, 
relocation of the ball courts, relocation of a refuse area, improvements to the playgrounds, 
installation of sidewalks, and reconfiguration of the parking spaces closet to the north building entry.  
Baker Demonstration School is considered a Primary Educational Facility.  Because the Zoning 
Ordinance classifies Primary Educational Facilities as a special use, a special use to modify the 
school special use is required. 
 
The petitioner is proposing two accessory structures: one consists of two sheds joined by a central 
pergola and the other is a gateway pergola.  The shed/pergola structure has overall dimensions of 
22.0’ x 48.0’ and a footprint of 696 square feet.  The gateway pergola has overall dimensions of 
13.0’ x 39.0’ and a footprint of 507 square feet.  Because the Zoning Ordinance requires that 
accessory structures in excess of 200 square feet in area be considered a special use, special use 
approval is required. 
 
The proposed canopies are located on the north façade of the building and measure 4’ in depth.  
Because the Zoning Ordinance does not allow the expansion of non-conforming structures and the 
existing school building is a legal non-conforming structure, a variation is necessary to permit the 
canopies. 
 
A new sidewalk is proposed to be located in the required front yard (Maple Avenue).  With the 
proposed sidewalk, the front yard impervious surface coverage is 3,939.01 square feet.  Because the 
Zoning Ordinance limits front yard impervious surface coverage to 2,489.53 square feet (30%), a 
1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation is required.  
 
A synthetic turf playfield (sport court) is proposed along Sheridan Road.  The proposed playfield 
has a setback of 9.0’ from the side yard adjoining a street (Sheridan Road) lot line and an 11.17’ 
setback from the southwest side lot line.  Because the Zoning Ordinance requires a 20.0’ side yard 
adjoining a street setback, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport court setback variation is 
required.  Because the Zoning Ordinance requires a 20.0’ side yard setback, an 8.83’ side yard sport 
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court setback variation is required. 
 
The proposed synthetic turf playfield is located in the side yard adjoining a street (along Sheridan 
Road), the rear yard, and the interior side yard.  With the proposed playfield, the side yard adjoining 
a street impervious surface coverage is 4,108.55 square feet.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits 
side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage to 1,686.06 square feet (30%), a 2,422.49 
square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation is required. 
 
Sidewalks and the playfield are proposed to be located in the west side yard.  With the proposed 
sidewalks and playfield, the side yard impervious surface coverage is 9,498.44 square feet (65.63%).  
Because the Zoning Ordinance limits combined side yard impervious surface coverage to 8,684.2 
square feet (30%), an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface coverage 
variation is required. 
 
New sidewalks are proposed to be located in the required rear yard.  With the proposed sidewalks, 
the rear yard pavement impervious surface is 6,615.32 square feet (30.39%).  Because the Zoning 
Ordinance limits rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage to 6,529.87 square feet (30%), an 
85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation is required. 
 
The refuse area is proposed to be re-located further from the front lot line (Maple Avenue) and west 
side lot line than the existing refuse area.  The refuse area is proposed with a 35.58’ front yard 
(Maple Avenue) setback and a 16.25’ side yard setback.  The established front yard along Maple 
Avenue is 30.0’, therefore the refuse enclosure conforms to the front yard setback.  Because the 
Zoning Ordinance requires a 20.0’ west side yard setback, a 3.75’ side yard setback variation is 
required for the refuse enclosure. 
 
The existing 6’ high decorative metal fence that runs along Sheridan Road is proposed to be 
relocated on top of a 2’ high retaining wall that is proposed along Sheridan Road with a section also 
along the south lot line.  With the fence on top of the retaining wall, the fence has an overall height 
of 8.0’.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits fence height to 4.0’ in a side yard adjoining a street, 
a 4’ fence height variation is required.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits fence height to 6.5’ in 
a rear yard, a 1.5’ fence height variation is required.   
 
This request will also require an Appearance Review Certificate to be issued by the Appearance 
Review Commission.  Among other things, the Appearance Review Commission will address 
landscaping for the site. 
 
Site Plan Review Committee Comments 
 
1) Maintain access to the west side Fire Department Connection. 
2) Provide to the Fire Department the turning radius from the west Maple Avenue entrance to the 

main (north) school entrance. 
3) Final engineering, including site plan, utility plan, storm water plan, and grading plan must be 

submitted for review and approval by the Public Works/Engineering Department as part of 
the permit application.   
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4)  Storm water detention, meeting or exceeding the Cook County Watershed Management 
Ordinance, will be required.  

5) Submit complete landscaping plant list for review and approval as part of the permit 
application.  

6) All site improvements and landscaping will require Appearance Review Commission 
approval. 

7) The following permits shall be obtained prior to construction: Grading, Right-of-way, 
Dumpster (if applicable), MWRDGC. 

 
Other Requests at the Subject Property 
 
201 Sheridan Road Case 2013-Z-24 ZBA: Grant VB: Grant 
Request for a special use for a roofed accessory structure in excess of 200 square feet and a 16.0’ 
accessory structure side yard setback variation to permit the installation of a seasonal greenhouse 
(hoop house) 
 
2840 Sheridan Road Case 2006-Z-08 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 10.5’ rear yard setback variation, a 4’ height variation, a 3,491.66 square foot (28.69%) 
front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2.5’ fence height variation, and a special use to 
expand the existing Baker Demonstration School 
 
Other School Requests 
 
201 Sheridan Road Case 2013-Z-24 ZBA: Grant VB: Grant 
Request for a special use for a roofed accessory structure in excess of 200 square feet and a 16.0’ 
accessory structure side yard setback variation to permit the installation of a seasonal greenhouse 
(hoop house) 
 
2840 Sheridan Road Case 2006-Z-08 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 10.5’ rear yard setback variation, a 4’ height variation, a 3,491.66 square foot (28.69%) 
front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2.5’ fence height variation, and a special use to 
expand the existing Baker Demonstration School 
 
2031 Elmwood Avenue Case 2005-Z-66 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 1.67’ front yard setback variation, a 14’ retaining wall front yard setback variation, a 
4’ parking space setback variation, a .2% rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, a 
30.2% rear yard driveway impervious surface coverage variation, a 4.2% front yard impervious 
surface coverage variation, a 37.5% combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, and 
a school special use to permit the reconstruction and expansion of a Montessori school. 
 
1740 Lake Avenue Case 1998-Z-17 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a special use in order to establish a school (St. Joseph Church - grades K-8). 
 
2031 Elmwood Avenue Case 1998-Z-02  ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a Special Use to allow the modification and expansion of an existing special use to allow 
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the construction of a 509 square foot “atrium” addition.  The total enrollment was limited to no more 
than 150 students. 
 
2221 Elmwood Avenue Case 1997-Z-51 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a Special Use to allow the modification of an existing Special Use (convert portion of 
existing convent into new classrooms). 
3013 Illinois Road Case 1995-Z-43 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a Special Use for a special education and therapeutic day school (Arlyn School).  
 
Zoning Ordinance Provisions Involved 
 
Section 5.3 outlines the special use procedures. 
 
Section 5.4 outlines the variation procedures. 
 
Section 5.4.F.1.h establishes additional variation standards for fence requests. 
 
Section 8.2 references Table 8-1, which establishes Educational Facilities, Primary as a special use 
in the R1-H zoning district. 
 
Section 8.3 references Table 8-3, which establishes a 38.0’ front yard setback, a 20.0’ side yard 
adjoining a street setback, a 20.0’ side yard setback, and a 40.0’ rear yard setback for the Subject 
Property. 
 
Section 8.3.D establishes a maximum front yard impervious surface coverage of 2,489.53 (30%), a 
maximum side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage of 1,686.06 (30%), a combined 
side yard impervious surface coverage of 8,684.2 (60%), and a maximum rear yard paved impervious 
surface coverage of 6,529.8 square feet (30%) on the Subject Property. 
 
Section 12.3.J establishes use standards for Educational Facilities. 
 
Section 13.4.A.6 limits all detached accessory structure to a maximum area of 200 square feet each. 
 
Section 13.4.H.2.a.i permits fences in a side yard adjoining a street provided the fence is limited to a 
maximum height of 4’. 
 
Section 13.4.H.2.b permits fences in a side yard provided the fence is limited to a maximum height 
of 6.5’. 
 
Section 13.5.A references Table 13-2, which establishes sports courts as not allowed to encroach into 
a side yard adjoining a street or an interior side yard and establishes refuse enclosures as not allowed 
to encroach into a side yard. 
 
Section 17.4.C establishes that a non-conforming structure shall not undergo any structural alteration 
unless to make it a conforming structure.  
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Section 17.4.D establishes that a non-conforming structure shall not be enlarged in any manner 
unless to make it a conforming structure. 
 
Action Required 
 
Move to recommend granting a request for a modification of a special use (Primary Educational 
Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 200 square feet in area, a 
variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic 
turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) 
setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation 
and a 1.5’ fence height variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance 
with the plans submitted.  The Zoning Board must determine if the special uses should run with the 
land or the use. 
 
(After the vote on the request) 
Move to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and recommendation for the Zoning Board 
of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-27. 
 
CASE FILE DOCUMENTS 
 
     Doc. No.     Documents  
 Location Maps And Plans 
 
  1.0 Zoning Map 
  1.1 Sanborn Fire Map 
  1.2 Sidwell Tax Map 

1.3 Plat of Survey 
1.4 Existing Site Conditions and Zoning Analysis 
1.5 Proposed Site Plan and Zoning Analysis 
1.6 Site Context 
1.7 Existing Conditions Analysis 
1.8 Existing Conditions 
1.9 Zoning Analysis 
1.10 Community Feedback 
1.11 Plan Highlights 
1.12 Site Elements 
1.13 Storage Sheds 
1.14 Gateway Pergola 
1.15 Campus Signage 
1.16 North Building Façade Enhancements 
1.17 West Side Playground Plan 
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1.18 Existing Topography 
1.19 Preliminary Engineering Plans 

Written Correspondence and Documentation 

2.0 Completed application form 
2.1 Letter of application 
2.2 Proof of ownership 
2.3 Notice of Public Hearing as prepared for the petitioner, May 10, 

2016 
2.4 Notice of Public Hearing as published in the Wilmette Beacon, 

May 12, 2016 
2.5 Certificate of publication 
2.6 Certificate of posting, dated May 17, 2016 
2.7 Affidavit of compliance with notice requirements, filed by 

applicant, May 17, 2016 
2.8 Traffic Planning Study by Gewalt Hamilton, dated April 4, 2016 
2.9 Email from Rick Sweitzer, 1130 Greenleaf Avenue, dated May 

25, 2016  
2.10 Letter from Edward and Rose Fleming, 148 Maple Avenue, 

dated May 26, 2016 
2.11 Email from Michelle Leonardo, 202 Girard Avenue, dated May 

31, 2016 
2.12 Baker Power Point Presentation 

3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE        
APPLICANT 

3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 

3.11 Mr. Scott Freres, principal 
The Lakota Group 

3.12 Ms. Arona Puttrich, Director of Finance 
Baker Demonstration School 

3.13 Mr. Don Matthews 
Gewalt Hamilton 

3.14 Mr. Dan Brinkman 
Gewalt Hamilton 
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 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for modification of a special use (Primary 

Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 
200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 
1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, 
a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface 
coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a street sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side yard sport 
court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage area side 
yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height variation 
to permit site improvements.  The Village Board will hear this case on June 28, 
2016.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Freres is representing Baker School who is the applicant.  He said there are 

representatives from Baker and Gewalt Hamilton and Mike Kritzman from his 
office.   

 
They want to present an overall discussion of what Baker is trying to undertake 
in terms of the process.  Baker has been an institution for over 100 years.  They 
have been at the current site for 50 years.  About 18 months ago, his firm was 
called in because Baker wanted to refresh and relook at their campus.  The focus 
was on an initial understanding of playground areas and how to improve them, 
but also the green space.  They have a terraced green lawn area.  He said that he 
wanted to look at the entire campus and not one individual part.  What is the long 
term vision?  How can they improve the entire physical appearance? How can 
they refresh the brand?  
 
They wanted to get a better understanding of how they are seen in the 
neighborhood.  Many of the neighbors are at the meeting.  They engaged the 
neighbors to understand concerns and issues.   

 
This is more about looking at the whole campus and how they can improve the 
school moving forward.  This is a reinvestment and not just a refresh.  They started 
the process about 12 to 18 months ago and engaged staff and parents.  How do 
they meet the school’s goals from a progressive standpoint of learning, education 
and outdoor environments?  They engaged the neighbors in early discussions 
about their concerns.  They plan to improve the infrastructure and associated 
impacts.   

 
Now is a time they package the above into a proposal to the Village.  They met 
with Village planning staff for input.  What were the bigger concerns not only 
from the site but from the neighborhood in terms of access and circulation?  They 



 Case 2016-Z-27 
 201 Sheridan Road 
 

 

10 
 
 

then broke it down into implementation, which is where they are right now.  There 
is a Phase 1 and a Phase 2.  The site was broken down into two areas.  They want 
to minimize impact on current operations.  In Phase 1 they planned to start on the 
west end of the campus, replace the playground and make parking improvements 
as well as move the storage shed and make improvements to trash enclosures and 
access to parking.  Their goal was to achieve Phase 1 this summer.  Phase 2 is the 
east side of the building, which encompasses the playground and open field area.   

 
He walked through the site plan.  The site is 3.8 acres, residentially zoned.  It is 
surrounded by single-family homes.  Homes on the western half of the property 
are relatively new.  He referenced photos.  There are four homes on the eastern 
edge of the property.  There is open space on the east half of the school, which is 
on a hill coming down from Sheridan back towards the building.  There is a giant 
footprint under that area of an old foundation of the old National Louis University.   

 
There were infrastructure improvements that had to be made to manage existing 
conditions and meet upgraded MWRD standards.  Don Matthews from Gewalt-
Hamilton will discuss this.  This will improve the site and impact on neighbors.   

 
Their parking today is along Maple and it is a circulation system that brings 
everyone in on Maple during the morning.  The school manages that well.  Most 
either go out to Maple or out to Sheridan Road.  There is also parking on the east 
end of the campus.  There is a curb cut on the west end of Maple.  That is there in 
the early morning for traffic management but it really is a fire emergency access 
point.  His firm has to maintain this component.   

 
The highlighted purple areas are important.  They represent areas of concern to 
the school.  A lot of playground areas and grass areas have degraded conditions 
from use and the freeze/thaw cycle.  A lot of the gravel pushes up and they cannot 
get grass to grow on the eastern edge of the site, which led to a discussion about 
synthetic turf.   

 
 3.23 Mr. Schneider asked the meaning of the brown shaded areas.   
 

Mr. Freres said those areas have buffering and screening.  Neighbors have 
concerns about noise and screening.  The areas in purple are play areas at the west 
end of the site, play areas in the center and the brown areas are disturbed areas.  
Yellow highlights are adjacent neighbors.  The plan is not changing the 
relationships of the playground pieces; it is not increasing the intensity of use or 
the intensity of the campus with more students.  The proposal is improving the 
quality of the appearance and the brand.   

 
 3.24 Mr. Surman asked if what was being discussed was existing conditions.  Are 

existing trees on there? 
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Mr. Freres said it was existing conditions.  He said that there are trees along the 
edge of the field where there is parking, along Sheridan Road.  The plan does not 
depict all trees that exist.   

 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked that the history being addressed.  The lot has a unique 

shape.  Did Baker sell off the northeast quadrant? 
 
  Mr. Freres said that was a piece that was sold off.   
 
 3.26 Ms. Puttrich said that Baker separated from National Louis in about 2005 and they 

bought a parcel of land.  In order to buy back from National Louis, they had to get 
money, through a bond, and sell adjacent properties through Red Seal.  She 
explained that the land where the houses sit were part of National Louis and Baker 
at one time.   

 
 3.27 Mr. Freres continued and showed photos.  They are trying to show the existing 

conditions on the site.  It is primarily fenced around the open green space and 
along the western and southern frontages.  There is emergency access at the south 
end of the campus.  There is fencing along the south edge of the playfields.  
Neighbors are concerned about errant balls that sometimes go to the neighbors’ 
properties.   

 
The campus has not been improved for a long time.  It has been maintained and 
repaired.  The equipment on site is 15 to 20 years old.  They will refresh 
everything out there and will change out materials of the ball surfaces.  As part of 
the process they realized they want to get greenery on the site in a way that can 
be sustained.   
 

 3.28 Mr. Schneider asked if the original building was where the soccer field is.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that is correct.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Schneider asked if they removed all of the substructure when the building 

was torn down.   
 

Mr. Freres said they left part of the foundation below grade.  They are 2’ to 3’ 
below to the finished foundation.  They probably crushed the floor but foundation 
walls are still there.   

 
They are keeping all parking in the current configuration.  The goal is not to lose 
parking.  In 2015, the initial look at the campus was to visualize the campus as a 
series of rooms.  Each room has a different character and component.  They want 
to link the entire campus via walkways.  There are not sufficient walkways at this 
time.  Everything they do has to be ADA accessible.  There is a connected circular 
pathway system that goes throughout the entire site.  Room 1 is on the eastern 
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edge.  It is a synthetic surface ball field not defined by striped lines.  Lines will be 
painted on for each event and then wash away.  The goal will be to have it look 
like a lawn area and not an athletic field.  They are sensitive as to how the view is 
from Sheridan Road.   

 
He will later talk about fencing treatment and signage.  The center is lawn.  It is 
being graded and they are providing underground storage for the impermeable 
surface that this is qualified under.  That area will be regraded and will have a 
lawn area.  Soil will be on top of it so it will be a lawn/play area.   

 
 3.30 Chairman Duffy said that there will be a walkway between the play area and 

center area.  He noted that there is a pergola.  Is there a distinct grade difference 
between the playfield and center area? 

 
  Mr. Freres said that there was a distinct grade difference. 
 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy asked if they were creating a retaining wall.   
 

Mr. Freres said that there is a 2’ high retaining wall with prairie gardens along the 
slope.   

 
 3.32 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are digging out.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are building up rather than digging out.   
 
 3.33 Chairman Duffy said that the applicant stated that there would be a retention vault.   
 

Mr. Freres said that Mr. Matthews would discuss that in his presentation.  He did 
say that there would be a retention vault.   

 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy said it had to get dug out to create the retention vault.   

 
Mr. Freres said that there will be a transitional area between two areas that is 
highlighted by landscaping.  It is designed with stones like a small amphitheater.  
Everything is a learning experience and not just a utilitarian approach.  The 
pergola element is a shade structure.  On the weekend, the area is used for sporting 
clubs and organizations as a play space.  To build the pergola, there needs to be a 
curbed or sidewalk edge to retain that surface.  He said that trees will be relocated 
and some will go in areas where there are no plants at this time.  They do not want 
to excavate more than needed because of the cost.   

 
The areas adjacent to the building are playground area 1.  This is for younger 
children.  It is a controlled fenced in 4’ high fence.  The children can come out to 
the open area and others can bypass that space via walkways.  Immediately to the 
south is a green space which is a garden area.  On the western side they planned 
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to replace existing equipment in the same location.  They will also provide ball 
court areas, which are small.   

 
There is a dumpster storage area and green areas were out in that space.  That was 
their first attempt at the plan.  They knew that parking was important and the 
relationship of all areas was also important.  They spoke with their neighbors and 
incorporated their comments into the current plan, which is before the Board.  
They highlighted those comments.   

 
One area of concern was to the north.  There was a desire to provide a separation 
and quality of care and visual and physical concern for storage of the dumpster 
areas.  They have to have ample circulation for a truck.  They don’t want to lose 
parking.   

 
The other concern on that side had to do with hoop houses and the compost bin, 
which neighbors said were not good looking and that they smelled.  In the new 
plan the outdoor gardening elements were moved to the garden outdoor learning 
environment, central to the campus.  This is a new area and they provided a new 
pull away dumpster area in synthetic wood so it is screened and well maintained.  
It is also well landscaped.  They want to put in a sold screen of landscape.  This 
would provide separation from the neighbors to the west.  There is also a large 
tree that they did not want to cut down.   

 
They looked at other dumpster location options but this was the best location from 
an accessibility and physical standpoint as long as they address landscaping, 
screening and move other facilities out of that space.   

 
The west side is where they felt more concern from the neighbors.  One issue was 
noise, particularly related to two neighbors to the west.  The sounds of balls 
generates noise throughout the day.  The ball courts there right now are up against 
the fence.  There is little landscaping at this time.  Their goal was how to address 
landscaping.  They have provided significantly more landscaping – Evergreen 
material – along the west side.  There is all new solid fencing along that frontage.  
They will move the small ball courts closer to the building.  The ball courts are 
for younger children.  The main ball court area is pulled to the center.   

 
 3.35 Mr. Surman asked the material.   
 

Mr. Freres said that it would be a concrete or asphalt material.  They can maintain 
a durable surface.   

 
 3.36 Mr. Surman asked as related to today, if there was less or more concrete in the 

area to the west.   
 



 Case 2016-Z-27 
 201 Sheridan Road 
 

 

14 
 
 

Mr. Freres said that in a perceived world there is no more paved surface than 
today.  From a metrics perspective, there is more impervious surface.  He talked 
about the rubber surface.  There is also synthetic grass.  Village codes call that 
impervious.  He referenced the big circle and it represents a big concern from a 
neighbor about the drainage patterns that occur on the site today.  They will talk 
about that more in detail.   

  
Drainage represented a huge piece of the budget that Baker is going to undertake 
to do the project.  It is driven by Village requirements and MWRD’s requirements, 
which are significant.  There are two systems.  One holds water in the center of 
the site and goes one way.  There is one on the west that goes to the south.  They 
want to tackle the one on the west first and take care of that area right away.  They 
want to create a pipe system to hold the water underneath a specific playground.  
The neighbor is concerned that water will go from Baker onto her property.  Right 
now it is all mulch.  But now it will be controlled and released properly.   

 
 3.37 Chairman Duffy asked if the western area would only retain water from the west 

side of the property.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that water from the roof would be retained there.   
 
 3.38 Chairman Duffy clarified that the vault would take care of the synthetic playfield 

and center play area.  Currently parking has its own drainage and they are not 
changing that.   

 
  Mr. Freres said they are tying into that and then it’s going back to Maple.   
 
 3.39 Mr. Surman asked what type of fence they are proposing for the west.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are proposing a solid 6’ high traditional cedar fence.   
 

Mr. Freres said that they are working with their neighbors and they need to make 
the investment to improve the site.  Improvements are need.  To the south they are 
making improvements to the alley.  It is now chain link fences with trees growing 
through it.  It is an unsecure place.  They plan to clean up that area and improve 
the area.  There are many trees on the site that occur on the south edge that were 
planted as memorials and dedications.  Those will remain and are integrated into 
outdoor classroom space.  They want to get rid of all the smelly garden areas.  
They are bringing those to a new farm space.  Students can do planting, collect 
rain water.   

 
One big issue is the frontage along Sheridan Road.  The issue is the quality of 
keeping that slope and building up that area for proper drainage.  They need to 
think about balls onto Sheridan Road.  They plan to put a fence out there.  The 
fence is 6’ today, but it will go on top of a 4’ high retaining wall.  They are asking 



 Case 2016-Z-27 
 201 Sheridan Road 
 

 

15 
 
 

for 8’.  They are giving themselves a 6’ setback off of the sidewalk.  Today that 
fence is on the sidewalk.  They are also adding a row of trees.  They are 
aesthetically improving the area, pulling the fence closer to where the ball sports 
are.  One element that is important to Baker is brand recognition on Sheridan 
Road.  They are asking for signage along Sheridan.  It is essential that Baker have 
brand recognition on Sheridan Road.  99% of people have no idea where the 
school is but drive by it all the time.  There is a sign that hangs off of the school 
it is not as tasteful as what they want.   

 
He hit the highlights of the proposed master plan.  It is tasteful and well designed.  
It is no more intensity of the use than there is today.  They are replacing old 
equipment with new contemporary equipment.  There is more environment for 
interactive play for all age groups.   

 
Their goal is to reconfigure outdoor space to provide meaningful environments.  
They are not changing walking patterns and will fence spaces off.  They are 
integrating rubberized surfaces.  The climbing structures are more natural.  
Greenery and pathways play a big part.  Metrics are showing more impervious 
surface, they are increasing the open space and adding more landscaping.  They 
are already over on impervious surface.  The incremental increase is not 
significant.  It is better quality materials and they are looking at this as an overall 
project.   

 
 3.40 Mr. Schneider asked what the incremental increase was.   

Mr. Freres said if they go on a side yard, rear yard and front yard setback, which 
is how they have broken down the request.  Each has an incremental increase from 
what exists.  In some areas it may be 1% and in other areas it might be 30%.  
Water percolates through a synthetic field.   

 
Ms. Roberts said that it is very hard to quantify and define a permeable surface.  
They have been very conservative and said that if is not grass it has to be treated 
as impervious surface.  The applicant can explain how pervious it really is.   

 
 3.41 Mr. Surman asked for an explanation of what is below the surface and the reason 

for raising it up 2’. 
 

Mr. Freres said they are storing water volume under that space.  It is a big gravel 
bath tub that holds its own water and moves it into a big cistern.  Water percolates 
through the fields.  It is considered to be a facility and not as a green space.  They 
are adding a field that encroaches into a side yard setback.  It is viewed no 
differently than asphalt, concrete or brick pavers by the Village.  Every 
community treats the rubberized surface the same way.   

 
 3.42 Chairman Duffy asked that this issue be addressed in more detail later in the 

presentation.   
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Mr. Freres showed the existing condition on the west side.  It gives a good sense 
of the ball courts and the older equipment and the scale of the building and current 
trees.  They will be replanting the entire edge and moving all of that space towards 
the building and taking out all the concrete along the building.  The fence along 
that area will be replaced.  There is a pipe underneath the area.  It is on the west 
side there are a lot of encumbrances like footings for playground equipment.  
Having a free and clear zone to put the pipe has no impact on water.  It is the best 
place to put it.  All surfaces are rubber.  Green space is important.  This is best 
management for the school from a maintenance standpoint.   

 
The site elements focus on perimeter fencing.  Their goal is to build a retaining 
wall and move the fence on top of the wall and put trees along the edge.  That is 
a good buffer from the balls.  They have considered putting up temporary netting 
along Sheridan Road, but that is not a positive.   

 
 3.43 Mr. Kolleng talked about a new field next to Lane Tech and they have netting to 

catch balls.  Maybe they could put up netting during a game and then take it down.   
 
  Mr. Freres said they are talking about that but there are logistics to doing that  
 
 3.44 Mr. Kolleng said that an 8’ fence wouldn’t stop that many balls.   
 

Mr. Freres said that they are adding trees in that area.  They need some verticality.  
They are losing 6’ of their property.   

 
 3.45 Mr. Surman clarified that the field is also raised up by 2’ so the fence is 6’ on the 

inside and 8’ on the outside.   
 

Mr. Freres pointed out new enclosures for trash.  They will wrap heavy steel posts 
with synthetic wood and do a Hardieboard finish and framing.  There will be 
landscaping along the western perimeter to buffer from the neighbors in that area.  
There is a lot of stuff out there and there was no game plan as to where to put it 
all.  Now they have a long term vision.  They are moving it to the south and pulling 
it out into the space that were parking spaces.  There will now be a walkway.  
Neighbors to the west would be screened with evergreens and deciduous plant 
material.   

 
 3.46 Chairman Duffy clarified that they are losing three spots along there.  What is net 

on parking? 
 

Mr. Freres said they are picking up that parking in the center island.  They will 
not lose any parking.  They cannot afford to lose parking.  The pergola is wood 
and they are looking at options for posts.  They will meet with the ARC with 
detailed plans.  It is an open air element and provides some shade.  There is a 
storage shed for site-related elements.  This is located behind the farm stand.  The 
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buildings are part of the variation request.  The current building encroaches into 
the required setback as well.  They have chosen to keep the line equal and push 
them back as far as possible.  They add 625 square feet of coverage.  They are 
looking at these buildings from a long term perspective.   

 
Regarding signage, they are showing a location that is on the north side of the 
east/west exit drive.  There is a small amount of land, there is a fence and there is 
landscaping from the neighbor.  The sign face is only on its south side.  It is there 
for people driving northbound.  You can’t turn left at that space and they will have 
to turn left at Maple.  The sign is brand recognition.  They took cues from the 
neighborhood as related to signage.  One cue was the big stone piers across the 
street and they will mimic those.  The framing of the sign is larger than allowed 
by about 9’.  The sign is not illuminated.   

 
They are working with one of their architects on the lobby to the school that will 
be called the entry arrival sequence.  They have to think about safety, security, 
and controls.   The drop off area is not attractive.  He talked about possibly adding 
awnings for color, some sort of banner, and they will talk to the ARC about this.   

 
The greenery has a naturalistic landscape character such as butterfly gardens, 
native grasses and plantings, simple and low maintenance with an educational 
component.  The school integrates Latin into the environment.   
They have highlighted all yards and have shown the requirements.  They will not 
be increasing intensity but replacing what is there with the right solutions and 
materials.  They respect the neighbors and the Village.   

 
There is a description of each area as it currently exists and what coverages will 
be.  There will be greater coverage.  It shows all impervious surfaces within 
setback areas today.  He showed the future plans.  They believe that the new 
surfaces are somewhere between pervious and semi impervious.   

 
 3.47 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the retaining wall on the south edge.   

   
Mr. Freres said there is an existing retaining wall and a smaller retaining wall.  It 
turns the corner, rolls down and is landscaped.  There are big pine trees over there.   

 
 3.48 Mr. Surman asked if they needed to put in a retaining wall for the field.  Is there 

enough transition area between the field and the lot line that they don’t need to 
have a retaining wall?  

 
Mr. Matthews said on the inside, there is enough land that a retaining wall is not 
needed. 

 
 3.49 Chairman Duffy said Site Plan Review Committee comments indicated that they 

have to grade the property so they don’t have run off to the neighbors.  That has 
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to be addressed on the south lot line.  It is not the Board’s purview but the Village 
will require this.   

 
Mr. Freres said that in summary, the special use for accessory structures 
exceeding 200 square feet are sheds and the pergola element.  The variances are 
driven by synthetic turf and safety and rubber surfacing.  There is a refuse 
enclosure area with an encroachment of 3’9”.  If they move it south they will lose 
a parking space.  If they push it to the east the doors that open up are encroaching 
into the traffic.   

 
 3.50 Chairman Duffy asked if someone would address the refuse enclosure in more 

detail.   
 
  Mr. Freres said he wants to hear Board comments.   
 
 3.51 Chairman Duffy said that it is far away from the school.  Have they considered 

moving it to a different location? What about alley access?  
 

Mr. Freres said they cannot have alley access.  They also looked at locations in 
the parking area.   

 
 3.52 Mr. Schneider said that the Board had a case regarding the building to the 

northeast.  The case revolved around where to put the air conditioner.  One option 
would require a variation.  Whoever built the property was aware of the Baker 
situation of having the dumpster right there.   

 
 3.53 Chairman Duffy said that the dumpster is closer to the building at a commercial 

building.  It seems to him like the dumpster in tonight’s case is far away and it 
made sense.  Why wouldn’t the alley be closer to the building? 

 
Mr. Matthews said that from a turning and traffic standpoint the proposed location 
is the best.  They did look at other locations.   

 
  Mr. Freres said people will walk behind the dumpsters in the new plan.   
 

There was discussion about the dumpsters and Chairman Duffy said garbage 
trucks do not come during drop off and pick up.   

 
Mr. Matthews said they looked at it adjacent to the property line but it wasn’t that 
much different than the proposed location.  With the proposed location there is a 
drive aisle available for the truck and it is the optimal drive aisle.   

 
 3.54 Chairman Duffy asked about the streets or alleys to the south of the building to 

access it.   
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Mr. Matthews said that was not an option.  He showed the best place, but it is 
problematic because the street is narrow.  There is a grade transition in that area.   

 
 3.55 Chairman Duffy asked Mr. Matthews to address drainage and grading.   
 

Mr. Matthews said most of his presentation is about storm water management.  
The existing site has a fair amount of fall from Sheridan Road down to the 
southwest corner.  The building is about 6’ to 7’ lower than Sheridan Road.  They 
are manipulating the grade from Sheridan Road.  Right now water flows across 
the property and there are problems with water rushing into a stairwell leading 
down to the basement.  On the west portion of the property there are wood chips 
and when it rains hard, water goes onto neighboring properties.  Some wood chips 
float to neighboring properties.  There is no drainage system back there now.  The 
water goes to the alley and into a combined sewer system.  Today there is no storm 
water management.   

 
A portion of the roof and the west playground eventually get into the combined 
sewer that flows west towards the channel.  The rest of the property drains through 
a dedicated storm sewer for the site that goes directly to the north shore channel.   

 
 3.56 Mr. Schneider asked if the parking lot water drained to Maple and then to the 

North Shore Channel directly.   
 

Mr. Matthews said this was correct.  There is a portion of the property that goes 
to the combined sewer south of the property.  The other half is going to the storm 
sewers that collect it and bring it to the separate dedicated storm sewer on the 
north side of the school.   

 
 3.57 Mr. Schneider asked if there was a limit as to what they can direct to the storm 

sewer on the north.  Do they need a special permit to do this? 
 

Mr. Matthews said that there is a limit with respect to elevations.  They tried to 
get as much of the site to that storm sewer.  It is shown on the Wilmette utility 
atlas as a storm sewer going to the channel for this property.  They wanted to 
minimize runoff into the combined sewer system.  They are doing that but there 
are limitations because the elevation of the playground area is too low to connect 
to the storm sewer on Maple.  That is why they are continuing the outlet to the 
sewer in the alley.   

 
 3.58 Chairman Duffy asked if the western drainage is through a new pipe that takes 

them directly into the storm sewer so they will mitigate the water crossing off of 
the property.   

 
Mr. Matthews said that was accurate.  He showed the proposed site and started 
with the west portion.  The whole area consists of natural turf areas, planting beds, 
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rubberized and synthetic play surfaces.  Regarding the play surfaces, the upper 
materials are poured and the water goes through that layer and into an underlying 
layer of stone, which is 8” to 12” thick.  The stone is porous and allows water to 
migrate through the stone.  The water is intercepted by perforated under drains.  
That goes into the detention pipe.   

 
The water gets cooled going through the stone.  It attenuates the flow and some 
of the water is retained in the stone reducing the volume of water leaving the site.  
There is a 6’ diameter pipe along the western property line, about 10’ off of the 
property line, and it is several hundred feet long.  That water is detained until it is 
restricted and is slowly released into the combined sewer.  It is all intercepted 
prior to washing onto neighboring properties.   

 
 3.59 Chairman Duffy asked if there is a valve in the detention pipe that controls it.  

How is it controlled? 
 

Mr. Matthews said that it is called an orifice.  It is a small pipe that is sized when 
there is so much pressure pushing on that the small hole allows it to spill into the 
combined sewer.   

 
 3.60 Mr. Merci asked if it was reviewed by MWRD and is it acceptable.   
 

Mr. Matthews said they are under review now.  It is first reviewed by Village staff 
and then it is approved by MWRD if approved by Village staff.  They are much 
further along in the design than they typically are at this stage.  They took some 
risks to get the plans done so contractors can price it and they might be able to 
build this summer.   

 
 3.61 Mr. Merci said that the restriction is that they don’t want to overload the capacity 

of the Maple sewer.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that is correct and they don’t want to adversely impact 
neighbors.   

 
 3.62 Mr. Boyer asked about storm water management in that area at this time.   
 

Mr. Matthews said there is not storm water management in that area at this time.  
There is a drain in the neighbor’s yard and that picks up run off.  The rest of it is 
getting into the alley and into the inlets of that combined sewer.   

 
 3.63 Mr. Kolleng asked about the pipe’s capacity.   
 
  Mr. Matthews said it is .12 acre feet.  He explained what this means.   
 
 3.64 Chairman Duffy asked at what rate of rain does that account for.   
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  Mr. Matthews said that it is about 6.5” to 7” of rain on a 24 hour period.   
 
 3.65 Mr. Schneider asked Mr. Matthews to talk about the artificial turf. 
 

Mr. Matthews said that the east half has a synthetic turf field that acts the same 
way as the west area.  There is turf and stone that is collected by a network of 
under drains that run into a detention vault that is located?  That is even larger 
than the one on the west side.   

 
 3.66 Mr. Schneider asked what would happen if they had the turf and the stone and just 

soil.   
 

Mr. Matthews said if they had better soil it would migrate into the soil below.  But 
there is a mix of a lot of fill and stones on the site.  Water would pool there and 
eventually start bubbling up through the surface.   

 
 3.67 Mr. Schneider asked what happens there today.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that some of it runs into the basement of the school.  The rest 
is finding cavities from old foundations.  It is not a good system today.   

 
 3.68 Mr. Schneider asked if it was impacting the neighbors.   
 

Mr. Matthews said he has heard that there is a fair amount of wash off that goes 
to the southerly neighbor.  After they develop the site, that area will be stabilized.  
The side walk around the perimeter of the field is pitched inward.  He has about a 
15’ to 20’ area beyond the sidewalk that would be stabilized turf that slopes away 
from neighbors.  They can refine the plan if needed. 

 
 3.69 Mr. Surman asked if capacity included the gravel area.   
 

Mr. Matthews said he was talking about storage as related to the voids within the 
storage.  There is additional storage in the stones.  At the front of the school they 
are rebuilding part of the parking lot.  Anything they touch they have to comply 
with standards.  They are redoing the front entrance for accessibility reasons.  
They have to regrade the front parking lot.  They have to provide detention for 
that aspect as well.  They are proposing an inverted island in the parking lot.  They 
will have deep rooted plants with stone below that.  That provides additional 
storage as well as cleaning and cooling the water before leaving the site.  There is 
also permeable pavement that they are proposing where accessible spaces are 
being provided as well as the cross walk.  He talked about the existing site and 
proposed changes.  They can create more open space for storm water 
management.  It is easier for people to pull into diagonal versus parallel parking 
spaces.   
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 3.70 Mr. Surman said that there is only a 1% chance that water would go onto 
neighboring property.  He asked Mr. Matthews to confirm this.   

 
Mr. Matthews said that the site is 3.8 acres.  They are not redoing the entire site.  
Vaults are sized for runoff for that 1% chance for areas that they are addressing.  
Of the 3.8 acres, over two acres is being redeveloped.  The vaults are sized for 
that additional two acres.  They are not bringing the entire site into compliance.   

 
 3.71 Mr. Surman asked if there was a heavy rain would the west area drain next door.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that it could potentially happen.  If the system was overloaded 
it would bleed and go into the alley.  Anything they are touching will be 
compliant.   

 
 3.72 Mr. Surman said that parking is greatly improved.   
 
  Mr. Matthews agreed with this.   
 
 3.73 Chairman Duffy clarified that they were not addressing additional drainage in 

parking because they are not doing anything with the parking area.   
 

Mr. Matthews showed one area they are redoing.  Detention will be provided for 
that area.   

 
 3.74 Chairman Duffy said that current blacktopped areas have drains.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that there are systems in place that are conveying the water to 
get it off of the property.  There is not detention storage.  They are not aware of 
issues due to runoff from the parking lot that adversely impact the neighbors.  
They know about neighbors to the west and south.   

 
 3.75 Mr. Surman asked if they would put in a low wall on the west side.  The slope is 

14’. 
 

Mr. Matthews said that the slope is from Sheridan Road down.  From the face of 
the school to the property line is about 4’ of fall.  They can intercept that water.  
The neighbor made some comments about how they can further ensure that does 
not happen.  He may add more inlets along the west property line to make sure 
that any water flowing in that direction is intercepted and does not flow onto 
neighboring properties.   

 
 3.76 Chairman Duffy referenced the western area.  Is there any plan to regrade that so 

there is more of a swale up?  Village engineering will request a swale there.   
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Mr. Matthews said that is a reasonable request.  They don’t want to put in a cast 
iron grate for water flow in a playground area.  They are trying to design it so that 
whatever runoff there is from the play areas drains into a planted area and water 
is intercepted.  All the play areas are permeable.  The likelihood of an event of the 
capacity of the rainwater passing through the rubber membrane is small.  If it is 
exceeded it is picked up by the open grated inlets in planting areas and along that 
entire west property line.   

 
 3.77 Mr. Boyer asked if all drainage systems functioned the same.  Are they not 

affected by freeze/thaw?  
 

Mr. Matthews said he gets concerned about leaves clogging the inlets.  They have 
to maintain the leaves so there is no obstruction.  Freezing is not a concern.   

 
 3.78 Mr. Boyer referenced the permeability of the turf areas.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that area acts more like an insulator.  There are air pockets.  
Permeable pavers in parking lots and play areas don’t freeze.  The stone provides 
an insulating effect.  His colleague will now address parking and traffic.   

 
 3.79 Mr. Brinkman said that is all about improvements to the facilities.  There is no 

building expansion, staff or enrollment additions.  They are not changing 
circulation patterns or access points.  They did conduct a traffic planning study as 
part of the special use.  They did traffic counts and observations.   

 
Whey they compared the volume of traffic at Baker with published information 
for private schools, there was a little less traffic in the afternoon and a little more 
traffic in the morning.  They acted conservatively and he said that that impact they 
tested for the project is that they added about 12 more cars in and out in the 
afternoon peak hour.  There is no expectation that they are going to see in increase 
in staff or attendance.   

 
They looked at traffic from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.  There are three distinct peak 
hours.  In the morning time, it is spread out because people arrive at various times.  
The afternoon is when schools have their most intense congestion when everyone 
gets out at once.  That lasts about 40 minutes at Baker.  They are not making any 
changes to the site with regard to parking or traffic flow.  There is no loss in 
parking spaces. 

 
He talked about pick up and drop off.  He has done this for 20 years and Baker 
has probably done the best job in this area.  The way they stack cars in the parking 
lot they recommended to another school in Lincolnshire.  He said they bring about 
6 cars at a time through the parking lot.  The stop the cars, let everyone out (or 
they load cars) and they release the cars.  All cars are directed out onto Sheridan 
Road.  There are staff in the parking lots and parents are well educated on the 
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process.  They didn’t have to build anything so that circulation flowed in a certain 
way because it already flows correctly.  For short periods of time in the afternoon 
traffic ques back from Maple to Sheridan.  Traffic is moving as quickly as 
possible.  10 to 15 minutes before school is out, cars start to line up side by side 
in the parking lot.  Staff brings about 6 to 7 cars along the building frontage and 
they are loaded/unloaded and then cars leave via Sheridan Road.  Then the next 
groups come in.   

 
They tried to maximizing how many cars they can get through the line.  Cars go 
along the frontage as far as they can.   

 
One of the comments from Site Plan Review was a question about the circulation 
of the fire truck.  He showed an exhibit to address this.  The primary access on 
Maple Avenue is for the fire lane.  That currently exists  

 
There are short and intense periods of congestion but the school does a good job 
in dealing with this and it happens for a short period of time.   

 
As part of the village’s requirements, they pulled three years of crash data 
including accidents reported in the vicinity.  The intersection of Maple and 
Sheridan and the access points had 7 to 8 crashes reported in three years and only 
one of those was related to school traffic.   

 
 3.80 There were no questions for the presenter from the Board.   
 
 3.81 Mr. Surman asked if there was anywhere that shows the 6’ setback along Sheridan 

Road.  Drawings show bushes up against the sidewalk.   
 
 3.82 Mr.Merci said that the third page of the Lakota drawings describes it.   
 
 3.83 Mr.  Surman said that the drawings do not seem to reflect this.   
 
  Mr. Freres said that they can provide this if it is not shown on drawings.   
 
 3.84 Mr. Surman referenced a 6’ dimension – was this from the curb or from existing 

sidewalk.  He noted that the Board’s drawings were small.   
 
  It is 5’3” from the existing sidewalk.  The current fence is 6” off of the sidewalk.    
 
(After section 4.0) 
 
 3.85 Mr. Freres said they will look at other options to the dumpster location.  He cannot 

comment about the rat problem.  He heard the stories and the school is aware of 
it.   
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Regarding the tree, the Village has authority as to whether a tree can come down.  
The forester will make this decision.  This will be addressed with the ARC.  The 
need to remove the tree is because they have a tight site and new playground 
equipment and underground obstacles and utilities that are going in.  Fall zones 
are required for all play equipment.  The tree is in the way of the fall zones.  As 
part of the big picture, they will address better things.  He respects the fact that 
people care about large trees.  However they will add value to the property far 
above the removal of one tree.   

 
 3.86 Chairman Duffy said that what is being added is in terms of foliage is more than 

what is being removed. 
 
  The applicant said that is correct.   
 
 3.87 Mr. Schneider referenced borings and asked where the water table is on the west 

side.   
 

Mr. Matthews said that as part of the design they need to find out the ground water 
level and on that part of the site it was about 5’ to 6’ deep.  It is a perched water 
condition so there is a layer of soil from the surface down and then there is sand 
seam that is about 3’ thick and a clay layer below that.  Most water is trapped in 
the sand seam about 5’ or 6’ deep.  They have to make sure that the detention 
vault is water tight so they are not losing storage volume in the detention system 
to ground water.  They are sensitive to the issue of ground water.  He is confident 
that what they are doing will improve the situation.  They will intercept water 
away from the property.  There are a number of under drains throughout the site.   

 
 3.88 Chairman Duffy said one of the issues brought up was the play lot surface.  Will 

the new play lot surface allow more or less water to run off the site? 
 

Mr. Matthews said that the play surface won’t change how much water runs off 
the site.  They are intercepting and detaining water.  By code, they are required to 
intercept water and channel it to the detention vault.   

 
 3.89 Chairman Duffy said that without any water retention on the site and excessive 

amount of water runs off, dragging wood chips with it, but with the proposed 
surface and water retention plan, they expect minimal amount of water runoff.  
There will be a swale and drainage.  Not 100% solved but an extreme difference.   

 
Mr. Matthews agreed with the above.  Regarding the type of synthetic turf, they 
are not using the traditional crumb rubber infill.  It will be sand and other types of 
materials.  They are sensitive to concerns of neighbors and parents that there are 
a lot of issues with the crumb fill related to whether it is a carcinogen.  They will 
use different products.  In the playground area it is basically a carpet without infill 
material.  It will be cushionable.   
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 3.90 Mr. Surman asked about the location of the large 6’ diameter pipe and will that 
impact trees planted along the lot line.   

 
Mr. Matthews said there will not be impacted because roots have not had a chance 
to spread out that far.  The vault is 10’ off of the property line.  The excavation 
for the vault is closer than 10’.  They would do some root pruning before the start 
of the project to avoid damage.   

 
 3.91 Chairman Duffy asked about the fence on the west side.   
 

Mr. Freres said that there are multiple fences but they know that they need a fence 
on their site that is consistent for the full length of their property.  It might be work 
a discussion with neighbors to come up with a game plan of how to do that.  He 
thinks it would be silly to have two fences but he has to respect the school knowing 
they have to keep their kids on the site.  The school has to maintain the fence.  He 
talked about a possibility of building the fence on their property and save the 
neighbors a few inches on their property.  They are willing to work on this.   

 
 3.92 Mr. Surman asked about the applicant’s thoughts regarding dumpster location.   
 

Mr. Freres said they will look at other options.  There is a functional aspect from 
usability and making sure they can access and maintain.  The place has to be 
reasonably accessible.  There is a 6’ pedestrian easement that runs along the entire 
south frontage of their property.  It is emergency access to get people out of the 
school.  That is why there is a grade change and retaining wall.  National Louis 
built up to it and there is a big grade drop.  He does not know what it means to 
move a dumpster and cross that 6’ area to reach the dumpster.  They will 
investigate this.  It is not their intent to lose parking.  It is their intent to get as far 
away from neighbors as possible.  If it is their dumpster, they will maintain it and 
manage the problems associated with dumpsters.   

 
 3.93 Mr. Surman asked about the present dumpster situation.   
 

Mr. Freres said it is two large 5 x 8 dumpsters.  They need more space to maneuver 
the dumpsters.  One is recycling and one is garbage.  
  

 3.94 Chairman Duffy asked how many times a week is pick up. 
 
  Mr. Freres said it is between 3 to 4 times per week.  It is always in the morning.   
 
 3.95 Chairman Duffy asked why it was in the morning as opposed to after trash is put 

in during the day.   
 

Ms. Puttrich said that when the parking lot is full with student pick up in the 
afternoon and the dumpster company does not want to come after dusk.   
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 3.96 Chairman Duffy said that the lot empties out in the late afternoon.   
 

Ms. Puttrich said that school is over at 3:40 p.m. and there are after school 
activities until 6:00 p.m.  During winter it gets dark after 4:00 p.m.   

 
 3.97 Mr. Boyer said that right now dumpsters are against the lot line.  Per the picture 

there is no pedestrian traffic going by dumpsters other than the two parking 
spaces.  The new location is farther east and there is a sidewalk on the west side.  
There will now be pedestrian traffic on the west side of the dumpster and possibly 
on the east side.  There is no pedestrian traffic at this time.  The rat problem needs 
to be addressed one way or another.   

 
Mr. Freres said that the rat problem is another issue.  They are asking for a 
variance of 3’ because they are going to fix the dumpsters and put them in a nice 
location.  They could have pushed them another 3’9” and not asked for the 
variance.  They are trying to provide pedestrian access, screen the neighbors and 
take into many interests and solve many problems.   

 
 3.98 Chairman Duffy said that the rat problem seems larger than the dumpsters.   
 
 3.99 Chairman Duffy agreed that if they had the additional 3’to 4’ they would not have 

to ask for a variance and they are asking for the variance to keep it out of the drive 
area.   

 
 3.100 Chairman Duffy said that there was a question about the fire lane and people 

parking there.   
 
  Mr.Freres has seen this happen.   
 

Ms.  Puttrich said that there are parking protocols.  If they see a parent in that area 
they get a citation and tell them not to park there.  People are willful and there is 
not much they can do.   

 
 3.101 Mr. Surman asked about the portable toilet issue.   
 

Ms. Puttrich said it was moved.  The school did not supply this.  People who used 
the fields on weekends provided it.   

 
 3.102 Mr. Surman asked about future portable toilets. 
 

Ms. Puttrich said there will probably be a portable toilet in the future.  It’s unlikely 
the school will build something for that use; it would be cost prohibitive. 

 
 3.103 Mr. Kolleng asked who is using the fields. 
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Ms. Puttrich said it’s a group called Little Legends, for 4 and 5 year olds for soccer 
practice. 

 
 3.104 Mr. Surman said this use should be part of the master plan. 
 
 3.105 Chairman Duffy explained meeting procedure and said that public comment is 

closed.  The applicant had the opportunity respond to public questions and 
comments.  That’s how the meeting works and he explained this process at the 
beginning of the meeting.   

 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Ms. Michelle Leonardo 
   222 Girard Avenue 
 
  4.12 Ms. Cindy Kogel 
   147 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.13 Mr. Kurt and Ms. Laura Topel 
   141 Maple Avenue 
 
  4.14 Mr. Larry and Ms. Marci Goldstein 
   136 Maple Avenue 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Ms. Leonardo said that her street is directly west of the school and they are the 

neighbors that have been discussed as related to the west play yard.  She sent an 
email about the drainage problems.  There is also an email from her neighbors 
that attests to a lot of water on the west side of the lot.   

 
She appreciates the team and school administration for listening to the neighbors.  
They will improve the neighborhood.   

 
Regarding drainage on her lot, there are no swales or water management.  There 
is a sidewalk and then she has a neighbor at 114 Girard.  The water flows down 
the sidewalk.  The water overflows and goes down the sidewalk.  The drain is far 
away.  She thanked the team for putting in a lot of water management in the west 
play yard.  The retention vault is a great idea, but she is worried that the drains are 
too close to her lot.  She talked about eight large white pine trees.  The Village 
required her to plant the trees but she likes the trees for privacy and screening.  
They will provide screening and coverage in 3 to 5 years.   
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She would prefer that the drains up against the fence line and the swale be moved 
in further so they are closer to the school. 
 
Mr. Schneider thought that they were going to install a 6’ retention vault.   

 
  The neighbor said that the drains capture surface water.   
 
  Chairman Duffy asked about the distance of the drains from the lot line.   
 
  They are about 3’ off of the lot line.   
 
  Chairman Duffy said that there should be a swale.   
 

The neighbor said that Mr. Cruz from the village pointed out the swale.  She talked 
about a swale on her yard and it was discussed during the presentation that it is 
capturing most of the water.  She hoped that they could put a swale further into 
their yard to capture water.   

 
She said that the lot was purchased and the house was built in 2013.  She dug the 
pit of her foundation in July 2013 and it was a rainy summer.  When they dug the 
pit there was 2.5’ of standing water in the pit.  They are dealing with a lot of 
ground water.  They have clay soil from the top to the bedrock.  They had some 
soil bores that they paid for.  Engineers have come to her lot to figure out what to 
do with the water.   

 
When they built her basement, the water is being pumped out through a sump 
pump every five minutes even on the driest of days.  She had to calculate, time 
and measure how much water that is in a day.  That is almost 1,200 gallons of 
water every day.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked if that had to do with the water table.   
 

The neighbor said they didn’t initially know what was happening but then they 
started investigating.  All the water that goes from Sheridan to her lot is trickling 
down into the soil and hitting the foundation of her basement and then is being 
pumped out. 

 
The other part of her problem is that the village did not allow them to tie in their 
sump pump into the sewer and instead they pump it into the front yard via a 
bubbler system.  Part of the front yard, about 20’, is a constant soggy mess.  She 
has to deal with that every day. 

 
Mr. Surman said that the water level can be at different spots.  A sump pump that 
continually is on has to do with the water table.   
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She said that she needs to keep as much water as she can off of her property.  Any 
water trickling down adds to the water table.  She is not an engineer but she wants 
someone to pay close attention to those details.   

 
She referenced synthetic turf.  At the beginning of discussion with neighbors, the 
applicant said they might use crumb rubber.  She asked the applicant to address 
the type of turf that it was. 

 
  Chairman Duffy said that the applicant would answer questions at the end.   
 

The neighbor said she is glad that the wood chips will be gone.  The chips fell into 
her yard.  The same concern applies to crumb rubber, what will stop that sheeting 
and that turf field in the middle of the west lot from sheeting.  She proposed a 
retaining wall for that area.  Regarding that area adjacent to new playground 
equipment, she asked if they could add more evergreen screening and tall trees.   

 
  Mr. Surman asked the size of exiting evergreens on the neighbor’s property.   
 
  The neighbor said that they are about 14’ but they will grow to be four stories tall.   
 
  Mr. Boyer asked if she had any other concerns related to the proposal.   
 

She likes the idea of rubberized surface and it will look good.  The design is 
beautiful.  Wood chips do slow down the water.  She is worried that the rubberized 
surface won’t do this.  She isn’t sure if the drainage that is proposed will work.   

 
 4.22 Ms. Kogel is two houses west of the school.  Her home was built in 2008.   
 

Regarding the transportation analysis, often at pick up and drop off there are a 
number of cars that queue up along Maple to the west of the school and filter into 
the entrance area.  Many parents park their cars on Maple, south side, and walk 
through neighbors’ lawns and over to the school.  The neighbors’ lawns get 
matted.   

 
It’s great that the plan proposed will enhance the property.  There are valuable 
changes.  She has an issue with the dumpster.  They have not been a good neighbor 
or acknowledging the setbacks that are in place regarding storm water 
management and the dumpster location.  There is a noise issue.  Most of the 
village uses the alley for trash removal.  She thinks that they could investigate a 
solution that grades that area so that a dumpster could be located at the back of 
the school and accessible from the alley.  She wants to see an option explored in 
that area.  With the dumpster being so far removed from the school, there is an 
out-of-site-out-of-mind mentality.  For many years the dumpster was rusted and 
had many holes.  They now have a rat and mice problem and the school just started 
working with pest control on this.  The presenters said that they have moved other 
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smelly things away from that lot line, but the dumpster still remains and 
encroaches on the setback.   

 
There is a portable toilet on the site and it has been there for about a year.  They 
moved it in the last week, but it was sitting near the dumpster and was used for 
weekend activities for the playing fields.  Are they going to use a portable toilet 
again and if so, where will it be located?  It smells and is a source of vandalism.   

 
  Mr. Schneider asked if she was saying that there are rats in that area.   
 

She said that there are rats and mice in that area.  Squirrels take things out of the 
dumpsters.   

 
 4.23 Mr. Topel said he lives in the property just to the west that has been discussed at 

tonight’s meeting.  He is appreciative of the school and their consultants because 
neighbors were invited to make comments.  The plan is beautiful and it is much 
better than current conditions.  They listened to him because they are adding 
landscaping screening behind the dumpsters.  That moves the dumpsters off of the 
property line.  Before there were a lot of things along the property line – the 
dumpster, a hoop house.  With the plan, they are getting things off of the property 
line and they want a 3’ variance for the 20’ setback on the side.  They would prefer 
the dumpster not be in the proposed location.  It would seem that making the 
grading change needed to back a garbage truck in would not be that onerous.   

 
The dumpster problem for him is rats.  They recently moved in and they have seen 
rats.   

 
Ms. Topel said that the rats are gross and disgusting.  The rats made tunnels under 
the fence to get at the dumpster.  The school did remove pallets and other garbage 
between the dumpster and the fence.  The rats are a concern.  Every few days she 
sees rats.   

 
Mr. Topel said that an issue with the dumpster location is noise.  It doesn’t impact 
them as much as others because they are often in the back of their house.  The 
noise level is over the top.  It goes on for minutes.  The garbage trucks bang.  They 
come about 7:30 am four times per week.   

 
Drainage is a negative.  Their property is lower than the school.  The grade goes 
from Sheridan to the channel.  Most of the homes as they move west go lower.  
For some reason, the neighbor’s house was built 6” higher than it should have 
been.  His house is lower than theirs.  He is worried about water coming off of the 
property.  He was told that there was a water problem when his house was built.  
They have a sloped lot.  They have a drain in the backyard because they are lower 
than both sides.  He is worried about water issues.  
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  He heard tonight that they are planning to take out a big tree.   
 

Ms. Topel showed a picture of the tree.  It screens the school very well.  In the 
presentation it sounded like they were removing the tree.   

 
  Mr. Freres said they are taking out the tree.   
 

Ms. Topel asked the village to look at the tree to see if it is necessary to have the 
tree taken down.   

 
Mr. Topel said that the first presenter talked about a new fence put in on his east 
side, the school’s west side.  There is a fence there that Red Seal put in.  His 
neighbor owns half of it and he owns half of it.  What happens to the fence?  He 
is happy that the schools wants to put in a fence, but what happens to his fence?  

 
Ms. Topel asked where the school’s fence is in relation to the lot line.  Two fences 
together could mean rats living in there.   

 
Mr. Surman said that timing of the garbage is not easy.  He would have thought 
that the garbage truck would have been there earlier than 7:30 am.  He is not sure 
if anything can be done about the time.   

 
Mr. Topel said one of his neighbors who will speak has the history about the 
garbage and timing.   

 
 4.24 Mr. Goldstein said he has lived in his house for over 20 years.  He lives across the 

street from the school.  About 7 or 8 years ago, the school moved the dumpster 
when they put in a tot lot on the east side.  The garbage used to be in between 
Sheridan Road and where the school is.  They then moved the garbage to its 
present location.  At that time the dumpsters were not that large and the garbage 
company would empty them in the afternoons.   

 
About 3 or 4 years ago they changed to large dumpsters that are about 6 x 10.  The 
company now comes 4 time per week in the morning between 6:50 and 7:15 a.m.  
Sometimes they take garbage from one enclosure and other times they take 
garbage from both enclosures.   

 
When the company shakes the containers, it’s often for 4 to 5 minutes, and it rocks 
the houses.  About 8 to 10 homes are impacted by this.  He has spoken to all 
neighbors.  One time the driver continued to shake the container for many minutes 
with nothing coming out.  The noise is extreme.   

 
The school does many good things but if they are doing work in the future all 
elements need to be addressed.  When they say they understand neighbors’ 
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concerns, he wants them to hear their concerns about the garbage.  He has spoken 
with the head of school about moving the garbage to another area.  
  

  The place for garbage is in an alley.  It is perfectly flat.   
 

Mr. Schneider asked if the dumpsters were in the alley wouldn’t the noise impact 
other houses.   

 
  Mr. Goldstein said it might, but garbage should go in an alley.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this was a ‘not in my backyard’ situation.   
 

Mr. Goldstein said he is speaking to the rat problem.  On the north side of Maple, 
they have not had an issue with rats.  But neighbors on the south side have had an 
issue with rats.   

 
In the plan, it shows a sidewalk.  In his situation of having garbage placed in an 
alley where it should be, they can alter their walkway slightly.  It does not impact 
the soccer field.  If they are doing improvements now is the time to take care of 
problems that impact the neighbors.   

 
Mr. Goldstein showed pictures of where existing and proposed garbage is/should 
be.  The alley dead ends into the school.  Now the truck pulls in off of Maple and 
backs out.  In his proposal the truck would pull down Isabella, turn left into the 
alley and back up down the alley.   

 
  Ms. Goldstein said that trucks back down her dead end alley.   
 

Mr. Kolleng asked if other homes on Sheridan Road had their garages on that 
alley.   

 
Mr. Goldstein showed where there were houses and where their garbage cans were 
located.   

 
Mr. Goldstein again reiterated that there is a more appropriate place for the 
dumpsters.  He would say no to their variance about dumpster location.   

 
Regarding rats, his neighbor told him about rats around the garbage cans.  He 
made videos of this.  He has spoken with Mr. Schwartz about the rats.  He said he 
would deal with it and that was last July.  He emailed Mr. Schwartz again about 
the problem.  He has not addressed the problem to date.  They want the rats gone 
and the garbage should be in the alley.  The rats feed off of the garbage. 

 
  Mr. Kolleng asked where the rats were coming from.   
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Mr. Goldstein said maybe they came from the canal and started nesting in the 
garbage.  If they relocated the garbage and proactively dealt with the rat problem, 
the rats might go away.  They would gain two extra parking spaces.   

 
Mr.  Goldstein referenced the fire lane.  His bedroom window looks out directly 
over the fire lane.  It is used as parking for parents to drop off their children.  He 
has spoken to the parents about not parking there.  If a sign was there it might 
eliminate the problem. 

 
  The garbage is his number one issue.   
 
  Mr. Schneider asked if this is the only place in the neighborhood that attracts rats.   
 
  Mr. and Ms. Goldstein said this is the only place that they know of.   
 
  Mr. Goldstein has been told that in the alleys of Girard and Garrison there are rats.   
 

Ms. Leonardo said that rats are the concern of ALL neighbors.  There have been 
instances in the alleys behind Garrison and Girard have had rats’ nests and villages 
having to come in and trap them.  Rats have only started since the dumpster 
problem. 

 
Mr. Goldstein would think that the school would want to eliminate the rat problem 
more than the neighbors.  The Village should want to protect the neighbors.   

 
 4.25 Ms. Leonardo said she does not want the tree taken down for no reason.   
 
 4.26 Mr. Surman asked if they were to relocate the dumpster into the alley, would they 

still need the same variance.   
 

Ms. Roberts said that a refuse container is not a permitted encroachment into a 
rear yard.  They would have a 40’ rear yard requirement.   

 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Schneider said he commended the school and the team on the work they 

propose to do to address a lot of issues.  The neighbors have some concerns and 
the plan will not answer all issues completely.  The proposal goes a long way to 
address problems.  They are not reducing or adding parking so that is not an issue.   

 
The key issue is the water retention and management systems.  He does not know 
what else they could do given soil structure and elevation changes. 
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With regard to garbage dumpsters, he is horrified by the rat problem and that 
needs to be solved.  The noise will always impact neighbors no matter the location 
of the dumpsters.   

 
Some of the request seem large but were not created by what is being requested 
and is pre-conditioned.  He can support this but wants to hear colleague 
comments.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Merci said the impervious surface limitation and setback variation required 

by the ordinance is not realistic for a school with a related intensive outdoor use 
by students.  Aesthetic and functional improvements together with logical storm 
water management can be accommodated by approval of these requests.  He can 
support the request.   

 
 5.3 Mr. Surman complimented the design team and said they did a great job; it’s a big 

improvement and a thoughtful design.  Regarding the dumpster issue, this will 
happen at the Village Board level where both groups can go back to the drawing 
board and discuss at the Village Board meeting.  The dumpster is a big 
improvement over what exists.  The enclosure will be more secure.  The rat issue 
will be resolved.  The noise issue – he is not sure what they can do about that.  
Perhaps they can compact garbage so it doesn’t have to be picked up as often.  He 
is not sure if they make compactors for outdoor use.  Overall, the plan will be a 
big improvement.  He is an architect and is concerned about drainage.  They have 
presented a good scheme for that.  He can support the application.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Kolleng complimented the team on the presentation.  It was very helpful and 

educational.  This is a unique property in the Village.  The Board runs into 
different issues with certain cases when the definitions don’t fit.  What they are 
proposing for water management is so much better for neighbors and the school.  
Regarding impervious surface, this is a difficult property to apply definitions to.  
There are permeable surfaces that are deemed to be impermeable and this is 
helpful.  Regarding issues, wherever the dumpsters are located, someone will be 
bothered.  They probably have the dumpsters in the correct proposed location.  
Maybe there is a way to deal with garbage pickup and something has to be done 
about the rats.  That needs to be a priority.  He will support this.  It is a great 
project for the school and for the Village.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Boyer said he appreciates the concern about the water issues.  The water 

retention plan is great.  The height of the fence is fine and the fence is being set 
back 5’ to 6’ and screening it.  This will alleviate any detriment.  The variance for 
that request is minimal and will minimally impact neighbors.  They are moving 
the hoop house, plant area, and green house to a more interior location.  That 
variance comes about they are applying residential zoning codes to a four acre lot.  
Having two accessory structures is not an issue.  He can support the request.  All 
standards are met.   
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 5.6 Chairman Duffy said Mr. Boyer did a great job summarizing the case.  The sport 
lot on the east and the play lot on the west dictate most variances.  Those dictate 
water management.  For what it is to what it is proposed to be, is more than the 
difference between night and day.  It is an amazing improvement.  Regarding 
basement water issues, Mr. Surman pointed out that this is a general water table 
issue.  Anyone building on that property has to deal with it.  The only way to avoid 
this is to not have as deep a basement.  The issue of water running off of the site 
will be addressed.  The group did a great job of designing a solution for water 
management.  The accessory structure request – this is a large lot and no one will 
notice the buildings.  They are an improvement over existing structures in function 
and aesthetics.  The last two variances were for the fence.  They are increasing 
height by 2’ but the retaining wall is part of the development of the sport court 
will be beneficial to the property and people going by on Sheridan Road.  Trees 
will create a screen.  It will be safer.  The way this was presented/designed was 
great.  Nothing is perfect.  There may be additional requests in the future.  
Regarding rats, this is not within the Board’s purview but the Village now knows 
about it.  If the school is not responding then the village needs to be contacted 
about the rat problem.   

 
 5.7 There was a letter received by Mr. Sweitzer.  The letter did not address zoning 

requests but the Village Board should look at some of his points.   
 
 5.8 Chairman Duffy agreed that the Village Board should read the letter.  The 

proposed plan – they could not do any better.  He can support the request.   
 
 5.9 Mr. Schneider said he hopes that the applicant continues to meet with the 

neighbors.   
 
 5.10 Chairman Duffy said this case would be on the Village Board’s consent agenda 

and there will not be discussion unless the case is removed from the consent 
agenda.  At the beginning of the meeting the public is asked if an item should be 
removed and someone says that the item should be removed.  A discussion can 
then be had about the case.  A letter can also be sent to the Village Board.   

 
6.0 DECISION 
 
 6.1 Mr. Schneider moved to recommend granting a modification of a special use 

(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures 
exceeding 200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming 
structure, a 1,449.48 square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage 
variation, a 2,422.49 square foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation, an 814.24 square foot (5.63%) combined side yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 square foot (0.39%) rear yard 
pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ side yard adjoining a 
street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ interior side 
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yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse storage 
area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with 
the plans submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Merci seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy Yes 
   Mike Boyer   Yes 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   Yes 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   Yes 
    
   Motion carried. 
 
 6.2 Mr. Schneider moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-27.   
 
 6.21 Mr. Surman seconded the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and no nays.   
 
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 and the variation standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The 
use as a primary school is not changing and, in the specific location, is consistent with 
the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan.  The continued maintenance and 
operation of the use with these site improvements will not be detrimental to or endanger 
the public health, safety, and welfare nor be injurious to the use or enjoyment of other 
property.  The applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and new grading and 
drainage measures to address storm water.  The continued operation of the special use 
will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement of surrounding 
properties.  The continued operation of the special use will not substantially diminish 
property values in the neighborhood.  Adequate utilities, road access, drainage, and other 
necessary facilities already exist.  Adequate measures already existing to provide ingress 
and egress.  The continued operation of the special use is consistent with the community 
character of the neighborhood.  The continued operation of the special use does not 
substantially adversely affect a known archaeological, historical, or cultural resource.  
The applicant has proposed landscaping and fencing to act as a buffer to neighboring 
properties.  The use will meet any and all additional use standards specified in Article 12 
of the Zoning Ordinance. 
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The particular physical conditions of the property, the size and shape of the lot and the 
location of the school building 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 unique 
circumstances of the development and re-development of the lot.  The difficulty is 
peculiar to the property in question.  The difficulty prevents the school from making 
necessary improvements to benefit the students and to improve the appearance for the 
neighborhood.  The proposed variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and 
air to adjacent property.  Much of the existing outdoor play space exists but will be 
improved by the proposal.  The applicant proposes landscaping to screen the property and 
new grading and drainage measures to address storm water.  The variations, if granted, 
will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood.  The proposed improvements 
should enhance the appearance of the property. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends granting a modification of a special use 
(Primary Educational Facility), a special use to allow two accessory structures exceeding 
200 square feet in area, a variation to expand a legal non-conforming structure, a 1,449.48 
square foot (17.47%) front yard impervious surface coverage variation, a 2,422.49 square 
foot (48.1%) side yard adjoining a street impervious surface coverage variation, an 814.24 
square foot (5.63%) combined side yard impervious surface coverage variation, an 85.52 
square foot (0.39%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation, an 11.0’ 
side yard adjoining a street sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, an 8.83’ 
interior side yard sport court (synthetic turf playfield) setback variation, a 3.75’ refuse 
storage area side yard setback variation, a 4’ fence height variation and a 1.5’ fence height 
variation to permit site improvements at 201 Sheridan Road in accordance with the plans 
submitted.  The use shall run with the use.   

 
 



















































































































































BAKER DEMONSTRATION SCHOOL
MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

WILMETTE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
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Baker Demonstration School

At a Glance
365 Students (Early Childhood – Middle School)
Became independent in 2005/2006   10 year anniversary in 2016 
First established in 1918     100 year anniversary in 2018

Project Timeline
• Initial Master Plan Study – Winter 2014/2015

       -  Focus on sports fi eld & east side play areas

• Master Plan Implementation Process – Summer 2015 - Present
    -  Re-examination of entire site

• Community Open House – October 6, 2015

• Master Plan Refi nement, Design Development – Fall 2015/Spring 2016

• Phase 1 Construction:  Anticipated Late Summer/Fall 2016

• Phase 2 Construction:  Anticipated Summer 2017
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3.79 Acres      R1-H Zoning



Existing Conditions



Existing Conditions



Existing Site Plan



Initial Campus Master Plan  –  Fall 2015
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DEMONSTRATION 

SCHOOL

preferred concept
MAPLE AVENUE ENTRANCE IMPROVEMENTS
 - Connect Sidewalk Into Campus
 - Improved Campus Gate
 - Enhanced Facilities Area Screening
 - Optional Second Entrance

PARKING LOT ENHANCEMENTS
 - Drop-off  Lane Extended
 - Improved Main Entrance Area with Garden Beds   
     and Decorative Paving

NEW BALL COURTS 
 - Dedicated Courts on Both Sides of Campus

NEW CAMPUS STORAGE SHEDS

EXPANDED SCHOOL GARDEN AREA
 - Improved Greenhouse Facility
 - Outdoor Classroom Space

ENHANCED WEST-SIDE PLAY AREAS
 - New Flexible Play Area
 - Existing Play Area Enhanced 
 - Flexible Play Court
 - Improved Screening

NEW WATER ‘DISCOVERY’ AREA
 - Interactive Activity Space with Water Pump Element
 - Natural Water Filtration Demonstration
 - Rain Water Cisterns

OUTDOOR CLASSROOM AREA
 - Dedicated Meeting/Learning Space

CAMPUS ‘EXPERIENCE’ TRAIL
 - Meandering Pathway Around Campus Connecting  
   Learning Stations, Environments and Unique Elements

ENHANCED EAST-SIDE PLAY AREAS
 - Buff ered Space with Berms and Decorative Fencing
 - Distinct Play Area ‘Rooms’ that Feature a Mix of Both 
   Structured and Flexible Play Elements
 - Integrated Performance Space with Seating
 - Designed to Allow Building to be Used as a Screen

CENTRAL LAWN
 - Flexible Green Space

GATEWAY ELEMENT
 - Decorative Pergola Element with Seating
 - Gathering Point for Events

SPORTS FIELD ENHANCEMENTS
 - Enhanced Sports Field  (Synthetic or Natural Turf) 
 - Improved Running Paths of Varying Lengths
 - Space for Athletic Activities & Fitness Stations

SHERIDAN ROAD FRONTAGE ENHANCEMENTS
 - Improved Landscaping and Screening
 - Enhanced Identity Signage
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Revised Master Plan

Incorporation of Community Input 



Proposed Campus Master Plan



Existing East Side Play Area



Envisioned East Side Play Area



Existing West Side Play Area



Envisioned West Side Play Area



Proposed Site Elements

Proposed site elements are 
designed to improve the 
School’s aesthetic conditions 
and enhance it’s brand identity 
on and off the site.

Major Elements Include:

• Improved perimeter fencing     
     & enhanced Sheridan Road      
     frontage conditions

• Improved trash enclosure 

• New gateway pergola

• Consolidated storage sheds

• New Sheridan Road signage

• Building facade enhancements

• Native landscaping



Proposed Site Elements



Proposed Site Elements

NEW TRASH ENCLOSURE

New enclosure moved off property line 

• Located 16’ off western lot line

• Improved landscape screening

• No front setback encroachment

All other existing structures removed from area 

• Hoop House, School Garden & Composter

16’-3”

35’-7”



Proposed Site Elements



Proposed Site Elements



Proposed Site Elements



Proposed Site Elements



Proposed Site Elements



Site Zoning Requirements



Existing Lot Coverage



Proposed Lot Coverage



Special Use Requests & Zoning Variances

Special Use Requests

• 2 Accessory Structures exceeding 200 SF    
     -  Consolidation of existing storage sheds & ancillary structures
    -  Introduction of gateway pergola 

Variances

• Front, Side & Rear Yard impervious surface coverage
     -  Introduction of synthetic turf & safety surfacing in play areas

• Synthetic turf fi eld within side & rear yard setbacks

• Refuse enclosure within a side yard setback
  -  3’-9” encroachment of enclosure

• Sheridan Road fence height variation
  -  Existing 6’ decorative metal fence, relocated on top of     
      1’-6” retaining wall  

  -  Fence moved additional ~4’ 9” back from sidewalk and   
      screened with continuous planting bed



Existing Site Grading & Drainage
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Existing Site Grading & Drainage



Proposed Site Plan
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PARKING LOT & ENTRANCE      
ENHANCEMENTS
 - New Sidewalk Connection
 - Enhanced Facilities Enclosure
 - Preservation of Existing Parking Ratio    
   (90 spaces)
 - Extended Drop-off  Lanes
 - Expanded Landscape Island with Bio-swale
 - Relocated Building Entrance (Planned)

THE SCHOOL YARD  (WEST SIDE)
 - New ADA Accessible Entrance
 - 3 Distinct Play Areas to Accommodate    
   Diverse Range of Ages and Uses
 - Open Area with Synthetic Turf
 - Relocated, Flexible Ball Courts
 - Tensile Shade Canopies at Building Entrances 

CAMPUS ‘EXPERIENCE’ TRAIL
 - Meandering Pathway Around Campus that  
   Connects Learning Stations, Environments   
   and Unique Site Elements
 - ADA Accessible Ramps and Pathways

GINGKO GARDEN
 - Boulder Escarpment
 - Outdoor Classroom Space

WOODLAND CLEARING
 - Arts and Craft s Tables
 - Seating Pockets
 - Learning Elements (Latin, Math, etc.)

READING GARDEN
 - Informal Gathering Space
 - Reading ‘Hut’

ART MEADOW
 - Outdoor Classroom and Activity Area
 - Sculptural Elements
 - Wood Arbors and Decorative Elements

BAKER FARM
 - Relocated School Garden Area
 - New Storage Shed and Hoop House 
 - New Garden Shed with Green Roof
 - Raised Garden Beds 
 - Rain Barrel and Water Reuse Experiments
 - Fruit Tree Orchard

NATURE’S PLAYGROUND  (EAST SIDE)
 - Unique Mix of Surfaces and Textures
 - Distinct Play Area ‘Rooms’
 - ‘The Big Dig’ Excavation Activity Area
 - Natural Landscape Play Elements       
   (Boardwalks, Bridges, Logs and Boulders)
 - Play Berms with Integrated Elements
 - Water Pump and Dry River Bed Area

GREAT LAWN
 - Flexible Green Space with Natural Turf
 - Ball Court with Adjustable Backboard
 - Landscaped Berm with Stone Outcropping   
   and Integrated Seating Opportunities
 - Native Landscaping & Butterfl y Gardens

BAKER GATEWAY
 - Pergola Element
 - Gathering Point for Events with Seating    
   and Storage Opportunities

ATHLETIC FIELD ENHANCEMENTS
 - Regraded Synthetic Sports Field 
 - Improved Running Paths of Varying Lengths
 - Fitness Stations

SHERIDAN ROAD FRONTAGE      
ENHANCEMENTS
 - Low Retaining Wall with Landscaping
 - New Identity Signage

PLAN HIGHLIGHTS
MAPLE AVENUEMAPLE AVENUE

S
H

E
R

ID
A

N
 R

O
A

D
S

H
E

R
ID

A
N

 R
O

A
D

READING READING 
GARDENGARDEN

WOODLANDWOODLAND
CLEARINGCLEARING

GINGKOGINGKO
GARDENGARDEN

ARTART
MEADOWMEADOW

BAKERBAKER
FARMFARM

GREATGREAT
LAWNLAWN

ATHLETIC ATHLETIC 
FIELDFIELD

THETHE
BIG DIGBIG DIG

NATURE’SNATURE’S
PLAYGROUNDPLAYGROUND

BAKERBAKER
GATEWAYGATEWAY

ENHANCEDENHANCED
ENTRANCEENTRANCE

CAMPUSCAMPUS
EXPERIENCE TRAILEXPERIENCE TRAIL

SHERIDAN ROADSHERIDAN ROAD
ENHANCEMENTSENHANCEMENTS

THE THE 
SCHOOL SCHOOL 

YARDYARD

PLAYPLAY
AREA 1AREA 1

PLAY PLAY 
AREA 2AREA 2

PLAYPLAY
AREA 3AREA 3

BIO-SWALEBIO-SWALE



Proposed Site Utilities & Drainage

I
IIIII

IV

1. The contractor shall verify the exact location and elevation of existing utilities and building services prior to initiating work.  In
particular, contractor must excavate and determine exact, size, location and elevation of west sanitary service which is being
replaced.  Any discrepancies found between the information noted on the plans and actual field conditions, or any conflicts with
proposed improvements shall be reported to the engineer immediately. The contractor shall not proceed any further until given
written clarification on how to proceed.

2. Install storm sewer as shown.  Refer to Storm Sewer requirements on Sheet C10 for pipe material, joint, frame and grate, stone
bedding and testing requirements.

3. Install sanitary sewer as shown.  Refer to Sanitary Sewer requirements on Sheet C10 for pipe material, joint, frame and grate,
stone bedding and testing requirements.

4. Install watermain as shown.  Refer to Water Main requirements on Sheet C10 for pipe material, joint, frame and grate, valves, fire
hydrant, stone bedding and testing requirements.

5. Install new drinking fountains as shown.  West Fountain shall be reconnected to existing water service.  Fountains shall be MDF
Model 10145SMFA.  Verify color and finish prior to ordering.  Fountains shall be installed following manufacturer's guidelines and
include a five foot bury depth and french drain consisting of a minimum of 1 CY of open graded CA-7 stone wrapped in Thrace
LINQ 150EX Non-woven geotextile fabric.

6. All connections to combined sewer must be watertight in conformance with ASTM C-923.

7. Relocate existing light poles as shown.

8. Contractor shall provide the following as-constructed documents at the conclusion of the project:
a. Water Main
i. As-constructed location of all bends, tees, valves, copper unions, etc. (measured dimension from two fixed above grade

objects are required for buried objects)
ii. Rim and top of pipe elevations for all structures
iii. Provide all testing documentations.
b. Sanitary Sewer
i. As-constructed locations of structures, service connections, cleanouts.
ii. Rim and invert elevations.
iii. Color video with transcript required for new sewer lines installed.
c. Storm Sewer
i. As-constructed locations of structures, service connections, cleanouts.
ii. Rim and invert elevations.
iii. Color video with transcript required for new sewer lines installed which are connected to combined sewer.
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Parking & Traffi c Impacts

No Change in Parking (90 spaces)

• Typical occupancy:  78.9% – 94.4%

Two Major Peak Traffi c Periods

• Morning Drop-off:  7:45 - 8:45 am

• Afternoon Pick-up:  2:45 - 3:45 pm



Pick-Up & Drop-off Operations



Pick-Up & Drop-off Operations



Peak Period Traffi c Management
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GRAPHIC SCALE
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Emergency Vehicle Access

I
IIIII
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THANK YOU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION

QUESTIONS?



Proposed Site Plan
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PARKING LOT & ENTRANCE      
ENHANCEMENTS
 - New Sidewalk Connection
 - Enhanced Facilities Enclosure
 - Preservation of Existing Parking Ratio    
   (90 spaces)
 - Extended Drop-off  Lanes
 - Expanded Landscape Island with Bio-swale
 - Relocated Building Entrance (Planned)

THE SCHOOL YARD  (WEST SIDE)
 - New ADA Accessible Entrance
 - 3 Distinct Play Areas to Accommodate    
   Diverse Range of Ages and Uses
 - Open Area with Synthetic Turf
 - Relocated, Flexible Ball Courts
 - Tensile Shade Canopies at Building Entrances 

CAMPUS ‘EXPERIENCE’ TRAIL
 - Meandering Pathway Around Campus that  
   Connects Learning Stations, Environments   
   and Unique Site Elements
 - ADA Accessible Ramps and Pathways

GINGKO GARDEN
 - Boulder Escarpment
 - Outdoor Classroom Space

WOODLAND CLEARING
 - Arts and Craft s Tables
 - Seating Pockets
 - Learning Elements (Latin, Math, etc.)

READING GARDEN
 - Informal Gathering Space
 - Reading ‘Hut’

ART MEADOW
 - Outdoor Classroom and Activity Area
 - Sculptural Elements
 - Wood Arbors and Decorative Elements

BAKER FARM
 - Relocated School Garden Area
 - New Storage Shed and Hoop House 
 - New Garden Shed with Green Roof
 - Raised Garden Beds 
 - Rain Barrel and Water Reuse Experiments
 - Fruit Tree Orchard

NATURE’S PLAYGROUND  (EAST SIDE)
 - Unique Mix of Surfaces and Textures
 - Distinct Play Area ‘Rooms’
 - ‘The Big Dig’ Excavation Activity Area
 - Natural Landscape Play Elements       
   (Boardwalks, Bridges, Logs and Boulders)
 - Play Berms with Integrated Elements
 - Water Pump and Dry River Bed Area

GREAT LAWN
 - Flexible Green Space with Natural Turf
 - Ball Court with Adjustable Backboard
 - Landscaped Berm with Stone Outcropping   
   and Integrated Seating Opportunities
 - Native Landscaping & Butterfl y Gardens

BAKER GATEWAY
 - Pergola Element
 - Gathering Point for Events with Seating    
   and Storage Opportunities

ATHLETIC FIELD ENHANCEMENTS
 - Regraded Synthetic Sports Field 
 - Improved Running Paths of Varying Lengths
 - Fitness Stations

SHERIDAN ROAD FRONTAGE      
ENHANCEMENTS
 - Low Retaining Wall with Landscaping
 - New Identity Signage

PLAN HIGHLIGHTS
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1200 WILMETTE AVENUE  
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (847) 853-7550 
DEPARTMENT FAX (847) 853-7701 

TDD (847) 853-7634 
EMAIL comdev@wilmette.com 

Date: July 8, 2016 

To: Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 

From: John Adler, Director of Community Development 

Subject: 2016-Z-27 – 201 Sheridan Road 
Applicant Correspondence 

Attached are additional letters submitted after the Zoning Board of Appeals reviewed the 
case on June 1, 2016. 

1.0 Letter with attachments from Maple Avenue and Girard Avenue neighbors, dated 
June 7, 2016 

2.0 Letter with attachment from Edward and Rose Fleming, 148 Maple Avenue, dated 
June 9, 2016 

3.0 Email from Larry Goldstein, 136 Maple Avenue, dated June 30, 2016 
4.0 Email from Larry Goldstein, 136 Maple Avenue, dated July 1, 2016 

3.6 
7-26-16 

mailto:comdev@wilmette.com
mailto:frenzert@wilmette.com
mailto:adlerj@wilmette.com
https://www.google.com/maps/place/201+Sheridan+Rd,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.0704378,-87.6864754,867m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fdab966002507:0x3ba225568f3875a1!8m2!3d42.0704378!4d-87.6842867




























1200 WILMETTE AVENUE  
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (847) 853-7550 
DEPARTMENT FAX (847) 853-7701 

TDD (847) 853-7634 
EMAIL comdev@wilmette.com 

Date: July 8, 2016 

To: Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 

From: Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 

Subject: 2016-Z-27 – 201 Sheridan Road 
Dumpster Location 

In response to the Village Board’s discussion at the June 28, 2016 Village Board meeting, 
Baker School has reviewed and provided information about alternative dumpster 
locations. 

The applicant has submitted the following materials for Village Board consideration: 

1.0 Applicant letter dated July 8, 2016 
2.0 Trash Enclosure Locations 
3.0 West Trash Enclosure Location Alternative 
4.0 East Trash Enclosure Location Alternative 
5.0 Letter from Shepp Pest Control dated July 1, 2016 

3.6 
7-26-16 

mailto:comdev@wilmette.com
mailto:frenzert@wilmette.com
mailto:robertsl@wilmette.com
https://www.google.com/maps/place/201+Sheridan+Rd,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.0704378,-87.6864754,867m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fdab966002507:0x3ba225568f3875a1!8m2!3d42.0704378!4d-87.6842867


July 8, 2016 

Wilmette Village Board 
c/o John Adler 
Director of Community Development 
Village of Wilmette 
1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette IL  60091 

Re:  Changes to Baker Demonstration School’s Proposed Waste and Pest Maintenance Operations 

Dear Village Board President Bielinski and Village Board Trustees: 

As directed by Village Board members during the recent hearing on June 28th, Baker Demonstration School Staff and their 
consultant design and engineering team have reexamined the School’s existing and proposed waste and pest management 
operations.  In accordance with both the Village Board’s input, as well as the preferences of the School’s neighbors, an updated 
management plan has been prepared for current operations, and a set of alternative locations for the proposed trash enclosure 
have been developed for the Board’s consideration.  Details regarding both the updated management plan and proposed 
enclosure alternatives are described below and in the following exhibits and attachments: 

- Shepp Pest Control Inc. Memorandum 
- Exhibit 1 – Updated Trash Enclosure Location Analysis Map 
- Exhibits 2 & 3 – Alternative Trash Enclosure Options (2 options provided) 

Waste Control Maintenance Operations 
As detailed below, Baker Demonstration School intends to make the following changes to its current waste management 
operations as a means of reducing on-site refuse and its related externalities.   

1.  The School will increase its refuse pick-ups to 5 times a week, thereby reducing the amount of time that refuse sits on-
site.

2. Existing dumpsters will be replaced by smaller units, thereby reducing the amount of refuse sitting on-site at any given 
time.  The new dumpsters are the smallest units available through Advanced Disposal that can appropriately 
accommodate the School’s needs. 

3. The School continues to engage in discussions with Advanced Disposal regarding potential changes to the daily pick-
up time, however the company has expressly stated that pick-up operations end at 3pm, making evening pick-ups 
unavailable.  Based on the School’s class schedule and operating needs, the current pick-up time around 7:30 a.m. is 
believed to be the most suitable option in accommodating the noise concerns of the nearby residents, while also 
minimizing further impacts that would result from waste pick-ups during the school’s operating hours. 

1.0



Pest Control Maintenance Operations 
Baker Demonstration School has engaged Shepp Pest Control, Inc. for various pest control needs since 2007, and continues to 
use their services.  As noted in the attached memo, the School has been regularly treating the current dumpster location for 
rodent issues for the past year, and has also increased its servicing to the concerned areas in response to neighbor requests.   

In addition to continued weekly rodent eradication treatments, the School also intends to address burrowing through the 
application of wire mesh or a similar solution as directed by ABC Wildlife, a specialized pest control company recommended by 
Shepp Pest Control.  The School has also engaged Enviro Safe, the Village’s preferred pest control vender, who will be 
performing a separate rodent control analysis and providing additional recommendations for mitigating the issue. 

Alternative Trash Enclosure Location 
In accordance with the Village Board’s request to reexamine the location of the School’s proposed dumpster enclosure, two 
alternatives (described below) have been developed and submitted for the Village’s consideration.  Both of these options seek 
to balance the concerns of neighborhood residents, the needs of the School and well-being of its students, and the physical 
realities of trash pick-up service.  The physical layouts of these alternatives conform to the operational requirements provided by 
Advanced Disposal, the Village’s exclusive commercial waste service provided.  Key requirements include: 

- Ability to directly back a truck up to the dumpsters, with clear drive aisle access.  Movable dumpsters are not available. 
- Dumpsters must be located on a flat, paved surface without raised curbs that might impede access.  

West Side Trash Enclosure Location Alternative (Preferred Option) 
The first alternative explored by the School’s design and engineering team would locate the new and improved trash enclosure 
at the northeast corner of the main building, placing it roughly 38 feet from the western property line.  Located in between the 
west side play area and southwest corner of the main parking lot, this option seeks to minimize the visual and physical impact of 
the enclosure.  Additional benefits of this concept include the gain of one parking space in the main lot, and the total prevention 
of future rodent burrowing due to the use of hardscape surfacing around all sides of the enclosure. 

East Side Trash Enclosure Location Alternative 
A second alternative would locate the trash enclosure at the southwestern edge of the east parking lot.  This alternative would 
require an angled installation in order to accommodate the truck’s operational needs, and has a greater visibility from Sheridan 
Road.  The loss of two parking spaces in the eastern parking lot would be offset by a gain of two spaces in the primary lot, 
resulting in no change to the School’s parking count.  Though feasible, our belief is that this location is less desirable than the 
western option due to the enclosure’s unavoidable impact and immediate proximity to the Early Childhood Play Area. 

Under both scenarios, the proposed enclosure would be constructed out of wood or black metal posts and cedar fence boards in 
accordance with previously submitted site details.    

Baker welcomes the opportunity to continue working with the Village Board, Community Development Department Staff, and 
the School’s neighbors to address and improve both current and proposed site conditions.  Feel free to contact us with any 
questions you have regarding the proposed operational or physical improvements described above. 

Sincerely, 

Scott A Freres 
Principal 
The Lakota Group 
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SHERIDAN PL.SHERIDAN PL.

View of Existing Dumpster Location – looking west

View of Alternative Dumpster Location 1 – looking south

View of Alternative Dumpster Location 1 – looking west

BAKER DEMONSTRATION SCHOOL WILMETTE, IL
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BAKER DEMONSTRATION SCHOOL
VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, ILLINOIS
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EXHIBIT 2 – WEST TRASH ENCLOSURE LOCATION ALTERNATIVE
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BAKER DEMONSTRATION SCHOOL
VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, ILLINOIS
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Shepp Pest Control Inc. 
PO Box 813 
Park Ridge, IL 60068 

July 1, 2016 

To Whom it May Concern: 

Baker Demonstration School has been a customer of Shepp Pest Control since 2007 until last year we 

have only had to treat the school for wasps and the occasional mouse.  Starting in July 2015 Baker has 

employed the regular services of Shepp Pest Control when a larger rodent problem emerged due to a 

foundation dig of a nearby house.  However within the last two months, we have serviced the school 

weekly in an effort to eradicate the rodents.  In addition, we have recommended a specialty company 

that can install devices in burrows as an extra measure to eliminate property access.  Baker has made a 

good faith effort to eliminate the rodent problem. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Siepka 

Mark Siepka, 
Owner 
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SUBJECT: 2016-AR-12 721 Green Bay Road 
   
MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2016       
 
FROM:   Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 

 
None  

 
 

 
Recommended Motion 
 
Adoption of Ordinance 2016-O-40 approving a request for an Appearance Review Certificate 
to remodel the façade and replace existing signage, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign 
variation to display three additional wall signs, a roof line design variation, and prohibited 
material variation. 
 
Background 

The Appearance Review Commission voted to deny a request for an Appearance Review 
Certificate, made a positive recommendation of requested sign variations, and made a negative 
recommendation on a roof line design variation, and prohibited material variation at their April 
4, 2016 meeting.   
 
The applicant appealed the Commission’s decision on the Appearance Review Certificate 
request.  The sign variation and zoning variation were sent to the Village Board.  At the July 
12, 2016 Village Board meeting, the Village Board voted to approve the request.  Because a 
portion of the request was presented to the Village Board with a negative recommendation, the 
ordinance to approve the request needs to be presented at a subsequent Village Board 
meeting. 
 
Discussion 

The Village Board is now asked to vote on the adoption of Ordinance 2016-O-40 approving a 
request for an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing 
signage, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign variation to display three additional wall 
signs, a roof line design variation, and prohibited material variation at 721 Green Bay Road, in 
accordance with the plans as submitted. 
 

 

Community Development 
Department 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/721+Green+Bay+Rd,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.0769615,-87.7123297,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fc538f0e77c3f:0xc6352e15d41a3396!8m2!3d42.0769615!4d-87.710141
mailto:sivertsenl@wilmette.com?subject=721%20Green%20Bay,%20Jaguar
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Budget Impact 

There is no impact to the budget. 
 
Documents Attached 

1. Ordinance 2016-O-40 
 



# 670275 

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-O-40 

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING AN APPEARANCE REVIEW CERTIFICATE AND 

AUTHORIZING CERTAIN VARIATIONS  

(721 Green Bay Road) 

WHEREAS, Imperial Motors (“Applicant”) has requested an appearance review certificate in 

accordance with section 20-5.7 of the zoning code and certain variations from sections 20-5.5, 20-

16, 20-5.4, and 20-10.7 of the zoning code.  Specifically, Applicant has requested an Appearance  

Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing signage (“Appearance Review 

Certificate”), and a one foot sign height variation, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign 

variation to display three additional wall signs, a roof line design variation, and prohibited material 

variation (all variations collectively referred to as “Requested Variations”)  on the subject property 

commonly known as 721 Green Bay Road, Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois, and legally described 

as: 

Lot 1 in Madison-Bryce Consolidation in Village of Wilmette, in Section 34, Township 42 

North, Range 13, East of the Third Principal Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois. 

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2016, the Appearance Review Commission held a public hearing on 

the application and recommended denial of all requested relief except for the requested sign 

variations; and 

WHEREAS, on July 12, 2016, the Village President and Board of Trustees (“Village Board”) 

heard the application and determined to concur with the Appearance Review Commission’s 

recommendation to grant the sign variations and to override the Appearance Review Commission’s 

recommendations to deny the other requested relief and to direct that this ordinance be prepared;  

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: 
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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 Variations are hereby granted. 

SECTION 3: The Appearance Review Certificate is hereby granted. 

SECTION 4: 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 on July 12, 2016. 

SECTION 5: 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 26th  

day of July 2016, according to the following roll call vote: 

AYES:   

NAYS:  

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:  

            
     Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 

 

APPROVED by the President of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, this 26th day of July, 2016. 

 
 
            
     President of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 

 

ATTEST: 
 
        
Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL  



3.7 
7-26-16

Report to the Village Board 
from the  

Appearance Review Commission 

Recommendation 1: The Commission recommends denying a request for an Appearance 
Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing 
signage. 

Recommendation 2: The Commission recommends granting a request for a 50 square foot 
sign area variation, and a sign variation to display three additional 
wall signs 

Recommendation 3: The Commission recommends denying a request for a roof line 
design variation, and prohibited material variation. 

Case Number: 2016-AR-12 

Property: 721 Green Bay Road 

Zoning District: VC, Village Center 

Petitioner: Imperial Motors

Request: The petitioner requests an Appearance Review Certificate to 
remodel the façade and replace existing signage, a one foot sign 
height variation, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign variation 
to display three additional wall signs, a roof line design variation, 
and prohibited material variation. 

Applicable Provisions of 20-5.5, Sign Variations 
Ordinances: 20-16, Sign Regulations 

20-5.4, Variation 
20-5.7, Appearance Review Certificate 
20-10.7, Village Center Building Design Regulations 

Meeting Date: April 4, 2016 

Date of Application: March 15, 2016 

Appearance Review  M. 1 M. 2 M. 3 
Commission Vote: Chairman Sheridan Yes Yes Yes 

 Commissioner Bradford No Yes No 
 Commissioner Collyer No Yes No 
 Commissioner Elkins No Yes Yes 
 Commissioner Miller  No Yes No 
 Commissioner Phillips No Yes No 
 Commissioner Woleben-Meade No Yes No 
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 721 Green Bay Road 

 

2 

Notices: Legal Notice published Wilmette Beacon on March 17, 2016 
Certificate of Posting dated, March 15, 2016 
Affidavit of Personal Notice dated, March 15, 2016 

 
Report Prepared By: Lucas Sivertsen, AICP 
 Business Development Coordinator 
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Description of the Property 
The subject property is located on the southwest corner of Green Bay Road and Washington Avenue in the 
Village Center Zoning District.  Surrounding uses include a commercial auto repair shop to the north, Union 
Pacific Railroad to the east across Green Bay Road, a bank to the south and townhomes and single-family 
homes to the west across an alley. 
 
Description of Request 
The petitioner requests an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing 
signage, a one foot sign height variation, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign variation to display 
three additional wall signs, a roof line design variation, and prohibited material variation. 
 
Appearance Review Certificate 

The applicant has been mandated by their corporate offices to remodel their automobile dealership to 
conform to new corporate identity standards.  The remodeling includes modifications to the exterior 
finish materials, roof line, exterior signage, and replacement of a portion of the showroom storefront. 
 
Sign Variation 

The existing signage includes two ground signs and two wall signs.  One of the existing ground signs 
will be removed.  The sign proposal includes four wall signs and one ground sign.  Another ground sign 
for Starbucks is conforming.  Only one wall sign is permitted, therefore, a sign variation to display an 
additional three wall signs is required. 
 
The proposed ground sign is just south of the existing building near the location of the existing ground 
sign.  The sign is 16 feet in height and 80 square feet in area.  Ground signs are limited to 15 feet in 
height and 30 square feet in area, therefore, a one foot height variation and 50 square feet sign area 
variation is required. 
 
Zoning Variation 

The Appearance Review Commission reviews variation requests from Section 10.7 of the Zoning 
Ordinance (Village Center Building Design Regulations).  Section 10.7.A.4(a) of the ordinance requires 
roof lines to be either varied with a change in height or within the incorporation of a major focal point feature 
such as a dormer, gable, or projected wall feature for every twenty-five (25) linear feet of building length.  
The east elevation does not meet this requirement, therefore, a roof line design variation is required. 
 
The Village Center Building Design regulations also prohibit certain materials including the proposed 
corrugated metal siding, therefore, a prohibited material variation is required. 
 
Action Required 
The Village Board may grant an Appearance Review Certificate and variations provided they 
determine the proposal meets the following standards of review. 
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Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review 
 
1. All sides of a structure receive design consideration. 
 
2. If the side or rear of the structure faces a street, a residential use, or a property located in a 

residential zoning district, the exterior materials used on the side or rear are comparable in 
character and quality to the exterior materials used on the facade of the structure. 

 
3. Materials used in the construction and design of the structure are of durable quality. 
 
4. Mechanical equipment is located or screened so as not to be visible from surrounding streets 

and properties.  
 
5. The scale and placement of the structure on the site is appropriate to the proportion of the site 

covered by the structure and the location of the structure in relation to its lot lines. 
 
6. Building design and placement must take into consideration natural grade conditions, existing 

vegetation, and other natural features. 
 
7. Excessive similarity or dissimilarity in design in relation to surrounding or adjoining 

structures is discouraged, including but not limited to building height, exterior materials, 
building mass, roof line, and architectural features. 

 
8. Design takes into consideration the relationship to the street and the pedestrian environment. 
 
9. Parking, storage, and refuse areas are located and screened so as not to negatively affect 

neighboring properties. 
 
10. Landscape is designed to maintain existing mature trees and shrubs to the maximum extent 

possible. 
 
11. Landscape provides an aesthetically pleasing design and, where applicable, provides for the 

screening of parking, storage, refuse, and utility areas from the street and adjacent residential 
properties. 

 
12. Selected plant materials shall be suitable to Wilmette’s climate and to their location on the 

site. The use of invasive species is prohibited. Invasive species shall be those included in the 
“Chicago Botanic Garden” list of “Invasive Plants in the Chicago Region.” 

 
13. Parking areas are designed to achieve efficient traffic flow and minimize dangerous traffic 

movements. 
 
14. Signs are of the appropriate design, color and placement to the structure, site and adjoining 

properties, in terms of materials, height, setback from the street, and proportion. 
 
15. Accessory structures, exterior lighting and fences, complement the overall structure and site 

design, in terms of materials, size, and architectural character. 
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16. For new two-unit dwellings, review is limited to whether or not the proposed structure 

maintains the external appearance of a single-family dwelling. 
 
Variation Standards of Review 
 

1. The particular physical conditions, shape or surroundings of the property would impose upon 
the owner a practical difficulty or particular hardship, as opposed to a mere inconvenience, if 
the requirements of this Ordinance were strictly enforced. 
 

2. The plight of the property owner was not created by the owner and is due to unique 
circumstances. 
 

3. The difficulty or hardship is peculiar to the property in question and is not generally shared by 
other properties classified in the same zoning district and/or used for the same purposes. This 
includes the need to accommodate desirable existing site landscape or reflect unique conditions 
created by the age and character of the property. 
 

4. The difficulty or hardship resulting from the application of this Ordinance would prevent the 
owner from making a reasonable use of the property. However, the fact the property could be 
utilized more profitably with the variation than without the variation is not considered as grounds 
for granting the variation. 
 

5. The proposed variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property 
or otherwise injure other property or its use, will not substantially increase the danger of fire or 
otherwise endanger the public health, safety and welfare, and will not substantially diminish or 
impair property values within the neighborhood. 
 

6. The variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood and will be 
consistent with the goals, objectives and policies set forth in the Comprehensive Plan. 
 

7. With respect to building materials, unforeseen advances in technology, appearance or quality 
render a prohibited material to be suitable and in keeping with the appearance goals of this code 
when used in the form presented by the applicant. 

 
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. 
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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 

Correspondence 
 
1.1 Description of Request, Robert Flubacker Architects 
 
Location Maps and Plans 
 
1.2 Existing Conditions Photos 
1.3 Applicant Submission, revised April 1, 2016 

 
Case Minutes 

November 2, 2015 721 Green Bay Road 
Imperial Motors Preliminary Review 
 
Mr. Jordan Aron stated he was before the Appearance Review Commission last year seeking 
approval for remodeling a Jaguar dealership.  Jaguar Corporate required approval before the 
plans could be presented to the Village for review.  Jaguar Corporate also was not willing to let 
the dealership make changes to the plan based on the Village’s design criteria.  The 
Commission denied the approval of the Appearance Review Certificate.  After the denial, 
Jaguar, Imperial Motors and the Village President met to discuss the proposal.  Some 
modifications to the plans were made and they thought the proposal was going in a positive 
direction towards approval. 
 
Before approval was granted, Jaguar Corporate directed Imperial Motors to stop their design 
development and said they were modifying the dealership design template for the entire 
country.  Mr. Aron said the second time around he told Jaguar Corporate they weren’t going to 
spend time and money on developing plans until they were confident the design was something 
the Village was going to support. 
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The purpose of their current review is to collect comments from the Commission on the 
conceptual plans.  He said Jaguar Corporate was going to be very stiff on what design 
variations they were willing to grant.  The plans presented were prepared by a design firm in 
California hired by corporate to provide conceptual design plans. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade asked what materials would be used on the façade. 
 
Mr. Aron said the large part of the façade will be aluminum composite material (ACM).  The 
brand name is Alucobond.  The other material used is corrugated metal paneling. 
 
Mr. Sheridan asked if Imperial Motors would be selling Land Rovers as indicated in the 
rendering. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said that is an interesting point.  They won’t be selling Land Rovers, but the 
concept prepared by corporate was for a dual concept with two symmetrical storefronts.  It isn’t 
clear how a dual concept will work with only one line of vehicles, which is part of the reason 
why they required the corporate architect to prepare the conceptual plans. 
 
Mr. Phillips asked about the directive from Jaguar corporate.  Last time Jaguar said no design 
variations would be granted and if the Village didn’t approve the redesign they would be forced 
to move. 
 
Mr. Aron said while they don’t require you to move, they place heavy sanctions on your 
business that would force you out. 
 
Mr. Bradford said Jaguar is a premium brand.  He would think their buildings would want to 
reflect that image of a premium brand.  In his mind the design for the dealership does not 
reflect a premium brand image. 
 
Mr. Phillips said while he can respect their position, there is no way he can support this design.  
It’s a substantial change from the existing building, which he considers to be one of the premier 
buildings in Village Center. 
 
Mr. Bradford said the last time they met, limestone was discussed as being a potential material. 
 
Mr. Aron said the concept plans shown are the general direction that car brands are going in. 
 
Mr. Bradford said most of the dealerships you see with ACM are located along a highway in a 
much different environment than the Village Center.  The building is more of a billboard in 
these cases. 
 
Mr. Aron said the car companies are intentionally designing the buildings this way and don’t 
anticipate the building will be around more than 10 years. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the Zoning Ordinance contains a list of materials that are specifically 
prohibited in the Village Center.  ACM is not listed as a prohibited material. 
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Mr. Bradford said it’s not a bad material if used in the correct application. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said she would like to see a lot more street trees and landscaping in the 
proposal. 
 
Mr. Aron said there are street tree pits in the parkway.  Once construction is complete they 
intend to ask the Village to replace the parkway trees. 
 
Mr. Elkins said he didn’t feel as strongly as others against the proposal.  He feels it’s 
unfortunate that the building looks like every other dealership you see.  The building is going to 
be non-descript.  Limestone would have a richer feel.  He doesn’t have an issue with the use of 
ACM.  Depending on what finish you have on the panels they can look very rich.  He does 
have an issue with the corrugated metal paneling.  It is bordering on being a prohibited 
material.  The large windows are a positive piece of the design.  He’s interested on seeing more 
about what is on the side elevations that are not shown.  The transition between the car 
dealership and Starbucks will be important. 
 
Mr. Bradford proposed an idea of concentrating the design focus on the southern wing where 
the main showroom is located.  The rest of the building would then be quiet and supporting of 
the main showroom. 
 
Mr. Aron said he thought Jaguar Corporate would not go for that idea.  Their concept calls for 
dual storefronts that mirror each other.  Everything is very symmetrical. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said there are a handful of architecture firms that design automobile dealership 
buildings.  It’s not a surprise that they all looks the same. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said that activating the streetscape could also help a lot to add some depth 
to the building.  Some cube planters on the sidewalk would help. 
 
Mr. Phillips asked if Jaguar was open to compromise. 
 
Mr. Aron said he didn’t think they were, and maybe even less so than before. 
 
Mr. Phillips said if the design doesn’t match the Village Center Design standards he doesn’t see 
a reason to grant a variation. 
 
Mr. Aron asked Mr. Sivertsen what variation would be needed. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the zoning ordinance requires a break in the roof line every 25 feet.  
Whether it was a change in the parapet height, shape, or the introduction of a bay or projection. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said he knows Jaguar well enough to have a sense for what design variations 
will be acceptable.  They may be open to dropping the corrugated metal, but the main elements 
that make up the storefront including the storefront glass height and consistent height across the 
roofline is something they will not budge on. 
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Mr. Phillips asked if there was any way to incorporate the existing building into the new 
design. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said they would need to demolish the first 50-60 feet of the building and rebuild.  
The design concept does not allow for any curves. 
 
Mr. Collyer said the Commission should be somewhat flexible, but the most important thing is 
to make sure buildings are fitting in with the character of the Village.  He realizes there is no 
strong design theme in the Village Center, but the proposed building is in stark contrast to 
current buildings in Village Center.  He feels if there was an effort to work with the Village 
codes and modify the materials to better fit the area he could support the proposal.  He 
understands they are limited in what modifications they can make due to Jaguar’s demands, but 
as it is currently shown, it would be difficult to support. 
 
Mr. Aron noted many of the buildings in the area of Village Center are deteriorated.  In the area 
around Imperial Motors there is a home that is contemporary. 
 
Mr. Sheridan noted the Commission does not review single family homes and that they are not 
held to any design criteria. 
 
Mr. Aron thinks the building would be a new and fresh concept for Village Center that could 
help revitalize the area.  He wasn’t a fan of the first design concept, but he likes the current 
concept.  They are proud of what they have built in the past.  Their buildings are always well 
maintained. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said if they were willing to make some compromises she would feel 
better about supporting something.  However, with no effort to design within the Village’s 
design criteria it is difficult to encourage them to move forward with their design drawings.  
The Commission can provide suggestions, but if Jaguar is not going to consider any 
modifications to their design their suggestions are pointless. 
 
Mr. Aron said the main design focal point is something that he doesn’t think Jaguar will allow 
modification to.  However, he thinks some changes to the north side of the building would be a 
possibility.  Changes from their material list will be difficult.  They have already tried to make 
changes to materials which were denied. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said Jaguar will not grant any modification to the design until it is rejected by 
the Appearance Review Commission.  He’s not sure what Jaguar’s position will be if the 
Village were to deny the proposal. 
 
Mr. Elkins asked what the petitioner was seeking at this meeting other than preliminary 
comments. 
 
Mr. Aron said they wanted to hear what the Commission had to say so they could take those 
comments back to Jaguar. 
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Mr. Sheridan said there were some Commissioners who staunchly don’t like the proposal and 
there are others who said the design might work if it was developed further to take into account 
the Village’s design criteria.  That may not be possible given Jaguar’s position on design 
modifications.  The last time they reviewed the proposal his concern was what would happen if 
Imperial Motors left after two years.  How could be building be reused.  For the good of the 
Village it should be able to be repurposed. 
 
Mr. Aron said the building won’t be designed to last.  The existing building is old and has seen 
many additions and patches over time.  It would be difficult to repurpose the existing building. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said he would be surprised if Imperial Motors were to put millions of dollars 
into the building and then decide to walk away from it two years later. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade summarized the comments of the Commission.  The corrugated metal is 
not supported, the streetscape needs more work, and the importance of roofline articulation 
were the main points of discussion.  It is up to the petitioner to decide what to do with those 
comments. 
 
Mr. Bradford suggested two modifications for the south half of the building which is the main 
focus of the corporate image.  The wall along the north side of the entrance is flush with the 
main façade.  If that were pushed back, and the glazing were raised up one more panel it would 
help improve that piece of the elevation. 
 
Mr. Elkins said he is not dead set against this proposal.  He likes it better than the previous 
design.  It was a positive change, but it may have went too far and become sterile and bland. 
 
Mr. Phillips said he could not support the design. 
 
Mr. Collyer said it would be difficult to support the proposal as it is presented. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said she would have a difficult time voting for the proposal without some 
of the comments incorporated into the design. 
 
Mr. Aron said he and Mr. Flubacker will take these comments back to Jaguar. 
 
 
April 4, 2016 721 Green Bay Road 
Imperial Motors Appearance Review Certificate and Variations 
 
Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-12, 721 Green Bay Road, Imperial Motors, for an 
Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the façade and replace existing signage, a one foot 
sign height variation, a 50 square foot sign area variation, a sign variation to display three 
additional wall signs, a roof line design variation, and prohibited material variation. 
 
Mr. Jordan Aron introduced himself and said Steve Ruby from Jaguar Corporate and Bob 
Flubacker his architect were in attendance. 
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Mr. Flubacker said there were changes made to the façade since the previous discussion before 
the commission.  The material at the service entrance was modified from a corrugated metal 
panel to aluminum composite material (ACM).  Jaguar Corporate would like a continuous 
height along the entire roof line.  The proposal before the commission showed a slightly 
articulated roof line.  Sheet A3 shows the main body of the showroom as the highest roof, the 
link slightly shorter by two modules, and then the showroom to the north is back up one 
module.  In addition, the front façade was pushed back two feet from the front lot line to 
accommodate a box hedge with dogwood shrubs as required by Jaguar.  
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade asked for clarification that the box hedge would or would not be boxwood 
shrubs. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said he didn’t think boxwood would survive.  The corporate standard called for 
locally sourced regional plant materials. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said there are lots of boxwood planted in the area.  They would be 
suitable. 
 
Mr. Sheridan asked why the hedge did not extend south to the parking lot. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said it was because of corporate standards. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said that concluded the changes.  He asked if the commissioners had seen the 
article printed in Automotive News about the new Jaguar corporate identity.  It reinforces the 
idea that this is a mandatory design for dealers across the world. 
 
Mr. Phillips asked if the commission was being asked to vote on the proposal as presented or if 
they were seeking feedback on the design. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said they would ideally like a vote on the design as submitted. 
 
Ms. Woleben-Meade said there wasn’t enough thought put into the landscape design for her to 
be able to support granting an Appearance Review Certificate. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said he understood and that they would need to come back with a more detailed 
landscape plan. 
 
Mr. Aron said there would also be street trees planted by the Village upon completion of the 
remodeling. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said to meet the screening standards for the parking lot the hedge should go all 
the way south to the parking lot. 
 
Mr. Aron said the parking lot on the south side is their display area and they wouldn’t want to 
plant a large hedge that blocks views of the vehicles. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said he considered the display area to be inside the building. 
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Mr. Sheridan said it made sense to discuss the Appearance Review Certificate and variation 
requests separately.  The design standards laid out in the zoning ordinance would not permit the 
proposed design.  The materials don’t meet the standard.  While he appreciates the articulation 
proposed by the architect it doesn’t meet the design standards in the Village Center zoning 
district.  He said he doesn’t mind the building; however, he doesn’t know if he can support the 
request because of the lack of conformance with the standards.  The Village worked very hard 
on the design regulations for the Village Center and doesn’t think they should be thrown away 
for this project. 
 
Mr. Bradford said the design is so-so.  His issue with the proposal is that it is the wrong 
building in the wrong location.  In addition, the transition from the new sleek design to the 
existing building where Starbucks is located is an odd collision of designs. 
 
Mr. Miller said Jaguar’s prototype is suited for a highway which is where most dealerships are 
located.  He agrees with Mr. Bradford that it’s the wrong building for downtown Wilmette.  It 
doesn’t fit contextually into Village Center. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said ironically, this design came out of the United Kingdom where most 
dealerships are in city centers. 
 
 Mr. Phillips said he remains against the design.  The design is too much different from the 
existing building and from the Village Center.  He disagrees with the applicant’s description of 
the proposal as mandatory and absolute.  He feels there’s been little attempt to try and work 
with the Village’s design standards.  He won’t support the design. 
 
Mr. Ruby said the description of the design as mandatory was not meant to offend anyone in 
any way.  They are trying to provide consistency in their global design. 
 
Mr. Sheridan acknowledged Mr. Ruby said Imperial Motors has been good neighbors of the 
community and they don’t wish to cause them hardship by not supporting the design.  They are 
required to apply the Village’s design standards.   
 
Mr. Elkins said he isn’t as strongly against the design as some of the other commissioners.  
There are other buildings along Green Bay Road that have similar massing.  The Jewel grocery 
store is boxy as well.  He thought the building had potential to be a good addition to the 
downtown.  Village Center is currently a mish-mosh of semi-accurate architectural styles. 
 
He does however have a few problems with the design.  The corrugated metal siding is going to 
be very visible from Green Bay Road even though it is on the south elevation.  He can live with 
the ACM paneling, but disagrees with the use of corrugated metal siding.  Additionally, there 
are two very dissimilar architectural styles abutting one another on the same building.  It’s an 
issue that doesn’t seem to have a solution. 
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Mrs. Woleben-Meade doesn’t mind the modern architectural style proposed.  Her issue is that 
there appears to have been no effort made to conform to the Village’s design standards.  
There’s potential for a positive review if the building where clad in a conforming material and 
if a landscape architect were consulted on a landscape plan for the property.  She agrees with 
Mr. Elkins that the transition from the modern design to the existing Starbucks needs work.  
She can’t support the plans as submitted, but thinks there’s opportunity if some revision are 
made. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said it’s not even the issue of two separate architectural styles next to each other, 
it’s the lack of detail of how the transition will work.  There are many ways to design the 
transition and the commission needs to know what the applicant is proposing.  There’s a 
transition of the wall and the transition of the roof line.  Both need more thought. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said he was informed by Jaguar that they would need to paint the parts of the 
building that wouldn’t be covered by the new siding. 
 
Mr. Ruby said he is hearing a lot of concerns of what he would consider secondary to the 
building.  At the heart of the design is the showroom.  If the commission can’t support the 
showroom the secondary issues are irrelevant. 
 
Mr. Aron said the design is what is seen up and down the highway for other car companies.  He 
said they may be forced to vacate the property and the Village would have another vacant 
building on Green Bay Road.  He knows the Village doesn’t want this.  The decision of not 
being flexible in the design is not up to Imperial Motors it’s a decision made by Jaguar. 
 
Mr. Bradford began reviewing the requested zoning variations.  He said the applicant has 
implied they may need to move if their request is denied by the Village.  While the applicant is 
faced with a difficulty as a result of the zoning ordinance and Jaguar’s demands, he feels the 
Village Board needs to make the decision whether or not the ordinance prevents the owner 
from making a reasonable use of the property.   
 
Mr. Elkins said he wanted to add that while the code prohibits the corrugated metal siding it did 
not specifically prohibit the ACM. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the code lists aluminum siding as a prohibited material.  It does not list 
specific materials like ACM. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said calling ACM aluminum siding is a very broad use of the term “aluminum 
siding.” 
 
Mr. Flubacker said the comprehensive plan does indicate the Jaguar dealership in its current 
location.  In that respect the request is consistent with the comprehensive plan. 
 
Mr. Bradford said the request is consistent with the comprehensive plan only in terms of the 
use, and not the design. 
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Mr. Sivertsen said the Village Center Master Plan is a part of the comprehensive plan.  The 
design regulations for which a variation is sought had been created as a result of the Village 
Center Master Plan. 
 
Mr. Sheridan asked commissioners for comments on the sign variation requests.  He read 
through the sign variation requests.  He wanted to know if there was a way to lower the height 
of the ground sign so that the one foot sign height variation could be removed.  If the applicant 
could reduce the height by one foot he would be fine approving the sign area variation.   
 
Mr. Flubacker said there’s a ground sign in Jaguar’s branding package that is 3,490 millimeters 
in height.  He didn’t know the exact conversion to feet, but said they would agree to a sign that 
is no taller than 15 feet in height. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said he thought the wall sign variation requests were appropriate. 
 
Mr. Sheridan said the vote for the appearance review certificate will be a partial vote since 
there’s not enough information on landscaping and lighting.  They will need a landscape plan 
prepared by a landscape architect and photometric data on their lighting.  They would also need 
a sample of the corrugated metal. 
 
Mr. Flubacker said they can’t get a sample of the corrugated metal.  A manufacturer has not yet 
been selected.  He understands this is partial submittal. 
 
Mr. Elkins stated his vote could be changed if the plans were resubmitted with improvements 
made to the intersection of the remodeling and existing Starbucks façade.  
 
Mr. Bradford moved to grant an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2016-AR-12, 721 
Green Bay Road, in accordance with the plans submitted.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Elkins.  Voting yes: Chairman Sheridan.  Voting no: Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, 
Miller, Phillips, and Woleben-Meade.  The motion failed. 
 
Findings of Sign Variation 
The commission found the proposed signs are consistent in design and scale to other signs in 
the neighborhood and that if the variations are granted they will not alter the character of the 
area. 
 
Decision 
Mr. Bradford moved to recommend a sign area variation and variation to display three 
additional wall signs for Case 2016-AR-12, 721 Green Bay Road, with the stipulation that 
pylon sign be no taller than 15 feet.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Elkins.  Voting yes: 
Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, and 
Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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Findings of Design Variation 
The commission found the zoning ordinance would create a hardship on the applicant, 
however, the plight is created by Jaguar corporate.  The variation request is not consistent with 
the policies of the Comprehensive Plan.  In light of the fact that the zoning regulations were 
recently changed to prohibit one of the proposed materials the commission feels the standard of 
review for building materials has not been met. 
 
Decision 
Mr. Bradford moved to recommend a roof line design variation, and prohibited material 
variation for Case 2016-AR-12, 721 Green Bay Road.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Elkins.  Voting yes: Chairman Sheridan and Commissioner Elkins.  Voting no: Commissioners 
Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips, and Woleben-Meade.  The motion failed. 
 
Mr. Elkins moved to authorize Chairman Sheridan to prepare the report and recommendation 
from the Appearance Review Commission for Case 2016-AR-12.  The motion was seconded by 
Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes: Chairman Sheridan and Commissioners, Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, 
Miller, Phillips, and Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried.  

 
 



Appearance Review Application

Business name: Imperial Motors – Jaguar

Business address: 721 Green Bay Rd.

Description of Request:

This letter is to summarize the proposed changes to the Imperial Motors-Jaguar facility, located at the 

above referenced address.  These changes are being set forth by Jaguar/Land Rover North America as a

mandatory refresh to all their dealerships nationwide.  The scheme being proposed in this package has 

received preliminary approvals of Jaguar/Land Rover at the regional and national levels.  A summary of

the proposed changes are as follows:

 Removal and reconstruction of the existing main car showroom (southeast corner of building, 

approx. 60' east-west x 106' north-south), including a new, recessed entry portico on the 

northwest corner of the showroom (fronting Green Bay Rd.)

 Removal of all sloped roofs and increasing the height of exterior walls with a parapet and flat 

roof behind

 Replacement of all existing exterior building finish materials

◦ New building finish materials to be Aluminum Composite Material

 Replacement of storefront frames and glazing in all existing openings

◦ Enlargement of the existing Showroom storefront window openings with new frameless 

planar structural glazing

 Replacement of existing overhead and entry doors to the building (as indicated)

 Signage:

◦ New building signage at the Showroom (north and east facades), Used Car Showroom and 

Service Drive

◦ New freestanding pylon sign at northeast corner of the property and removal of existing 

non-conforming, freestanding sign near same corner)

◦ Updating of the Jaguar branding on the existing plinth sign on the northwest corner of the 

property

◦ New directional signage, various locations
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THE ALLIANCE EVOLUTION: INTEGRATING ADVENTURE, LUXURY AND PERFORMANCE

Signage
Provided by Pattison Sign Group

INDIVIDUAL LETTERS LOGO FACADE SIGNAGE

JAGUAR:

3D CHROME LEAPER & 3D JAGUAR CHROMED 

LETTERS

WHITE LED HALO ILLUMINATION

INDIVIDUAL LETTERS LOGO FACADE SIGNAGE

LANDROVER OVAL DOME FORMED ACRYLIC FACE

BRIGHT POLISHED STAINLESS STEEL ACCENT RING

DARK GREEN VINYL BACKGROUND

OPAQUE SILVER CHROME LETTERS

WHITE LED KEYLINE ILLUMINATION AROUND LETTERS, 

ACCENTS & BORDER

LANDROVER LETTERS:

3D LAND ROVER CHROMED LETTERS

WHITE LED HALO ILLUMINATION

NON ILLUMINATED

3D CHROME LEAPER & 3D JAGUAR 

CHROMED LETTERS

LAND ROVER DOME FORMED ACRYLIC 

FACE

BRIGHT POLISHED STAINLESS STEEL 

ACCENT RING / DARK GREEN VINYL 

BACKGROUND

OPAQUE SILVER CHROME LETTERS / 

WHITE 

KEYLINE AROUND LETTERS ACCENTS 

& BORDER

ACM 

CONSTRUCTION

REFLECTIVE 

BLACK 

VINYL COPY

MILL FINISH 

ALUMINUM 

SUPPORT POLES

BLACK 

ALUMINUM 

GROUND COVER

POST & PANEL 

SIGNAGE

FONT IS ARIAL BOLD

ALUMINUM CONSTRUCTION

REVERSE CHANNEL HALO LIT

LETTERS WHITE LED HALO

SHOWN AGAINST CHAMPAGNE SILVER 

BACKDROP

FONT IS ARIAL BOLD

ALUMINUM CONSTRUCTION

REVERSE CHANNEL HALO LIT LETTERS

WHITE LED HALO

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Landscape 

Monument

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Small Pylon 3 

Panel

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Small Pylon 4 

Panel

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Small Pylon 5 

Panel

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 4 

Panel

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 5 

Panel

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 25 

Open

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 25 

Closed

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 30 

Open

Jaguar Stand Alone 

Large Pylon 30 

Closed
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION    AGENDA ITEM: 3.8 
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SUBJECT: 2016-Z-26 1809 Wilmette Avenue – Request to Table to August 23, 2016 
  
MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2016     
 
FROM:   Lisa Roberts, Assistant Director of Community Development 

 
None  

 
 

 
Recommended Motion 
 
Table case 2016-Z-26, a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor area variation, a 
1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ 
parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface 
coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface 
coverage variation to permit the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 
1809 Wilmette Avenue, to August 23, 2016. 
 
Discussion 

The Zoning Board of Appeals voted to make a negative recommendation on this request at 
their June 1, 2016 meeting.  Because of an expected trustee absence at the June 28, 2016 
meeting, the case was tabled to July 12, 2016.  The current owner of the property was unable 
to attend the July 12, 2016 Village Board meeting, so the case was then tabled to July 26, 
2016.  With the expected absence of President Bielinski on July 26, the applicant is requesting 
that the case be tabled to August 23, 2016.  Staff has confirmed with both the applicant and 
the current property owner that they are able to attend this meeting. 
 
Budget Impact 
 
There is no impact to the budget. 
 
Documents Attached 
 

1. Email from Joe Rodriguez dated July 18, 2016 
2. Email from Natalie Hanson dated July 18, 2016 

Community Development 
Department 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/1809+Wilmette+Ave,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.072168,-87.7233357,17z/data=!3m1!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fc56b96fd36a9:0x69a7b9da924363cf!8m2!3d42.072164!4d-87.721147
mailto:robertsl@wilmette.com






REPORT TO THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
FROM THE 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

Recommendation: The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends denying a 
request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor area 
variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ 
rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space 
depth variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total 
impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square 
foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit the retention of a detached two-car garage 
and parking pad at 1809 Wilmette Avenue in accordance 
with the plans submitted.   

Case Number: 2016-Z-26 

Property: 1809 Wilmette Avenue 

Zoning District: R1-D, Single-Family Detached Residence 

Applicant:  Joe Rodriguez 

Nature of Application: Request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor area 
variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ 
rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space 
depth variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total 
impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square 
foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit the retention of a detached two-car garage 
and parking pad 

Applicable Provisions of 
the Zoning Ordinance: Section 5.4 

Section 8.3 
Section 8.3.C 
Section 8.3.D 
Section 13.5.A 

Hearing Date:  June 1, 2016 

Date of Application: April 19, 2016 

Zoning Board Vote: Chairman Patrick Duffy No 
Mike Boyer  No 
John Kolleng  Yes 
Bill Merci No 
Lynn Norman  Not Present 
Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
Bob Surman  No 

3.8 
7-26-16 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/1809+Wilmette+Ave,+Wilmette,+IL+60091/@42.072168,-87.7233357,867m/data=!3m2!1e3!4b1!4m5!3m4!1s0x880fc56b96fd36a9:0x69a7b9da924363cf!8m2!3d42.072164!4d-87.721147
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STAFF INFORMATION AS PRESENTED TO THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
Description of Property 
 
The Subject Property is located on the south side of Wilmette Avenue approximately 90’ west of 
17th Street.  The property has 50’ of frontage on Wilmette Avenue and is 125.0’ in depth.  The 
property is 6,218.0 square feet in area.  The property is improved with a two-story single-family 
home and detached two-car garage. 
 
The subject property is surrounded by properties zoned R1-D, Single-Family Detached Residence, 
and improved with single-family homes. 
 
Proposal 
 
The petitioner is proposing to retain a detached two-car garage and parking pad that were recently 
constructed along with an addition and remodeling at the property.  The project was approved with 
a detached two-car garage measuring 20.0’ x 21.0’ (420 square feet), a rear two-story addition 
measuring 8.0’ x 13.94’ (111.52 square feet on each of the two floors), and a rear porch measuring 
6.91’ x 7.54’ (52.10 square feet). 
 
The project was constructed with a detached garage measuring 22.2’ x 22.25’ (493.95 square feet), 
a rear two-story addition measuring 9.52’ x 14.5’ (138.04 square feet on each of the two floors), 
and a rear porch measuring 7.82’ x 9.52’ (74.45 square feet). 
  
With the enlarged garage, rear addition, and rear porch, the actual constructed floor area is 3,400.74 
square feet.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits the total floor area to 3,346.72 square feet, a 
54.02 square foot total floor area variation is required. 
 
The project was approved with the garage having a 3.17’ side yard setback.  Because of the 
increased size, the detached garage is located partially into the buildable area, requiring the garage 
to conform to the minimum side yard setback for the property.  Because the Zoning ordinance 
requires a 5.0’ side yard setback and the garage was built with a 3.9’ side yard setback, a 1.1’ side 
yard garage setback variation is required. 
 
A parking pad was also constructed in the rear yard.  The parking pad measures 12’ x 16’.  Because 
the Zoning Ordinance requires parking spaces to be a minimum of 18.0’ in depth, a 2.0’ parking 
space depth variation is required.  Because the Zoning Ordinance requires a 5.0’ rear yard setback 
for parking spaces, a 5.0’ rear yard parking space setback variation is required. 
 
With the increased garage size, the rear yard structure impervious surface coverage is 480.85 
square feet.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
to 435.23 square feet, a 45.62 square foot rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation 
is required. 
 
With the increased garage size and the new parking pad, the rear yard total impervious surface 
coverage is 798.56 square feet.  Because the Zoning Ordinance limits rear yard total impervious 
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surface coverage to 746.1 square feet, a 52.46 square foot rear yard total impervious surface 
coverage variation is required. 
 
Requirement Required Proposed/Actual 
Side Yard Setback 5.0’ 3.9’* 
 
Requirement Maximum Proposed/Actual 
Total Floor Area 3,346.72 s.f.  3,400.74 s.f.* 
 

Rear Yard Impervious Surface Calculations 
Rear Yard = 1,243.5 square feet 

 
1,243.5 s.f. x .60 = 746.1 s.f. permitted rear yard total impervious surface coverage 

Proposed/actual impervious coverage = 798.56 s.f.* 
746.1 – 798.56 = 52.46 s.f. variation 

 
1,243.5 s.f. x .35 = 435.23 s.f. permitted rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 

Proposed/actual impervious coverage = 480.85 s.f.* 
435.23 – 480.85 = 45.62 s.f. variation 

* Non-conforming 
 
Other Floor Area Variation Requests 
 
1530 Greenwood Avenue Case 2016-Z-12 ZBA: Deny VB: Reconsideration Pending 
Request for a 40.16 square foot (0.64%) lot coverage variation, a 262.5 square foot (4.2%) total 
floor area variation, a 0.3’ rear yard garage setback variation, a 2.5 square foot (0.2%) rear yard 
structure impervious surface coverage variation, and a 2.8’ side yard air conditioner setback 
variation to permit the construction of a two-story addition and a new detached two-car garage 
 
819 Michigan Avenue  Case 2016-Z-07 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 967.41 square foot (9.93%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a 
two-story and second-story addition on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
114 Girard Avenue Case 2015-Z-55 ZBA: Deny VB: Revised/Granted 
Revised request for a 258.29 square foot (5.01%) total floor area variation to permit the 
construction of a second-story addition and a 6.67’ side yard air conditioner condenser setback 
variation to permit the installation of one air conditioner condenser 
 
233 Linden Avenue Case 2015-Z-52 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 191.17 square foot (2.73%) lot coverage variation, a 498.01 square foot (7.1%) total 
floor area variation, and a 1.89’ combined side yard setback variation to permit the construction 
of a one-story addition on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
1519 Washington Avenue Case 2015-Z-50 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for an 845.91 square foot (10.57%) total floor area variation, 0.83’ front yard setback 
variation, a 4.1’ side yard setback variation, a 2.89’ front yard porch setback variation, a 0.93’ side 
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yard porch setback variation, a 7.12’ front yard porch step setback variation, and a 23.29 square 
foot (1.55%) front yard porch coverage variation to permit the construction of a two-story addition, 
two second-story additions, and replacement front porch and steps on the legal non-conforming 
structure 
 
342 Gregory Avenue Case 2015-Z-37 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 114.22 square foot (2.42%) total floor area variation and a 4.04’ side yard adjoining 
a street setback variation, and a 58.33 square foot (5.84%) side yard adjoining a street impervious 
surface coverage variation to permit the construction of a two-story addition on the legal non-
conforming structure 
 
2026 Washington Avenue Case 2015-Z-36 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 109.96 square foot (1.58%) total floor area variation for a new detached two-car 
garage on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
930 Pontiac Road Case 2015-Z-35 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 47.68 square foot (0.62%) total floor area variation, a 0.29’ minimum side yard 
setback variation, and a 0.64’ combined side yard setback variation to permit the construction of a 
second-story addition on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
1536 Central Avenue Case 2015-Z-24 ZBA: Deny VB: Revised/Granted 
Revised request for a 139.14 square foot (1.78%) lot coverage variation and a 197.57 square foot 
(2.53%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a two-story addition and new front 
porch 
 
743 8th Street  Case 2014-Z-54 ZBA: Deny VB: Withdrawn 
Request for a 336.04 square foot (3.9%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a 
second-story addition on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
500 Lake Avenue Case 2014-Z-48 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 165.36 square foot (1.41%) total floor area variation, a 2.01’ side yard setback 
variation, and a 2.17’ side yard adjoining a street setback variation to permit a one-story addition 
on the legal non-conforming structure 
 
1025 Greenwood Avenue Case 2014-Z-41 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 268.63 square foot (3.03%) total floor area variation and a 2.56’ combined side yard 
setback variation to permit the construction of a one-story addition on the legal non-conforming 
structure 
 
706 Forest Avenue Case 2014-Z-28 ZBA: Deny VB: Withdrawn 
Request for a 133.44 square foot (0.96%) lot coverage variation and a 995.59 square foot (7.18%) 
total floor area variation to permit the construction of a roofed patio and second-story addition on 
the legal non-conforming structure 
 
1233 Maple Avenue Case 2014-Z-25 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 232.2 square foot (2.72%) total floor area variation, a 1.0’ front yard porch stair 
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setback variation, and a 5.86 square foot (0.47%) front yard porch impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit a front porch on a legal non-conforming structure 
 
1100 Forest Avenue Case 2014-Z-24 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for 201.61 square foot (2.18%) total floor area variation, a 13.75’ side yard adjoining a 
street parking pad setback variation, and a 4.5’ rear yard parking pad setback variation to permit 
the construction of a 2.5 car detached garage and parking pad on a legal non-conforming structure 
 
1323 Ashland Avenue Case 2014-Z-14 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 141.66 square foot (1.61%) total floor area variation to permit a two-story addition 
 
1238 Glendenning Road Case 2014-Z-09 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 165.91 square foot (2.65%) total floor area variation to permit construction of a first 
floor bay window on a legal nonconforming structure 
 
1106 Greenwood Avenue Case 2014-Z-04 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 713.4 square foot (5.95%) total floor area variation to permit the construction of a 
first floor mud room and a second floor addition on a legal nonconforming structure 
 
1240 Maple Avenue Case 2014-Z-03 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 1.37’ side yard setback variation, a 1.71’ front yard porch setback variation, a 4.71’ 
front yard stair setback variation, and a 205.29 square foot (2.46%) total floor area variation to 
permit the construction of a second floor and two-story addition and front porch on a legal 
nonconforming property 
 
1723 Elmwood Avenue Case 2013-Z-49 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 3.16’ combined side yard setback variation, a 1.46’ combined side yard setback 
variation, a 284.84 square foot (5.42%) lot coverage variation, a 196.31 square foot (3.74%) total 
floor area variation, and a 72.5 square foot (6.9%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit a first floor addition, a second floor addition, and a new detached two-car garage 
on a legal non-conforming structure 
 
2347 Thornwood Avenue Case 2013-Z-43 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request a 2.14’ front yard setback variation and a 410.6 square foot (6.19%) total floor area 
variation to permit the construction of one-story addition on the legal nonconforming structure 
 
2150 Greenwood Avenue Case 2013-Z-41 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 275.25 square foot (4.51%) total floor area variation to permit a one-story rear 
addition on a legal nonconforming structure 
 
247 Maple Avenue Case 2013-Z-39 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 3.0’ minimum side yard setback variation and a 190.02 square foot (3.11%) total 
floor area variation to permit the construction of a detached one-car garage on the legal 
nonconforming structure 
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1610 Spencer Avenue Case 2013-Z-38 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 157.24 square foot (2.18%) total floor area variation to permit a first floor bay 
window on the legal nonconforming structure 
 
214 5th Street Case 2013-Z-36 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 53.08 square foot (0.5%) total floor area variation and a 511.5 square foot (25.58%) 
rear yard flat surface impervious surface coverage variation to permit the retention of a raised deck 
(tree house) and artificial turf surface 
 
239 Apple Tree Lane Case 2013-Z-30 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 137.11 square foot (1.62%) lot coverage variation, a 903.76 square foot (10.70%) 
total floor area variation, a 6.26’ side yard deck setback variation, a 2.92’ rear yard deck setback 
variation, a 5.26’ side yard stair setback variation, a 5.35’ rear yard stair setback variation, and a 
6.21’ fence height variation to permit the replacement of an existing deck, stairs, and fence on the 
legal nonconforming structure 
 
1706 Walnut Avenue Case 2013-Z-25 ZBA: Deny VB: Withdrawn 
Request for a 217.65 square foot (4.09%) total floor area variation, a 0.62’ combined side yard 
setback variation, and a 27.6 square foot (2.59%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit a two-story addition and detached two-car garage on the legal nonconforming 
structure 
 
901 Greenleaf Avenue Case 2013-Z-23 ZBA: Deny VB: Revised/Granted 
Request for a 208.58 square foot (2.18%) total floor area variation to permit a one-story addition 
*Village Board approved a modified variation request for a 120 square foot (1.24%) total floor 
area variation to permit a one-story addition 
 
1234 Glendenning Road Case 2013-Z-14 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 158.07 square foot (2.53%) total floor area variation and a 0.32’ combined side yard 
setback variation to permit the construction of a carport on a legal nonconforming structure 
 
200 9th Street Case 2013-Z-13 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 310.07 square foot (3.93%) total floor area variation to permit the reconstruction of 
an existing enclosed porch on a legal nonconforming structure and a 1.68’ side yard porch setback 
variation to permit the replacement of a porch roof 
 
123 Sheridan Road Case 2013-Z-11 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 114.79 square foot (1.31%) total floor area variation and a 4.0’ roofed accessory 
structure separation variation to permit the retention of a detached pergola and a 2.5’ side yard 
generator setback variation and a 1.3 decibel sound variation to permit the retention of an 
emergency standby generator  
 
801 15th Street Case 2013-Z-10 ZBA: Deny VB: Granted 
Request for a 7.06’ front yard porch setback variation, a 7.06’ front yard step setback variation, a 
1,146.47 square foot (15.28%) total floor area variation, a 3.71 square foot (0.3%) front yard 
impervious surface coverage variation, and a 62.01 square foot (4.96%) front porch coverage 
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variation to permit the construction of a new front porch and stair on a legal nonconforming 
structure 
 
1133 Lake Avenue Case 2013-Z-03 ZBA: Grant VB: Granted 
Request for a 4.6’ front yard porch setback variation, a 6.18’ front yard step setback variation, a 
4.02 square foot (0.3%) front porch coverage variation, and a 200.07 square foot (2.22%) total 
floor area variation to permit the replacement and expansion of a front porch on the legal 
nonconforming structure 
 
Other Rear Yard Impervious Surface Coverage Requests 
 
1530 Greenwood Avenue Case 2016-Z-12 ZBA: Deny VB: Reconsideration Pending 
Request for a 40.16 square foot (0.64%) lot coverage variation, a 262.5 square foot (4.2%) total 
floor area variation, a 0.3’ rear yard garage setback variation, a 2.5 square foot (0.2%) rear yard 
structure impervious surface coverage variation, and a 2.8’ side yard air conditioner setback 
variation to permit the construction of a two-story addition and a new detached two-car garage 
 
33 Crescent Place Case 2016-Z-06 Granted 
Request for a 110.24 square foot (11.14%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation 
and a 23.79 square foot (2.4%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation to permit the 
construction of a new detached two-car garage 
 
114 16th Street Case 2015-Z-45 Granted 
Request for a 90.0 square foot (9.0%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation and 
a 47.04 square foot (4.7%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation to permit the 
construction of a two-car detached garage 
 
123 Prairie Avenue Case 2015-Z-44 Granted 
Request for a 90.0 square foot (9.0%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to 
permit the construction of a two-car detached garage 
 
1514 Lake Avenue Case 2015-Z-38 Granted 
Request for a 4.6’ side yard parking pad setback variation and a 101.65 square foot (4.8%) rear yard 
pavement impervious surface coverage variation to permit a parking pad in the rear yard 
 
209 4th Street Case 2015-Z-16 Granted 
Request for a 1.0’ side yard setback variation, a 1.0’ rear yard setback variation, and a 90.0 square 
foot (9.0%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of 
a new detached two-car garage 
 
101 15th Street Case 2015-Z-13 Granted 
Request for a 7.0’ side yard adjoining a street setback variation, a 135.15 square foot (15.52%) rear 
yard structure impervious surface coverage variation, and a 66.4 square foot (7.62%) rear yard total 
impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of a new detached two-car garage 
 
  



Case 2016-Z-26 
1809 Wilmette Avenue 

 

 

9 

433 8th Street Case 2014-Z-39 Granted 
Request for a 252.64 square foot (4.59%) lot coverage variation, a 1,596.07 square foot (29.02%) 
total floor area variation, a 3.23’ minimum side yard setback variation, a 0.58’ combined side yard 
setback variation, a 6.01’ rear yard setback variation, a 3.23’ side yard eave setback variation, a 
4.01’ rear yard eave setback variation, an 11.67’ rear yard deck setback variation, a 4.01’ rear yard 
stair setback variation, a 1.0’ first floor height variation, a 2.0’ rear yard detached garage setback 
variation, a 1.0’ rear yard garage eave setback variation, a 3.5’ accessory structure separation 
variation, a 208.06 square foot (15.13%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation, 
and a variation from the requirement to provide two enclosed parking spaces to permit the 
construction of a new home and one-car detached garage 
 
1319 Wilmette Avenue Case 2014-Z-31 Granted 
Request for a 44.0 square foot (3.14%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation and a 
273.94 square foot (19.57%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation to permit 
the expansion of an existing driveway 
 
2444 Thornwood Avenue Case 2013-Z-37 Granted 
Request for a 382.58 square foot (28.74%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit the construction of a detached two-car garage 
 
826 17th Street Case 2013-Z-19 Granted 
Request for a special use for a detached garage in excess of 600 square feet, a 49.68 square foot 
(2.82%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 158.95 square foot (9.03%) 
rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit an addition to an existing 
detached two-car garage 
 
1621 Walnut Avenue Case 2012-Z-45 Granted 
Request for a 313.38 square foot (5.97%) total floor area variation, 16.0 square foot (1.52%) rear 
yard total impervious surface coverage variation and a 112.5 square foot (10.71%) rear yard 
structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of a detached two-car 
garage 
 
112 6th Street Case 2012-Z-24 Granted 
Request for a 36.1 square foot (2.18%) rear yard pavement impervious surface coverage variation 
to permit the installation of a new driveway to serve a replacement detached garage 
 
822 17th Street Case 2011-Z-27 Granted* 
Request for a special use for a detached garage in excess of 600 square feet and a 152.0 square foot 
(8.64%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the construction of a 
three-car garage. *Village Board approved a modified variation request for an 88.0 square foot (5%) 
rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation  
 
621 Hibbard Road Case 2011-Z-15 Granted 
Request for a 71.87 square foot (7.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation 
to permit the construction of a new detached garage 
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1420 Washington Avenue Case 2010-Z-10 Granted 
Request for a 4.63’ side yard setback variation, a 12.9’ side yard adjoining a street setback variation, 
a 3.3’ side yard eave setback variation, a 9.67’ side yard adjoining a street eave setback variation, a 
55.36 square foot (9.97%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation and a 160.17 square 
foot (149.46%) rear yard structural impervious surface coverage variation to permit the 
reconstruction and expansion of a detached two-car garage 
 
511 10th Street Case 2009-Z-38 Granted 
Request for a 444.5 square foot (17.78%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation 
to permit the construction of a detached two-car garage 
 
1846 Forest Avenue Case 2009-Z-25 Granted 
Request for a grant a 113.77 square foot (16.17%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage 
variation to permit the construction of a new detached garage 
 
Zoning Ordinance Provisions Involved 
 
Section 5.4 outlines the variation procedures. 
 
Section 8.3 references Table 8-2, which establishes a side yard setback of 5.0’ on the subject 
property. 
 
Section 8.3.C establishes a maximum total floor area 3,346.72 square feet on the subject property. 
 
Section 8.3.D establishes a maximum rear yard structure impervious surface coverage of 437.5 (35%) 
on the Subject Property. 
 
Section 13.5.A references Table 13-2, which establishes detached garages as not allowed to 
encroach into a side yard. 
 
Action Required 
 
Move to recommend granting a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor area variation, 
a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ 
parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot (4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface 
coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface 
coverage variation to permit the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 1809 
Wilmette Avenue, in accordance with the plans submitted. 
 
(After the vote on the request) 
Move to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and recommendation for the Zoning Board 
of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-26. 
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CASE FILE DOCUMENTS 
 
     Doc. No.     Documents  
 
 Location Maps And Plans 
 
 1.0 Zoning Map 
 1.1 Sanborn Fire Map 
 1.2 Sidwell Tax Map 
 1.3 Pre-Construction Plat of Survey 
 1.4 Post-Construction Plat of Survey 
 1.5 Original Approved Site Plan 
 1.6 Original Building Permit Zoning Conditions  
 1.7 Constructed Basement Floor Plan 
 1.8 Constructed First Floor Plan 
 1.9 Constructed Second Floor Plan 
 1.10 Constructed Attic Floor Plan 
 1.11 Constructed Roof Plan 
 1.12 Constructed Garage Floor Plan and North and West Garage 

Elevations 
 1.13 Constructed Garage Section and East and South Garage Elevation 
 
 Written Correspondence and Documentation 
 
 2.0 Completed application form 
 2.1 Letter of application 
 2.2 Proof of ownership 
 2.3 Notice of Public Hearing as prepared for the petitioner, dated May 

10, 2016 
 2.4 Notice of Public Hearing as published in the Wilmette Beacon, 

May 12, 2016 
 2.5 Certificate of publication 
 2.6 Certificate of posting, dated May 17, 2016 
 2.7 Affidavit of compliance with notice requirements, filed by 

applicant, May 16, 2016 
 2.8 Floor Area Worksheets 
 
3.0 TESTIMONY, COMMENTS AND ARGUMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE 

APPLICANT 
 
 3.1 Persons appearing for the applicant 
 
  3.11 Mr. Joe Rodriguez, previous owner 
 
  3.12 Ms. Natalie Hanson, current owner 
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 3.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 3.21 Ms. Roberts said that this is a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) total floor 

area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard parking 
pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot 
(4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square 
foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit 
the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad.  The Village Board will 
hear this case on June 28, 2016.   

 
 3.22 Mr. Rodriguez said he is embarrassed that this is an after-the-fact application.  He 

should have come before anything was done.  His job was to oversee that everything 
got done according to blueprints.  The garage is not the way it should be.  They 
based their layout on a 22’ x 22’ garage.  The architectural drawings show the 
garage at 21’ x 21’.  He was the owner and he was the builder.  He is not the current 
owner.   

 
 3.23 Mr. Boyer asked if the garage was built and then the house was sold.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that is correct.  The new owner is at the meeting.   
 
 3.24 Chairman Duffy said that Ms. Roberts explained that there was a mistake in reading 

some plans.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the engineering plans had not been updated to match 

architectural plans so when the garage was inspected it was based off of the 
engineering plans.  The garage was built larger than zoning had allowed.   

 
 3.25 Chairman Duffy asked if that was true for the addition and the porch.  Those were 

not built according to submitted plans.   
 
  Ms. Roberts is not sure what happened with the addition and the porch.   
 
 3.26 Chairman Duffy clarified that there was a mistake as to which plans were read 

during construction.  He addressed the new owner about when he submitted plans 
to the Village and they said that the garage should be smaller.  The engineering 
plans had to be adjusted.  They knew the original plans were wrong and they needed 
to adhere to new plans.   

 
  Mr. Rodriguez said no, that is where the mistake was made.  He followed the plans 

that read 22’ x 22’.  The architectural drawings showed another dimension.   
 
 3.27 Chairman Duffy asked about the addition and the porch.  The plans were not 

followed on those elements either.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he took it on his own to increase dimensions so he could make 
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a dining room in that area.  He should have asked first.   
 
 3.28 Chairman Duffy asked Mr. Rodriguez if he is a builder.  Does he often work in the 

Village? 
 
  Mr. Rodriguez is a plumber but knows how to remodel a home.  He only works in 

the Village.   
 
 3.29 Mr. Surman asked about additional parking added through a parking pad.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that is correct.  He wanted to have the option of having a new 

buyer have a place to park because parking in the area is limited.  That pad was not 
on the original plan.   

 
 3.30 Mr. Surman asked if Mr. Rodriguez was a general contractor.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez is not a general contractor and acts as the general contractor on his 

own projects because he owns the property.  He said he is a licensed plumbing 
contractor.  On his own properties, he can be his own general contractor.   

 
 3.31 Chairman Duffy said that when Mr. Rodriguez bought the house there was 

Wilmette Avenue access.  The curb cut is still there.  The garage is now turned to 
the alley, the long drive having been removed, and there is now a parking pad in 
the back.  He has less impervious surface than he started with.   

 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that the curb cut is still there.   
 
 3.32 Mr. Surman noted that one cannot change the plans on a whim.  Next time he tries 

to build in the Village, he will be closely scrutinized.   
 
 3.33 Mr. Boyer asked Ms. Roberts if there was a situation where the previous owner is 

applying for the variance like in this situation.   
 
 3.34 Chairman Duffy talked about a situation that happened before he was on the Board.  

The location was near Westmoreland Country Club.  The builder built his house 
different from the approved plans.  He built the basement higher and then it counted 
as floor area.  No one caught it until occupancy.  The Village Board referred him 
to the Land Use Committee and he got fined.   

 
 3.35 There was discussion about who should have asked for the variation.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that the current owner authorized Mr. Rodriguez to file for the 

variations.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Schneider asked how this came to the Board’s attention.   
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  Ms. Roberts said that staff was advised that the garage was too big, which was then 
confirmed.  It was not caught on routine inspection.  A neighbor pointed out that 
the garage was too large.   

 
 3.37 Mr. Boyer asked if there were repercussions, does it go against the applicant or the 

owner.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he does not want anything going to the current owner.  He, Mr.  

Rodriguez, created this situation and he will do what he needs to do.  He is asking 
for help and recommendations.   

 
  Ms. Hanson said she was not aware of the variance when they made the offer.  The 

neighbor brought this up a week before closing.  They closed five weeks ago.  They 
sold their previous property, which was also in the Village.   

 
 3.38 Mr. Boyer asked what would happen if the Board said no and the Village Board 

says there are repercussions, who does that go against it.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said it would be between the owner and the applicant to sort out.  She 

would think it would be the builder but she does not think that the Village would 
say who should bear the burden.   

 
 3.39 Chairman Duffy said that the Village Board could sanction the builder for violating 

the code and could direct the penalty.   
 
 3.40 Mr. Merci asked if any changes were due to unforeseen conditions or some hardship 

pertaining to the site.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said that the lot is not a perfect rectangle in shape.   
 
 3.41 Mr. Merci clarified that these were willful changes.   
 
  Mr. Rodriguez said he followed the drawings approved by the Village.   
 
 3.42 Chairman Duffy said that Mr. Rodriguez stated this evening that he made the 

changes on his own as related to the porch and to the addition.   
  Mr. Rodriguez said he was not aware of problems with the porch until all this 

unraveled.   
 
 3.34 Mr. Kolleng asked if there was a garage that was taken down.   
 
 3.35 Chairman Duffy said this is shown on 1.3.   
 
 3.36 Mr. Kolleng asked about impervious surface prior to it being removed.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that they do not do calculations for the entire lot so she would 
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have to break it out by yard.   
 
 3.37 Mr. Kolleng noted that impervious surface seems less at this time.   
 
  Ms. Roberts agreed that impervious surface on the lot is now reduced.   
 
4.0 INTERESTED PARTIES 
 
 4.1 Persons speaking on the application 
 
  4.11 Mr. Tim Clemens 
   1811 Wilmett Avenue 
 
  4.12 Ms. Marie Hirschle, broker that represented the buyers 
 
 4.2 Summary of presentations 
 
 4.21 Mr. Clemens lives directly west of the subject property.  He was the one who 

brought this to the Village’s attention.  He does not have a problem with the 
proposal and the applicant has improved the neighborhood.   

 
 4.22 Ms. Hirschle said that none of the above came about until days prior to closing.  

There were errors and oversights.  She asked the Board to consider the fact that the 
current residents had no knowledge of this.  Mr. Rodriguez is saying that this is on 
him.  The buyers had no part in this situation.   

 
5.0 VIEWS EXPRESSED BY MEMBERS OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
 5.1 Mr. Boyer said the case is unique because the buyer owns the house and had no 

part in the variance request.  He may have supported the request if the applicant 
came to the Board before he did construction.  Some of the variations make sense.  
There is no parking on Wilmette Avenue, which is a busy street.  They are removing 
impervious surface.  The Board cannot approve this request because it is being 
made after the fact.  A conscious decision was made in the building process, which 
was outside of the original plans.  He is not comfortable penalizing the current 
owner.  The Village Board would have to look at not penalizing the current owner 
and figure something out with the applicant.   

 
 5.2 Mr. Kolleng agrees with Mr. Boyer’s comments.  The garage should get a pass 

because the Village missed it as well.  It was an honest mistake by the builder.  If 
the case had come to the Board before it was built, there would be less impervious 
surface, which is a positive, and the other variations are minor so the Board 
probably would have approved the request.  The situation is unique.  The buyer 
should not be penalized but the applicant should be penalized by the Village.  He 
would support the request.   
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 5.3 Mr. Surman said he agrees with most of the above.  Every case is unique.  The 
builders need to be responsible for what they do.  It is not the buyer’s responsibility 
but the Village Board has to make the decision about what to do about the builder.   

 
 5.4 Mr. Merci said agrees with the comments.  The request for variance is based on 

willful change and not on hardship or unforeseen conditions.  That is not a good 
practice and he will not support the request.   

 
 5.5 Mr. Schneider said he would support the request for above reasons.  If this had 

come to the Board before construction, the Board would probably have approved 
the request.  If the Village Board wants to impose a fine, it is the developers’ 
responsibility to pay it.   

 
 5.6 Chairman Duffy said if this had come to the Board before construction, the Board 

might have asked the applicant to take some inches off of the garage.  Regarding 
the porch and addition, this is where he starts having a problem.  The Village should 
have a discussion with the builder about not changing approved plans.  It is in the 
Board’s best interest to send this as a negative recommendation to the Village Board 
so the Village Board can decide how to handle it.   

 
 5.7 Mr. Kolleng said this application should be been initiated by the current owner and 

not by the builder.  This is an owner issue, but the Village Board can deal with the 
applicant.  It should not be a negative recommendation.   

 
 5.8 Mr. Surman said it should be the builder’s responsibility and not the buyer’s 

responsibility.  Why put the burden on the owner? 
 
 5.9 Mr. Boyer said that the owner was not complicit in the deceit that occurred.   
 
 5.10 Mr. Kolleng said that the owner is the legal owner.   
 
 5.11 Mr. Schneider referenced exhibits 1.1 and 1.2 that show the alley meeting Sterling 

but it doesn’t.  The alley dead ends.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that it is an unimproved alley.  It is dedicated but not improved. 
 
 5.12 Chairman Duffy said that some properties along Lawndale were deeded the alley.   
 
  Ms. Roberts said that is on the east side.  The alley is Village property on the west 

side of Lawndale. 
 
6.0 DECISION  
 
 6.1 Mr. Boyer moved to recommend granting a request for a 54.02 square foot (0.87%) 

total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard 
parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square 
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foot (4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 
square foot (3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to 
permit the retention of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 1809 Wilmette 
Avenue in accordance with the plans submitted.   

 
  6.11 Mr. Kolleng seconded the motion and the vote was as follows: 
 
   Chairman Patrick Duffy No 
   Mike Boyer   No 
   John Kolleng   Yes 
   Bill Merci   No 
   Lynn Norman   Not Present 
   Reinhard Schneider  Yes 
   Bob Surman   No 
    
   Motion failed. 
    
 6.2 Mr. Surman moved to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and 

recommendation for the Zoning Board of Appeals for case number 2016-Z-26.   
 
 6.21 Mr. Boyer moved to second the motion and the voice vote was all ayes and 

no nays.   
 
   Motion carried.   
 
7.0 FINDINGS OF FACT UPON WHICH DECISION WAS BASED 
 

A majority of the Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request does not meet the 
variation standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  There are no particular 
physical conditions of the property that impose upon the owner a practical difficulty or 
particular hardship.  The lot is a typical size and shape.  The plight of the owner was created 
by the owner when he modified the construction of the addition and porch without having 
the revision reviewed and approved.  The garage was also built too large, based on a plan 
that had not been updated to match the approved building plans.  There is nothing 
preventing an owner from making reasonable use of the property had the addition, porch, 
and garage been built within the zoning regulations.  The work was done by the previous 
owner who acted as the general contractor; the current owner had no involvement in the 
construction. 
 
A minority of the Zoning Board of Appeals finds that the request meets the variation 
standards of Section 5.4.F of the Zoning Ordinance.  The garage was built following plans 
that did not match the approved architectural plans and this was an honest mistake by the 
builder.  This mistake was also not caught during inspection.  The applicant has reduced 
the overall impervious surface coverage on the lot; the parking pad provides on-site parking 
in place of the driveway.  Parking on Wilmette Avenue is limited and difficult to manage.  
The rear addition and porch were built larger than the approved plans and these changes 
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should have been approved first.  Overall, the requests are very minor.  The variations will 
not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent properties.  The variations, if 
granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood.  The appearance of the 
neighborhood has been improved with the improvements to the house and the removal of 
the driveway. 

 
8.0 RECOMMENDATION 
 
 The Zoning Board of Appeals recommends denying a request for a 54.02 square foot 

(0.87%) total floor area variation, a 1.1’ side yard garage setback variation, a 5.0’ rear yard 
parking pad setback variation, a 2.0’ parking space depth variation, a 52.46 square foot 
(4.22%) rear yard total impervious surface coverage variation, and a 45.62 square foot 
(3.67%) rear yard structure impervious surface coverage variation to permit the retention 
of a detached two-car garage and parking pad at 1809 Wilmette Avenue in accordance with 
the plans submitted.   

 
 





















































 Agenda Item 3.9 

   
              
         
Date:   July 26, 2016 
 
To: Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 
 
From: Melinda Molloy, Finance Director 

 
Subject: Presentation of the June Monthly Financial Report  
 
 
Recommendation 
 
The Village Board accept the June monthly financial report and direct staff to place it on 
file. 
 
Background  
 
Section 6-4.1 of the Village Code reads as follows: 
 

The Village Treasurer shall submit monthly financial reports to the Village Manager 
and Board of Trustees, clearly reflecting the Village’s assets and liabilities, receipts 
and disbursements, and expended and unexpended balances of appropriation.  

 
The Finance Director is the appointed Village Treasurer. When presenting the report, the 
Finance Director typically advises of significant fluctuations in revenues or expenses to 
the Village’s funds, and discusses the impact on the year-end balance for the particular 
fund.   
 
Each month, the Board will receive two reports: 

1. The monthly financial report (follows this memorandum) 
2. Monthly disbursements (separate report) 

The monthly financial report includes the following: 

• General Fund, Sewer Fund, and Water Fund Analysis 
• Investments Summary  
• YTD Budget Detail  - direct output from our MUNIS financial system 

mailto:molloym@wilmette.com


  

 

MONTHLY 
FINANCIAL 

REPORT 
June 2016 

This report provides an overview of monthly activity 
and year-to-date totals for revenue, expense, and 
investment.   

Finance Department 
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General Fund Summary – Revenue 

 

Revenue Analysis – Total Revenues are up approximately $224,000 compared to budget. 
 
Property Tax – Property Tax is 36% of the total 2016 revenue budget.  The first installment of the 2015 
property tax levy (collectible in 2016) had a due date of March 1st.   The levy represents a 3.34% increase 
over the prior year levy and the first installment is based on 55% of the prior year levy.  The Village received 
a net amount of approximately $32,000 in the month of May.   Compared to last year, refunds are up 
approximately 9% year-to-date which is offset by prior year levy collections being up 39%. 
 
Sales Tax – Sales Tax is 16% of the total 2016 revenue budget.  There are three major categories to the sales 
tax revenue budget.  A very basic description of each follows.  One category is the State mandated sales tax 
(ST) which is collected from retailers based on the gross receipts of sales of tangible personal property.  The 
rate is 6.25% and the State will remit 1% back to the municipality where the collection of the tax occurred.  
The Home Rule sales tax (HRST) is a tax that is authorized by a municipality and applies only to purchases 
made within its jurisdiction.  The tax generally does not apply to grocery, drug store and automobile 
purchases.  This tax is also collected by the State, and all of it is remitted back to the authorizing 
municipality.  Since 2015, the Village rate is 1%.  The Local Use (LUT) tax is for items purchased outside of 
Illinois for use or consumption within the State.   Common examples are catalogue or internet purchases 
made from companies outside the State.  The rate is 6.25% and approximately 1% is remitted to 
municipalities based on population in proportion to the total state population.   Historically, the amount of 
LUT was so minor that there has been very little discussion as to the trend of collections and it was treated 
as part of regular sales tax collections.  As internet purchases continue to rise, the amount of LUT has 
become important.  The amount is broken out on a separate chart.  All sales tax that the State remits to 
municipalities is three months in arrears; thus distributions in June are from sales in March.  ST collections 
are down approximately 3.5% compared to last year.  LUT collections are up approximately 14.4% 
compared to last year.  HRST collections are up approximately $412,000, but this is the result of the timing 
of the rate increase which didn’t show up until the April 2015 distribution.  From a 2016 budget estimation, 
total sales tax revenue is performing slightly under budget and thus the year-end projection has been 
revised down $30,000.  The charts which follow provide historical perspectives of ST, LUT and HRST 
collections since January of 2015 along with a 12 month rolling trend line.  Beyond the variances in the 

General Fund Revenue Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Revenues 2016 Budget June YTD Actual
YTD % of 

Budget

Where 
should we be 

YTD?
Year End 

Actual June YTD Actual
 YTD % of 

Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Property Tax 12,980,600    6,740,948              52% 52% 12,980,600           12,515,475    6,441,111             51% 5%
Sales Tax 5,816,100      2,731,684              47% 47% 5,786,100             ↙ 5,345,098      2,324,712             43% 18%
Service Charges 3,168,500      1,556,733              49% 48% 3,168,500             3,340,773      1,493,478             45% 4%
Income Tax 2,764,700      1,537,628              56% 57% 2,694,700             ↙ 2,882,143      1,674,165             58% -8%
Utility Tax 2,293,400      1,227,630              54% 56% 2,253,400             ↙ 2,237,745      1,247,192             56% -2%
Permits 1,946,100      1,321,214              68% 45% 2,336,100             ↗ 2,470,227      1,301,143             53% 2%
Licenses 1,795,000      1,716,190              96% 93% 1,795,000             1,843,328      1,729,120             94% -1%
R.E. Transfer Tax 1,181,000      710,436                 60% 50% 1,276,000             ↗ 1,311,792      708,024                54% 0%
Water Fund Transfer 1,000,000      -                         0% 0% 1,000,000             1,100,000      -                        0% 0%
Others 3,337,300      1,155,775              35% 42% 3,216,700             ↙ 3,157,655      1,354,687             43% -15%
Bond Proceeds -                         
Total 36,282,700    18,698,238            52% 50% 36,507,100           36,204,235    18,273,630           50% 2%

2016 2015

   2016 Year-End 
Projection
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month-to-month actuals, note that the trend in collections over time as shown in the 12 month rolling line 
shows a slight decline in ST, and rise in LUT and a plateau for HRST.      
 
      

 
 

 
 
Service Charges – Service charges are approximately 9% of the 2016 revenue budget.  The Service Charges 
category is mainly comprised of refuse collections, ambulance transport charges, yard waste sticker sales, 
sanitarian services, elevator inspections, and alarm charges.   Through June, overall collections are up 
approximately $63,000 compared to last year.  Almost all of the difference is tied a timing of annual billings 
for municipal services.  Ambulance charges, yard waste stickers, burglar and fire alarm charges are all down 
compared to last year.  Elevator inspections and refuse collections are up compared to last year.  From a 
2016 budget estimation, total service charges are slightly better than expectations, but no adjustments to 
the year-end projection is warranted at this time. 
 
Income Tax – Income Tax is approximately 8% of the 2016 revenue budget.   For the third month in a row, 
collections were down compared to the prior year and year-to-date collections are down approximately 8%.  
From a 2016 budget estimation, income tax collections are underperforming expectations and thus a 
reduction of $70,000 to the year-end projection has been made.   The State is usually two months in arrears 
in the distribution of this revenue source.  The chart that follows provides a historical perspective of income 
tax collections and a 12 month rolling trend line.  Although declining since the start of the year, there is 
growth of 7% since January 2015. 
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Utility Tax – Utility Taxes are approximately 6% of the 2016 revenue budget.  The Electricity Excise Tax and 
the Natural Gas Use Tax (NGUT) are weather driven.  Electricity Tax collections year-to-date are up 
approximately 2.4% and NGUT collections are down approximately 12.9% compared to last year.   The 
Telecommunication Tax revenue is up year-to-date approximately 3.9% compared to last year in part due to 
the resolution of a class action law suit settlement that was adversely impacting last year’s revenue in the 
first half of the year.  From a 2016 budget estimation, total service charges are slightly under expectations; a 
reduction of $40,000 to the year-end projection has been made. 
 
Permits- Permit revenue is approximately 5% of the revenue budget.  June, like May, was a strong receipting 
month for permits.  Collections for regular permit activity were up compared to the same month last year by 
approximately $33,000.  Year-to-date regular permit collections are up 13% compared to last year.   Four 
non-recurring permits were received in June.  From a 2016 budget estimation, permit revenue is 
outperforming expectations; an increase of $390,000 to the year-end projection has been made. The chart 
that follows provides a historical perspective of permit revenue and a 12 month rolling trend line.  The 
amounts do not include non-recurring permits.  There is a slight upward trend of 1.6% over the past 12 
months. 
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Licenses- License fees in total are approximately 5% of the 2016 revenue budget.   The Licenses category is 
comprised of vehicle, taxi, animal, business, contractor and liquor fees.   Year-to-date collections through 
June are relatively flat compared to last year.  From a 2016 budget estimation, licenses collections are 
outperforming expectations, but no adjustments to the year-end projection is warranted at this time. 
 

R.E. Transfer Tax – RETT is 3% of the 2016 revenue budget.  June was another active month for housing 
activity.  Total collections for the month were up approximately 11% from the prior month, but compared 
to June last year (which was an unusually active month), down 27%.  On a year-to-date basis, totals are up 
approximately $58,000 or 9% compared to last year.  The growth in the RETT is being driven both by the 
number of sales (2.8%), as well as by the average purchase price (up 10.1%).  Per John Nash of Sotheby’s 
Realty, “The real estate market in 2016 has been steady.  Prices of North Shore single family homes are up 1% 
for the first half of 2016, and the number of home closings is up 4%.  On the other hand, market time has 
increased by 12% and inventory continues to grow making the market more competitive.”  From a 2016 
budget estimation, taking out non-recurring transactions, RETT is outperforming expectations; an increase 
of $95,000 to the year-end projection has been made. The chart that follows provides a historical 
perspective of transfer tax and a 12 month rolling trend line of real estate transfer tax collection.  The 12 
month rolling line shows a slight decline in growth. 
 

 
 
Water Fund Transfer – The transfer represents approximately 3% of the total revenue budget.  The annual 
Water Fund transfer reflects the profitable operation of our water plant from the sale of wholesale water.   
The transfer usually does not occur until the 4th quarter after we can analyze how water sales are 
performing.   
 
Other – The “Other” revenue category is approximately 9% of the total 2016 revenue budget.  Some of the 
revenue sources included in this category are: Personal Property Replacement Tax (PPRT), 911 fees and 
taxes, Hotel tax, Fines, Rental income, Commercial Refuse Franchise fees, Donations and Grants.  Year-to-
date the Village has received approximately $129,000 from the Hotel tax.  Overall this category is down 15% 
compared to last year.   Over 35% of the difference is tied to lack of receipt of E-911 surcharge revenue that 
is now going to the State instead of directly to the Village.  Another 30% of the difference is tied to a delay in 
the receipt of cell tower revenue.  There is a 15% decline in PPRT distributions and a 23% decline in both 
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circuit court and locally collected fines. The rest of the variance is due to fluctuations in the collection of 
donations and grants.  From a 2016 budget estimation, other collections are underperforming expectations, 
a reduction of $120,000 to the year-end projection has been made. 
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General Fund Summary – Revenue Actuals per Month 

 

General Fund Revenue Summary - 2016, 2015, and 2014 Actual per Month
2016 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD

Property Tax (2,917)        2,001,732   4,606,102      41,955        61,946        32,129        6,740,948      6,740,948      
Sales Tax 464,708      467,151      608,905         372,063      373,498      445,360      2,731,684      2,731,684      
Service Charges 155,169      229,231      259,878         268,096      278,473      365,887      1,556,733      1,556,733      
Income Tax 267,402      292,621      169,407         262,128      369,465      176,605      1,537,628      1,537,628      
Utility Tax 207,820      241,195      234,387         192,660      194,245      157,322      1,227,630      1,227,630      
Permits 90,202        162,785      383,722         164,229      231,352      288,925      1,321,214      1,321,214      
Licenses 145,078      75,280        900,111         426,489      126,565      42,667        1,716,190      1,716,190      
R.E. Transfer Tax 85,833        52,551        96,189           146,172      156,489      173,202      710,436         710,436         
Water Fund Transfer -              -                 -                 
Bond Proceeds -              -                 -                 
Other 60,133        214,083      157,236         258,220      284,566      181,538      1,155,775      1,155,775      

1,473,427   3,736,629   7,415,937      2,132,011   2,076,599   1,863,635   -             -               -                -             -                -               18,698,238    18,698,238    

2015 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Property Tax (5,131)        1,995,423   4,128,751      206,297      108,432      7,339          2,002,966   3,554,729    329,087         37,443        63,077          87,062          12,515,475    6,441,111      
Sales Tax 342,495      358,657      448,271         361,990      370,038      443,261      466,296      529,540       533,339         508,667      484,102        498,443        5,345,098      2,324,712      
Service Charges 149,060      241,306      253,241         315,814      274,214      259,843      362,042      249,896       268,027         318,234      266,231        382,866        3,340,773      1,493,478      
Income Tax 220,652      329,214      143,619         293,489      485,550      201,641      284,504      165,103       157,251         276,375      182,230        142,516        2,882,143      1,674,165      
Utility Tax 201,643      244,521      251,230         214,040      176,999      158,759      165,747      160,776       153,162         184,811      161,839        164,218        2,237,745      1,247,192      
Permits 94,586        98,876        210,758         223,885      197,368      475,669      276,313      234,399       140,701         146,898      174,256        196,517        2,470,227      1,301,143      
Licenses 142,711      37,427        865,740         498,373      122,691      62,178        30,965        31,811         19,608           11,200        13,971          6,653            1,843,328      1,729,120      
R.E. Transfer Tax 55,152        44,289        100,848         106,722      162,666      238,347      131,586      111,903       62,541           143,916      73,755          80,067          1,311,792      708,024         
Water Fund Transfer -               -             1,100,000     1,100,000      -                 
Bond Proceeds -             -               -                 -                 
Other 118,204      263,900      231,276         366,855      238,569      135,882      407,256      165,094       154,973         217,181      406,693        451,770        3,157,655      1,354,687      
Total 1,319,373   3,613,613   6,633,734      2,587,464   2,136,528   1,982,919   4,127,674   5,203,251    1,818,688      1,844,724   1,826,155     3,110,112     36,204,235    18,273,630    

2014 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Property Tax (17,442)      1,707,099   4,320,342      89,595        72,817        16,214        2,271,359   3,112,375    306,029         41,330        44,011          97,783          12,061,513    6,188,625      
Sales Tax 331,834      338,518      415,344         299,798      257,837      320,151      328,472      396,995       375,609         374,886      356,621        388,557        4,184,623      1,963,483      
Service Charges 256,076      228,070      247,345         275,021      262,825      347,499      259,701      261,916       265,722         293,303      239,541        373,547        3,310,566      1,616,836      
Income Tax 248,870      264,115      150,851         263,796      409,405      152,491      252,377      147,226       143,972         256,888      173,192        130,230        2,593,412      1,489,528      
Utility Tax 239,227      290,318      273,729         257,288      191,934      170,161      164,893      161,020       153,141         173,161      160,122        189,128        2,424,122      1,422,657      
Permits 76,310        92,540        106,728         136,035      292,006      260,808      236,376      158,533       270,234         267,603      217,608        386,425        2,501,207      964,428         
Licenses 137,145      42,082        827,973         418,386      237,380      51,557        44,538        60,319         23,127           33,349        19,601          12,973          1,908,430      1,714,523      
R.E. Transfer Tax 65,286        42,840        76,788           103,362      159,279      169,341      195,141      163,458       78,654           86,790        71,735          73,239          1,285,913      616,896         
Water Fund Transfer -             -              -                 -             -             -             -             -               -                -             1,000,000     -               1,000,000      -                 
Other 159,130      257,664      182,537         213,723      250,094      212,236      193,866      261,849       219,325         264,518      471,035        697,212        3,383,190      1,275,385      
Bond Proceeds -             -              -                 -             -             -             -               -                -             -                -               -                 -                 
Total 1,496,437   3,263,247   6,601,637      2,057,003   2,133,578   1,700,460   3,946,723   4,723,691    1,835,812      1,791,828   2,753,466     2,349,094     34,652,975    17,252,361    
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General Fund Summary – Expense & Reserve Balance 

 

Expenditure Analysis – Total Expenditures are projected to be under budget by approximately $800,000.  

Regular Wages – There is a vacancy in Police as well as one in Engineering that will result in approximately 
$108,000 in projected savings.  

Overtime- Not surprising given the mild winter, we are tracking below last year’s spending by 24% through 
June.  The year-end projection has been revised down $56,000 to reflect anticipated savings.   

Benefits – The year-end projection has been revised down $184,000 to reflect savings resulting from the 
actual employer pension contribution which was less than budgeted. 

Contractual –Spending is down 3% from last year mainly due to less snow removal costs.  The year-end 
projection has been revised down to reflect $60,000 in anticipated savings. 

Refuse – The -19% variance compared to year-to-date last year is the result of the savings negotiated into 
the residential and recycling contract.  The year-end projection has been revised down $35,000 to reflect 
anticipated savings. 

Commodities – The -29% variance compared to year-to-date last year is due to a reduction in spending 
related to lower salt costs.  The year-end estimate has been revised down $42,000 to mainly reflect reduced 
salt purchases.   

Contingency – The appropriation for contingency is used for items that were not anticipated at the time the 
budget was adopted as well as for the transfer of monies to the Debt Service Fund to offset the impact of 

General Fund Expense Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Expenditures 2016 Budget June YTD Actual
YTD % of 

Budget

Where 
should we be 

YTD?
Year End 

Actual June YTD Actual
 YTD % of 

Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Regular Wages 15,599,000    7,638,616              49% 50% 15,491,000           ↙ 14,982,481    7,383,317             49% 3%
Overtime 822,775         329,138                 40% 46% 766,775                ↙ 814,878         433,485                53% -24%
Benefits 8,502,435      6,527,492              77% 69% 8,318,435             ↙ 7,908,817      6,205,003             78% 5%
Contractual 3,089,096      1,205,532              39% 44% 3,029,096             ↙ 3,132,195      1,243,324             40% -3%
Refuse 2,382,800      1,021,710              43% 46% 2,347,800             ↙ 2,507,048      1,265,928             50% -19%
Commodities 783,630         352,730                 45% 54% 741,630                ↙ 871,918         498,214                57% -29%
Contingency 376,000         43,147                   11% 26% 376,000                73,922           11,297                   15%
Capital 2,343,825      266,756                 11% 14% 2,201,825             ↙ 2,733,944      323,762                12% -18%
Other 2,027,810      873,800                 43% 57% 1,874,810             ↙ 32,026           -                        0%
CERF current projects 516,500         133,315                 496,500                ↙
CERF transfer 342,000         -                         342,000                
Capital - Bond -                 -                         -                        1,696,925      932,586                55% -100%
Total 36,785,871    18,392,237            50% 52% 35,985,871           34,754,153    18,296,916           53% 1%

2016 2015

   2016 Year-End 
Projection
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property tax refunds. The year-to-date spending is all tied to costs associated with the installation of a 
security system for the police station.  It is anticipated that additional engineering design work for future 
road programs will be incurred this year.  At this time there are no savings projected. 

Capital – The bulk of the capital spending is for the Skokie/Hibbard Intersection Improvement project.  The 
costs incurred thus far will eventually be reimbursed by grant monies.    The spending for Locust Road and 
Central Avenue reconstruction is anticipated to be less than budgeted.  The road and alley program appears 
to be on budget however, we are still in the process of awarding the SAMP and brick renovation portions of 
the program.  Also included is this category is $13,584 for the final close-out payment of the Skokie Valley 
bike trail grant refund.  The year-end estimate has been revised down approximately $140,000. 

 

 

General Fund Operating Reserve Balance 

2015 Year End Reserve (Audit)        2016 Projected Reserve  Recommended Reserve 
Operating   $6,731,538               $7,730,000      
CERF              $715,000    575,500       
Total             $7,446,538               $7,877,500   $4,370,000 
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Sewer Fund Summary – Revenue 

 

Revenue Analysis 
 
Residential Sewer Charges – Sewer charges are tied to water consumption and as such will fluctuate with 
weather patterns. Also note that because of the quarterly billing process, revenue accounted for in a given 
month really reflects usage in the three months prior.  June billings, which are down 4.5% compared to the 
same month last year, reflect a portion of March through a portion of June usage.  There is a reduction in 
total year-to-date consumption of approximately 4%.  There is no sewer fee increase in 2016; the rate is 
$4.24/ccf.  On a year-to-date basis, sewer revenue is down 1% compared to 2015 and even more so from the 
2016 budget estimation, therefore, the year-end projection has been adjusted down $200,000.   
 
Bond Proceeds – This revenue source is comprised of IEPA loans.  The 2016 budget includes estimates for 
IEPA loans for both 2015 and 2016 for eligible sewer lining work.  This amount will be adjusted once the 
annual sewer lining programs are determined.   
 

Sewer Fund Revenue Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Revenues 2016 Budget
June YTD 

Actual
YTD % of 

Budget

Where 
should we be 

YTD?
Year End 

Actual 
June YTD 

Actual
 YTD % 

of Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Residential Sewer Charges 5,082,900      1,925,158          38% 41% 4,882,900      ↙ 4,793,735      1,952,031          41% -1%
Other 45,000           -                     0% 0% 45,000           -                 -                     0%
Bond Proceeds 1,640,000      1,982                  0% 0% 1,640,000      19,348           12,824               66% -85%
Total 6,767,900      1,927,140          28% 19% 6,567,900      4,813,083      1,964,855          41% -2%

2016 2015

   2016  Year-End 
Projection
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Sewer Fund Summary – Revenue Actuals per Month 

 

 

Sewer Fund Revenue Summary - 2016, 2015,  and 2014 Actual per Month
2016 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD

Residential Sewer Charges 227,488  345,284   304,665          371,640  352,758  323,323  1,925,158      1,925,158      
Other -                 -                 
Bond Proceeds 581 309 309                 288         260         235         1,982             1,982             
Total 228,069  345,593   304,974          371,928  353,018  323,558  -          -          -              -          -             -               1,927,140      1,927,140      

2015 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Residential Sewer Charges 229,850  319,065   324,582          384,691  355,331  338,513  435,587  465,088  438,249      528,170  481,955     492,655       4,793,735      1,952,031      
Other -                 -                 
Bond Proceeds 2,369      2,084       2,416              2,294      1,935      1,726      1,474      1,363      1,141          1,133      792            621               19,348           12,824           
Total 232,219  321,149   326,998          386,985  357,266  340,239  437,061  466,451  439,390      529,303  482,747     493,276       4,813,083      1,964,855      

2014 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Residential Sewer Charges 363,046  307,499   307,483          325,992  329,216  316,595  407,220  443,628  392,625      448,871  397,611     460,107       4,499,893      1,949,831      
Other -              -               -                 -                 
Bond Proceeds 1,405      1,316       1,375              1,263      1,200      1,275      1,227      1,021      1,035          266,220  411,682     15,125,383  15,814,402    7,834             
Total 364,451  308,815   308,858          327,255  330,416  317,870  408,447  444,649  393,660      715,091  809,293     15,585,490  20,314,295    1,957,665      
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Sewer Fund Summary – Expense & Reserve Balance 

 

Expenditure Analysis 

Regular Wages- There are no real savings to note as of the end of June.  The year-to-date variance is due in-
part to the planned reallocation of salary expenses from the General and Water Funds to more accurately 
reflect the time spent by public works employees on sewer related functions. 

Overtime- These costs through the end of June are lower than last year due to a mild winter.  

Benefits – The year-end projection has been revised down approximately $5,000 to reflect projected 
savings.   

Contractual - The increased spending from last year is mainly the result of work associated with the new GIS 
system initiative. The year-end projection has been revised down approximately $74,000 to reflect 
anticipated savings of $40,000 for sewer flow monitoring which will not be required by MWRD this year and 
$34,000 from sewer maintenance.  The sewer maintenance budget anticipated $50,000 for emergency 
contractual repairs and only $16,000 is projected to be spent in 2016. 

Commodities – Commodity expenditures are up 28% from last year due to additional costs associated with 
the new West Park Storage facility. 

Capital - The $300,000 budget is for sewer main repair work and no change is warranted at this time. 

Other – The largest expense in this category is the automotive expense allocation which is down slightly 
from last year, thus the year-end projection has been revised down approximately $6,500. 

Sewer Fund Expense Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Expenditures 2016 Budget
June YTD 

Actual
YTD % of 

Budget

Where 
should we be 

YTD?
Year End 

Actual 
June YTD 

Actual
 YTD % 

of Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Regular Wages 544,275         263,261             48% 50% 544,275         481,201         251,170             52% 5%
Overtime 19,500           8,568                  44% 49% 19,500           20,661           9,324                 45% -8%
Benefits 231,275         119,847             52% 53% 226,200         ↙ 217,154         120,370             55% 0%
Contractual 426,870         36,007                8% 22% 352,400         ↙ 294,069         39,563               13% -9%
Commodities 85,575           38,570                45% 52% 84,585           ↙ 73,953           30,030               41% 28%
Capital 300,000         -                     0% 66% 300,000         388,288         105,683             27% -100%
Debt Service 3,332,000      759,717             23% 17% 3,332,000      ↙ 3,012,076      778,863             26% -2%
Other 73,925           32,774                44% 53% 67,360           67,058           34,065               51% -4%
Capital - Debt 2,950,000      574,491             19% 32% 3,150,000      ↗ 13,712,206    5,999,904          44% -90%
Total 7,963,420      1,833,235          23% 29% 8,076,320      18,266,666    7,368,971          40% -75%

   2016  Year-End 
Projection

20152016
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Capital Debt – The reduced spending compared to last year is expected with the completion of the West Park 
Project.  The year-end projection has been revised up $200,000 to reflect the timing of final payments.  This 
is an appropriation issue, not an overall project cost issue. 

 

Sewer Fund Operating Reserve Balance 

2015 Year End Reserve (Audit) 2016 Projected Reserve  Recommended Reserve 
 $3,124,039     $3,080,000    $1,016,600   
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Water Fund Summary – Revenue 

 

Revenue Analysis 
 
Residential Water Sales – Water consumption will fluctuate with weather patterns. Also note that because of 
the quarterly billing process, revenue accounted for in a given month really reflects usage in the three 
months prior.  June billings are fairly flat compared to the same month last year, however, year-over-year 
total billing is down by approximately 1%.  There is a year-to-date reduction in consumption of 
approximately 4% compared to last year.  Somewhat offsetting the consumption decline are unmetered 
water charges, penalty fees and a water fee increase that went into effect in March of 2016 of $0.12.  The 
total rate is $2.61/ccf.   On a year-to-date basis, residential water sales are underperforming the 2016 
budget and therefore the year-end projection has been adjusted down $100,000.   
 
Wholesale Water Sales – Unlike residential sales, wholesale revenues reflect the month’s usage.  Wholesale 
water billings are up significantly, 17%, from the same time period last year.   A portion of the difference is 
explained by the timing of the catch-up billing of the bi-annual 2015 rate adjustment which occurred in 
September of 2015.  The current rate is $1.331/ccf.  Additionally, consumption is up over 6% compared to 
last year.  Staff anticipates that Kenilworth and Golf will be brought on as new wholesale customers at the 
very end of 2016 and thus no additional revenue for their usage is projected for 2016 at this time. On a year-
to-date basis, wholesale water sales are outperforming the 2016 budget and therefore, the year-end 
projection has been adjusted up $158,000.   
 
Other – In order to replace old water meters in a timely fashion, and attain a 15 year replacement cycle, a 
new fee was added to residential water bills in January 2016.  The Future Meter Replacement Charge is a flat 
fee that is based on meter size.  The 37% increase year-over-year is mainly due to the collection of the new 
fee.   
 

Water Fund Revenue Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Revenues 2016 Budget
June YTD 

Actual
YTD % of 

Budget
Where should 

we be YTD?
Year End 

Actual 
June YTD 

Actual
 YTD % of 

Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Residential Water Sales 3,214,300        1,228,378    38% 41% 3,114,300         ↙ 2,989,933    1,241,127    42% -1%
Wholesale Water Sales 4,842,000        2,433,619    50% 46% 5,000,000         ↗ 4,844,177    2,087,931    43% 17%
Other 190,000           54,100         28% 24% 190,000            129,511       39,544         31% 37%
Total 8,246,300        3,716,097    45% 44% 8,304,300         7,963,622    3,368,602    42% 10%

20152016

   2016 Year-End 
Projection
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Water Fund Summary – Revenue Actuals per Month 

 

 

Water Fund Revenue Summary - 2016, 2015, and 2014 Actual per Month

2016 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Residential Water Sales 142,482  212,943   195,460  242,654  225,942  208,898  1,228,378      1,228,378      
Wholesale Water Sales 420,748  423,860   343,461  331,245  417,376  496,930  2,433,619      2,433,619      
Other 4,193      8,931       7,514      8,721      15,226    9,517      54,100           54,100           
Total 567,422  645,733   546,434  582,619  658,544  715,344  -            -           -              -          -             -            3,716,097      3,716,097      

2015 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Residential Water Sales 158,454  215,682   200,968  237,079  220,101  208,844  271,123    285,836   269,986      325,609  295,073     301,179     2,989,933      1,241,127      
Wholesale Water Sales 366,570  275,626   367,710  326,601  352,119  399,305  440,543    502,164   728,999      384,024  350,286     350,230     4,844,177      2,087,931      
Other 5,446      5,070       4,897      7,893      9,046      7,191      7,642        7,764       3,143          56,828    8,493         6,097         129,511         39,544           
Total 530,470  496,377   573,576  571,574  581,266  615,339  719,309    795,765   1,002,127   766,462  653,852     657,506     7,963,622      3,368,602      

2014 Revenues January February March April May June July August September October November December Total YTD
Residential Water Sales 271,435  234,301   204,884  219,367  222,661  211,405  273,189    300,502   266,059      300,477  269,325     309,645     3,083,250      1,364,053      
Wholesale Water Sales 359,521  319,436   339,392  320,734  360,471  447,889  453,602    426,079   411,713      345,209  333,154     311,327     4,428,527      2,147,443      
Other 4,999      2,924       4,050      7,250      (33,866)   14,802    84,152      5,714       7,681          9,869      8,905         25,660       142,138         159                
Total 635,955  556,661   548,326  547,351  549,266  674,096  810,944    732,294   685,453      655,554  611,384     646,631     7,653,915      3,511,655      
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Water Fund Summary – Expense & Reserve Balance 

 

Expenditure Analysis 

Regular Wages- There are minor savings projected at this time and the year-end projection has been 
reduced by $4,400.   

Overtime- These costs through the end of June are lower than last year due to a mild winter.  The year-end 
estimate has been revised down $16,000.  

Benefits - There are minor savings projected at this time and the year-end projection has been reduced by 
$5,400.   
 
Contractual – Although spending is up slightly compared to last year, on a budgetary basis spending is 
down.  A delay in the unidirectional flushing program as well as a decline in work associated with 
emergency repairs has resulted in savings.  The year-end estimate has been revised down $113,000. 
 
Commodities – The additional 6% spending compared to last year is mainly due to the planned water meter 
purchases associated with the new initiative to be on a 15 year replacement cycle of water meters.  The 
year-end estimate has been revised down to reflect anticipated savings of $45,000 in utility costs and 
$12,000 in chemical costs.  
 
Transfer – The annual Water Fund transfer reflects the profitable operation of our water plant from the sale 
of wholesale water.   The transfer usually does not occur until the 4th quarter after we can analyze how 
water sales are performing.   
 
 
 
 

Water Fund Expense Summary - 2016 YTD with Comparision to 2015 Actual

Expenditures 2016 Budget
June YTD 

Actual
YTD % of 

Budget
Where should 

we be YTD?
Year End 

Actual 
June YTD 

Actual
 YTD % of 

Actual
YTD Actual 

Variance
Regular Wages 2,234,900        1,109,195    50% 50% 2,230,500         ↙ 2,185,529    1,101,524    50% 1%
Overtime 70,125             19,949         28% 49% 54,125              ↙ 57,811         23,539         41% -15%
Benefits 899,515           474,242       53% 53% 894,115            ↙ 869,700       471,449       54% 1%
Contractual 429,865           132,950       31% 56% 316,865            ↙ 328,255       157,420       48% -16%
Commodities 963,550           464,779       48% 49% 908,550            ↙ 811,538       398,186       49% 17%
Capital 207,890           51,079         25% 31% 247,890            ↗ 335,875       135,991       40% -62%
Debt Service 1,879,500        269,931       14% 23% 1,879,500         1,738,579    285,561       16% -5%
Transfers 1,000,000        -               0% 0% 1,000,000         1,100,000    -               0% 0%
Others 278,575           142,582       51% 57% 189,575            ↙ 204,046       157,280       77% -9%
Capital - Bond 221,117           17,954         8% 35% 221,117            13,385         6,625            49%
Total 8,185,037        2,682,662    33% 37% 7,942,237         7,644,719    2,737,574    36% -2%

   2016 Year-End 
Projection

20152016
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Other – The year-end projection has been adjusted down $89,000 mainly to reflect reduced charges from 
the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District for sludge disposal and other user charges.  
 
 

Water Fund Reserve Balance 

2015 Year End Reserve (Audit)   2016 Projected Reserve   Recommended Reserve  
         $2,215,757    2,799,000    $1,611,300   
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Investment Summary 

 

 

June 30, 2016

Net Book Maturity (Par) Market
Value of Value of Value of

Fund Investments Investments Investments

General Fund 9,660,529.08$               9,660,529.08$         9,660,529.08$               

General Fund - Bond Proceeds 10,250.00                      10,250.00                10,250.00$                    

Section 105 Fund 1,231,379.49                 1,231,379.49           1,231,379.49$               

Motor Fuel Tax Fund 822,549.54                    822,549.54              822,549.54$                  

Firemen's Pension Fund 37,825,040.60               37,196,160.60         42,997,931.08$             

Police Pension Fund 37,131,445.55               36,490,865.55         42,515,812.02$             

Water & Sewer Operating Funds 6,810,907.65                 6,810,907.65           6,810,907.65$               

Sewer Fund -- Bond Proceeds 1,236,342.04                 1,236,342.04           1,236,342.04$               

Water Fund -- Bond Proceeds 221,972.99                    221,972.99              221,972.99$                  

Total  -- All Funds Deposits & Investments 94,950,416.94$             93,680,956.94$       105,507,673.89$           
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Revenue and Expense – June MUNIS Report 

 

The pages that follow contain a direct output from the Village’s financial system, MUNIS. The Year-To-Date 
Budget Report is the primary monthly budget report for revenues and expenses tied to a specific period. 

When the report is run for a particular period, an asterisk (*) in the far right column indicates that the 
expended amount, plus the encumbrances, exceed the monthly budget allocation. Unless otherwise 
specified, the monthly budget allocation is 1/12th of the annual budget. 

Those Expense line items that have a budget of $30,000 or greater and have Percent Used of greater than 
65% (6 months / 12 months plus a buffer of approx. 15%) have been highlighted.  The highlighted items 
reflect that spending is not occurring at a rate of 1/12th per month and do not necessarily mean that there is 
a budget issue.  For example, the purchase of a large item like a vehicle, or entering into a contract for 
services, or insurance payments that occur at the start of the year will show as highlighted accounts.  

 



 
 
 

07/13/2016 09:04    |VILLAGE OF WILMETTE |P      1
boyichm             |YEAR-TO-DATE BUDGET REPORT |glytdbud

JUNE 30, 2016
 
 

FOR 2016 06
 

ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
1100     GENERAL FUND                       APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

11000001 GENFUND-NON-DEPT-REVENUE           
_________________________________________

 
11000001 300010  PROP. TAXES - CURR  -12,996,400           0 -12,996,400  -6,692,672.47            .00  -6,303,727.53   51.5% 
11000001 300020  PROP. TAXES - PRIO     -127,200           0    -127,200    -109,800.11            .00     -17,399.89   86.3% 
11000001 300030  PROP. TAXES-LEVIES      144,000           0     144,000      62,057.32            .00      81,942.68   43.1% 
11000001 300040  ROAD & BRIDGE TAX       -1,000           0      -1,000        -532.44            .00        -467.56   53.2% 
11000001 300100  SALES TAX   -3,757,500           0  -3,757,500  -1,764,392.55            .00  -1,993,107.45   47.0%*
11000001 300101  HOME RULE SALES TA   -2,058,600           0  -2,058,600    -967,291.92            .00  -1,091,308.08   47.0%*
11000001 300110  INCOME TAX   -2,764,700           0  -2,764,700  -1,537,628.35            .00  -1,227,071.65   55.6% 
11000001 300120  UTILITY TAX - ELEC     -970,000           0    -970,000    -472,056.63            .00    -497,943.37   48.7%*
11000001 300125  UTILITY TAX - GAS     -430,000           0    -430,000    -317,838.94            .00    -112,161.06   73.9% 
11000001 300135  UTILITY TAX - TELE     -893,400           0    -893,400    -437,734.24            .00    -455,665.76   49.0%*
11000001 300140  WIRELESS 911 TAX     -195,900           0    -195,900    -137,200.96            .00     -58,699.04   70.0% 
11000001 300145  E-911 SURCHARGE     -202,600           0    -202,600            .00            .00    -202,600.00     .0%*
11000001 300150  REAL ESTATE TRANSF   -1,181,000           0  -1,181,000    -686,646.00            .00    -494,354.00   58.1% 
11000001 300155  R.E. TRANSFER TAX            0           0           0     -23,790.00            .00      23,790.00  100.0% 
11000001 300170  PERSONAL PROP.REPL     -275,300           0    -275,300    -145,706.86            .00    -129,593.14   52.9% 
11000001 300175  FUEL TAX      -77,000           0     -77,000     -36,332.09            .00     -40,667.91   47.2%*
11000001 300176  Hotel Tax     -387,300           0    -387,300    -129,530.04            .00    -257,769.96   33.4%*
11000001 300310  CIRCUIT COURT FINE      -75,000           0     -75,000     -20,023.10            .00     -54,976.90   26.7%*
11000001 300320  LOCALLY COLLECTED     -280,000           0    -280,000     -98,796.76            .00    -181,203.24   35.3%*
11000001 300330  ANIMAL IMPOUND CHA       -3,700           0      -3,700      -3,243.00            .00        -457.00   87.6% 
11000001 301000  VEHICLE LICENSES   -1,440,400           0  -1,440,400  -1,449,590.00            .00       9,190.00  100.6% 
11000001 301010  TAXI LICENSES      -15,100           0     -15,100      -7,230.00            .00      -7,870.00   47.9%*
11000001 301020  ANIMAL LICENSES       -1,500           0      -1,500        -900.00            .00        -600.00   60.0% 
11000001 301030  BUSINESS LICENSES     -254,000           0    -254,000     -87,960.00            .00    -166,040.00   34.6%*
11000001 301035  CONTRACTOR LICENSE            0           0           0    -121,765.00            .00     121,765.00  100.0% 
11000001 301040  LIQUOR LICENSES      -84,000           0     -84,000     -48,745.00            .00     -35,255.00   58.0% 
11000001 302000 00010 BUILDING PERM   -1,077,200           0  -1,077,200    -537,759.85            .00    -539,440.15   49.9%*
11000001 302000 00150 ROOF PERMITS      -11,000           0     -11,000      -6,708.00            .00      -4,292.00   61.0% 
11000001 302000 00160 DEMOLITION PE     -158,000           0    -158,000     -82,970.00            .00     -75,030.00   52.5% 
11000001 302000 00170 AIR COND. PER            0           0           0      -4,170.00            .00       4,170.00  100.0% 
11000001 302000 00180 INSPECTION FE     -252,400           0    -252,400    -168,798.00            .00     -83,602.00   66.9% 
11000001 302005  BUILDING PERMITS-N      -30,000           0     -30,000    -265,712.71            .00     235,712.71  885.7% 
11000001 302010 00010 ELECTRICAL PE      -67,000           0     -67,000     -43,809.15            .00     -23,190.85   65.4% 
11000001 302015 00010 PLUMBING PERM      -46,400           0     -46,400     -27,891.00            .00     -18,509.00   60.1% 
11000001 302020  DRIVEWAY/R.O.W. PE      -19,600           0     -19,600      -9,424.00            .00     -10,176.00   48.1%*
11000001 302022  GRADING PERMITS      -73,400           0     -73,400     -32,675.00            .00     -40,725.00   44.5%*
11000001 302023  PAVEMENT DEGRADATI      -60,000           0     -60,000     -42,106.50            .00     -17,893.50   70.2% 
11000001 302025  DUMPSTER PERMITS      -10,300           0     -10,300      -5,130.00            .00      -5,170.00   49.8%*
11000001 302030  FENCE PERMITS      -13,100           0     -13,100     -11,076.00            .00      -2,024.00   84.5% 
11000001 302033  TREE REMOVAL PERMI       -8,200           0      -8,200      -5,133.00            .00      -3,067.00   62.6% 
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11000001 302035  OTHER PERMITS       -7,500           0      -7,500      -3,883.00            .00      -3,617.00   51.8% 
11000001 302050  PLAN REVIEW FEES      -78,300           0     -78,300     -41,585.00            .00     -36,715.00   53.1% 
11000001 302060  FILING FEES      -23,700           0     -23,700     -16,613.00            .00      -7,087.00   70.1% 
11000001 302070  PERMIT PENALTIES      -10,000           0     -10,000     -15,769.91            .00       5,769.91  157.7% 
11000001 303010  REFUSE COLLECTION   -2,403,900           0  -2,403,900  -1,110,742.94            .00  -1,293,157.06   46.2%*
11000001 303015  SALES OF YARD WAST      -90,300           0     -90,300     -50,733.00            .00     -39,567.00   56.2% 
11000001 303020  AMBULANCE TRANSPOR     -405,400           0    -405,400    -233,273.28            .00    -172,126.72   57.5% 
11000001 303030  BURGLAR ALARM CHAR      -20,000           0     -20,000      -8,085.00            .00     -11,915.00   40.4%*
11000001 303040  FIRE ALARM CHARGES       -4,000           0      -4,000        -350.00            .00      -3,650.00    8.8%*
11000001 303050  STREET LIGHT & PAR      -30,000           0     -30,000     -20,710.34            .00      -9,289.66   69.0% 
11000001 303055  TRAFFIC & PARKING            0           0           0      -3,375.00            .00       3,375.00  100.0% 
11000001 303057  Professional Servi            0           0           0      -1,992.82            .00       1,992.82  100.0% 
11000001 303060  SANITARIAN SERVICE      -68,400           0     -68,400     -17,630.00            .00     -50,770.00   25.8%*
11000001 303064  WINNETKA CAD - OPE         -500           0        -500        -218.00            .00        -282.00   43.6%*
11000001 303071  Ethernet Service C       -6,600           0      -6,600      -3,282.00            .00      -3,318.00   49.7%*
11000001 303075  FRENCH MARKET SERV       -2,100           0      -2,100      -2,175.00            .00          75.00  103.6% 
11000001 303085  PARK DIST. PERSONN      -58,000           0     -58,000            .00            .00     -58,000.00     .0%*
11000001 303086  OTHER POLICE SERVI         -800           0        -800         -50.00            .00        -750.00    6.3%*
11000001 303100  ELEVATOR INSPECTIO      -15,000           0     -15,000      -7,050.00            .00      -7,950.00   47.0%*
11000001 303110  MUNICPAL SERV-SHOR      -20,300           0     -20,300     -22,888.64            .00       2,588.64  112.8% 
11000001 303120  MUNICPAL SERV-FAIR      -35,000           0     -35,000     -72,381.00            .00      37,381.00  206.8% 
11000001 303130  CPR PROGRAM FEES       -1,200           0      -1,200        -640.00            .00        -560.00   53.3% 
11000001 303135  FLU SHOT REIMBURSE       -5,000           0      -5,000         -76.02            .00      -4,923.98    1.5%*
11000001 303138  OTHER HEALTH DEPT.       -2,000           0      -2,000      -1,080.00            .00        -920.00   54.0% 
11000001 304010  RENTAL INC.-WILMET      -55,000           0     -55,000            .00            .00     -55,000.00     .0%*
11000001 304020  RENTAL INC. - DEPO      -48,200           0     -48,200     -24,443.52            .00     -23,756.48   50.7% 
11000001 304025  Rental Income - 12      -31,200           0     -31,200     -15,600.00            .00     -15,600.00   50.0% 
11000001 304030  RENTAL INC.-3545 L       -2,400           0      -2,400      -1,200.00            .00      -1,200.00   50.0% 
11000001 304040  RENTAL INC.-CELLUL     -370,000           0    -370,000    -106,690.56            .00    -263,309.44   28.8%*
11000001 304100  CABLE TV FRANCHISE     -545,000           0    -545,000    -283,419.10            .00    -261,580.90   52.0% 
11000001 304105  PEG- CABLE      -42,500           0     -42,500     -21,629.42            .00     -20,870.58   50.9% 
11000001 304110  COMMERCIAL REFUSE      -79,200           0     -79,200     -44,306.06            .00     -34,893.94   55.9% 
11000001 309010  SALE OF GENERAL FI      -20,000           0     -20,000      -7,232.50            .00     -12,767.50   36.2%*
11000001 309030  INTEREST FROM PROP       -1,000           0      -1,000        -313.55            .00        -686.45   31.4%*
11000001 309040  HISTORICAL SOCIETY      -26,000           0     -26,000            .00            .00     -26,000.00     .0%*
11000001 309050  INSURANCE REIMBURS            0           0           0      -4,555.84            .00       4,555.84  100.0% 
11000001 309065  Write Off of Unuse            0           0           0      -2,586.03            .00       2,586.03  100.0% 
11000001 309099  OTHER INCOME      -21,000           0     -21,000     -15,856.78            .00      -5,143.22   75.5% 
11000001 309995  CASHIER'S OVER / S            0           0           0        -185.73            .00         185.73  100.0% 
11000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS      -10,000           0     -10,000     -10,653.37            .00         653.37  106.5% 
11000001 360013  Police Seizure Int            0           0           0        -170.38            .00         170.38  100.0% 
11000001 374200  WATER FUND TRANSFE   -1,000,000           0  -1,000,000            .00            .00  -1,000,000.00     .0%*
11000001 375100  POLICE GRANT REVEN      -20,000           0     -20,000      -2,746.16            .00     -17,253.84   13.7%*
11000001 375101  GRANT     -256,000           0    -256,000            .00            .00    -256,000.00     .0%*
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11000001 375101 80109 LOCUST ROAD R     -137,000           0    -137,000            .00            .00    -137,000.00     .0%*
11000001 375105  Police Seizure Rev      -20,000           0     -20,000            .00            .00     -20,000.00     .0%*
11000001 375200  FIRE GRANT REVENUE      -20,000           0     -20,000     -43,352.48            .00      23,352.48  216.8% 
11000001 375901 80107 Skokie/Hibbar     -136,000           0    -136,000            .00            .00    -136,000.00     .0%*

 
TOTAL GENFUND-NON-DEPT-REVENUE       -36,282,700           0 -36,282,700 -18,698,237.78            .00 -17,584,462.22   51.5%

 
 

11011010 LEGISLATIVE - GENERAL GOVT.        
_________________________________________

 
11011010 420010  MEMBERSHIPS       18,650           0      18,650      16,394.00            .00       2,256.00   87.9%*
11011010 420100  ANNUAL AUDIT       10,700           0      10,700       8,000.00            .00       2,700.00   74.8%*
11011010 441000  INCIDENTALS        2,000           0       2,000         235.49            .00       1,764.51   11.8% 

 
TOTAL LEGISLATIVE - GENERAL GOVT.         31,350           0      31,350      24,629.49            .00       6,720.51   78.6%

 
 

11041010 ADMINISTRATION - GENERAL GOVT.     
_________________________________________

 
11041010 410100  REGULAR WAGES      451,825           0     451,825     226,814.16     229,207.27      -4,196.43  100.9%*
11041010 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      145,560           0     145,560      81,107.53            .00      64,452.47   55.7%*
11041010 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        5,555           0       5,555       4,378.25            .00       1,176.75   78.8%*
11041010 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI        9,150           0       9,150       9,843.86            .00        -693.86  107.6%*
11041010 420020 20300 COMMUNITY NOT        4,500           0       4,500       3,981.00            .00         519.00   88.5%*
11041010 420040  LEASE / PURCHASE C        8,650           0       8,650       4,293.20            .00       4,356.80   49.6% 
11041010 420200  PRE-EMPLOYMENT EXA        4,000           0       4,000       2,212.75            .00       1,787.25   55.3%*
11041010 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        3,000           0       3,000         373.62            .00       2,626.38   12.5% 
11041010 441000  INCIDENTALS        1,500           0       1,500         541.00            .00         959.00   36.1% 
11041010 442000  TRAINING        9,630           0       9,630       8,687.30            .00         942.70   90.2%*
11041010 442010  PERSONNEL TRAINING          500           0         500            .00            .00         500.00     .0% 
11041010 442020  EMPLOYEE RECOGNITI        6,800           0       6,800            .00            .00       6,800.00     .0% 
11041010 443010  NEWS LETTERS       14,000           0      14,000       6,344.90            .00       7,655.10   45.3% 
11041010 443020  LEGAL NOTICES        2,000           0       2,000         110.39            .00       1,889.61    5.5% 
11041010 443025  CLASSIFIED ADVERTI        4,200           0       4,200         920.00            .00       3,280.00   21.9% 

 
TOTAL ADMINISTRATION - GENERAL GOVT.      670,870           0     670,870     349,607.96     229,207.27      92,054.77   86.3%

 
 

11051210 INFO. TECHNOLOGY - GEN GOVT.       
_________________________________________

 
11051210 410100  REGULAR WAGES      258,600           0     258,600     127,275.65     128,939.90       2,384.45   99.1%*
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11051210 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       91,345           0      91,345      48,187.70            .00      43,157.30   52.8%*
11051210 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          250           0         250            .00            .00         250.00     .0% 
11051210 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI       15,500           0      15,500      11,750.00         500.00       3,250.00   79.0%*
11051210 420020 20014 GEOGRAPHIC IN       31,670           0      31,670      13,510.65      15,181.05       2,978.30   90.6%*
11051210 421500  CONTRACTUAL HARDWA        5,200           0       5,200       1,240.00            .00       3,960.00   23.8% 
11051210 421510  CONTRACTUAL SOFTWA      204,410           0     204,410      85,269.22      25,341.37      93,799.41   54.1%*
11051210 421515  PC SOFTWARE SUBSCR       38,925           0      38,925      40,903.14            .00      -1,978.14  105.1%*
11051210 421520  CONTRACTUAL INTERN        5,580           0       5,580       6,482.55            .00        -902.55  116.2%*
11051210 428100  COMPUTER COMMUNICA       31,500           0      31,500      16,416.81            .00      15,083.19   52.1%*
11051210 430150  SUPPLIES - COMPUTE       11,900           0      11,900       8,247.77            .00       3,652.23   69.3%*
11051210 430160  SUPPLIES - COMPUTE        2,000           0       2,000         529.95            .00       1,470.05   26.5% 
11051210 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE          500           0         500         436.54            .00          63.46   87.3%*
11051210 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE        4,100           0       4,100       1,820.00            .00       2,280.00   44.4% 
11051210 441000  INCIDENTALS          200           0         200          33.42            .00         166.58   16.7% 
11051210 442000  TRAINING       10,125           0      10,125       2,050.56            .00       8,074.44   20.3% 
11051210 490100 40798 Police Squad       12,000           0      12,000      11,995.00            .00           5.00  100.0%*
11051210 490100 50200 OFF. FURN.&EQ       36,250           0      36,250      24,553.03            .00      11,696.97   67.7%*
11051210 490100 50206 NETWORK SERVE            0           0           0         194.00            .00        -194.00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL INFO. TECHNOLOGY - GEN GOVT.       760,055           0     760,055     400,895.99     169,962.32     189,196.69   75.1%

 
 

11061410 FINANCE - GENERAL GOVT.            
_________________________________________

 
11061410 410100  REGULAR WAGES      735,975           0     735,975     348,032.32     378,270.80       9,671.88   98.7%*
11061410 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      230,065           0     230,065     124,225.32            .00     105,839.68   54.0%*
11061410 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,500           0       1,500       1,347.50            .00         152.50   89.8%*
11061410 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI       30,500           0      30,500      15,714.86            .00      14,785.14   51.5%*
11061410 420040  LEASE / PURCHASE C       16,750           0      16,750       8,128.58            .00       8,621.42   48.5% 
11061410 420150  BANK CHARGES       52,500           0      52,500      30,046.09            .00      22,453.91   57.2%*
11061410 420160  POSTAGE       40,500           0      40,500      15,082.79            .00      25,417.21   37.2% 
11061410 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       18,000           0      18,000      10,412.53            .00       7,587.47   57.8%*
11061410 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI        2,000           0       2,000         959.76            .00       1,040.24   48.0% 
11061410 428000  TELEPHONE SERVICE       42,100           0      42,100      12,289.54            .00      29,810.46   29.2% 
11061410 428010  TELEPHONE MAINTENA        5,500           0       5,500       6,645.43            .00      -1,145.43  120.8%*
11061410 428020  TELEPHONE SERVICE       29,000           0      29,000      13,466.08            .00      15,533.92   46.4% 
11061410 428030  TELEPHONE-LONG DIS          200           0         200         -82.25            .00         282.25  -41.1% 
11061410 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE       19,100           0      19,100       3,917.09            .00      15,182.91   20.5% 
11061410 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        9,600           0       9,600       7,472.31            .00       2,127.69   77.8%*
11061410 441000  INCIDENTALS          200           0         200         317.26            .00        -117.26  158.6%*
11061410 442000  TRAINING        3,000           0       3,000          38.45            .00       2,961.55    1.3% 
11061410 443020  LEGAL NOTICES        2,000           0       2,000            .00            .00       2,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL FINANCE - GENERAL GOVT.          1,238,490           0   1,238,490     598,013.66     378,270.80     262,205.54   78.8%
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11071610 LAW - GENERAL GOVT.                
_________________________________________

 
11071610 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,285           0       1,285         995.00            .00         290.00   77.4%*
11071610 420300  CODE REVISION SERV        4,000           0       4,000         495.00            .00       3,505.00   12.4% 
11071610 420320  SPECIAL ATTORNEY F      100,000           0     100,000      62,445.16            .00      37,554.84   62.4%*
11071610 420350  CONTR. CORPORATION      208,200           0     208,200      85,500.00            .00     122,700.00   41.1% 
11071610 430220  SUPPLIES - LEGAL          750           0         750         299.00            .00         451.00   39.9% 
11071610 441000  INCIDENTALS          150           0         150            .00            .00         150.00     .0% 
11071610 444000  EXPENSE OF LITIGAT        5,000           0       5,000      18,156.20            .00     -13,156.20  363.1%*

 
TOTAL LAW - GENERAL GOVT.                319,385           0     319,385     167,890.36            .00     151,494.64   52.6%

 
 

11091845 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT              
_________________________________________

 
11091845 410100  REGULAR WAGES      868,500           0     868,500     417,923.68     423,532.64      27,043.68   96.9%*
11091845 410200  OVERTIME WAGES          500           0         500         529.10            .00         -29.10  105.8%*
11091845 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      298,120           0     298,120     152,201.71            .00     145,918.29   51.1%*
11091845 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        3,090           0       3,090       3,126.00            .00         -36.00  101.2%*
11091845 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI        5,450           0       5,450       2,050.00            .00       3,400.00   37.6% 
11091845 420030  Digital Records Co        3,500           0       3,500            .00            .00       3,500.00     .0% 
11091845 420400  PLAN REVIEW SERVIC       86,000           0      86,000      25,867.08            .00      60,132.92   30.1% 
11091845 420410  Non-Oper. Plan Rev        8,000           0       8,000            .00            .00       8,000.00     .0% 
11091845 421010  Contr. Elevator In        8,000           0       8,000       8,130.00            .00        -130.00  101.6%*
11091845 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI          200           0         200            .00            .00         200.00     .0% 
11091845 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        2,500           0       2,500         709.60            .00       1,790.40   28.4% 
11091845 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        1,385           0       1,385         553.83            .00         831.17   40.0% 
11091845 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       14,300           0      14,300       6,400.00            .00       7,900.00   44.8% 
11091845 441000  INCIDENTALS          300           0         300           9.72            .00         290.28    3.2% 
11091845 442000  TRAINING        3,050           0       3,050         434.00            .00       2,616.00   14.2% 
11091845 443020  LEGAL NOTICES        2,000           0       2,000         784.35            .00       1,215.65   39.2% 

 
TOTAL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT            1,304,895           0   1,304,895     618,719.07     423,532.64     262,643.29   79.9%

 
 

11091846 BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT               
_________________________________________

 
11091846 410100  REGULAR WAGES       55,075           0      55,075      27,536.16      27,536.11           2.73  100.0%*
11091846 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       16,905           0      16,905       8,441.18            .00       8,463.82   49.9% 
11091846 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,425           0       1,425         100.00            .00       1,325.00    7.0% 
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11091846 420450  BUSINESS PROMOTION       89,150           0      89,150      37,993.47            .00      51,156.53   42.6% 
11091846 441000  INCIDENTALS          650           0         650         349.40            .00         300.60   53.8%*
11091846 448910  Hotel Tax Rebate      297,850           0     297,850            .00            .00     297,850.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT               461,055           0     461,055      74,420.21      27,536.11     359,098.68   22.1%

 
 

11101060 BOARDS & COMM. - MISC.             
_________________________________________

 
11101060 441000  INCIDENTALS          500           0         500            .00            .00         500.00     .0% 
11101060 449010  WILMETTE HOUSING C        3,000           0       3,000            .00            .00       3,000.00     .0% 
11101060 449035  HIST. PRESERVATION        1,600           0       1,600          59.13            .00       1,540.87    3.7% 
11101060 449040  HUMAN RELATIONS CO        3,200           0       3,200         908.88            .00       2,291.12   28.4% 
11101060 449060  BICYCLE TASK FORCE        2,000           0       2,000            .00            .00       2,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL BOARDS & COMM. - MISC.              10,300           0      10,300         968.01            .00       9,331.99    9.4%

 
 

11111060 MUSEUM - MISC.                     
_________________________________________

 
11111060 410100  REGULAR WAGES      125,675           0     125,675      62,816.56      62,787.12          71.32   99.9%*
11111060 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       27,710           0      27,710      14,955.70            .00      12,754.30   54.0%*

 
TOTAL MUSEUM - MISC.                     153,385           0     153,385      77,772.26      62,787.12      12,825.62   91.6%

 
 

11151060 CABLE TV - MISC.                   
_________________________________________

 
11151060 410100  REGULAR WAGES       89,450           0      89,450      43,518.50      44,245.06       1,686.44   98.1%*
11151060 410400  CATV WAGES            0           0           0          27.14            .00         -27.14  100.0%*
11151060 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       33,340           0      33,340      17,543.21            .00      15,796.79   52.6%*
11151060 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          190           0         190         185.00            .00           5.00   97.4%*
11151060 421512  CONTRACTUAL WEBSIT        7,500           0       7,500       3,146.68            .00       4,353.32   42.0% 
11151060 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI        3,500           0       3,500          89.99            .00       3,410.01    2.6% 
11151060 428120  HIGH SPEED ETHERNE       17,600           0      17,600       9,030.87            .00       8,569.13   51.3%*
11151060 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE          250           0         250          49.98            .00         200.02   20.0% 
11151060 430300  SUPPLIES - VIDEO        2,500           0       2,500            .00            .00       2,500.00     .0% 
11151060 441000  INCIDENTALS          300           0         300            .00            .00         300.00     .0% 
11151060 442000  TRAINING          600           0         600            .00            .00         600.00     .0% 
11151060 448700  RENT - CATV STUDIO       13,200           0      13,200            .00            .00      13,200.00     .0% 
11151060 490350  OFFICE FURN. & EQU        5,000           0       5,000       4,179.36            .00         820.64   83.6%*
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TOTAL CABLE TV - MISC.                   173,430           0     173,430      77,770.73      44,245.06      51,414.21   70.4%
 
 

11191060 CONTINGENCY - MISC.                
_________________________________________

 
11191060 448035  Debt Service Fund       65,000           0      65,000            .00            .00      65,000.00     .0% 
11191060 449500  CONTINGENCY - REGU      311,000           0     311,000      43,146.57            .00     267,853.43   13.9% 

 
TOTAL CONTINGENCY - MISC.                376,000           0     376,000      43,146.57            .00     332,853.43   11.5%

 
 

11202035 ENGINEERING - OTHER PUB. WORKS     
_________________________________________

 
11202035 410100  REGULAR WAGES      349,450           0     349,450     143,511.50     152,962.47      52,976.03   84.8%*
11202035 410200  OVERTIME WAGES          500           0         500          17.53            .00         482.47    3.5% 
11202035 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      123,210           0     123,210      53,870.15            .00      69,339.85   43.7% 
11202035 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,485           0       1,485         975.00            .00         510.00   65.7%*
11202035 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI       22,500           0      22,500      13,792.95      14,500.00      -5,792.95  125.7%*
11202035 420400  PLAN REVIEW SERVIC       57,750           0      57,750      23,500.35       7,836.40      26,413.25   54.3%*
11202035 420410  Non-Oper. Plan Rev       55,000           0      55,000            .00            .00      55,000.00     .0% 
11202035 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI        1,600           0       1,600         650.18            .00         949.82   40.6% 
11202035 422100  MAINT.-TRAFFIC SIG       50,200           0      50,200      17,955.50      17,022.00      15,222.50   69.7%*
11202035 425000  SIDEWALK REPLACEME       70,000           0      70,000            .00            .00      70,000.00     .0% 
11202035 425100  CURB REPAIRS       40,000           0      40,000            .00            .00      40,000.00     .0% 
11202035 425200  S.A.M.P. PROGRAM      515,000           0     515,000            .00      25,522.10     489,477.90    5.0% 
11202035 425220  PAVEMENT MARKING P       50,000           0      50,000            .00            .00      50,000.00     .0% 
11202035 425230  BRICK STREET MAINT      136,000           0     136,000            .00       5,390.00     130,610.00    4.0% 
11202035 425235  BRICK STREET RENOV      240,000           0     240,000            .00      27,077.41     212,922.59   11.3% 
11202035 425240  CRACK SEALING PROG       40,000           0      40,000            .00            .00      40,000.00     .0% 
11202035 425250  STREET RESURFACING      360,000           0     360,000      19,112.12     129,769.36     211,118.52   41.4% 
11202035 425250 80107 Skokie/Hibbar      136,000           0     136,000     150,598.61      29,401.39     -44,000.00  132.4%*
11202035 425250 80109 Locust Road R      211,700           0     211,700            .00      18,377.06     193,322.94    8.7% 
11202035 425250 80111 CENTRAL AVENU      340,000           0     340,000            .00     178,556.00     161,444.00   52.5%*
11202035 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        1,300           0       1,300         744.14            .00         555.86   57.2%*
11202035 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        2,300           0       2,300         600.00            .00       1,700.00   26.1% 
11202035 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       10,200           0      10,200       4,560.00            .00       5,640.00   44.7% 
11202035 441000  INCIDENTALS        2,400           0       2,400         106.23            .00       2,293.77    4.4% 
11202035 442000  TRAINING        4,400           0       4,400         974.25            .00       3,425.75   22.1% 

 
TOTAL ENGINEERING - OTHER PUB. WORKS    2,820,995           0   2,820,995     430,968.51     606,414.19   1,783,612.30   36.8%

 
 

11233030 STREETS - PUBLIC WORKS             
_________________________________________

 
11233030 410100  REGULAR WAGES      993,550           0     993,550     461,130.57     476,628.04      55,791.39   94.4%*
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____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
11233030 410200  OVERTIME WAGES       85,000           0      85,000      15,572.23            .00      69,427.77   18.3% 
11233030 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      360,220           0     360,220     185,142.70            .00     175,077.30   51.4%*
11233030 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,745           0       1,745       1,680.00            .00          65.00   96.3%*
11233030 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI          400           0         400            .00            .00         400.00     .0% 
11233030 420020 20015 GPS FLEET MAN       11,600           0      11,600            .00            .00      11,600.00     .0% 
11233030 420040  LEASE / PURCHASE C        5,000           0       5,000       2,289.73            .00       2,710.27   45.8% 
11233030 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       48,460           0      48,460       9,467.85       9,247.60      29,744.55   38.6% 
11233030 421200  CONTRACTUAL SNOW R       73,110           0      73,110      13,515.54            .00      59,594.46   18.5% 
11233030 423200  J.U.L.I.E. EXPENSE        6,406           0       6,406       6,405.15            .00            .85  100.0%*
11233030 423300  LNDSCP&MAINT-PUB R       34,000           0      34,000       4,048.00      24,185.25       5,766.75   83.0%*
11233030 426000  RE-ACCREDITATION E        5,500           0       5,500            .00            .00       5,500.00     .0% 
11233030 427450  LEAF DISPOSAL      137,640           0     137,640            .00            .00     137,640.00     .0% 
11233030 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        6,500           0       6,500       1,299.18            .00       5,200.82   20.0% 
11233030 430130  SUPPLIES - MISC. T        3,125           0       3,125            .00            .00       3,125.00     .0% 
11233030 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        3,300           0       3,300       1,389.37            .00       1,910.63   42.1% 
11233030 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        1,000           0       1,000         427.69            .00         572.31   42.8% 
11233030 430410  MATERIALS - TRAFFI       16,400           0      16,400       5,357.75            .00      11,042.25   32.7% 
11233030 430420  MATERIALS - SALT      179,205           0     179,205     104,428.87      32,900.00      41,876.13   76.6%*
11233030 430430  MATERIALS - STREET       35,000           0      35,000      12,314.33            .00      22,685.67   35.2% 
11233030 430432  MATERIALS-LEAF PAN        5,250           0       5,250            .00       5,000.00         250.00   95.2%*
11233030 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE      562,000           0     562,000     251,116.52            .00     310,883.48   44.7% 
11233030 441000  INCIDENTALS        1,000           0       1,000         420.78            .00         579.22   42.1% 
11233030 442000  TRAINING        9,245           0       9,245       3,060.72            .00       6,184.28   33.1% 
11233030 447050  N.I.P.S.T.A. CONTR        1,500           0       1,500       1,500.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
11233030 448024  CAPITAL EQPT REPL      114,000           0     114,000            .00            .00     114,000.00     .0% 
11233030 480225 40568 LARGE DUMP TR            0           0           0            .00      79,900.00     -79,900.00  100.0%*
11233030 490450 70105 SNOW PLOWS       12,500           0      12,500            .00            .00      12,500.00     .0% 
11233030 490450 70156 SIGN LETTERIN       18,500           0      18,500            .00            .00      18,500.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL STREETS - PUBLIC WORKS           2,731,156           0   2,731,156   1,080,566.98     627,860.89   1,022,728.13   62.6%

 
 

11243030 REFUSE - PUBLIC WORKS              
_________________________________________

 
11243030 427000  REFUSE COLLECTION      980,000           0     980,000     410,855.70            .00     569,144.30   41.9% 
11243030 427100  RECYCLING COLLECTI      762,500           0     762,500     317,460.05            .00     445,039.95   41.6% 
11243030 427200  LANDFILL TIPPING F      433,800           0     433,800     241,763.41            .00     192,036.59   55.7%*
11243030 427300  YARD WASTE COLLECT      206,500           0     206,500      51,630.48            .00     154,869.52   25.0% 
11243030 427455  DISPOSAL OF PRESCR       15,000           0      15,000            .00            .00      15,000.00     .0% 
11243030 430310  SUPPLIES - YARD WA        2,550           0       2,550            .00            .00       2,550.00     .0% 
11243030 443041  PROMOTIONAL / EDUC          600           0         600            .00            .00         600.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL REFUSE - PUBLIC WORKS            2,400,950           0   2,400,950   1,021,709.64            .00   1,379,240.36   42.6%

 
 

11273030 GARAGE - PUBLIC WORKS              
_________________________________________
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
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11273030 309050  INSURANCE REIMBURS      -10,170           0     -10,170      -7,030.67            .00      -3,139.33   69.1% 
11273030 310010  GENERAL FUND CONTR   -1,201,700           0  -1,201,700    -536,906.52            .00    -664,793.48   44.7%*
11273030 310030  SEWER FUND CONTRIB      -71,600           0     -71,600     -31,990.00            .00     -39,610.00   44.7%*
11273030 310040  WATER FUND CONTRIB      -90,700           0     -90,700     -40,510.00            .00     -50,190.00   44.7%*
11273030 410100  REGULAR WAGES      553,625           0     553,625     275,242.54     276,812.24       1,570.22   99.7%*
11273030 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        2,600           0       2,600         118.05            .00       2,481.95    4.5% 
11273030 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      209,210           0     209,210     115,288.10            .00      93,921.90   55.1%*
11273030 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       40,000           0      40,000      15,856.06       3,645.00      20,498.94   48.8% 
11273030 422400  Maint. of Emergenc       56,395           0      56,395      19,136.34       8,778.77      28,479.89   49.5% 
11273030 422410  MAINT.-RADIOS          200           0         200            .00            .00         200.00     .0% 
11273030 423400  VEHICLE WASHING        1,170           0       1,170         347.82            .00         822.18   29.7% 
11273030 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        3,700           0       3,700         726.00            .00       2,974.00   19.6% 
11273030 430100  SUPPLIES - AUTOMOT      145,500           0     145,500      67,336.26            .00      78,163.74   46.3% 
11273030 430110  SUPPLIES - AUTO SH       15,000           0      15,000       7,388.86            .00       7,611.14   49.3% 
11273030 430120  SUPPLIES-VEH. STRI        2,200           0       2,200         585.29            .00       1,614.71   26.6% 
11273030 430122  SUPPLIES - SQUAD C        2,050           0       2,050         739.00            .00       1,311.00   36.0% 
11273030 430700  GAS & OIL      272,230           0     272,230      50,175.02            .00     222,054.98   18.4% 
11273030 430720  MECHANICS' TOOL AL        2,700           0       2,700       1,350.00            .00       1,350.00   50.0% 
11273030 441000  INCIDENTALS          250           0         250          12.45            .00         237.55    5.0% 
11273030 442000  TRAINING        3,100           0       3,100       1,172.90            .00       1,927.10   37.8% 
11273030 446000  LICENSE, TITLE&INS        5,240           0       5,240       1,962.50            .00       3,277.50   37.5% 
11273030 450100  AUTOMOBILE INSURAN       59,000           0      59,000      59,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL GARAGE - PUBLIC WORKS                    0           0           0            .00     289,236.01    -289,236.01  100.0%

 
 

11303030 TREE MAINT. - PUBLIC WORKS         
_________________________________________

 
11303030 410100  REGULAR WAGES      279,350           0     279,350     135,025.61     147,057.86      -2,733.47  101.0%*
11303030 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        8,150           0       8,150       1,914.54            .00       6,235.46   23.5% 
11303030 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      119,725           0     119,725      63,234.05            .00      56,490.95   52.8%*
11303030 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        2,000           0       2,000            .00            .00       2,000.00     .0% 
11303030 424000  TREE PLANTING PROG       61,000           0      61,000      14,198.00            .00      46,802.00   23.3% 
11303030 424100  TREE PRUNING & REM      316,570           0     316,570     149,140.00      60,478.50     106,951.50   66.2%*
11303030 424100 20210 EAB TREE REMO       43,600           0      43,600       3,690.20         772.30      39,137.50   10.2% 
11303030 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        1,250           0       1,250         228.99            .00       1,021.01   18.3% 
11303030 430400  MATERIALS        2,100           0       2,100         895.89            .00       1,204.11   42.7% 
11303030 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       28,600           0      28,600      12,800.00            .00      15,800.00   44.8% 
11303030 442000  TRAINING        2,000           0       2,000         556.52            .00       1,443.48   27.8% 

 
TOTAL TREE MAINT. - PUBLIC WORKS         864,345           0     864,345     381,683.80     208,308.66     274,352.54   68.3%

 
 

11333030 STR. LIGHTING - PUBLIC WORKS       
_________________________________________

 
11333030 410100  REGULAR WAGES      117,425           0     117,425      58,128.73      58,437.36         858.91   99.3%*
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11333030 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        5,950           0       5,950         804.32            .00       5,145.68   13.5% 
11333030 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       49,500           0      49,500      25,207.19            .00      24,292.81   50.9%*
11333030 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        4,100           0       4,100       2,360.00            .00       1,740.00   57.6%*
11333030 422200  MAINT & DISPOSAL-B        1,000           0       1,000            .00            .00       1,000.00     .0% 
11333030 422210  Street Light Pole       25,000           0      25,000       4,743.60      20,887.56        -631.16  102.5%*
11333030 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE          600           0         600            .00            .00         600.00     .0% 
11333030 430075  SUPPLIES       23,700           0      23,700      10,162.41            .00      13,537.59   42.9% 
11333030 430124  SUPPLIES - LIGHT P       25,000           0      25,000      14,889.61       9,278.95         831.44   96.7%*
11333030 430500  LEASED LIGHTING PO       20,000           0      20,000      10,678.74            .00       9,321.26   53.4%*
11333030 430510  STREET LIGHTING PO       73,000           0      73,000      35,616.86            .00      37,383.14   48.8% 
11333030 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       19,100           0      19,100       8,530.00            .00      10,570.00   44.7% 
11333030 442000  TRAINING          370           0         370            .00            .00         370.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL STR. LIGHTING - PUBLIC WORKS       364,745           0     364,745     171,121.46      88,603.87     105,019.67   71.2%

 
 

11342035 BLDG&GRDS - OTHER PUB. WORKS       
_________________________________________

 
11342035 410100  REGULAR WAGES      192,350           0     192,350      96,286.08      96,181.32        -117.40  100.1%*
11342035 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        9,825           0       9,825       4,044.37            .00       5,780.63   41.2% 
11342035 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       78,130           0      78,130      41,378.73            .00      36,751.27   53.0%*
11342035 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          400           0         400            .00            .00         400.00     .0% 
11342035 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       91,690           0      91,690      38,687.79      18,228.00      34,774.21   62.1%*
11342035 421125  CONTRACTUAL CUSTOD       74,000           0      74,000      35,497.02            .00      38,502.98   48.0% 
11342035 423000  HEATING & A/C SYST       62,500           0      62,500      18,086.09            .00      44,413.91   28.9% 
11342035 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        1,300           0       1,300          95.26            .00       1,204.74    7.3% 
11342035 430140  SUPPLIES - BUILDIN       48,800           0      48,800      26,678.27            .00      22,121.73   54.7%*
11342035 430180  SUPPLIES - GROUNDS        2,500           0       2,500       2,565.99            .00         -65.99  102.6%*
11342035 430270  SUPPLIES - PRINTIN        6,000           0       6,000       2,330.00            .00       3,670.00   38.8% 
11342035 430350  BUILDING FURNITURE       65,000           0      65,000      23,149.52            .00      41,850.48   35.6% 
11342035 430560  HEATING - GAS       30,000           0      30,000       7,415.63            .00      22,584.37   24.7% 
11342035 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE        8,900           0       8,900       3,960.00            .00       4,940.00   44.5% 
11342035 442000  TRAINING        1,000           0       1,000            .00            .00       1,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL BLDG&GRDS - OTHER PUB. WORKS       672,395           0     672,395     300,174.75     114,409.32     257,810.93   61.7%

 
 

11401020 F&P COMM - PUB. SAFETY             
_________________________________________

 
11401020 410100  REGULAR WAGES       45,300           0      45,300      22,486.99      22,654.46         158.55   99.7%*
11401020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       16,695           0      16,695       8,396.39            .00       8,298.61   50.3%*
11401020 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI       17,500           0      17,500       4,050.75            .00      13,449.25   23.1% 
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TOTAL F&P COMM - PUB. SAFETY              79,495           0      79,495      34,934.13      22,654.46      21,906.41   72.4%
 
 

11414020 POLICE OPER. - PUB. SAFETY         
_________________________________________

 
11414020 410100  REGULAR WAGES    4,701,700           0   4,701,700   2,275,314.72   2,322,480.30     103,904.98   97.8%*
11414020 410200  OVERTIME WAGES      321,750           0     321,750     120,816.52            .00     200,933.48   37.5% 
11414020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS    2,921,060           0   2,921,060   2,398,953.73            .00     522,106.27   82.1%*
11414020 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        1,375           0       1,375       1,135.00            .00         240.00   82.5%*
11414020 420210  MEDICAL EXAMS       15,000           0      15,000       1,333.00            .00      13,667.00    8.9% 
11414020 421300  Cont. Animal Contr       18,000           0      18,000       6,260.00      15,835.00      -4,095.00  122.8%*
11414020 422400  MAINT.-EQUIPMENT       31,400           0      31,400      23,142.82         587.42       7,669.76   75.6%*
11414020 422410  MAINT.-RADIOS       19,350           0      19,350       5,576.00            .00      13,774.00   28.8% 
11414020 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE       40,140           0      40,140      13,593.38            .00      26,546.62   33.9% 
11414020 430170  SUPPLIES - FIRING        9,000           0       9,000         940.65            .00       8,059.35   10.5% 
11414020 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T       13,800           0      13,800       5,487.43       3,624.84       4,687.73   66.0%*
11414020 430450  MATERIALS - CRIME        2,000           0       2,000         631.34            .00       1,368.66   31.6% 
11414020 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE      259,200           0     259,200     115,790.00            .00     143,410.00   44.7% 
11414020 441000  INCIDENTALS        4,600           0       4,600       1,098.81            .00       3,501.19   23.9% 
11414020 442000  TRAINING       41,000           0      41,000      22,905.86            .00      18,094.14   55.9%*
11414020 445500  Police Seizure Exp       20,000           0      20,000       9,272.86            .00      10,727.14   46.4% 
11414020 447010  CRIME LAB EXPENSE       41,100           0      41,100      39,113.00            .00       1,987.00   95.2%*
11414020 447030  N.I.P.A.S. CONTRIB        4,850           0       4,850       6,205.00            .00      -1,355.00  127.9%*
11414020 447040  MAJOR CRIMES TASK        4,300           0       4,300       4,100.00            .00         200.00   95.3%*
11414020 447050  N.I.P.S.T.A. CONTR        8,140           0       8,140       7,304.00            .00         836.00   89.7%*
11414020 448024  CAPITAL EQPT REPL      114,000           0     114,000            .00            .00     114,000.00     .0% 
11414020 480300 40720 POLICE VEHICL            0           0           0         133.19            .00        -133.19  100.0%*
11414020 480300 40730 POLICE VEHICL            0           0           0         133.19            .00        -133.19  100.0%*
11414020 480300 40735 POLICE VEHICL            0           0           0         133.19            .00        -133.19  100.0%*
11414020 480300 40755 POLICE VEHICL            0           0           0         144.14            .00        -144.14  100.0%*
11414020 490550 70425 REPL. INTOXYL        6,875           0       6,875       6,875.00            .00            .00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL POLICE OPER. - PUB. SAFETY       8,598,640           0   8,598,640   5,066,392.83   2,342,527.56   1,189,719.61   86.2%

 
 

11424020 POLICE SERV. - PUB. SAFETY         
_________________________________________

 
11424020 410100  REGULAR WAGES      513,075           0     513,075     253,382.85     256,990.90       2,701.25   99.5%*
11424020 410200  OVERTIME WAGES          300           0         300         174.36            .00         125.64   58.1%*
11424020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      190,000           0     190,000      99,840.67            .00      90,159.33   52.5%*
11424020 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          500           0         500          50.00            .00         450.00   10.0% 
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11424020 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI       19,025           0      19,025       8,672.34            .00      10,352.66   45.6% 
11424020 420040  LEASE / PURCHASE C        6,100           0       6,100       2,991.65            .00       3,108.35   49.0% 
11424020 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI          500           0         500         375.88            .00         124.12   75.2%*
11424020 426000  RE-ACCREDITATION E        7,000           0       7,000       2,140.00            .00       4,860.00   30.6% 
11424020 426100  L.E.A.D.S./P.I.M.S        3,000           0       3,000       3,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
11424020 426200  POLICE GRANT PROF.        1,500           0       1,500            .00            .00       1,500.00     .0% 
11424020 426300  VEHICLE TOWING SER          800           0         800         255.00            .00         545.00   31.9% 
11424020 428300  LIVESCAN  COMMUNIC        3,000           0       3,000            .00            .00       3,000.00     .0% 
11424020 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE          300           0         300            .00            .00         300.00     .0% 
11424020 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        8,000           0       8,000       4,300.85            .00       3,699.15   53.8%*
11424020 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        2,000           0       2,000         616.50            .00       1,383.50   30.8% 
11424020 441000  INCIDENTALS          300           0         300            .00            .00         300.00     .0% 
11424020 442000  TRAINING        1,200           0       1,200          90.00            .00       1,110.00    7.5% 
11424020 445000  CARE OF PRISONERS        1,500           0       1,500           5.68            .00       1,494.32     .4% 

 
TOTAL POLICE SERV. - PUB. SAFETY         758,100           0     758,100     375,895.78     256,990.90     125,213.32   83.5%

 
 

11434020 PUBLIC SAFETY COMMUNICATIONS       
_________________________________________

 
11434020 410100  REGULAR WAGES      710,700           0     710,700     344,785.70     350,687.88      15,226.42   97.9%*
11434020 410200  OVERTIME WAGES       64,000           0      64,000      20,163.03            .00      43,836.97   31.5% 
11434020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      268,880           0     268,880     144,975.19            .00     123,904.81   53.9%*
11434020 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          160           0         160         167.00            .00          -7.00  104.4%*
11434020 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI        7,000           0       7,000            .00            .00       7,000.00     .0% 
11434020 420020 20021 CONTR. FIRE D      220,300           0     220,300      99,726.40            .00     120,573.60   45.3% 
11434020 421510  C.A.D. SOFTWARE SU       81,440           0      81,440       1,550.00            .00      79,890.00    1.9% 
11434020 421510 70450 911 software            0           0           0       6,964.20            .00      -6,964.20  100.0%*
11434020 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI        5,600           0       5,600            .00            .00       5,600.00     .0% 
11434020 422300  MAINT.-E-911 SYSTE       61,050           0      61,050      11,653.08            .00      49,396.92   19.1% 
11434020 422600  NORCOM NETWORK EXP       80,250           0      80,250      43,892.90            .00      36,357.10   54.7%*
11434020 426110  IWIN PROGRAM        9,000           0       9,000       3,521.45            .00       5,478.55   39.1% 
11434020 428105  COMPUTER COMMUNICA        8,340           0       8,340       3,137.94       4,320.00         882.06   89.4%*
11434020 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        3,000           0       3,000       1,313.88            .00       1,686.12   43.8% 
11434020 441000  INCIDENTALS          200           0         200            .00            .00         200.00     .0% 
11434020 442000  TRAINING        2,300           0       2,300            .00            .00       2,300.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL PUBLIC SAFETY COMMUNICATIONS     1,522,220           0   1,522,220     681,850.77     355,007.88     485,361.35   68.1%

 
 

11454020 CROSSING GUARDS - PUB. SAFETY      
_________________________________________

 
11454020 410100  REGULAR WAGES      240,600           0     240,600     129,631.64     140,766.21     -29,797.85  112.4%*
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11454020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       22,275           0      22,275      13,893.06            .00       8,381.94   62.4%*
11454020 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        1,000           0       1,000            .00            .00       1,000.00     .0% 
11454020 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T          500           0         500            .00            .00         500.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL CROSSING GUARDS - PUB. SAFETY      264,375           0     264,375     143,524.70     140,766.21     -19,915.91  107.5%

 
 

11515020 FIRE - PUB. SAFETY                 
_________________________________________

 
11515020 410100  REGULAR WAGES    4,692,450           0   4,692,450   2,376,013.64   2,360,581.62     -44,145.26  100.9%*
11515020 410200  OVERTIME WAGES      305,000           0     305,000     163,722.92            .00     141,277.08   53.7%*
11515020 410300  OFF-DUTY RESPONSE       21,800           0      21,800       1,379.56            .00      20,420.44    6.3% 
11515020 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS    3,444,280           0   3,444,280   3,011,360.27            .00     432,919.73   87.4%*
11515020 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        3,895           0       3,895       2,794.00            .00       1,101.00   71.7%*
11515020 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI            0           0           0          75.00            .00         -75.00  100.0%*
11515020 420040  LEASE / PURCHASE C        5,000           0       5,000       2,131.38            .00       2,868.62   42.6% 
11515020 420210  MEDICAL EXAMS       16,675           0      16,675         882.00            .00      15,793.00    5.3% 
11515020 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI            0           0           0         237.90            .00        -237.90  100.0%*
11515020 422400  MAINT.-EQUIPMENT        5,650           0       5,650          98.55            .00       5,551.45    1.7% 
11515020 422410  MAINT.-RADIOS        1,450           0       1,450          27.09            .00       1,422.91    1.9% 
11515020 422420  MAINT.-BREATHING E        7,500           0       7,500       3,446.39            .00       4,053.61   46.0% 
11515020 422430  MAINT.-TELEMETRY E          750           0         750         485.00            .00         265.00   64.7%*
11515020 422440  MAINT.-SPECIAL RES        8,100           0       8,100       6,377.16            .00       1,722.84   78.7%*
11515020 426000  RE-ACCREDITATION E        7,500           0       7,500       5,797.36            .00       1,702.64   77.3%*
11515020 428100  COMPUTER COMMUNICA       24,150           0      24,150      12,414.64            .00      11,735.36   51.4%*
11515020 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE       25,125           0      25,125      19,041.34            .00       6,083.66   75.8%*
11515020 430055  PROTECTIVE CLOTHIN       23,000           0      23,000       5,380.26      17,874.92        -255.18  101.1%*
11515020 430175  SUPPLIES - FIRE HO        9,500           0       9,500       4,602.49            .00       4,897.51   48.4% 
11515020 430176  SUPPLIES - MEDICAL        9,700           0       9,700       6,349.39            .00       3,350.61   65.5%*
11515020 430177  SUPPLIES - EMERGEN        7,600           0       7,600       2,943.85            .00       4,656.15   38.7% 
11515020 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        2,000           0       2,000         767.50            .00       1,232.50   38.4% 
11515020 430250  SUPPLIES - OTHER T        7,500           0       7,500       2,725.50            .00       4,774.50   36.3% 
11515020 430440  MATERIALS - PUBLIC        4,500           0       4,500         118.00            .00       4,382.00    2.6% 
11515020 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE      290,500           0     290,500     129,800.00            .00     160,700.00   44.7% 
11515020 441000  INCIDENTALS          950           0         950          54.57            .00         895.43    5.7% 
11515020 442000  TRAINING       48,900           0      48,900      43,360.19            .00       5,539.81   88.7%*
11515020 447050  N.I.P.S.T.A. CONTR        8,325           0       8,325       7,304.00            .00       1,021.00   87.7%*
11515020 447060  M.A.B.A.S. CONTRIB        5,500           0       5,500       5,000.00            .00         500.00   90.9%*
11515020 448024  CAPITAL EQPT REPL      114,000           0     114,000            .00            .00     114,000.00     .0% 
11515020 448800  RENT - COMMONWEALT          575           0         575            .00            .00         575.00     .0% 
11515020 450045  Fire Truck Debt Re       12,500           0      12,500            .00            .00      12,500.00     .0% 
11515020 490600 70503 SCBA FILLING       45,000           0      45,000            .00            .00      45,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL FIRE - PUB. SAFETY               9,159,375           0   9,159,375   5,814,689.95   2,378,456.54     966,228.51   89.5%
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11566040 HEALTH                             
_________________________________________

 
11566040 410100  REGULAR WAGES      177,950           0     177,950      88,974.12      86,574.12       2,401.76   98.7%*
11566040 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       65,415           0      65,415      34,577.87            .00      30,837.13   52.9%*
11566040 420010  MEMBERSHIPS          600           0         600         424.00            .00         176.00   70.7%*
11566040 421400  CONTRACTUAL LAB SE        1,300           0       1,300         230.04            .00       1,069.96   17.7% 
11566040 422000  MAINT.-OFFICE EQUI          200           0         200            .00            .00         200.00     .0% 
11566040 430210  SUPPLIES - LABORAT        6,000           0       6,000            .00            .00       6,000.00     .0% 
11566040 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE          300           0         300          58.98            .00         241.02   19.7% 
11566040 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE        4,800           0       4,800       2,130.00            .00       2,670.00   44.4% 
11566040 441000  INCIDENTALS          700           0         700          88.00            .00         612.00   12.6% 
11566040 442000  TRAINING        1,000           0       1,000         210.00            .00         790.00   21.0% 
11566040 443060  C.P.R. PROGRAM        1,100           0       1,100         550.00            .00         550.00   50.0%*

 
TOTAL HEALTH                             259,365           0     259,365     127,243.01      86,574.12      45,547.87   82.4%

 
 

11910050 LIABILITY & PROPERTY INSURANCE     
_________________________________________

 
11910050 450110  PROPERTY/LIABILITY      175,000           0     175,000     125,220.28            .00      49,779.72   71.6%*
11910050 450130  PROPERTY/LIABILITY       30,000           0      30,000      18,412.75            .00      11,587.25   61.4%*

 
TOTAL LIABILITY & PROPERTY INSURANCE      205,000           0     205,000     143,633.03            .00      61,366.97   70.1%

 
 

11952070 ENGR. - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS       
_________________________________________

 
11952070 420410 20046 Non-Oper. Pla            0           0           0       1,992.82      14,608.18     -16,601.00  100.0%*
11952070 460050  LAND ACQUISITION       69,000           0      69,000      35,120.43            .00      33,879.57   50.9%*
11952070 470375 80404 SKOKIE VALLEY            0           0           0      13,584.11            .00     -13,584.11  100.0%*

 
TOTAL ENGR. - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS        69,000           0      69,000      50,697.36      14,608.18       3,694.46   94.6%

 
 

11960070 CAPITAL EQUIPMENT - GEN FUND       
_________________________________________

 
11960070 480200 40490 PICK UP TRUCK       50,000           0      50,000            .00            .00      50,000.00     .0% 
11960070 480225 40568 LARGE DUMP TR      165,000           0     165,000            .00      69,900.00      95,100.00   42.4% 
11960070 480275 40254 SIDEWALK SNOW      135,000           0     135,000            .00            .00     135,000.00     .0% 
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1100     GENERAL FUND                       APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
11960070 480300 40720 SQUAD #504       37,000           0      37,000      33,528.00       1,931.10       1,540.90   95.8%*
11960070 480300 40730 SQUAD #506       37,000           0      37,000      33,819.00       1,931.00       1,250.00   96.6%*
11960070 480300 40735 SQUAD #507       37,000           0      37,000      35,794.00            .00       1,206.00   96.7%*
11960070 480300 40755 SQUAD #511       37,000           0      37,000      33,977.00       1,931.10       1,091.90   97.0%*
11960070 490400 70126 HOT PATCH KET       18,500           0      18,500            .00      14,206.00       4,294.00   76.8%*

 
TOTAL CAPITAL EQUIPMENT - GEN FUND       516,500           0     516,500     137,118.00      89,899.20     289,482.80   44.0%

 
TOTAL GENERAL FUND                       503,171           0     503,171    -302,198.77   8,957,859.31  -8,152,489.54 1720.2%

 
TOTAL REVENUES  -37,656,870           0 -37,656,870 -19,314,674.97            .00 -18,342,195.03
TOTAL EXPENSES   38,160,041           0  38,160,041  19,012,476.20   8,957,859.31  10,189,705.49
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1200     EMPLOYEE INSURANCE FUND            APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

12000001 EMPL.INS.-REV                      
_________________________________________

 
12000001 310010  GENERAL FUND CONTR   -2,129,075           0  -2,129,075  -1,096,661.28            .00  -1,032,413.72   51.5% 
12000001 310020  MUNIC. GARAGE CONT      -91,850           0     -91,850     -45,746.71            .00     -46,103.29   49.8%*
12000001 310025  PARKING METER FUND      -22,330           0     -22,330     -11,173.68            .00     -11,156.32   50.0% 
12000001 310030  SEWER FUND CONTRIB     -103,130           0    -103,130     -49,051.16            .00     -54,078.84   47.6%*
12000001 310040  WATER FUND CONTRIB     -378,350           0    -378,350    -192,095.87            .00    -186,254.13   50.8% 

 
TOTAL EMPL.INS.-REV                   -2,724,735           0  -2,724,735  -1,394,728.70            .00  -1,330,006.30   51.2%

 
 

12900050 EMPLOYEE INSURANCE                 
_________________________________________

 
12900050 413000  EMPLOYER FLEX CONT      139,860           0     139,860      69,600.00            .00      70,260.00   49.8% 
12900050 413010  HEALTH INSUR. PREM    1,307,450           0   1,307,450     662,708.00            .00     644,742.00   50.7%*
12900050 413020  HEALTH INSUR. PREM    1,207,425           0   1,207,425     622,659.31            .00     584,765.69   51.6%*
12900050 414000  GROUP LIFE INSURAN       40,000           0      40,000      18,853.08            .00      21,146.92   47.1% 
12900050 414010  UNEMPLOYMENT COMPE       30,000           0      30,000       5,594.00            .00      24,406.00   18.6% 
12900050 414090  OTHER EMPLOYER CON            0           0           0      15,332.85            .00     -15,332.85  100.0%*

 
TOTAL EMPLOYEE INSURANCE               2,724,735           0   2,724,735   1,394,747.24            .00   1,329,987.76   51.2%

 
TOTAL EMPLOYEE INSURANCE FUND                  0           0           0          18.54            .00         -18.54  100.0%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -2,724,735           0  -2,724,735  -1,394,728.70            .00  -1,330,006.30
TOTAL EXPENSES    2,724,735           0   2,724,735   1,394,747.24            .00   1,329,987.76
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1600     GENERAL DEBT SERVICE FUND          APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

16000001 BOND DEBT REVENUE                  
_________________________________________

 
16000001 300010  PROP. TAXES - CURR   -3,361,400           0  -3,361,400  -1,763,663.60            .00  -1,597,736.40   52.5% 
16000001 300020  PROP. TAXES - PRIO      -33,500           0     -33,500     -28,932.00            .00      -4,568.00   86.4% 
16000001 300030  PROP. TAXES-LEVIES       48,000           0      48,000      16,972.90            .00      31,027.10   35.4% 
16000001 374100  GENERAL FUND TRANS      -65,000           0     -65,000            .00            .00     -65,000.00     .0%*

 
TOTAL BOND DEBT REVENUE               -3,411,900           0  -3,411,900  -1,775,622.70            .00  -1,636,277.30   52.0%

 
 

16930080 GENERAL DEBT SERVICE               
_________________________________________

 
16930080 450010  BOND REGISTRAR FEE        1,000           0       1,000         375.00            .00         625.00   37.5% 
16930080 450030  G.O. BOND RETIREME    2,386,000           0   2,386,000            .00            .00   2,386,000.00     .0% 
16930080 450060  INTEREST EXPENSE    1,054,000           0   1,054,000     526,523.74            .00     527,476.26   50.0% 

 
TOTAL GENERAL DEBT SERVICE             3,441,000           0   3,441,000     526,898.74            .00   2,914,101.26   15.3%

 
TOTAL GENERAL DEBT SERVICE FUND           29,100           0      29,100  -1,248,723.96            .00   1,277,823.96-4291.1%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -3,411,900           0  -3,411,900  -1,775,622.70            .00  -1,636,277.30
TOTAL EXPENSES    3,441,000           0   3,441,000     526,898.74            .00   2,914,101.26
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1900     WORKERS' COMPENSATION FUND         APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

19000001 WORK COMP- REVENUE                 
_________________________________________

 
19000001 310010  GENERAL FUND CONTR     -263,380           0    -263,380    -250,532.98            .00     -12,847.02   95.1% 
19000001 310020  MUNIC. GARAGE CONT       -8,940           0      -8,940      -8,890.00            .00         -50.00   99.4% 
19000001 310025  PARKING METER FUND       -2,090           0      -2,090      -2,010.00            .00         -80.00   96.2% 
19000001 310030  SEWER FUND CONTRIB       -8,910           0      -8,910      -8,740.00            .00        -170.00   98.1% 
19000001 310040  WATER FUND CONTRIB      -37,380           0     -37,380     -35,900.00            .00      -1,480.00   96.0% 

 
TOTAL WORK COMP- REVENUE                -320,700           0    -320,700    -306,072.98            .00     -14,627.02   95.4%

 
 

19920050 WORKERS COMPENSATION               
_________________________________________

 
19920050 450120  WORKERS' COMP. INS      278,800           0     278,800     278,800.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
19920050 450140  WORKERS' COMP. DED       41,900           0      41,900      27,272.98            .00      14,627.02   65.1%*

 
TOTAL WORKERS COMPENSATION               320,700           0     320,700     306,072.98            .00      14,627.02   95.4%

 
TOTAL WORKERS' COMPENSATION FUND               0           0           0            .00            .00            .00     .0%

 
TOTAL REVENUES     -320,700           0    -320,700    -306,072.98            .00     -14,627.02
TOTAL EXPENSES      320,700           0     320,700     306,072.98            .00      14,627.02
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2200     MOTOR FUEL TAX FUND                APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

22000001 MFT REVENUE                        
_________________________________________

 
22000001 300180  MOTOR FUEL TAX ALL     -640,000           0    -640,000    -353,734.00            .00    -286,266.00   55.3% 
22000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS       -2,000           0      -2,000        -950.50            .00      -1,049.50   47.5%*

 
TOTAL MFT REVENUE                       -642,000           0    -642,000    -354,684.50            .00    -287,315.50   55.2%

 
 

22632070 MFT - CAPITAL IMPROV.              
_________________________________________

 
22632070 470100 80190 INFRASTRUCTUR      820,000           0     820,000            .00            .00     820,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL MFT - CAPITAL IMPROV.              820,000           0     820,000            .00            .00     820,000.00     .0%

 
TOTAL MOTOR FUEL TAX FUND                178,000           0     178,000    -354,684.50            .00     532,684.50 -199.3%

 
TOTAL REVENUES     -642,000           0    -642,000    -354,684.50            .00    -287,315.50
TOTAL EXPENSES      820,000           0     820,000            .00            .00     820,000.00
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23753001 PMF - CBD - REVENUE                
_________________________________________

 
23753001 340010  METER REV.-COMMUTE      -29,000           0     -29,000     -21,638.63            .00      -7,361.37   74.6% 
23753001 340012  METER REV.-COMMUTE     -123,000           0    -123,000     -60,249.56            .00     -62,750.44   49.0%*
23753001 340015  METER REV.-POPLAR-      -16,500           0     -16,500      -8,326.37            .00      -8,173.63   50.5% 
23753001 340025  METER DEBIT CARD R            0           0           0         284.75            .00        -284.75  100.0%*
23753001 340040  PERMIT REV.-PARK A      -18,300           0     -18,300      -9,150.00            .00      -9,150.00   50.0% 
23753001 340045  Permit Rev. - West      -12,000           0     -12,000      -4,320.00            .00      -7,680.00   36.0%*
23753001 340050  PERMIT REV.-ST. AU       -6,500           0      -6,500      -3,600.00            .00      -2,900.00   55.4% 
23753001 340055  PERMIT REV. - 11TH       -3,000           0      -3,000      -1,520.00            .00      -1,480.00   50.7% 
23753001 340060  PERMIT REV.-MASONI       -1,400           0      -1,400        -860.00            .00        -540.00   61.4% 
23753001 340070  PERMIT REV.-ATRIUM       -1,460           0      -1,460        -720.00            .00        -740.00   49.3%*
23753001 340090  METRA STATION RENT       -3,000           0      -3,000      -1,500.00            .00      -1,500.00   50.0% 

 
TOTAL PMF - CBD - REVENUE               -214,160           0    -214,160    -111,599.81            .00    -102,560.19   52.1%

 
 

23753090 PMF - CBD - ENTERPRISE             
_________________________________________

 
23753090 410100  REGULAR WAGES       80,375           0      80,375      40,286.81      40,182.03         -93.84  100.1%*
23753090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        2,250           0       2,250            .00            .00       2,250.00     .0% 
23753090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       31,770           0      31,770      15,698.82            .00      16,071.18   49.4% 
23753090 420150  BANK CHARGES       22,000           0      22,000      11,847.57            .00      10,152.43   53.9%*
23753090 421175  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       29,150           0      29,150      12,311.94      11,361.50       5,476.56   81.2%*
23753090 421200  CONTRACTUAL SNOW R       17,545           0      17,545       2,784.30            .00      14,760.70   15.9% 
23753090 430140  SUPPLIES - BUILDIN          315           0         315         165.62            .00         149.38   52.6%*
23753090 430190  SUPPLIES -GROUNDS        4,370           0       4,370         453.75            .00       3,916.25   10.4% 
23753090 430200  SUPPLIES -GROUNDS        2,000           0       2,000       2,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
23753090 430515  METRA STATION POWE        5,000           0       5,000       2,336.92            .00       2,663.08   46.7% 
23753090 430520  PARKING LOT LIGHTI        5,400           0       5,400       1,897.21            .00       3,502.79   35.1% 
23753090 430560  HEATING - GAS        1,500           0       1,500         629.03            .00         870.97   41.9% 
23753090 430800  PARKING METER PART          400           0         400            .00            .00         400.00     .0% 
23753090 430810  PARKING METER PART        1,500           0       1,500         643.00            .00         857.00   42.9% 
23753090 448510  RENT - COMMUTER LO       47,500           0      47,500      16,039.08            .00      31,460.92   33.8% 
23753090 448520  RENT - POPLAR LOTS        2,800           0       2,800       2,774.45            .00          25.55   99.1%*
23753090 448530  RENT - ST. AUGUSTI        2,400           0       2,400            .00            .00       2,400.00     .0% 
23753090 448540  RENT - MASONIC TEM          675           0         675            .00            .00         675.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL PMF - CBD - ENTERPRISE             256,950           0     256,950     109,868.50      51,543.53      95,537.97   62.8%

 
 

23763001 PMF - CTA - REVENUE                
_________________________________________

 
23763001 340100  CTA LOT REV.-SLOT     -120,000           0    -120,000     -61,861.82            .00     -58,138.18   51.6% 
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23763001 340110  CTA LOT REV.-COMMU      -18,000           0     -18,000      -8,800.00            .00      -9,200.00   48.9%*
23763001 340120  CTA LOT REV.-MERCH       -4,200           0      -4,200      -2,106.00            .00      -2,094.00   50.1% 
23763001 340130  CTA LOT REV.-24 HO       -2,000           0      -2,000      -3,200.00            .00       1,200.00  160.0% 

 
TOTAL PMF - CTA - REVENUE               -144,200           0    -144,200     -75,967.82            .00     -68,232.18   52.7%

 
 

23763090 PMF - CTA - ENTERPRISE             
_________________________________________

 
23763090 410100  REGULAR WAGES       44,050           0      44,050      22,023.36      22,023.27           3.37  100.0%*
23763090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        3,575           0       3,575            .00            .00       3,575.00     .0% 
23763090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       20,230           0      20,230       9,670.06            .00      10,559.94   47.8% 
23763090 420150  BANK CHARGES        2,800           0       2,800       1,677.03            .00       1,122.97   59.9%*
23763090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        2,155           0       2,155            .00            .00       2,155.00     .0% 
23763090 421150  CONTRACTUAL GROUND        4,120           0       4,120          70.00       1,241.25       2,808.75   31.8% 
23763090 421200  CONTRACTUAL SNOW R        9,950           0       9,950       1,656.32            .00       8,293.68   16.6% 
23763090 422400  Equipment Repairs        1,900           0       1,900            .00            .00       1,900.00     .0% 
23763090 430400  MATERIALS        2,800           0       2,800         669.75            .00       2,130.25   23.9% 
23763090 448550  RENT - CTA LOTS       64,500           0      64,500      27,268.75            .00      37,231.25   42.3% 

 
TOTAL PMF - CTA - ENTERPRISE             156,080           0     156,080      63,035.27      23,264.52      69,780.21   55.3%

 
 

23773001 PMF - BURMEISTER - REVENUE         
_________________________________________

 
23773001 340200  PERMIT REV.-BURMEI      -22,500           0     -22,500     -10,000.00            .00     -12,500.00   44.4%*

 
TOTAL PMF - BURMEISTER - REVENUE         -22,500           0     -22,500     -10,000.00            .00     -12,500.00   44.4%

 
 

23773090 PMF - BURMEISTER - ENTERPRISE      
_________________________________________

 
23773090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        4,690           0       4,690       1,330.85         770.00       2,589.15   44.8% 
23773090 430400  MATERIALS        1,150           0       1,150          63.81            .00       1,086.19    5.5% 
23773090 430520  PARKING LOT LIGHTI        7,900           0       7,900       1,468.71            .00       6,431.29   18.6% 

 
TOTAL PMF - BURMEISTER - ENTERPRISE       13,740           0      13,740       2,863.37         770.00      10,106.63   26.4%

 
TOTAL PARKING METER FUND                  45,910           0      45,910     -21,800.49      75,578.05      -7,867.56  117.1%

 
TOTAL REVENUES     -380,860           0    -380,860    -197,567.63            .00    -183,292.37
TOTAL EXPENSES      426,770           0     426,770     175,767.14      75,578.05     175,424.81
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33000001 FIRE PENSION REVENUE               
_________________________________________

 
33000001 309099  OTHER INCOME            0           0           0         -71.89            .00          71.89  100.0% 
33000001 320000  EMPLOYEE PENSION C     -428,000           0    -428,000    -216,449.25            .00    -211,550.75   50.6% 
33000001 320100  EMPLOYER PENSION C   -2,486,700           0  -2,486,700  -2,422,000.00            .00     -64,700.00   97.4% 
33000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS   -2,500,000           0  -2,500,000    -199,232.92            .00  -2,300,767.08    8.0%*
33000001 360110  VANGUARD-DIV. & CA            0           0           0    -111,512.95            .00     111,512.95  100.0% 
33000001 360121  Sterling Div. & Ca            0           0           0     -30,949.52            .00      30,949.52  100.0% 
33000001 360122  LONDON Div. & Cap.            0           0           0     -21,930.87            .00      21,930.87  100.0% 
33000001 360140  VANGUARD REIT-DIV.            0           0           0     -27,284.64            .00      27,284.64  100.0% 
33000001 360200  TREAS.- CHANGE IN            0           0           0    -306,445.00            .00     306,445.00  100.0% 
33000001 360210  Corp. Bonds-Mkt. V            0           0           0    -165,900.00            .00     165,900.00  100.0% 
33000001 360215  LAZARD CHANGE IN M            0           0           0    -338,411.00            .00     338,411.00  100.0% 
33000001 360216  Sterling Change in            0           0           0      48,071.00            .00     -48,071.00  100.0%*
33000001 360217  LONDON - Change in            0           0           0    -483,384.00            .00     483,384.00  100.0% 
33000001 360220  VANGUARD CHANGE IN            0           0           0    -301,419.00            .00     301,419.00  100.0% 
33000001 360221  Vang. REIT Change            0           0           0    -146,360.00            .00     146,360.00  100.0% 
33000001 360230  INT'L EQUITY CHANG            0           0           0      86,780.00            .00     -86,780.00  100.0%*
33000001 360300  GAIN / LOSS - TREA            0           0           0      43,480.85            .00     -43,480.85  100.0%*
33000001 360316  Gain /Loss on Sale            0           0           0     -94,364.32            .00      94,364.32  100.0% 
33000001 360317  Gain/Loss Sale of            0           0           0     287,592.81            .00    -287,592.81  100.0%*
33000001 360325  Gain/Loss-Corp.Bon            0           0           0     -48,869.29            .00      48,869.29  100.0% 

 
TOTAL FIRE PENSION REVENUE            -5,414,700           0  -5,414,700  -4,448,659.99            .00    -966,040.01   82.2%

 
 

33000095 FIRE PENSION EXPENSE               
_________________________________________

 
33000095 411000  PENSION PAYMENTS    3,432,194           0   3,432,194   1,761,133.17            .00   1,671,060.83   51.3%*
33000095 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI      168,800           0     168,800      70,990.50            .00      97,809.50   42.1% 
33000095 420100  ANNUAL AUDIT        3,500           0       3,500       3,000.00            .00         500.00   85.7%*
33000095 420150  BANK CHARGES        1,200           0       1,200         469.81            .00         730.19   39.2% 
33000095 447500  D.O.I. STATE REPOR        8,000           0       8,000       8,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
33000095 447550  OTHER PENSION ADMI        2,500           0       2,500         430.00            .00       2,070.00   17.2% 

 
TOTAL FIRE PENSION EXPENSE             3,616,194           0   3,616,194   1,844,023.48            .00   1,772,170.52   51.0%

 
TOTAL FIREFIGHTERS' PENSION FUND      -1,798,506           0  -1,798,506  -2,604,636.51            .00     806,130.51  144.8%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -5,414,700           0  -5,414,700  -4,448,659.99            .00    -966,040.01
TOTAL EXPENSES    3,616,194           0   3,616,194   1,844,023.48            .00   1,772,170.52
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
3400     POLICE PENSION FUND                APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

34000001 POLICE PENSION REVENUE             
_________________________________________

 
34000001 309099  OTHER INCOME            0           0           0         -71.94            .00          71.94  100.0% 
34000001 320000  EMPLOYEE PENSION C     -447,000           0    -447,000    -222,843.64            .00    -224,156.36   49.9%*
34000001 320100  EMPLOYER PENSION C   -2,029,600           0  -2,029,600  -1,891,000.00            .00    -138,600.00   93.2% 
34000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS   -2,400,000           0  -2,400,000    -202,642.05            .00  -2,197,357.95    8.4%*
34000001 360110  VANGUARD-DIV. & CA            0           0           0    -112,457.63            .00     112,457.63  100.0% 
34000001 360121  Sterling Div. & Ca            0           0           0     -30,775.54            .00      30,775.54  100.0% 
34000001 360122  LONDON Div. & Cap.            0           0           0     -21,708.07            .00      21,708.07  100.0% 
34000001 360140  VANGUARD REIT-DIV            0           0           0     -27,284.64            .00      27,284.64  100.0% 
34000001 360200  TREAS.- CHANGE IN            0           0           0    -321,812.00            .00     321,812.00  100.0% 
34000001 360210  Corp. Bonds-Mkt. V            0           0           0    -174,509.00            .00     174,509.00  100.0% 
34000001 360215  LAZARD CHANGE IN M            0           0           0    -322,973.00            .00     322,973.00  100.0% 
34000001 360216  Sterling Change in            0           0           0      47,783.00            .00     -47,783.00  100.0%*
34000001 360217  LONDON - Change in            0           0           0    -477,127.00            .00     477,127.00  100.0% 
34000001 360220  VANGUARD CHANGE IN            0           0           0    -303,973.00            .00     303,973.00  100.0% 
34000001 360221  Vang. REIT Change            0           0           0    -146,360.00            .00     146,360.00  100.0% 
34000001 360230  INT'L EQUITY CHANG            0           0           0      83,454.00            .00     -83,454.00  100.0%*
34000001 360300  GAIN / LOSS - TREA            0           0           0      55,864.74            .00     -55,864.74  100.0%*
34000001 360316  Gain /Loss on Sale            0           0           0     -93,820.29            .00      93,820.29  100.0% 
34000001 360317  Gain/Loss Sale of            0           0           0     284,213.71            .00    -284,213.71  100.0%*
34000001 360325  Gain/Loss-Corp. Bo            0           0           0     -48,624.00            .00      48,624.00  100.0% 

 
TOTAL POLICE PENSION REVENUE          -4,876,600           0  -4,876,600  -3,926,666.35            .00    -949,933.65   80.5%

 
 

34000095 POLICE PENSION EXPENSE             
_________________________________________

 
34000095 411000  PENSION PAYMENTS    2,765,182           0   2,765,182   1,364,759.99            .00   1,400,422.01   49.4% 
34000095 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI      128,800           0     128,800      39,578.35            .00      89,221.65   30.7% 
34000095 420100  ANNUAL AUDIT        3,500           0       3,500       3,000.00            .00         500.00   85.7%*
34000095 420150  BANK CHARGES        1,000           0       1,000         210.22            .00         789.78   21.0% 
34000095 447500  D.O.I. STATE REPOR        8,000           0       8,000       8,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
34000095 447550  OTHER PENSION ADMI        3,000           0       3,000         300.00            .00       2,700.00   10.0% 

 
TOTAL POLICE PENSION EXPENSE           2,909,482           0   2,909,482   1,415,848.56            .00   1,493,633.44   48.7%

 
TOTAL POLICE PENSION FUND             -1,967,118           0  -1,967,118  -2,510,817.79            .00     543,699.79  127.6%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -4,876,600           0  -4,876,600  -3,926,666.35            .00    -949,933.65
TOTAL EXPENSES    2,909,482           0   2,909,482   1,415,848.56            .00   1,493,633.44
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
3500     ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT      APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

35000001 IMRF REVENUE                       
_________________________________________

 
35000001 310010  GENERAL FUND CONTR   -1,386,010           0  -1,386,010    -660,936.14            .00    -725,073.86   47.7%*
35000001 310020  MUNIC. GARAGE CONT      -99,830           0     -99,830     -53,941.39            .00     -45,888.61   54.0% 
35000001 310025  PARKING METER FUND      -25,570           0     -25,570     -12,185.20            .00     -13,384.80   47.7%*
35000001 310030  SEWER FUND CONTRIB     -108,060           0    -108,060     -54,787.56            .00     -53,272.44   50.7% 
35000001 310040  WATER FUND CONTRIB     -452,490           0    -452,490    -218,586.28            .00    -233,903.72   48.3%*

 
TOTAL IMRF REVENUE                    -2,071,960           0  -2,071,960  -1,000,436.57            .00  -1,071,523.43   48.3%

 
 

35000095 IMRF EXPENSE                       
_________________________________________

 
35000095 412000  EMPLOYER IMRF    1,166,160           0   1,166,160     566,646.95            .00     599,513.05   48.6% 
35000095 412010  EMPLOYER FICA      616,090           0     616,090     215,637.74            .00     400,452.26   35.0% 
35000095 412020  EMPLOYER MEDICARE      289,710           0     289,710     218,152.01            .00      71,557.99   75.3%*

 
TOTAL IMRF EXPENSE                     2,071,960           0   2,071,960   1,000,436.70            .00   1,071,523.30   48.3%

 
TOTAL ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL RETIREMENT            0           0           0            .13            .00           -.13  100.0%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -2,071,960           0  -2,071,960  -1,000,436.57            .00  -1,071,523.43
TOTAL EXPENSES    2,071,960           0   2,071,960   1,000,436.70            .00   1,071,523.30
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
3900     SECTION 105 FUND                   APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

39000001 SECTION 105 REVENUE                
_________________________________________

 
39000001 310010  GENERAL FUND CONTR     -210,510           0    -210,510    -206,361.95            .00      -4,148.05   98.0% 
39000001 310020  MUNIC. GARAGE CONT       -8,050           0      -8,050      -6,710.00            .00      -1,340.00   83.4% 
39000001 310030  SEWER FUND CONTRIB       -8,050           0      -8,050      -7,268.00            .00        -782.00   90.3% 
39000001 310040  WATER FUND CONTRIB      -34,090           0     -34,090     -27,660.05            .00      -6,429.95   81.1% 
39000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS       -4,000           0      -4,000      -1,079.00            .00      -2,921.00   27.0%*

 
TOTAL SECTION 105 REVENUE               -264,700           0    -264,700    -249,079.00            .00     -15,621.00   94.1%

 
 

39000095 SECTION 105 EXPENSE                
_________________________________________

 
39000095 413040  HEALTH INSUR. - RE            0           0           0        -200.86            .00         200.86  100.0% 
39000095 417500  SECTION 105 MEDICA      260,000           0     260,000     103,149.02            .00     156,850.98   39.7% 

 
TOTAL SECTION 105 EXPENSE                260,000           0     260,000     102,948.16            .00     157,051.84   39.6%

 
TOTAL SECTION 105 FUND                    -4,700           0      -4,700    -146,130.84            .00     141,430.84 3109.2%

 
TOTAL REVENUES     -264,700           0    -264,700    -249,079.00            .00     -15,621.00
TOTAL EXPENSES      260,000           0     260,000     102,948.16            .00     157,051.84
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4000     SEWER FUND                         APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

40000001 SEWER REVENUE                      
_________________________________________

 
40000001 350100  RESIDENTIAL SEWER   -5,082,900           0  -5,082,900  -1,925,157.90            .00  -3,157,742.10   37.9%*
40000001 350120 80717 SEWER MONITOR      -45,000           0     -45,000            .00            .00     -45,000.00     .0%*
40000001 360010  INT. EARNINGS - BO            0           0           0      -1,982.00            .00       1,982.00  100.0% 
40000001 375000  BOND PROCEEDS   -1,640,000           0  -1,640,000            .00            .00  -1,640,000.00     .0%*

 
TOTAL SEWER REVENUE                   -6,767,900           0  -6,767,900  -1,927,139.90            .00  -4,840,760.10   28.5%

 
 

40807090 SEWER MAINT. - ENTERPRISE          
_________________________________________

 
40807090 410100  REGULAR WAGES      544,275           0     544,275     263,260.74     266,228.88      14,785.38   97.3%*
40807090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        9,850           0       9,850       2,955.05            .00       6,894.95   30.0% 
40807090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      229,225           0     229,225     118,739.13            .00     110,485.87   51.8%*
40807090 420020  PROFESSIONAL SERVI            0           0           0       6,857.50            .00      -6,857.50  100.0%*
40807090 420020 20014 GEOGRAPHIC IN       31,670           0      31,670      13,510.60      15,181.07       2,978.33   90.6%*
40807090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC      120,300           0     120,300       7,894.80       7,810.20     104,595.00   13.1% 
40807090 425300  SEWER MAINTENANCE      224,000           0     224,000         825.00     173,975.00      49,200.00   78.0%*
40807090 425310  SEWER-FLOW MONITOR       40,000           0      40,000            .00            .00      40,000.00     .0% 
40807090 425320  SEWER-N.P.D.E.S. P        6,000           0       6,000            .00            .00       6,000.00     .0% 
40807090 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        3,825           0       3,825         877.51            .00       2,947.49   22.9% 
40807090 430130  SUPPLIES - MISC. T        2,625           0       2,625            .00            .00       2,625.00     .0% 
40807090 430400  MATERIALS       33,725           0      33,725      14,960.68            .00      18,764.32   44.4% 
40807090 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       71,600           0      71,600      31,990.00            .00      39,610.00   44.7% 
40807090 441000  INCIDENTALS          500           0         500         319.20            .00         180.80   63.8%*
40807090 442000  TRAINING        1,825           0       1,825         465.08            .00       1,359.92   25.5% 
40807090 470400 80707 Sewer Main Re      300,000           0     300,000            .00       7,871.05     292,128.95    2.6% 

 
TOTAL SEWER MAINT. - ENTERPRISE        1,619,420           0   1,619,420     462,655.29     471,066.20     685,698.51   57.7%

 
 

40847090 SEWER - SWPS - ENTERPRISE          
_________________________________________

 
40847090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES        9,650           0       9,650       5,613.32            .00       4,036.68   58.2%*
40847090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS        2,050           0       2,050       1,107.59            .00         942.41   54.0%*
40847090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        2,500           0       2,500       6,241.34            .00      -3,741.34  249.7%*
40847090 422400  MAINT.-EQUIPMENT        2,400           0       2,400         678.00         141.96       1,580.04   34.2% 
40847090 430075  SUPPLIES        1,200           0       1,200       2,200.56            .00      -1,000.56  183.4%*
40847090 430260  SUPPLIES - OUTFALL          500           0         500            .00            .00         500.00     .0% 
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40847090 430540  STORM WATER PUMP S       38,000           0      38,000      19,018.62            .00      18,981.38   50.0%*
40847090 430560  HEATING - GAS        5,700           0       5,700       1,512.15            .00       4,187.85   26.5% 

 
TOTAL SEWER - SWPS - ENTERPRISE           62,000           0      62,000      36,371.58         141.96      25,486.46   58.9%

 
 

40937090 SEWER-DEBT SERVICE-ENTERPRISE      
_________________________________________

 
40937090 450010  BOND REGISTRAR FEE        1,000           0       1,000            .00            .00       1,000.00     .0% 
40937090 450030  G.O. BOND RETIREME    1,750,000           0   1,750,000            .00            .00   1,750,000.00     .0% 
40937090 450040  EPA LOAN RETIREMEN      226,000           0     226,000      89,996.68            .00     136,003.32   39.8% 
40937090 450060  INTEREST EXPENSE    1,355,000           0   1,355,000     669,720.27            .00     685,279.73   49.4% 

 
TOTAL SEWER-DEBT SERVICE-ENTERPRISE    3,332,000           0   3,332,000     759,716.95            .00   2,572,283.05   22.8%

 
 

40957090 SEWER CAP. IMPROV. -ENTERPRISE     
_________________________________________

 
40957090 470400 80703 SEWER LINING    1,640,000           0   1,640,000     170,297.37     561,576.88     908,125.75   44.6% 
40957090 470500 80717 Princeton Pla       60,000           0      60,000      18,750.00      14,450.00      26,800.00   55.3%*
40957090 470500 80718 Harms Road Pu    1,250,000           0   1,250,000     385,443.74   1,277,995.52    -413,439.26  133.1%*

 
TOTAL SEWER CAP. IMPROV. -ENTERPRISE    2,950,000           0   2,950,000     574,491.11   1,854,022.40     521,486.49   82.3%

 
TOTAL SEWER FUND                       1,195,520           0   1,195,520     -93,904.97   2,325,230.56  -1,035,805.59  186.6%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -6,767,900           0  -6,767,900  -1,927,139.90            .00  -4,840,760.10
TOTAL EXPENSES    7,963,420           0   7,963,420   1,833,234.93   2,325,230.56   3,804,954.51
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41000001 WATER REVENUE                      
_________________________________________

 
41000001 309050  INSURANCE REIMBURS            0           0           0      -4,800.00            .00       4,800.00  100.0% 
41000001 350200  RESIDENTIAL WATER   -3,214,300           0  -3,214,300  -1,228,378.22            .00  -1,985,921.78   38.2%*
41000001 350210  GLENVIEW WATER SAL   -3,873,000           0  -3,873,000  -1,917,711.46            .00  -1,955,288.54   49.5%*
41000001 350220  ILL. AMERICAN WATE     -969,000           0    -969,000    -515,907.58            .00    -453,092.42   53.2% 
41000001 350240  SALES OF WATER - O            0           0           0      -1,048.33            .00       1,048.33  100.0% 
41000001 350300  WATER METER SALES            0           0           0      -8,550.00            .00       8,550.00  100.0% 
41000001 350305  WATER METER RPLMNT      -55,000           0     -55,000     -22,887.25            .00     -32,112.75   41.6%*
41000001 350310  WATER SERVICE CONN            0           0           0      -8,572.00            .00       8,572.00  100.0% 
41000001 350410  WATER - OTHER INCO     -120,000           0    -120,000      -1,110.00            .00    -118,890.00     .9%*
41000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS      -15,000           0     -15,000      -6,896.55            .00      -8,103.45   46.0%*
41000001 360010  INT. EARNINGS - BO            0           0           0        -236.00            .00         236.00  100.0% 

 
TOTAL WATER REVENUE                   -8,246,300           0  -8,246,300  -3,716,097.39            .00  -4,530,202.61   45.1%

 
 

41818090 WATER PLANT - ENTERPRISE           
_________________________________________

 
41818090 410100  REGULAR WAGES    1,306,750           0   1,306,750     655,049.16     637,177.65      14,523.19   98.9%*
41818090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES       34,100           0      34,100      10,712.65            .00      23,387.35   31.4% 
41818090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      544,735           0     544,735     285,773.39            .00     258,961.61   52.5%*
41818090 420020 20071 SCADA SYSTEM        2,400           0       2,400            .00            .00       2,400.00     .0% 
41818090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC       38,700           0      38,700      14,924.79       2,781.00      20,994.21   45.8% 
41818090 421125  CONTRACTUAL CUSTOD       11,000           0      11,000       5,490.00            .00       5,510.00   49.9% 
41818090 422400  MAINT.-EQUIPMENT       34,900           0      34,900      24,094.39         255.46      10,550.15   69.8%*
41818090 428100  COMPUTER COMMUNICA          460           0         460         190.05            .00         269.95   41.3% 
41818090 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        5,800           0       5,800       1,189.90            .00       4,610.10   20.5% 
41818090 430075  SUPPLIES       29,000           0      29,000      20,827.65            .00       8,172.35   71.8%*
41818090 430150  SUPPLIES - COMPUTE        1,000           0       1,000            .00            .00       1,000.00     .0% 
41818090 430210  SUPPLIES - LABORAT       15,300           0      15,300       9,543.38            .00       5,756.62   62.4%*
41818090 430475  MATERIALS - EQUIPM       33,000           0      33,000      21,411.98       2,962.00       8,626.02   73.9%*
41818090 430530  WATER PLANT POWER      390,000           0     390,000     160,616.22            .00     229,383.78   41.2% 
41818090 430560  HEATING - GAS       55,000           0      55,000      10,356.44            .00      44,643.56   18.8% 
41818090 430600  CHEMICALS      172,000           0     172,000      66,043.89            .00     105,956.11   38.4% 
41818090 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       10,200           0      10,200       4,560.00            .00       5,640.00   44.7% 
41818090 441000  INCIDENTALS        1,000           0       1,000       1,008.56            .00          -8.56  100.9%*
41818090 447070  MWRDGC USER CHARGE       85,000           0      85,000       7,758.62            .00      77,241.38    9.1% 
41818090 470530 70905 INFRASTRUCTUR            0           0           0      34,291.22      19,156.69     -53,447.91  100.0%*
41818090 470530 80817 BASINS 1 & 2            0           0           0            .00       9,271.00      -9,271.00  100.0%*
41818090 470530 80836 FILTER VALVE       75,000           0      75,000            .00      34,955.00      40,045.00   46.6% 
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
4100     WATER FUND                         APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
41818090 470530 80839 INFRASTRUCTUR       33,890           0      33,890       5,646.00       8,585.00      19,659.00   42.0% 
41818090 490500 70903 Laboratory Eq       30,000           0      30,000      16,930.65            .00      13,069.35   56.4%*

 
TOTAL WATER PLANT - ENTERPRISE         2,909,235           0   2,909,235   1,356,418.94     715,143.80     837,672.26   71.2%

 
 

41828090 WATER METERING - ENTERPRISE        
_________________________________________

 
41828090 410100  REGULAR WAGES      133,075           0     133,075      66,544.56      66,544.56         -14.12  100.0%*
41828090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES          625           0         625            .00            .00         625.00     .0% 
41828090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       45,605           0      45,605      24,781.90            .00      20,823.10   54.3%*
41828090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC        9,000           0       9,000       2,458.00       2,950.00       3,592.00   60.1%*
41828090 422520  MAINT.-RESERVOIR &        3,500           0       3,500            .00            .00       3,500.00     .0% 
41828090 422560  MAINT.-STANDPIPE        4,600           0       4,600            .00       4,453.00         147.00   96.8%*
41828090 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE          700           0         700         249.44            .00         450.56   35.6% 
41828090 430075  SUPPLIES        2,300           0       2,300       1,535.02            .00         764.98   66.7%*
41828090 430280  SUPPLIES - RESERVO        3,000           0       3,000       1,446.47            .00       1,553.53   48.2% 
41828090 430900  WATER METERS - COS       20,000           0      20,000       6,634.08            .00      13,365.92   33.2% 
41828090 430910  WATER METERS - PAR        2,200           0       2,200            .00            .00       2,200.00     .0% 
41828090 430920  WATER METERS - REP       88,000           0      88,000      86,501.67            .00       1,498.33   98.3%*
41828090 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE        8,900           0       8,900       3,960.00            .00       4,940.00   44.5% 
41828090 442000  TRAINING          300           0         300            .00            .00         300.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL WATER METERING - ENTERPRISE        321,805           0     321,805     194,111.14      73,947.56      53,746.30   83.3%

 
 

41838090 WATER DISTRIB. - ENTERPRISE        
_________________________________________

 
41838090 410100  REGULAR WAGES      448,025           0     448,025     218,602.59     221,951.71       7,470.70   98.3%*
41838090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES       34,900           0      34,900       9,236.62            .00      25,663.38   26.5% 
41838090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS      203,440           0     203,440     105,506.27            .00      97,933.73   51.9%*
41838090 420020 20014 GEOGRAPHIC IN       31,670           0      31,670      13,509.60      15,181.06       2,979.34   90.6%*
41838090 421000  CONTRACTUAL SERVIC      116,725           0     116,725       7,033.20       4,732.10     104,959.70   10.1% 
41838090 421000 20110 UNIDIRECTIONA       59,000           0      59,000            .00            .00      59,000.00     .0% 
41838090 422540  MAINT.-DISTRIBUTIO       11,000           0      11,000       5,223.00            .00       5,777.00   47.5% 
41838090 430050  UNIFORM EXPENSE        3,825           0       3,825         877.49            .00       2,947.51   22.9% 
41838090 430130  SUPPLIES - MISC. T        2,625           0       2,625       1,539.88            .00       1,085.12   58.7%*
41838090 430400  MATERIALS       66,600           0      66,600      20,938.19            .00      45,661.81   31.4% 
41838090 430480  MATERIALS - FIRE H       21,800           0      21,800      21,479.00            .00         321.00   98.5%*
41838090 440500  AUTOMOTIVE EXPENSE       71,600           0      71,600      31,990.00            .00      39,610.00   44.7% 
41838090 441000  INCIDENTALS          250           0         250         115.70            .00         134.30   46.3% 
41838090 442000  TRAINING        3,575           0       3,575       1,085.08            .00       2,489.92   30.4% 
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FOR 2016 06
 

ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
4100     WATER FUND                         APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
41838090 470550 80306 FIRE HYDRANT        6,500           0       6,500          72.00       6,450.00         -22.00  100.3%*
41838090 470550 80841 WHOLESALE WAT            0           0           0      11,070.01            .00     -11,070.01  100.0%*
41838090 470550 80900 INFRA-WTRMNS-       62,500           0      62,500            .00       6,621.05      55,878.95   10.6% 
41838090 470550 80920 GLENVIEW WATE       30,000           0      30,000            .00            .00      30,000.00     .0% 

 
TOTAL WATER DISTRIB. - ENTERPRISE      1,174,035           0   1,174,035     448,278.63     254,935.92     470,820.45   59.9%

 
 

41848090 WATER MISC. - ENTERPRISE           
_________________________________________

 
41848090 410100  REGULAR WAGES      282,250           0     282,250     135,618.15     142,538.09       4,093.76   98.5%*
41848090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       89,585           0      89,585      44,651.99            .00      44,933.01   49.8% 
41848090 420010  MEMBERSHIPS        2,960           0       2,960       1,693.00            .00       1,267.00   57.2%*
41848090 428000  TELEPHONE SERVICE       23,000           0      23,000      18,792.27       3,420.00         787.73   96.6%*
41848090 428010  TELEPHONE MAINTENA        1,500           0       1,500            .00            .00       1,500.00     .0% 
41848090 428020  TELEPHONE SERVICE        6,000           0       6,000       4,252.88            .00       1,747.12   70.9%*
41848090 430140  SUPPLIES - BUILDIN        8,000           0       8,000       4,978.02            .00       3,021.98   62.2%*
41848090 430350  BUILDING FURNITURE        7,000           0       7,000       7,074.81            .00         -74.81  101.1%*
41848090 442000  TRAINING        6,950           0       6,950       1,796.80            .00       5,153.20   25.9% 
41848090 448000  GENERAL FUND TRANS    1,000,000           0   1,000,000            .00            .00   1,000,000.00     .0% 
41848090 450110  PROPERTY/LIABILITY       90,200           0      90,200      90,200.00            .00            .00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL WATER MISC. - ENTERPRISE         1,517,445           0   1,517,445     309,057.92     145,958.09   1,062,428.99   30.0%

 
 

41858090 WATER BILLING - ENTERPRISE         
_________________________________________

 
41858090 410100  REGULAR WAGES       64,800           0      64,800      33,380.59      30,789.42         629.99   99.0%*
41858090 410200  OVERTIME WAGES          500           0         500            .00            .00         500.00     .0% 
41858090 415000  EMPLOYEE BENEFITS       16,150           0      16,150      13,528.65            .00       2,621.35   83.8%*
41858090 420100  ANNUAL AUDIT       14,000           0      14,000      14,000.00            .00            .00  100.0%*
41858090 420150  BANK CHARGES       37,100           0      37,100      13,186.05            .00      23,913.95   35.5% 
41858090 420160  POSTAGE       22,350           0      22,350       8,102.98            .00      14,247.02   36.3% 
41858090 430230  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        4,000           0       4,000       3,079.75            .00         920.25   77.0%*
41858090 430240  SUPPLIES - OFFICE        2,400           0       2,400       1,524.62            .00         875.38   63.5%*
41858090 441000  INCIDENTALS          100           0         100          79.95            .00          20.05   80.0%*
41858090 442000  TRAINING          500           0         500          27.54            .00         472.46    5.5% 

 
TOTAL WATER BILLING - ENTERPRISE         161,900           0     161,900      86,910.13      30,789.42      44,200.45   72.7%

 
 

41938090 WATER DEBT SERVICE -ENTERPRISE     
_________________________________________

 
41938090 450010  BOND REGISTRAR FEE        1,500           0       1,500         625.00            .00         875.00   41.7% 
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FOR 2016 06
 

ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
4100     WATER FUND                         APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
41938090 450030  G.O. BOND RETIREME    1,340,000           0   1,340,000            .00            .00   1,340,000.00     .0% 
41938090 450060  INTEREST EXPENSE      538,000           0     538,000     269,306.24            .00     268,693.76   50.1%*

 
TOTAL WATER DEBT SERVICE -ENTERPRISE    1,879,500           0   1,879,500     269,931.24            .00   1,609,568.76   14.4%

 
 

41958090 WATER CAP. IMPROV. -ENTERPRISE     
_________________________________________

 
41958090 470530 80839 Building / Pi      221,117           0     221,117      17,953.75     181,800.00      21,363.25   90.3%*
41958090 470530 80842 INFRASTRUCTUR            0           0           0            .00      19,500.00     -19,500.00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL WATER CAP. IMPROV. -ENTERPRISE      221,117           0     221,117      17,953.75     201,300.00       1,863.25   99.2%

 
TOTAL WATER FUND                         -61,263           0     -61,263  -1,033,435.64   1,422,074.79    -449,902.15 -634.4%

 
TOTAL REVENUES   -8,246,300           0  -8,246,300  -3,716,097.39            .00  -4,530,202.61
TOTAL EXPENSES    8,185,037           0   8,185,037   2,682,661.75   1,422,074.79   4,080,300.46
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ACCOUNTS FOR: ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
5000     FOREIGN FIRE INSURANCE FUND        APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
 

50000001 FOREIGN FIRE REVENUE               
_________________________________________

 
50000001 360000  INTEREST EARNINGS            0           0           0        -625.00            .00         625.00  100.0% 

 
TOTAL FOREIGN FIRE REVENUE                     0           0           0        -625.00            .00         625.00  100.0%

 
 

50000095 FOREIGN FIRE EXPENSE - PENSION     
_________________________________________

 
50000095 413040  HEALTH INSUR. - RE            0           0           0      36,900.00            .00     -36,900.00  100.0%*

 
TOTAL FOREIGN FIRE EXPENSE - PENSION            0           0           0      36,900.00            .00     -36,900.00  100.0%

 
TOTAL FOREIGN FIRE INSURANCE FUND              0           0           0      36,275.00            .00     -36,275.00  100.0%

 
TOTAL REVENUES            0           0           0        -625.00            .00         625.00
TOTAL EXPENSES            0           0           0      36,900.00            .00     -36,900.00
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ORIGINAL TRANFRS/ REVISED AVAILABLE PCT
                                            APPROP ADJSTMTS BUDGET   YTD ACTUAL ENC/REQ BUDGET USED
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

 
GRAND TOTAL   -1,879,886           0  -1,879,886  -8,280,039.80  12,780,742.71  -6,380,588.91 -239.4%

 
                                         ** END OF REPORT - Generated by Margaret Boyich **                                         

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



5/20/16 Approved 6/9/16 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040 

MEETING MINUTES 

BOARD OF FIRE AND POLICE COMMISSIONERS 

May 20, 2016 

4:00 P.M. 

Village Board Conference Room, Village Hall 

Members Present: Terrence Porter, Chair 
Todd Ehlman, Vice-Chairman 

Members Absent: Pamela Davidson, Secretary 

Staff Present: Michael McGreal, Fire Chief 
John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Commissioner Porter called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. Board members Ehlman and 
Porter were present.  

II. PUBLIC COMMENT

None.

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commissioner Ehlman moved to approve the minutes of the February 23, 2016 Board of
Fire and Police Commissioners meetings as presented. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes:
Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried.

IV. APPROVAL OF CHANGES TO THE BAORD OF FIRE AND POLICE

COMMISIONERS RULES AND REGULATIONS

John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager, stated that with the upcoming Fire
Recruitment process, there was a state law amending the minimum passing score for

           Agenda Item: 3.10
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placement on the Final Eligibility Register. The Board’s Rules and Regulations need to be 
amended to comply with said law. In addition, staff is recommending that the preference 
points awarded to candidates be changed from an Associate’s Degree in the field of fire 
service or emergency medical services be changed to a Bachelor’s Degree in any field. 
After discussion the Board concurred with staff’s recommendations on the rule changes.  
 
Commissioner Ehlman moved to approve changes to the Board of Fire and Police 
Commissioners Rules and Regulations. The motion was seconded by Commissioner 
Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes: Commissioners Ehlman 
and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried.  

V. APPROVAL OF 2016 FIREFIGHTER RECRUITMENT AND TESTING 

TIMELINE AND AUTHORIZE STAFF TO MAKE CHANGES SHOULD THE 

NEED ARISE 

Mr. Prejzner stated that the current Firefighter eligibility register is expiring October 27, 
2016 and that a new list needs to be created. Mr. Prejzner presented the timeline for the 
recruitment process.  

Commissioner Ehlman moved to approve the 2016 Firefighter Recruitment and Testing 
Timeline and to authorize staff to make changes should the need arise. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting 
yes: Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried.  

VI. OTHER BUSINESS  

None 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

At 4:21 p.m., Commissioner Ehlman moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting 
yes: Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried. 

The meeting was thereafter adjourned. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
 
John Prejzner  
Assistant to the Village Manager 
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1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040 

MEETING MINUTES 

BOARD OF FIRE AND POLICE COMMISSIONERS 

June 9, 2016 

7:30 A.M. 

Village Board Conference Room, Village Hall 

Members Present: Terrence Porter, Chair 
Todd Ehlman, Vice-Chairman 

Members Absent: Pamela Davidson, Secretary 

Staff Present: Brian King, Police Chief 
John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Commissioner Porter called the meeting to order at 7:30 a.m. Board members Ehlman and 
Porter were present.  

II. PUBLIC COMMENT

None.

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commissioner Ehlman moved to approve the minutes of the May 20, 2016 Board of Fire
and Police Commissioners meetings as presented. The motion was seconded by
Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes:
Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried.

IV. SET MINIMUM PASSING SCORE FOR THE POLICE OFFICER

RECRUITMENT PROCESS WRITTEN EXAMINATION

John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager, provided a summary of the Police Officer
written examination. Mr. Prejzner stated that the Board needs to set a minimum passing
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score prior to approving the list. The Board reached a consensus to set the minimum passing 
score at 70%.  
 
Commissioner Ehlman moved to establish a minimum passing score of 70% on the police 
officer written examination. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Porter. No further 
discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes: Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting 
no: none. The motion carried.  

V. ESTABLISH FINAL ELIGIBILITY REGISTER FOR THE POSITION OF 

POLICE OFFICER 

Mr. Prejzner stated that with setting the minimum passing score on the written examination, 
the Board can now approve a Final Eligibility Register. Mr. Prejzner revealed the names 
of the candidates and their respective scores.  

Commissioner Ehlman moved to establish an eligible register for the position of Police 
Officer consisting of candidates that passed all examinations with candidates listed on the 
register in rank order of final composite exam score. The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes: 
Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried.  
 
Mr. Prejzner stated that the list will be in effect for a period of six months unless extended.  

VI. OTHER BUSINESS  

None 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

At 7:40 a.m., Commissioner Ehlman moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Porter. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting 
yes: Commissioners Ehlman and Porter. Voting no: none. The motion carried. 

The meeting was thereafter adjourned. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
 
John Prejzner  
Assistant to the Village Manager 
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  1200 Wilmette Avenue 
 WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

( 

MEETING MINUTES 

HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION 

March 31, 2015 

7:00 P.M. 

Village Board Conference Room 

Members Present: Gerry Smith, Chairperson 
Will Daniels  
Al Husain  
Judy Panko Reis  
John Thomson 

Members Absent: Denise Thrasher 
Justin Savin 

Staff Present: John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

Chairman Gerry Smith called the meeting to order at 7:07 p.m. Commission members 
Smith, Daniels, Husain, Panko Reis and Thomson were present. 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commissioner Smith moved to approve the minutes of the December 9, 2014 meeting.
Commissioner Daniels seconded the motion. No further discussion occurred on the motion.
Voting yes: Smith, Daniels, Husain, Panko Reis and Thomson. Voting no: none.  The

motion carried.

III. PERSON OF THE YEAR AWARD PROGRAM

John Prejzner, Assistant to the Village Manager, provided a summary of the four
nominations received for the Person of the Year Award Program.
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The following people were nominated: Mike Boyer and Patrick Duffy, Susan Gaines-
Gatto, Peter Lipsey and Ted Zaller, and Steve Maris. Discussion ensued regarding the 
nominations. The Commission reached a consensus that Peter Lipsey and Ted Zaller should 
receive this year’s award. Commissioner Daniels moved to award the Person of the Year 
Award to Peter Lipsey and Ted Zaller. Commissioner Thomson seconded the motion. No 
further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting yes: Smith, Daniels, Husain, Panko Reis 
and Thomson. Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

IV. DISCUSSION OF BLACK HISTORY MONTH RECOGNITION PROGRAM 

The Commission reviewed the 300 submissions for the Black History Month Recognition 
Program. Commissioner Smith moved to provide awards to the following students: Harper 
Hasbrook, Hope Louis, Erin Donohue, Shana Roytman, Skylar Mills, Elizabeth 
Feoktisova, Chloe Jerva, Joseph Dienstag, Saskia Ene Lampe, Kayson Ijisean, and Xaria 
Chase. Commissioner Husain seconded the motion. No further discussion occurred on the 
motion. Voting yes: Smith, Daniels, Husain, Panko Reis and Thomson. Voting no: none.  
The motion carried. 

V. OTHER BUSINESS 

None. 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

At 8:10 p.m., Commissioner Daniels moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was 
seconded by Commissioner Smith. No further discussion occurred on the motion. Voting 
yes: Voting yes: Smith, Daniels, Husain, Panko Reis and Thomson. Voting no: none.  The 

motion carried. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 
John Prejzner 
Assistant to the Village Manager 
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SUBJECT: Pavement Marking  
 
MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2016      
 
FROM:   Brigitte Berger, P.E, Director of Engineering and Public Works 
 Russ Jensen, P.E., Village Engineer 
  Jorge Cruz, P.E., Assistant Village Engineer 

 
Contract Cost $50,000 
Over/(Under) Budget $0 

 

 
Recommended Motions 

Move to approve a contract in the amount of $50,000 with Superior Road Striping, Melrose 
Park, IL for the 2016 Pavement Marking Program. 

Background 

The pavement marking program re-marks new and existing pavement markings for traffic lane 
lines, crosswalks, school zone markings, railroad crossings, stop bars, edge lines and speed 
humps. Pavement markings last between two and five years, depending on traffic volumes and 
weather conditions. Pavement marking is regulated by the Federal Highway Administration 
through the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) and the State of Illinois. 

Discussion 

The Village of Wilmette has partnered with the Suburban Purchasing Cooperative (SPC) since 
2011 in order to obtain competitive unit prices for this work. In 2013, the Village of Wilmette 
awarded a contract with Superior Road Striping through the SPC with three possible one-year 
contract extensions.  

SPC re-bid the thermoplastic lane marking contract in 2016. Three venders responded to the 
Request for Proposals (RFP). Superior Road Striping of Melrose Park was the winning bidder 
with prices 17% lower than the previous contract. The new contract is effective for one year, 
from April 12, 2016 through April 11, 2017 with SPC reserving the right to extend the contract 
for up to three (3) possible one-year extensions on a negotiated basis. 

Superior Road Striping has satisfactorily performed this work the last three years. 

  

Engineering and Public 
Works Department 

BUDGET IMPACT: 

mailto:bergerb@wilmette.com
mailto:jensenr@wilmette.com
mailto:cruzj@wilmette.com
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Budget Impact 

The 2016 Pavement Marking budget is shown below: 

Pavement Marking Program (Account 11202035-425220) - $50,000 

 
Documents Attached 

1. CIP page for Pavement Marking Program 
2. Suburban Purchasing Cooperative Contract Acceptance Letter 
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Engineering		
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________	
	

Pavement	Marking	Program	 	 	 Operating	
Streets,	Sidewalks	and	Alleys	 	 	
	 	 	
	 	
X	 Critical	 	
‐	 Recommended	 	
‐	 Contingent	on	Funding	
	
Original	Purchase	Date	&	Cost	 	 	 	
Unknown	 	
	
Funding	History	
2015	 $40,000	
2014	 $20,000	
2013	 $20,000	
2012	 $20,000	
2011	 $40,000	
	
Project	Description	&	Justification	
	
This	program	is	for	restriping	pavement	markings	throughout	the	Village.			
	
The	pavement	marking	program	stripes	existing	and	new	lane	 lines,	center	 lines,	school	crosswalks,	
railroad	 crossings,	 stop	 bars,	 edge	 lines,	 and	 speed	 humps	 on	 Village	 streets.	 The	 deterioration	 of	
pavement	 marking	 on	 Village	 streets	 varies.	 The	 life	 cycle	 of	 thermoplastic	 pavement	 marking	 on	
major	streets	is	between	two	to	five	years	and	the	life	cycle	for	water‐based	paint	pavement	marking	is	
yearly.	The	life	cycle	on	residential	streets	is	between	five	and	eight	years.	Traffic	volume	and	weather	
contribute	 the	 most	 to	 the	 deterioration	 of	 pavement	 marking	 (snowplows,	 salt,	 and	 rough	
pavements).	Pavement	marking	is	mandated	by	the	Federal	Highway	Administration	in	the	Manual	for	
Uniform	Traffic	Control	Devices	(MUTCD)	and	the	State	of	Illinois.			
	
Staff	 determined	 that	 the	 previous	 funding	 level	 of	 $20,000	was	 inadequate	 to	 keep	 up	with	 the	
amount	of	striping	needed	on	an	annual	basis.		As	a	result,	a	detailed	pavement	marking	inventory	
was	completed	in	2009	to	quantify	the	amount	of	annual	striping	necessary	to	maintain	adequate	
pavement	markings	on	Village	streets.		
	
There	 are	 several	 reasons	why	 the	 annual	 striping	 budget	 is	 recommended	 to	 be	 increased.	 	 In	
recent	years,	a	large	number	of	streets	were	striped	as	a	part	of	traffic	calming	plans.		Hunter	Road,	
for	 example,	 was	 striped	 with	 centerlines,	 edge	 lines,	 and	 parking	 lanes	 for	 purposes	 of	 lane	
delineation	 and	 traffic	 calming.	 	 In	 addition,	 several	 streets	have	 recently	 received	 speed	humps,	
which	require	advance	pavement	marking.		Secondly,	difficult	winters	and	excessive	snow	plowing	
have	contributed	to	reduced	striping	visibility.		Finally,	arterial	striping	on	high	volume	roads	such	
as	Sheridan	Road,	Lake	Avenue,	Ridge	Road,	Green	Bay	Road,	and	Glenview	Road	(west	of	Skokie)	
has	been	added	to	the	Village	street	system,	increasing	the	footage	of	pavement	marking	required	
every	two	to	three	years.		

2016	 $50,000	
2017	 $55,000	
2018	 $60,000	
2019	 $60,000	
2020	 $60,000	
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Project	Update	
	
The	funding	amount	of	$60,000	has	been	added	to	2020.	
	
Project	Alternative		
	
A	project	alternative	is	for	the	Public	Works	Department	to	perform	additional	striping	in‐house.		The	
Public	Works	Department	each	year	applies	approximately	7,600	feet	of	water‐based	paint	pavement	
marking	each	year	at	a	cost	of	$3,800.	 	They	concentrate	their	efforts	on	striping	public	parking	lots	
and	concrete	streets.	
	
The	asphalt	striping	 is	contracted	out	and	is	performed	using	thermoplastic	material.	 	Public	Works	
does	not	have	the	equipment	to	install	thermoplastic	striping.		Thermoplastic	will	last	approximately	
five	 times	 longer	 than	 water‐based	 paint.	 	 In	 order	 to	 increase	 the	 amount	 of	 pavement	 marking	
footage	installed	by	public	works,	additional	personnel	and	a	budget	increase	for	materials	to	do	the	
striping	would	be	necessary.		
	
Operating	Budget	Impact	
	
Is	this	purchase	routine	__X___	or	______non‐routine?	
	

ROUTINE	
Department	Budget	 Engineering	
Account	Number	Description	 Pavement	Marking	Program	
Account	Number	 11202035‐425220	
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Northwest Municipal 
Conference 

1600 East Golf Rd., Suite 0700 
Des Plaines, IL 60016 
 Ellen Dayan,CPPB 

Phone: (847) 296-9200 
Fax: (847) 296-9207 

 

DuPage Mayors & 
Managers Conference 
1220 Oak Brook Road 
Oak Brook, IL 60523 

 Suzette Quintell 
Phone: (630) 571-0480 
Fax: (630) 571-0484  

South Suburban Mayors 
And Managers Association 

1904 West 174th Street 
East Hazel Crest, IL 60429 

Ed Paesel 
Phone: (708) 206-1155 
Fax: (708) 206-1133 

Will County 
Governmental League 

3180 Theodore Street, Suite 101 
Joliet, IL 60435 
Cherie Belom 

Phone: (815) 729-3535 
Fax: (815) 729-3536 

 

 
 
 

 
           

 Suburban Purchasing Cooperative Awards 
2016 Thermoplastic Lane Marking Contract #158 

To Superior Road Striping 
 
The Suburban Purchasing Cooperative (SPC), a cooperative of 143 municipalities in the six county 
area of Northern Illinois, is pleased to announce the award of SPC Contract #158 Thermoplastic Lane 
Marking to Superior Road Striping of Melrose Park, IL.  We are extremely pleased with the results, 
with pricing 17% lower than last year.  Every municipality and government agency in the State of 
Illinois is authorized to participate in this program. 
 
Three (3) vendors responded to our Request for Proposals (RFP) ranging from a high of $844,235.22to 
a low of $540,366.33, submitted by the winning bidder, Superior Road Striping, with the bid opening 
attached.  The contract is effective for one year, from April 12, 2016 through April 11, 2017 with the 
SPC reserving the right to extend the contract for up to three (3) possible one-year extensions on a 
negotiated basis.  The RFP was not issued in conjunction with the Illinois Department of 
Transportation (IDOT), so Motor Fuel Tax (MFT) funds may not be used.  However, if you have not 
already agreed to participate in this year’s program, you may still do so.  2016 prices are as follows:  
 
Item Description                                                               UOM              Unit $ 
4” Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Line                         LF                   $0.48 
6” Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Line                         LF                   $0.70 
12” Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Line                       LF                   $1.40 
24” Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Line                       LF                   $3.50 
Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Letters & Symbols       SF                   $3.25 
Thermoplastic Pavement Marking Removal                       SF                   $0.40 
 
To place an order, obtain additional information, or schedule thermoplastic lane marking work in your 
area, please contact Joan Yario or Sandy Hoyos directly at (708) 865-0718 or 
thermopros@sbcglobal.net. 
 
Thank you for considering the Suburban Purchasing Cooperative.  Please feel free to contact your 
designated SPC Representative with any questions or comments you may have regarding this program.                                           
  

Superior Road Striping 
1967 Cornell Court 

Melrose Park, IL  60160 
PHONE: (708) 865-0718 FAX: (708) 865-0296 
Contact Person:  Joan Yario or Sandy Hoyos  

thermopros@sbcglobal.net 
 
 
 
 

  

 A Joint Purchasing Program  
For Local Government Agencies 
 

Agenda Item 3.13

mailto:thermopros@sbcglobal.net
mailto:thermopros@sbcglobal.net


Northwest Municipal 
Conference 

1600 East Golf Rd., Suite 0700 
Des Plaines, IL 60016 
 Ellen Dayan,CPPB 

Phone: (847) 296-9200 
Fax: (847) 296-9207 

 

DuPage Mayors & 
Managers Conference 
1220 Oak Brook Road 
Oak Brook, IL 60523 

 Suzette Quintell 
Phone: (630) 571-0480 
Fax: (630) 571-0484  

South Suburban Mayors 
And Managers Association 

1904 West 174th Street 
East Hazel Crest, IL 60429 

Ed Paesel 
Phone: (708) 206-1155 
Fax: (708) 206-1133 

Will County 
Governmental League 

3180 Theodore Street, Suite 101 
Joliet, IL 60435 
Cherie Belom 

Phone: (815) 729-3535 
Fax: (815) 729-3536 

 

 
RFP #158 THERMOPLASTIC LANE MARKING 

2016 BID OPENING 3/25/16  10:00 A.M. 

         

   

SUPERIOR ROAD 
STRIPING 2016  

2016 PRECISION 
PAVEMENT 

2016 MARKING 
SPECIALISTS 

Item Description UOM 
 Estimated 

Qty  Unit $ Total Unit $ Total Unit $ Total 

4" Marking Line LF   482,887.66   $ 0.48   $ 231,786.08   $   0.50   $ 241,443.83   $ 0.70   $ 338,021.36  
6" Marking Line LF   113,711.00   $ 0.70   $   79,597.70   $   0.70   $   79,597.70   $ 1.30   $ 147,824.30  
12" Marking Line LF     53,455.00   $ 1.40   $   74,837.00   $   1.55   $   82,855.25   $ 2.60   $ 138,983.00  
24" Marking Line LF     17,091.00   $ 3.50   $   59,818.50   $   3.95   $   67,509.45   $ 5.20   $   88,873.20  
Marking Letters & 
Symbols SF     26,249.80   $ 3.25   $   85,311.85   $   3.70   $   97,124.26   $ 4.20   $ 110,249.16  
Marking Removal SF     22,538.00   $ 0.40   $     9,015.20   $   0.35   $     7,888.30   $ 0.90   $   20,284.20  

TOTAL        $ 540,366.33     $ 576,418.79     $ 844,235.22  

$ HIGHER            $   36,052.46     $ 303,868.90  
% HIGHER           6.67%   56.23% 

 
  

2016 VS 2015 SUPERIOR ROAD STRIPING SPC LANE MARKING CONTRACT PRICES 

 

      

2016 SUPERIOR 
ROAD STRIPING SPC 

CONTRACT #158 

2015 SUPERIOR 
ROAD STRIPING 
SPC CONTRACT 

#123 

Item Description UOM 
Estimated 

Qty  
Unit 

$ Total 
Unit 

$ Total 

4" Marking Line LF 482,887.66 $0.48 $231,786.08 $0.54 $260,759.34 

6" Marking Line LF 113,711.00 $0.70 $79,597.70 $0.84 $92,105.91 

12" Marking Line LF 53,455.00 $1.40 $74,837.00 $1.63 $87,131.65 

24" Marking Line LF 17,091.00 $3.50 $59,818.50 $4.09 $69,902.19 

Marking Letters & Symbols SF 26,249.80 $3.25 $85,311.85 $4.09 $107,361.68 

Marking Removal SF 22,538.00 $0.40 $9,015.20 $0.75 $16,903.50 

TOTAL       $540,366.33 
 

$634,164.27 

$ HIGHER           $93,797.94  

% HIGHER           17.36% 
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE OF THE  
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, TUESDAY,  

APRIL 12, 2016 AT 6:30 P.M. IN THE TRAINING ROOM, SECOND FLOOR,  
WILMETTE VILLAGE HALL, 1200 WILMETTE AVENUE, WILMETTE, IL 60091 

Members Present: Trustee Senta Plunkett, Chair 
Trustee Carol Ducommun, 
Trustee Cameron Krueger 

Members Absent: None. 

Staff Present: Michael Zimmermann, Corporation Counsel 

Guests Present: Dan Marguerite, The Backyard Barbecue 

I. Call to Order. 

Trustee Plunkett called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m. Committee 
members Ducommun and Krueger were present. 

II. Approval of Minutes: Judiciary Committee Meeting of February 23,
2016. 

Trustee Plunkett directed the Committee’s attention to the draft minutes of 
the Judiciary Committee meeting of February 23, 2016.  Trustee 
Ducommun moved that the Committee approve the minutes, seconded by 
Trustee Krueger.   

No further discussion occurred on the motion.  Upon a call of the roll the 
following voted: 

Ayes Trustees Plunkett, Krueger and Ducommun. 
Nays: None. 
The motion carried. 

III. Application of The Backyard Barbecue (535 Green Bay Road) for a
Class Q (Brew Pub) Liquor License.

Trustee Plunkett noted that Mr. Marguerite had submitted an application for 
an additional Class Q license, he already has a Class K liquor license.  His 
request for a special use for a brew pub was approved at a previous Village 
Board meeting. 

                            Agenda Item: 3.14
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Mr. Marguerite said he is applying for a brew pub license as with the bigger 
space at 535 Green Bay Road, he will be able to brew beer on the premises. 

Trustee Ducommun asked Mr. Marguerite to review the site plan for the 
proposed business and asked if he was going to leave the current garage 
doors or remove them. 

Mr. Marguerite reviewed the proposed site plan noting where the kitchen, 
grilling area and brew pub would be located.  He said he would be leaving 
the garage doors where they currently are as three sides of the building face 
the alleys. 

Trustee Ducommun asked what the hours would be for the new location. 

Mr. Marguerite said his retail store hours would be 10 am to 5:30 pm and 
he would be able to stay open until 11 pm per his current liquor license, if 
he has an event. 

Trustee Ducommun asked if he would serve food if someone came in for 
his beer brewed on site. 

Mr. Zimmermann noted that the Class K license Mr. Marguerite currently 
has, allows him to serve alcohol when there is a demonstration event. 535 
Green Bay Road is zoned for liquor service so the Village President is 
allowed to transfer Mr. Marguerite’s Class K license from 1147 Greenleaf to 
535 Green Bay Road. 

Trustee Ducommun asked if Mr. Marguerite could change his liquor license 
to a full restaurant in the future. 

Mr. Zimmermann said the current Class K license is for the service of 
alcohol at special events only and limited alcohol sales.  If Mr. Marguerite 
changes his plans in the future, the area is zoned for a restaurant but he 
would have to apply for a different type of liquor license. 

Trustee Ducommun asked how long it takes to brew beer and would Mr. 
Marguerite be able to sell the beer he brews. 

Mr. Marguerite said it takes 2-6 weeks to brew beer according to the 
information he has and he would sell the beer at his business. 

Mr. Zimmermann noted that in Illinois you cannot simultaneously be a 
brewer, a distributor and a retailer. The brew pub is a unique license as it 
allows you to brew beer and perform limited distribution to the licensee’s 
premises,  he cannot distribute/sell to others. 
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Upon the conclusion of the discussion, Trustee Ducommun moved to 
recommend the approval of an additional Class Q license, seconded by 
Trustee Krueger.  No further discussion occurred on the motion.  Upon a 
call of the roll the following voted: 

Ayes Trustees Plunkett, Krueger and Ducommun. 
Nays: None. 
The motion carried. 

The Committee recommended that the item be placed on the April 26, 2016 
Regular Village Board meeting. 

IV. Public Comment

None.

V. Adjournment

Trustee Ducommun moved, seconded by Trustee Krueger to adjourn. 
Upon a voice vote, the motion passed unanimously. 

Trustee Plunkett declared the meeting adjourned at 7:00 P.M. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Michael F. Zimmermann, 
Corporation Counsel 
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SUBJECT: Introduction and Adoption of Ordinance #2016-O-41 amending the 
conditions of Class T liquor licenses (Wilmette Theater). 

 

MEETING DATE:  July 26, 2016 

FROM:   Village Board Judiciary Committee 

BUDGET IMPACT: None 
 
 
Recommended Motion 

The Judiciary Committee recommends introduction and subsequent adoption of Ordinance 2016-O-41 
modifying the conditions of the Class T liquor license (Wilmette Theater). 

Background 

The Wilmette Theater applied for modifications to the conditions of its license.  The theater asked that 
it be allowed: (a) to serve beer and wine in the theater seating area during movies, (b) limited outdoor 
service during special events, (c) to serve beer and wine at hours earlier than 5 PM to better 
correspond with its movie showing schedule.  Further it seeks a reduction to the annual license fee 
from $1,500 to $1,000.   

The Judiciary Committee reviewed the application at its July 12, 2016 meeting. 

Discussion 

A Class T liquor license authorizes the retail sale of beer and wine by a theater.  Currently, the theater 
may not serve alcohol in the movie auditorium except during certain live performances.  It may not serve 
alcohol outdoors under any circumstances and may not serve alcohol before 5:00 PM. 
 
The Judiciary Committee reviewed and noted the recent trend in nearby theaters of allowing alcohol 
service during movies.  It also reviewed and noted the lack of any enforcement problems with the current 
Class T licensee.  It reviewed and discussed the nature of the theater’s target audience in depth.  Finally, 
it compared the current license fee with similar, low-volume liquor licenses in the village.   
 
After discussion among the members and with the applicant, the Judiciary Committee recommended 
modifying the terms of the Class T license as follows: 

 Allow beer and wine to be served in the theater seating areas during movies, except during G 
rated movies; 
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 Allow up to 4 special events per year where beer and wine may be served outdoors at the rear 
of the theater property; 

 Provide that beer and wine shall be served in cups or glasses which are different than those 
used for soft drinks and that beer may be served in its original bottle or can; 

 Provide that patrons may purchase not more than 2 drinks at a time; 

 Allow beer and wine service to begin 1 hour prior to the first movie but no earlier than 11:00 AM; 

 Reduce the annual license fee to $1,000. 

 
At the July 12, 2016 Judiciary Committee meeting after discussion, the committee voted unanimously 
to recommend adoption of the ordinance. 
 

Documents Attached 

1. Ordinance 2016-O-41 
 



 

1 
663821 

ORDINANCE NO. 2016-O-41 

 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CLASS T LIQUOR LICENSE  

(Wilmette Theater) 

 

WHEREAS, the Village President and Board of Trustees (collectively “Village Board”) 

of the Village of Wilmette, Cook County, Illinois (“Village”), find that the Village is a home rule 

municipal corporation as provided in Article VII, Section 6 of the 1970 Constitution of the State 

of Illinois and, pursuant to said constitutional authority, may exercise any power and perform 

any function pertaining to its government and affairs for the protection of the public health, 

safety, morals and welfare; 

WHEREAS, the Village Board further finds that Wilmette Theater, has applied for 

modifications to the conditions of the Class T Liquor License (retail sale of beer and wine by a 

theater), and has further requested that the Village adopt an ordinance amending the Wilmette 

Village Code, 1993, as amended, in Chapter 11, “Liquor Control,” so as to permit the changes to 

the Class T license enumerated below; and, 

WHEREAS, the Village Board Judiciary Committee has reviewed the application and 

recommends adoption of this ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the Village Board sees fit modify the Class T liquor license as set forth herein; 

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 above recitals are incorporated in this ordinance as if fully set forth. 

SECTION 2: The Wilmette Village Code, 1993, as amended, is further amended in 

Chapter 11, Liquor Control, Section 11-9, “Classification of Licenses,” sub-paragraph (t) by 
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deleting the text of said sub-paragraph (t) in the manner shown in strikethrough type below and 

inserting such new text in the manner shown in underlined bold type below, so that said Section 11-

9(t) shall hereafter provide as follows:  

(t) Class T Licenses, which shall permit the sale of beer and wine by a theater, subject to 
the following limitations and requirements:  

(1) The theater must be located in the Village Center (VC) business zoning district, as 
defined in Chapter 20 (Zoning Ordinance) of this Code.  

(2) Alcohol may only be sold to persons who are ticketed patrons of the theater.  

(3) Any time alcohol is being offered for sale, the employee selling admission tickets 
to the theater must be at least 21 years of age.  

(4) Alcohol may not be sold or consumed outside of the theater or on any public 
sidewalk or right-of-way, except during special events.  A theater may hold up to 

4 special events per calendar year.  During special events, a theater may serve 

beer and wine outside the theater building in the rear of the theater premises 

and wholly on the theater premises.   

(5) The licensee shall have a staff member at least 21 years of age supervising the 
entrance from the lobby to the theater seating area to ensure that alcohol is not 
brought into the theater seating area, except as may be allowed under subparagraph 
(6).  

(6) Alcohol may be consumed only in the lobby area of the theater and shall not be 
sold, consumed or brought into the theater seating area or areas, except that alcohol 
may be consumed by ticketed patrons in one or more of the theater seating area under 
the following circumstances:  

(A) The presentation in the theater seating area where alcohol may be consumed 
is a live musical, comedic, dramatic or theatrical performance and is not a motion 
picture; and,  

(B) The theater seating area where alcohol may be consumed is closed to any 
patrons not at least 21 years of age for the performance in question, and no 
patrons under 21 years of age are sold tickets or granted admission to the theater; 
and,  

(C) The licensee shall have staff member at least 21 years of age supervising the 
entrance to the theater seating area where alcohol may be consumed, throughout 
the entire length of the presentation occurring in that theater seating area, to 
ensure that no one under the age of 21 years is permitted to enter that seating area.  

(7 5) The lobby area where alcohol may be consumed by ticketed patrons shall not 
have any games or amusement devices, and any video screens located in the lobby 
area shall be limited to presenting theatrical trailers and coming attractions, 

/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$jumplink_sel=title;path;content-type;home-title;item-bookmark$jumplink_d=illinois(wilmette_il)$jumplink_q=%5bfield%20folio-destination-name:'Chapter%2020'%5d$jumplink_md=target-id=JD_Chapter20
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announcements of upcoming events, information about the theater and booking 
events, advertising sold by the theater, or other information specifically relating to the 
operation of the theater and its presentations. Said video screens may not be used for 
the display of cable service, video service or broadcast service television or other 
programming unrelated to the theater's own operations, sales or presentations. 

(6) Beer and wine shall be served in a cup or glass which is unique to the service 

of beer and wine at the theater and obviously different from cups or glasses used 

for the service of soft drinks, and beer may be served in its original bottle or can. 

(7)  Patrons may purchase not more than 2 alcoholic drinks per person at any 

one time. 

(8)  No beer and wine may be served during motion pictures which have a rating 

of G by the Motion Picture Association of America. 

(9) The annual license fee for such a Class T license shall be $1,500 1,000. 

  
SECTION 3: The Wilmette Village Code, 1993, as amended, is further amended in 

Chapter 11, Liquor Control, Section 11-21, “Hours of Sale,” sub-paragraph (a) “Permitted Hours 

of Sale” by deleting the text of said section in the manner and form shown in strikethrough type 

below and inserting therein and therefore such new text in the manner and form as shown in 

underlined, bold type below, so that said Section 11-21(a) shall hereafter provide as follows: 

(a) Permitted Hours of Sale.  Subject to the provisions of paragraphs (b) through (e) the 
permitted hours of sale for each class of liquor license shall be as set forth in the table 
below.   

CLASS OF LICENSE PERMITTED HOURS OF SALE 

A, A-1, B, B-1, C, 
C-1, C-B, C-B-1, 
D, E, G, J, K, L, 
M, N, O, P  

Sunday, through Thursday:  11:00 a.m. to 12:00 a.m. 
Friday, Saturday, and December 31:  11:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. 

B-2 

Sunday, through Thursday:  12:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m., 11 P.M. for 
Private Parties. 
 
Friday, Saturday, and December 31:  12:00 p.m. to 12:00 a.m. 

F Sunday, through Thursday:  8:00 a.m. to 12:00 a.m. 
Friday, Saturday, and December 31:  8:00 a.m. to 1:00 a.m. 

H, I Every Day:  8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
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CLASS OF LICENSE PERMITTED HOURS OF SALE 

T 
Every Day:  5:00 p.m. 1 hour prior to the scheduled time of the 

first motion picture of the day but not earlier than 11:00 AM to 
12:00 a.m. 

All closing times above which are stated in the A.M. shall refer to the early morning of 
the day following the opening time.  For example, when open on Fridays, a Class A 
licensee must cease selling alcoholic liquor by 1:00 A.M. Saturday morning.   

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 

___th day of ______, 2016, according to the following roll call vote: 

AYES:  

NAYS:  

ABSTAIN:  

ABSENT:  

 
            
     Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 

APPROVED by the President of the Village of Wilmette, Illinois, this ___th day of ______, 

2016. 

            
     President of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 

ATTEST: 
 
 
Clerk of the Village of Wilmette, IL 
 
 
 
 
 

Published in pamphlet form ____________, 2016. 
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