Winnetka Village Council
REGULAR VIRTUAL MEETING
Zoom
February 2, 2021
7:00 PM
AGENDA
In accordance with social distancing requirements and Governor Pritzker’s Executive Orders 2020-43 and
2020-44, and Section 7(e) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act, the Winnetka Village Council meeting on
Tuesday, February 2, 2021 will be held virtually. The meeting will be livestreamed via the Zoom platform.
At least one representative from the Village will be present at Village Hall in compliance with Section
7(e) of the Illinois Open Meetings Act, and the virtual meeting will be simulcast at Village Hall for
members of the public who do not wish to view the virtual meeting from another location. Pursuant to
Executive Orders 2020-43 and 2020-44 issued by the Governor, the number of people who may gather at
Village Hall for the meeting is limited due to the mandated social distancing guidelines. Accordingly, the
opportunity to view the virtual meeting at Village Hall is available on a “first come, first-served” basis.
The public has two options for observing and participating in this virtual Village Council meeting
including the ability to provide oral comments during the meeting. To facilitate an efficient meeting,
public comments submitted in advance are encouraged.
1) Telephone (audio only Call 312-626-6799), when prompted enter the Meeting ID – 93448301469
(Please note there is no additional password or attendee ID required)
2) Livestream (both audio and video feed) Download the Zoom meetings app to your smartphone,
tablet or computer and then join Meeting ID: 93448301469. Event Password: VC020221
Public comments should be emailed to contactcouncil@winnetka.org. Public comments received by
6:45 p.m. on Tuesday, February 2, 2021 will be read at the appropriate time during the meeting. General
comments for matters not on the agenda will be read at the beginning of the meeting under the Public
Comment agenda item. Comments specific to a particular agenda item will be read during the discussion
of that agenda item. The Village will attempt to have comments received after the meeting has started
read at the end of the meeting. Public comment is limited to 200 words or less. Public comments should
contain the following information:
•
•
•
•
•
•

In the subject line – “Village Council Meeting Public Comment”
Name
Address (optional)
Phone (optional)
Organization or agency representing, if applicable
General comment or comment on topic of specific agenda item number

All emails received will be acknowledged either during or after the meeting, depending on when they
are received. If you do not have access to email, you may leave a message with your public comment at
the Village Manager’s office at 847-716-3541 or mail to Village Clerk, Village of Winnetka, 510 Green
Bay Road, Winnetka, IL 60093.

Winnetka Village Council
REGULAR VIRTUAL MEETING
Village Hall
510 Green Bay Road
February 2, 2021
7:00 p.m.
AGENDA
1) Call to Order
2) Pledge of Allegiance
3) Quorum
a) February 9, 2021 Study Session
b) February 16, 2021 Regular Meeting
c) March 2, 2021 Regular Meeting
4) Public Comment
5) Reports
6) Approval of Agenda
7) Consent Agenda
a) Approval of Village Council Minutes
i) January 12, 2021 Study Session..................................................................................... 3
b) Approval of Warrant List dated January 15, 2021 – January 28, 2021 ............................... 9
c) Resolution No. R-13-2021: Purchase of Police Vehicle (Adoption) ................................... 10
d) Resolution No. R-14-2021: Approving a Fifth Amendment to a License Agreement with
New Cingular Wireless PCS (Adoption) ............................................................................. 24
e) Resolution No. R-15-2021: Approving Change Order #1 – Street Rehabilitation Program
(Adoption) ............................................................................................................................ 49
f) Resolution No. R-16-2021: Emergency Snowplowing Shared Services Agreement
(Adoption) ............................................................................................................................ 57
g) Resolution Nos. R-17-2020 and R-18-2020: Establishing Manager & Department Head
Salaries (Adoption) .............................................................................................................. 76

Agenda Packet P. 1

8) Ordinances and Resolutions
a) Ordinance No. M-5-2021: 928 Green Bay Road – Kaehler Design Special Use Permit
Renewal (Introduction / Adoption) ....................................................................................82
b) Resolution No. R-19-2021: Extension of Lakeshore Recycling Services Agreement
(Adoption) ........................................................................................................................120
c) Resolution No. R-20-2021: 67 Brier Street - Gilchrist Resubdivision Extension of
Approval (Adoption) ........................................................................................................128
d) Resolution No. R-21-2021 - 844 Spruce Street R-O-W License Agreement
(Adoption) ........................................................................................................................150
9) Old Business: None.
10) New Business: None
11) Appointments
12) Closed Session
13) Adjournment

NOTICE
All agenda materials are available at villageofwinnetka.org (Governance > Agendas & Minutes); the
Reference Desk at the Winnetka Library; or in the Manager’s Office at Village Hall (2nd floor). Webcasts of
the meeting may be viewed on the Internet via a link on the Village’s web site:
https://www.villageofwinnetka.org/AgendaCenter.
The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that all
persons with disabilities who require certain accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate
in this meeting or have questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities, contact the Village
ADA Coordinator, 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, 847-716-3545; T.D.D. 847-501-6041.
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MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL
VIRTUAL STUDY SESSION
January 12, 2021
(Approved: xx)
A record of a legally convened meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was
held virtually on the Zoom videoconference platform on Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 7:00 PM.
1) Call to Order. President Rintz called the meeting to order at 7:00 PM; Manager Bahan called
the roll. Present: Trustees Robert Apatoff, Jack Coladarci, Andrew Cripe, Robert Dearborn,
Penfield Lanphier, and John Swierk. Absent: None. Also present: Village Manager Robert
Bahan, Assistant Village Manager Kristin Kazenas, Village Attorney Ben Schuster,
Community Development Director David Schoon, Senior Planner Ann Klaassen, and
approximately 21 persons in the audience.
2) Public Comment. None.
3) Demolition Delay for Historic Homes & Single Family Residential Design Guidelines:
President Rintz explained that concerns about demolitions were recently raised by several
Trustees, prompting him to schedule a discussion about the issue. He noted that his
preference would be to wait until the Comprehensive Plan update is completed before taking
any action; however, given the increase in demolition requests that involve historic or
architecturally important homes, it seems prudent to discuss options at this time.
Mr. Schoon explained that he has studied neighboring communities to gain insight into how
they treat preservation of architecturally significant homes. Generally, the methods used are:
(i) Local landmark designations. These can be honorary with an advisory review status,
similar to Winnetka’s landmark program; or they may be certified landmarks, which
have a binding review process. In Winnetka, only an owner may nominate a property
for landmark status and the owner’s consent is required for the process. Other
communities allow a commission or other entity to nominate a structure for landmark
status and do not require the owner’s consent for landmark designation.
(ii) Landmark or historic districts. Since Winnetka does not have historic districts, this
option was not studied in detail.
(iii)Demolition review process. A Certificate of Appropriateness process is used to
approve changes to or demolition of a certified landmark; for designated/honorary
landmarks and non-landmark buildings, an advisory review is conducted. In Winnetka,
the honorary landmark and non-landmarked home demolition process includes:
i) application submittal; ii) Landmark Preservation Commission (LPC) conducts a
preliminary review and finds that either the demolition may proceed without delay or
that a Historic/Architectural Impact Study (HAIS) is required. Upon review of the
HAIS, the LPC may approve demolition without delay, or issue a 60-day delay of
demolition.
Mr. Schoon reviewed the delay periods of several neighboring communities for designated
landmarks and non-landmark homes, with the range in delays starting at 60 days for nonlandmarks to up to one year for a certified landmark. Some towns begin the delay period at
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the time a demolition application is submitted; in other towns - and in Winnetka - the delay
period commences once the findings of the reviewing body are made.
Next, Mr. Schoon reviewed Winnetka’s single-family residential design review processes,
which consist of: (i) an advisory design review if changes are sought to a designated
landmark; and (ii) a binding review for proposed changes to a certified landmark; there is no
design review requirement for non-landmarked homes. From 2003 - 2010, the Village
formed an ad hoc committee (including then-Trustee Rintz) to study the issue of residential
design guidelines with the intent of encouraging home design that is consistent with
Winnetka’s character. Work on the draft design handbook was halted in 2010. Mr. Schoon
reviewed the residential design review processes of three neighboring communities: Lake
Bluff, Lake Forest, and Park Ridge. Two of the towns have published design guidelines; all
three communities rely on a special commission to review and approve new home design,
and all require the review process for new homes and additions/alterations to existing homes.
If the Council wishes to conduct further study on the issue of residential design guidelines,
Staff recommends determining the following parameters for discussion:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Which projects would require design review/approval
Which Village advisory body or bodies would conduct the design review/approval
What design standard would be required
What part would zoning variations play in the process
What documentation would be required by applicants
How will the public be included in the discussion

President Rintz advised saving the discussion of historic preservation districts for a later
time.
As the Trustees discussed the HAIS review process, Trustee Apatoff asked if the Village has
a way to confirm claims of homeowners/developers as part of the demolition application
process. Mr. Schoon explained that Winnetka does not have such a stipulation but other
nearby communities do. Attorney Friedman noted that the Village Code currently gives the
LPC authority to ask the Village to complete an HAIS report at the applicant’s expense if it
determines a submitted HAIS is insufficient; however, this only applies to historically
significant homes.
President Rintz called for public comment.
Krzysztof Marzec, 1180 Oakley Avenue. Mr. Marzec advised against increasing the
demolition delay period, as the application submittal process can take up to 120 days, and he
opined that longer delays will negatively affect property values. He thought that Winnetka
would succeed in its preservation objectives using incentives for rehabilitation vs. deterrents
to demolition.
Kim Handler, Winnetka resident. Ms. Handler commented that some builders are more
interested in tearing down a vintage home and rebuilding rather than doing renovations;
however, there are many skilled architects who have experience in modernizing historic
homes for today’s contemporary living expectations. She stated her support for extending
the delay period for demolitions.
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Crispin Hales, Winnetka resident. Mr. Hales said the entire property should be considered in
a demolition application since there could be historical features on the property as well as in
the home.
Beth Ann Papoutsis, Winnetka resident. Ms. Papoutsis said during her tenure as an LPC
commissioner, she has seen many beautiful older homes demolished and added that she
views architecturally significant homes as an important aspect of the Winnetka community’s
character. She made several recommendations for incentivizing renovation over demolition
to save more vintage homes, and expressed support for increasing the demolition delay for
historic and architecturally significant homes.
Chris Enck, Winnetka resident. Mr. Enck said as an LPC commissioner he as seen too many
demolitions of vintage homes and he urged the Council to explore incentives for renovations
and possible deterrents to unnecessary demolitions.
Vickie Apatoff, 730 Ardsley Road. Ms. Apatoff noted that vintage homes add character to a
community, help make it a destination for visitors and architecture buffs, and provide a sense
of history. She urged the Council to put processes in place to deter developers that use
Winnetka as a means of making quick cash.
Mr. Hales agreed with Ms. Apatoff’s comments and also voiced concern about large trees
being taken down during demolitions.
Ms. Kazenas read the following email comments from: (i) Jim and Cathy Nowacki
expressing support for a broad spectrum of measures to protect architecturally and
historically significant homes in Winnetka; and (ii) Lisa and Cary Cochrane expressing
support for the LPC’s efforts to restrict teardowns by encouraging renovation, to maintain the
charm and value of Winnetka’s real estate.
Trustee Dearborn said he admired the passion surrounding the preservation issue and he
noted that only a small subset of Winnetka homes are affected by preservation concerns. He
estimated that 80% of demolition applications are granted without delays. He agreed that
incentives are a good strategy to encourage renovation, and he expressed support for
extending the demolition delay for the time being until the Comprehensive Plan Update
Project is completed. He noted that the Council has the discretion to affect property rights
when dealing with zoning and infrastructure issues that affect the wider community, and that
preservation is an important community issue as well.
Trustee Lanphier said providing context is important when discussing preservation with the
public and that property rights must be framed in the wider context of land use/zoning and
the quality of the entire community. She noted that maintaining the quality of Winnetka’s
residential stock is important to the home values of all residents. She suggested finding more
incentives to encourage the retention of older homes and zeroing in on the purpose of
maintaining the diversity of Winnetka’s housing stock.
Trustee Apatoff said Winnetka is a premier community in Illinois and he commended
Mr. Marzek for opting to renovate his vintage Winnetka home instead of demolishing it. He
expressed support for studying measures to help preserve vintage homes.
Trustee Cripe expressed sympathy with the idea of home preservation, but he did not think a
simple demolition delay accomplishes that objective. He suggested exploring the concept of
“renovation zoning,” and proposed giving an automatic 20% Floor Area Ratio bonus to
3
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homeowners of significant homes who drop their demolition plans in favor of renovating and
preserving. He said builders are very honest about why they tear down homes: older homes
have large rooms that do not get used in today’s modern living situations, and new homes
can be constructed with elements that today’s homebuyers desire. In tandem with methods to
encourage preservation, the Village needs to be very firm on maintaining zoning provisions
for new construction. He said property rights concerns are relevant and need to be kept in
mind when dealing with preservation, since many residents feel very strongly on the issue.
Lastly, he said other creative zoning methods could and should be explored.
Trustee Swierk expressed concern about extending nominations for landmark status to nonhomeowners; said the market wants higher end new homes or very well renovated older
homes; and suggested creating a list of significant homes in Winnetka, with the homeowners
permission. He was not interested in programs in other communities, as Winnetka is unique
and should think for itself, and he urged caution when dealing with property rights.
Trustee Coladarci said there is only one Certified Landmark in Winnetka, and only 30 locally
designated honorary landmark homes. The LPC Commissioners are very savvy about the
value of homes that come before the LPC for demolition consideration, and they have a depth
of knowledge on the historic and neighborhood impacts of demolitions. He said he supports
extending the demolition delay, which would only affect historic or architecturally significant
homes and would give the Village time to develop strategies to preserve very important
properties. He expressed support for a renovation zoning program to encourage renovation
of significant homes and disincentivizing developers from demolishing them.
President Rintz said it is important not to vilify or classify those in the community who have
a different aesthetic for their homes, and he noted that the people most impacted by long
demolition delays are sellers and individual home purchasers who discover that their
demolition plans are opposed by the neighbors.
The Council discussed the pros and cons of an extended demolition delay to buy extra time to
negotiate with homeowners who desire to demolish a significant vintage home. Trustee
Swierk called for more input from the sellers to help facilitate the Council’s policy
consideration and for developing a registry of architecturally and/or historically significant
homes in Winnetka.
For the interim, Trustee Cripe proposed a 90-day supplemental zoning relief period for
houses that are deemed significant by the HAIS. Such homes should automatically be
eligible for a 20% FAR bonus; and the 90-day period may be used to negotiate with the LPC
on any additional zoning relief that might entice the homeowner to preserve the home.
Trustee Dearborn said he favored extending the demolition delay period to one year
immediately, as well as continuing to work on incentives to make preservation a more
attractive option to homeowners and developers. Trustee Apatoff agreed that a substantial
delay is needed to give the LPC a credible tool to save vintage homes.
Trustee Lanphier proposed asking the LPC to study renovation incentives and make
recommendations to the Council and for discussion during the Comprehensive Plan update
project. Trustee Coladarci reiterated that very few homes would be affected by an extended
demolition delay; and he agreed that input from the LPC on incentives is a necessary step in
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developing renovation incentives. He said the design review issue should be taken up as part
of the Comprehensive Plan update.
Trustee Swierk asked if a public hearing would be needed before extending the demolition
delay. Attorney Friedman explained if a simple Code amendment is made, a public hearing
would not be necessary; however, if a change to the Preservation Ordinance is made, a public
hearing would be held.
The time period for a typical demolition application was discussed, and Mr. Schoon
explained that an application could be scheduled for an LPC meeting as quickly as 30 days
from application submittal, with an HAIS taking up to 90 days, and an issuance of a delay
order taking the process to 150 days.
Trustee Cripe said his proposal would be an interim step to get through the pandemic and
until public meetings can be held on a very important property rights issue. He added that
although an extended delay only affects a small number of homes, it is not a small issue to
those individual homeowners; and he cautioned against taking such a significant step in a
virtual meeting where public participation is very limited. He suggested giving immediate
FAR relief for homes that are deemed significant and triggering an additional 90-day
supplemental delay to provide additional time for the LPC to engage with the homeowner on
preserving the home.
President Rintz said any interim actions taken by the Council should have a definitive sunset
provision in the empowering ordinance and he suggested one year from the completion of the
Comprehensive Plan update project. Next, he called for any additional public comment.
Mr. Marzec agreed with Trustee Cripe’s proposal on the FAR bonus, but not the additional
90-day delay, as he thought homeowners trying to sell their vintage homes will be adversely
affected by additional delays.
Ms. Papoutsis opined that developers will be deterred by additional demolition delays and
she urged the Council to take action as soon as possible to save historic and architecturally
significant homes from demolition. She suggested renovation incentives such as reduced
permit fees and and accelerated permit review process along with an increased demolition
delay to help save these homes.
Paul Weaver, Winnetka resident. Mr. Weaver said his experience as an LPC commissioner
has shown that developers will tear down a home for their own financial gain regardless of
the impact on the community. He felt that more barriers to tearing down significant homes
need to be considered in Winnetka.
President Rintz polled the Council on its thoughts on an additional demolition delay coupled
with a FAR bonus and further study of renovation incentives. Most Trustees, with the
exception of Trustees Cripe and Swierk, were in favor of a one-year demolition delay from
the time of demolition application submission for a home that is deemed significant, along
with renovation incentives to encourage preservation. Trustee Cripe was supportive of a nine
month instead of a one-year delay period, and Trustee Swierk did not support any delay
extension.
President Rintz explained that a nine-month delay period provides the LPC with an
additional four months to negotiate with a homeowner on the preservation of a significant
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home. He expressed concern that a one-year delay will send a negative message to the
community and he cautioned against it.
There was further discussion about the delay period; Mr. Schoon asked if homeowners who
consider preserving a home that is not significant will also qualify for the FAR bonus.
Trustee Cripe suggested that such homes go through a process with the LPC to determine if
their home has significance to be eligible for a renovation bonus.
Trustees Lanphier, Cripe, Coladarci, and Apatoff agreed to extend the demolition delay
period to nine months and to provide a FAR bonus to significant homes being preserved,
with the LPC considering a bonus for other preservation requests on a case-by-case basis.
The provisions would sunset one year after the Comprehensive Plan update project is
completed.
4) Adjournment. Trustee Coladarci, seconded by Trustee Apatoff, moved to adjourn the
meeting. By roll call vote, the motion carried. Ayes: Trustees Apatoff, Coladarci, Cripe,
Dearborn, Lanphier, and Swierk. Nays: None. Absent: None. The meeting adjourned at
10:18 PM.

______________________________
Recording Secretary
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title:

Approval of Warrant List Dated January 15 - 28, 2021

Presenter: Robert M. Bahan, Village Manager
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/2021

✔ YES

NO
✔

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
None.

Executive Summary:
The Warrant List dated January 15 - 28, 2021 was emailed to each Village Council member.

Recommendation:
Consider approving the Warrant List dated January 15 - 28, 2021.

Attachments:
None.
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title:

Resolution No. R-13-2021: Purchase of Police Vehicle (Adoption)

Presenter: Marc Hornstein, Chief of Police
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/2021

✔ YES

✔

NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
The Police Department is equipped with a fleet of vehicles manufactured by Chrysler / Dodge,
General Motors, and Ford Motor Companies. The vehicles purchased for patrol use are typically
designed with special police package options to increase their suitability and reliability. The typical
lifespan of these vehicles is 85,000 police duty miles.
Executive Summary:
The department maintains a mixed-fleet of marked patrol vehicles rather than just one type of vehicle. A mixed-fleet
enables more flexibility and safeguards against manufacturing disruptions and recalls.
For this replacement, the department is seeking to purchase a 2021 Dodge Charger Police Pursuit Vehicle. The
Charger is equipped with Fleet Safety Group Blind Spot Sensors and All Wheel Drive. All Wheel Drive makes the
vehicle well suited for inclement weather. The Charger will be fully marked and used for patrol duties. The new
vehicle replaces a 2013 Dodge Charger that is expected to have 85,000 + miles by the time the 2021 is received and
ready for deployment.
Once the Village receives the 2021 Dodge Charger, it will be outfitted with appropriate police equipment and
communication systems making it ready for patrol service. The build cost estimate is $9,000.00 and falls within the
purchasing authority of the Village Finance Director.
The 2021 Dodge Charger is available through the NWMC Suburban Purchasing Cooperative specified to the needs of
the department for $29,322.00. The FY 2021 Vehicles, Parts and Equipment budget contains $99,800.00 (account
#100.26.01-542) for the purchase of the vehicle.

Recommendation:
Consider approving purchase of a 2021 Dodge Charger Police Pursuit Vehicle for $29,322.00.

Attachments:
1) Resolution No. R-13-2021
2) Roesch Chrysler Dodge Jeep Ram Northwest Municipal Conference, Suburban Purchasing
Cooperative Order Form.
3)Purchase Request Memorandum
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Attachment 3
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title:Resolution No. R-14-2021: Approving a Fifth Amendment to a License Agreement with New
Cingular Wireless PCS (Adoption)

Presenter: Brian Keys, Director of Water & Electric
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/21

✔ YES

✔

NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
In November 2007, the Village entered into a license agreement with New Cingular Wireless PCS
LLC, which allowed certain wireless communication antennas and equipment to remain on the
smokestack and within the Electric Plant for operation of New Cingular’s wireless
telecommunications system. The Village Council has previously approved four amendments
(Resolution No. R-28-2010, Resolution No. R-30-2011, Resolution No. R-1-2015, and Resolution No.
R-4-2019) to the agreement.
Executive Summary:
New Cingular is requesting approval of a fifth license amendment for certain wireless communication
antennas and equipment located at the Electric Plant. The wireless provider is seeking approval to
install additional infrastructure to improve the performance of the 3G and 4G networks as well as to
provide customers access to their 5G network. The addition of new equipment at the site and
expansion of New Cingular’s use of the facilities requires Council approval. In consideration of the
proposed changes, New Cingular has agreed to an increase in the License Fee.
The proposed equipment changes are summarized as follows:
Equipment to be added on the Electric Plant stack:
(1) Fiber cable
(1) dc power cables
(3) New antennas [size 72” x 19.6” x 7.8”]
(3) Remote radio units [size 17.9” x 13.19” x 9.44”]
(1) Raycap (surge protection) [size 18.28" x 10.24" x 31.4"]
(2) Raycaps (surge protection) [size 24.0" x 24.0" x 8.8"]
Equipment to be removed from the Electric Plant stack:
(3) Existing antennas [72.9" x 11.9" x 7.1"]
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Executive Summary (continued):
Photo simulations of the "before" and "after" appearance of the Electric Plant stack have been
provided in Exhibit B.
In consideration of the proposed changes, New Cingular has agreed to an increase in the License Fee.
For the period of time between issuance of a building permit and October 31, 2021, New Cingular
will pay an additional $21.92 per day (~$8,000 annually). On November 1, 2021, the annual license
fee will increase from $85,533.54 to $97,508.72.
The original license agreement was authorized by resolution. As such, this amendment, like the other
four amendments, must also be done by resolution. Resolution No. R-14-2021 authorizes the Fifth
Amendment to the 2008 Cellular Antenna License Agreement between the Village of Winnetka and
New Cingular Wireless PCS, substantially in the form attached to Resolution No. R-14-2021.

Recommendation:
Consider adoption of Resolution No. R-14-2021, approving the Fifth Amendment to the 2007 Cellular
Antenna License Agreement between the Village of Winnetka and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC.

Attachments:
Resolution No. R-14-2021
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Resolution No. R-15-2021: Approval of Change Order #1 - Street Rehabilitation Program (Adoption)
Presenter: James J. Bernahl, Director of Engineering/Village Engineer
Agenda Date:

02/02/21

✔

✔

Consent:

✔ YES

NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
- Resolution No. R-23-2020 was approved on March 3, 2020 awarding a contract to A Lamp Concrete
for the 2020 Street Rehabilitation Program.
- 2021 Budgeted Item.

Executive Summary:
Due to the impacts of COVID-19, portions of the 2020 Street Rehabilitation and Public Improvement Program were put on
hold for 2020. Only a portion of this work (Elm Street - West, Mt. Pleasant, and Westmoor Road) was completed in 2020;
the remaining streets have been pushed to this year's Street Rehabilitation and Public Improvement Program, with the
addition of two additional sections of watermain.
The 2020 contractor, A Lamp Concrete, has agreed to hold its 2020 bid prices through 2021 to complete the original
contract, and the additional 2021 work. Staff is seeking approval from the Village Council to extend this contract with A
Lamp Concrete into 2021, and approve a change order for the addition of the watermain replacement work on Birch Avenue
(between Willow Road and Elm Street) and Lincoln Avenue (between Elm Street north to the entrance to the Lincoln
Avenue Parking Lot).
The original A Lamp Concrete bid was for a total of $3,303,521.24. Approximately $1,568,006.13 of the roadway and
watermain work was completed in 2020, leaving approximately $1,735,515.11 of unfinished work remaining in the original
contract. A change order for an amount not to exceed $2,043,621.02 is being requested for approval to complete the
remaining work from 2020 and include the replacement of sections of watermain on Birch Street and Lincoln Avenue.
The new total for work being performed in 2021 shall not exceed $3,779,136.13; the new revised total contract amount with
A Lamp Concrete will not exceed $5,347,142.26.
The FY 2021 Street Rehabilitation Budget contains funding for this project in several line items:
2021 Budget
100.35.23-650 (Street Rehabilitation):
$1,530,000
200.12.01-650 (MFT Street Resurfacing):
$300,000
100.30.22-571 (Pavement Patching):
$18,000
100.30.01-544 (Roadway Striping):
$25,000
520.62.41-660 Water Main Replacement (2021 Water Fund): $2,181,511
TOTAL BUDGETED AMOUNT:

$4,054,511

2021 Project Totals
$1,263,906
$400,000
$18,000
$25,000
$2,072,230
$3,779,136
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Executive Summary (continued):
Continuing the Village's policy of coordinating water main replacement work with street paving to create cost efficiencies will
be maintained for this years program. The scheduled water main replacement projects in conjunction with street rehabilitation
are being proposed at the following locations and were identified during the Fiscal Year 2021 budget presentations:
STREET
Abbotsford Road
*Birch Street
Elm Street
Essex Road
Gage Street
Merrill Street
*Lincoln Avenue
Warwick Road
Birch/Pine Parking Lot
Various Locations

LIMITS
South End to Winnetka Ave
Willow Road to Elm Street
Birch Street to Locust Street
Warwick Road to Winnetka Ave
Green Bay Road to Gordon Terrace
Green Bay Road to Gordon Terrace
Elm Street to Prospect Avenue
Winnetka Avenue to Essex Road
Various

SCOPE
Resurface
Water Main
Reconstruct +Water Services
Resurface+ Water Main
Resurface + Water Main
Resurface + Water Main
Water Main
Resurface+ Water Main
Reconstruct
Pavement Patching, Repairs, Striping

(*These projects were added in 2021)
As discussed at the January 19th meeting, the Lincoln Avenue water main work proposed for the Phase 3 Streetscape project
has been included in 2021 Street Rehabilitation and Public Improvement Project. Due to the performance and age of the water
main on Birch Avenue and Lincoln Avenue both of these projects have been prioritized for the 2021 Street Rehabilitation
program.
A Lamp Concrete has successfully performed work for the Village in the past, including successful completion of the 2018,
2019, and 2020 Street Rehabilitation Programs; Forest Glen Water Main Improvement Project; and the Ravine Stabilization
project and the Phase 1 & 2 Streetscape Improvement Projects. Staff believes that A Lamp will continue to provide the Village
with a high level of service and meet the obligations of the proposed contract.

Recommendation:
Consider adopting Resolution No. R-15-2021 approving the extension of the 2020 Street
Rehabilitation program into 2021, and approving change order no. 1 for an amount not to exceed
$2,043,621.02 to A Lamp Concrete.

Attachments:
Resolution No. R-15-2021
Updated Estimate of Cost Sheet
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Attachment 1
R-15-2021
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A CHANGE ORDER WITH A. LAMP
CONCRETE, INC FOR THE COMPLETION OF THE 2021 STREET
REHABILIATION AND PUBLIC IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
WHEREAS, Article VII, Section 10 of the 1970 Illinois Constitution authorizes the
Village of Winnetka (“Village”) to contract with individuals, associations, and corporations in any
manner not prohibited by law or ordinance; and
WHEREAS, on March 3, 2020, pursuant to Resolution R-23-2020, the Village entered
into a contract (“Contract”) with A Lamp Contractors, Inc. (“Contractor”) for the provision of
roadway reconstruction services related to the Village’s 2020 Street Rehabilitation and Public
Improvement Project (“Scope of Work”); and
WHEREAS, subsequent to the approval of the Contract, and as a result of the COVID-19
pandemic, the Village was required to amend the Scope of Work to limit the improvements made
within the 2020 calendar year; and
WHEREAS, the Village now desires to complete the portion of the Scope of Work not
performed in 2020, and has appropriated additional funds for the purposes of improving certain
other streets and roadways throughout the Village (collectively, the “Additional Work”); and
WHEREAS, the Contractor has offered to perform the Additional Work for an amount not
to exceed $2,043,621.02 pursuant to a change order to the Contract (“Change Order”); and
WHEREAS, the Village has previously retained Contractor on similar projects in the
Village, and has been satisfied with the Contractors previous performance; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Sections 4.12.010.A and 4.12.010.C of the Village Code, the
Village Council has determined that it is in the best interests of the Village to waive competitive
bidding and approve the Change Order; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Chapter 4.12 of the Village Code and the Village’s purchasing
manual, the Village Council desires to waive competitive bidding for the Additional Work and
enter into the Change Order with the Contractor for the performance of the Additional Work; and
WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that it is in the best interests of the
Village and its residents to waive competitive bidding and enter into the Change Order with the
Contractor;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
February 2, 2021
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SECTION 2: WAIVER OF COMPETITIVE BIDDING.
Pursuant to Section
4.12.010.C of the Village Code, Section IV.3.D of the Village’s Purchasing Manual, and the
Village’s home rule authority, the Village Council waives the requirement of competitive bidding
for the procurement of the Additional Work.
SECTION 3: APPROVAL OF CHANGE ORDER. The Village Council approves the
Change Order in substantially the form attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A and in a final form
approved by the Village Manager.
SECTION 4: AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE CHANGE ORDER. The Village
Council authorizes and directs the Village President and the Village Clerk to execute and attest,
respectively, on behalf of the Village, the final Change Order after receipt by the Village Manager
of two executed copies of the final Change Order from the Contractor; provided, however, that if
the Village Manager does not receive two executed copies of the final Change Order from the
Contractor within 60 days after the date of adoption of this Resolution, then this authority to
execute and seal the Change Order will, at the option of the Village Council, be null and void.
SECTION 5: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from
and after its passage and approval according to law by two-thirds of the Trustees.
[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]

February 2, 2021
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ADOPTED this 2nd day of February, 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
____________________________________________________________
NAYS:
____________________________________________________________
ABSENT:
____________________________________________________________
ABSTAIN: ____________________________________________________________
Signed

____________________________________
Village President
Countersigned:

_______________________________________
Village Clerk

February 2, 2021

R-15-2021
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EXHIBIT A
CHANGE ORDER
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Attachment 2
2021 Street Program
AS OF 1/27/2021
STREET NAME
FROM
TO
S. END
WINNETKA
ABBOTSFORD
BIRCH ST.
WILLOW
ELM
ELM ST
LOCUST
BIRCH
ESSEX
WARWICK
WINNETKA
GAGE
GORDON TERR GREEN BAY
MERRILL
GORDON TERR GREEN BAY
LINCOLN
ELM
PROSPECT
WARWICK
WINNETKA
ESSEX
PAV'T PATCHING, REPAIRS, STRIPING VARIOUS LOCATIONS

TYPE
RESURFACING
WATER MAIN / REHAB
WATER MAIN / REHAB
WATER MAIN / REHAB
WATER MAIN / REHAB
WATER MAIN / REHAB
WATER MAIN
WATER MAIN / REHAB

TOTAL
ADDITIONAL WORK
BIRCH /PINE PARKING LOT
TOTAL

LENGTH
735
1780
1350
400
775
450
810
1300

W & E COST
$
$ 647,805.00
$ 164,325.00
$
80,885.00
$ 232,230.00
$ 171,820.00
$ 398,325.00
$ 376,840.00
$
-

PW COST
54,984.51
400,216.88
423,408.45
68,384.00
157,993.45
99,604.44
191,412.30
65,087.20

TOTAL COST
$
54,984.51
$ 1,048,021.88
$ 587,733.45
$ 149,269.00
$ 390,223.45
$ 271,424.44
$ 398,325.00
$ 568,252.30
$
65,087.20

7600 $ 2,072,230.00

$ 1,461,091.23

$ 3,533,321.23

$ 2,072,230.00
W&E

$ 245,814.90
$ 1,706,906.13
PW

$ 3,779,136.13
TOTAL

RECONTRUCTION

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
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SUMMARY OF QUANTITIES
AS OF 1/27/2021
NO. PAY ITEM
1 EARTH EXCAVATION
2 EARTH EXCAVATION (SPECIAL)
3 GEOTECHNICAL FABRIC FOR GROUND STABILIZATION
4 AGGREGATE FOR TEMPORARY DRIVEWAY ACCESS
5 HOT MIX ASPHALT SURFACE REMOVAL (MILLING)
6 HOT MIX ASPHALT BASE COURSE, 4"
7 HOT MIX ASPHALT BINDER COURSE, IL-19, N50
8 HOT MIX ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE, MIX C, N50
9 HOT MIX ASPHALT PAVEMENT PATCHING - FULL DEPTH, 8" (VARIOUS LOCATIONS)
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75

HOT MIX ASPHALT PAVEMENT PATCHING - SURFACE, 2" ( VARIOUS LOCATIONS)

PAVEMENT PATCHING, CLASS D
HOT MIX ASPHALT DRIVEWAY REMOVAL & REPLACEMENT, 2"
BITUMINOUS MATERIAL (PRIME COAT)
AGGREGATE (PRIME COAT)
PCC SIDEWALK REMOVAL & REPLACEMENT, 5"
PCC DRIVEWAY PAVEMENT REMOVAL & REPLACEMENT, 6"
PCC PAVEMENT, 9"
PCC PAVEMENT PATCHING (VARIOUS LOCATIONS)
COMBINATION CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER
COMBINATION CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER/CURB REMOVAL
DETECTABLE WARNINGS
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING-LINE, 4" WHITE/YELLOW
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING-LINE, 6" WHITE/YELLOW
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING-LINE, 12" WHITE/YELLOW
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING-LINE, 24" WHITE/YELLOW
THERMOPLASTIC PAVEMENT MARKING-LETTERS & SYMBOLS
SANITARY MANHOLES, 48" I.D., REMOVE & REPLACE
SANITARY MANHOLE CHIMNEY SEAL
INLETS, TYPE A
MANHOLES TYPE A, 4' DIA., TYPE 1 FRAME, CLOSED/OPEN LID
CATCH BASINS, TYPE D, 3' DIA., WITH FRAME & GRATE
MANHOLES TO BE RECONSTRUCTED
CATCH BASINS TO BE RECONSTRUCTED
MANHOLES TO BE ADJUSTED
CATCH BASINS TO BE ADJUSTED
FRAMES & GRATES/LIDS
STORM SEWERS, PVC SDR 26, 8"
STORM SEWERS, PVC SDR 26, 6"
STRUCTURES TO BE ABANDONED
TOPSOIL FURNISH & PLACE
SODDING
DETECTOR LOOPS TO BE REPLACED
TRAFFIC CONTROL & PROTECTION STANDARDS
WATER SERVICE LINE, 1 1/2", LONG
WATER SERVICE LINE, 1 1/2", SHORT
WATER SERVICE LINE 1 1/2" TO BE RECONNECTED/TRANSFERRED
WATER SERVICE LINE, 2" LONG
WATER SERVICE LINE, 2" SHORT
WATER SERVICE LINE, 2" TO BE RECONNECTED/TRANSFERRED
WATER SERVICE LINE, 4" D.I.P.
WATER SERVICE LINE, 6" D.I.P.
WATER SERVICE CONNECTIONS
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 4" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 6" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 8" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 10" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 12" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 16" I.D.
DUCTILE IRON PIPE WATER MAIN, CLASS 55, 20" I.D.
WATER MAIN CASING PIPE W/SPACERS & END SEALS
CUT & CAP EXISTING WATER MAIN
CUT & REMOVE EXISTING TEE/TS & V, & RESTORE EXISTING MAIN
WATER MAIN REMOVAL
20" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
12" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
10" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
8" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
6" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
6" VALVE ASSEMBLY WITH 48" VALVE VAULT
16"X12" TAPPING SLEEVE & VALVE (TS&V) WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
16"X8" TAPPING SLEEVE & VALVE (TS&V) WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
20"X6" TAPPING SLEEVE & VALVE (TS&V) WITH 60" VALVE VAULT
FIRE HYDRANT COMPLETE
FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY
FIRE HYDRANT REMOVAL
TOTAL
WATER & ELECTRIC
PUBLIC WORKS

UNIT
CUYD
CUYD
SQYD
TON
SQYD
SQYD
TON
TON

QUANTITY
COST
ABBOTTSFORD ABBOTTSFORD
$
$
$
$
1585
$
4,992.75
$
$
180
$
16,560.00

SQYD

$

SQYD
SQYD
SQYD
GAL
TON
SQFT
SQYD
SQYD
SQYD
FOOT
FOOT
SQFT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
SQFT
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
FOOT
FOOT
EACH
CUYD
SQYD
FT.
LSUM
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
FOOT
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH
EACH

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

2.40
4.00
54.56
52.80
3,500.00
1,050.00
9,768.00
19,000.00
-

$
$
$

54,984.51
54,984.51

240
4

62
12

1

3

148

0

QUANTITY
BIRCH
1020
2405
21
2455
2405
338
445

-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

COST
BIRCH
48,960.00
3,006.25
21.00
7,733.25
67,340.00
24,674.00
40,940.00
-

56
93
120

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

7,200.00
7.30
13.00
21,587.50
14,697.00
5,920.00
72,820.00
15,060.50
8,680.00
391.68
642.40
506.00
3,400.00
5,250.00
4,900.00
2,800.00
92.00
5,575.00
38,000.00
15,500.00
3,500.00
14,840.00
10,230.00
18,960.00

1792

$

439,040.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

5,035.00
2,400.00
2,500.00
16,800.00

6

$
$

33,000.00
-

1

$
$
$
$
$
$

18,600.00
64,800.00
2,600.00

180
730
13
2750
207
80
3310
3310
248
544
730
115

1

15
14

8
92
1115
0
5

1

53
2
1

2

4
4

QUANTITY
ELM
1665
160
3670
54
625
3670
530
370

$ 1,048,021.88
$ 647,805.00
$ 400,216.88

COST
ELM
$ 79,920.00
$
4,800.00
$
4,587.50
$
54.00
$
1,968.75
$ 102,760.00
$ 38,690.00
$ 34,040.00
$

288
640
11
750
261

2514
64
625
37

1
1

25

3
122
1410
0
17
8
5

30

4
2

1
2
1

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

QUANTITY
ESSEX

6
900

105

11,520.00
6.40
10.50
5,887.50
18,531.00
55,308.00
2,240.00
550.00
162.80
3,400.00
1,500.00
11,250.00
1,050.00
122.00
7,050.00
38,000.00
63,750.00
24,800.00
15,000.00
3,300.00
4,800.00
5,000.00
14,625.00
32,400.00
650.00

$ 587,733.45
$ 164,325.00
$ 423,408.45

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

24
140
2
2200
41

100
100
32
45
10

1
3
10
40
1
110
1300
0
4

405

21
1

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

COST
ESSEX
6.00
2,835.00
9,660.00

QUANTITY
GAGE

14
2015
300
175

960.00
1.40
2.00
17,270.00
2,911.00
2,200.00
455.00
1,120.00
39.60
44.00
350.00
1,350.00
660.00
2,560.00
350.00
110.00
6,500.00
19,000.00
12,400.00
63,990.00
1,995.00
2,500.00
-

$ 149,269.00
$ 80,885.00
$ 68,384.00

COST
GAGE
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

100
162
300
5
2500

1434
1434
112
340
215
125

1

6
6
20
60
3
70
850
113
0
3
2

1
2

20
760

30
2

2
2

2
2

QUANTITY
MERRILL

14.00
6,347.25
21,900.00
16,100.00

10
1270
180
110

-

$
$
4,000.00
$
6,480.00
$
3.00
$
5.00
$ 19,625.00
$
$
$
$ 31,548.00
$
6,524.70
$
3,920.00
$
244.80
$
189.20
$
$
550.00
$
$
$
$
$
$
3,400.00
$
$
$
$
2,100.00
$
2,700.00
$
1,320.00
$
3,840.00
$
1,050.00
$
70.00
$
4,250.00
$
2,812.50
$ 19,000.00
$ 11,250.00
$
$
6,000.00
$
$
$
3,500.00
$
$ 27,400.00
$
$
$
2,200.00
$ 120,080.00
$
$
$
$
$
2,850.00
$
$
5,000.00
$
$
$
$
$ 11,000.00
$
9,250.00
$
$
$
$
$
$ 32,400.00
$
1,300.00
$ 390,223.45
$ 232,230.00
$ 157,993.45

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

23
65
25
190
3
600
96
38
620
620
48
250
16
3

1
1
1
1
3
20
60
2
35
400
0
5
2
1
1

1

16
470

30
2

2

2

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

COST
MERRILL
10.00
4,000.50
13,140.00
10,120.00

QUANTITY
WARWICK

20
3120
450
272

851.00
2,600.00
1,000.00
1.90
3.00
4,710.00
6,816.00
2,812.00
13,640.00
2,821.00
1,680.00
220.00
70.40
13.64
1,800.00
3,500.00
1,500.00
350.00
1,050.00
1,320.00
3,840.00
700.00
35.00
2,000.00
19,000.00
18,750.00
6,200.00
3,000.00
5,000.00
11,600.00
1,760.00
74,260.00
2,850.00
5,000.00
11,000.00
32,400.00
-

$ 271,424.44
$ 171,820.00
$ 99,604.44

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

155
49
470
8
1900
176

1300
1300
48
295
50

1

11
60
240
3
62
730
0
9
12
5

30
1350

42
2

3

1

2
2

COST
WARWICK
20.00
9,828.00
32,850.00
25,024.00

QUANTITY
LINCOLN

-

$
$
6,200.00
$
1,960.00
$
4.70
$
8.00
$ 14,915.00
$ 12,496.00
$
$
$ 28,600.00
$
5,915.00
$
1,680.00
$
$
259.60
$
$
220.00
$
$
$
$
$
$
3,400.00
$
$
$
$
$
4,950.00
$
3,960.00
$ 15,360.00
$
1,050.00
$
62.00
$
3,650.00
$
$ 19,000.00
$ 33,750.00
$ 37,200.00
$ 15,000.00
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
3,300.00
$ 213,300.00
$
$
$
$
$
3,990.00
$
$
5,000.00
$
$
$
$
$ 16,500.00
$
$
$
$ 15,100.00
$
$
$ 32,400.00
$
1,300.00
$ 568,252.30
$ 376,840.00
$ 191,412.30

1
310
55
25
545
8
72
2
1

12

1

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

COST
LINCOLN
-

$

-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
3,750.00
$
$ 34,100.00
$
$ 11,055.00
$
$ 11,500.00
$ 231,625.00
$
$
9,600.00
$
$
2,160.00
$ 26,000.00
$
$
5,910.00
$
$
$ 55,500.00
$
$
$
$
7,125.00
$
$
$ 398,325.00
$ 398,325.00
$
-

VARIOUS
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

COST
VARIOUS
-

50

$

4,250.00

650

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

24,050.00
18,000.00
1,760.00
360.00
4,400.00
1,267.20
9,700.00
1,300.00
-

$
$
$

65,087.20
65,087.20

25000
2000
200
1000
288
2
2

TOTAL
2685
160
6075
125
11970
6075
1798
1657

UNIT PRICE EXTENDED AMOUNT
$
48.00 $
128,880.00
$
30.00 $
4,800.00
$
1.25 $
7,593.75
$
1.00 $
125.00
$
3.15 $
37,705.50
$
28.00 $
170,100.00
$
73.00 $
131,254.00
$
92.00 $
152,444.00

50 $
673
320
728
2710
46
10700
781
118
0
9278
6764
552
25884
4222
200
1365
291
2
2
1
2
4
1
1
19
24
45
258
400
20
491
5805
113
1
34
31
13
1
0
2
1
2
1
56
499
3105
55
1792
25
545
176
14
10
72
2
2
1
13
2
12
1
1
1
1
12
9

85.00

$

4,250.00

$
37.00
$
40.00
$
40.00
$
0.01
$
1.00
$
7.85
$
71.00
$
74.00
$
120.00
$
22.00
$
4.55
$
35.00
$
0.72
$
0.88
$
1.80
$
4.40
$
4.40
$ 4,850.00
$
650.00
$ 1,800.00
$ 3,500.00
$ 3,400.00
$ 1,500.00
$ 1,500.00
$
350.00
$
350.00
$
450.00
$
66.00
$
64.00
$
350.00
$
1.00
$
5.00
$
25.00
$ 190,000.00
$ 3,750.00
$ 3,100.00
$ 3,000.00
$ 5,000.00
$ 3,500.00
$ 3,500.00
$ 11,600.00
$ 13,700.00
$ 3,750.00
$
265.00
$
110.00
$
158.00
$
201.00
$
245.00
$
460.00
$
425.00
$
95.00
$ 1,200.00
$ 2,500.00
$
30.00
$ 13,000.00
$ 8,400.00
$ 5,910.00
$ 5,500.00
$ 4,625.00
$ 4,625.00
$ 18,600.00
$ 15,100.00
$ 14,625.00
$ 7,125.00
$ 16,200.00
$
650.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

24,901.00
12,800.00
29,120.00
27.10
45.50
83,995.00
55,451.00
8,732.00
204,116.00
30,776.20
19,320.00
18,636.48
3,715.36
360.00
6,006.00
1,280.84
9,700.00
1,300.00
1,800.00
7,000.00
13,600.00
1,500.00
1,500.00
6,650.00
8,400.00
20,250.00
17,028.00
25,600.00
7,000.00
491.00
29,025.00
2,812.50
171,000.00
127,500.00
96,100.00
39,000.00
5,000.00
7,000.00
11,600.00
27,400.00
3,750.00
14,840.00
54,890.00
490,590.00
11,055.00
439,040.00
11,500.00
231,625.00
16,720.00
16,800.00
25,000.00
2,160.00
26,000.00
16,800.00
5,910.00
71,500.00
9,250.00
55,500.00
18,600.00
15,100.00
14,625.00
7,125.00
194,400.00
5,850.00

$
$
$

3,533,321.23
2,072,230.00
1,461,091.23
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Resolution No. R-16-2021: Emergency Snowplowing Shared Services Agreement (Adoption)
Presenter: James J. Bernahl, Director of Engineering/Village Engineer
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/21

✔ YES

✔

NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
The Village is seeking approval from the Village Council to join an existing multi-agency
intergovernmental agreement for shared snowplow services due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

Executive Summary:
Throughout 2020, the Village has been responding to the ongoing global COVID-19 pandemic. The
Village has developed a number of policies and protocols to keep employees safe and minimize the
risk of transmission of the virus in the workplace. Unfortunately, there remains a risk of a significant
number of employees being infected with the virus and therefore unable to respond to an emergency.
With the winter season underway, surrounding communities sought to identify a means of ensuring
that snow removal operations would not be impacted in the event that a number of employees are
unable to report to work.
The Village of Lincolnwood worked with representatives from the City of Evanston and the Villages
of Glencoe, Kenilworth, Northbrook, Northfield, Skokie, and Wilmette to develop a mutual aid
intergovernmental agreement (IGA) where each community could provide support to each other in the
event that there was a significant outbreak of COVID-19.
The Intergovernmental agreement outlines a process where a requesting agency can seek personnel
only or personnel and equipment to provide assistance. A responding agency would identify whether
it had sufficient personnel to provide assistance and would notify the requesting agency of its intent to
send help. At no point is a community obligated to provide assistance. The providing agency would
be responsible to send its own employees (i.e. no contractors) and would only be asked to remove
snow from public property (e.g. streets, alleys, public parking lots, etc.).

Agenda Packet P. 57

Executive Summary (continued):
This agreement is intended to be a last resort and would be used in the event that a community has
exhausted its other means of providing snow removal services. The agreement expires on May 1,
2021; however, there is an option for the communities to mutually agree to renewal in the event that
the pandemic continues to be an issue into the 2021/2022 winter.
The IGA states that the requesting agency is responsible to reimburse the providing agency for any
costs incurred in providing mutual aid. As such, there will be no direct cost to the Village beyond
what it would normally spend for snow removal.
With the assistance of the Village of Lincolnwood an agreement rider was created to allow the Village
of Winnetka to join the existing approved IGA. Each participating community in the original IGA will
be taking a copy of this rider to their respective Council for approval and execution, no objections are
anticipated from these communities. For this reason the Village of Winnetka is seeking to move
forward with the authorization from the Village Council to join this mutual aid agreement.

Recommendation:
Consider adopting Resolution No. R-16-2021 approving an intergovernmental agreement and rider for
the Village of Winnetka to join an "Emergency Snowplowing Shared Services Agreement" to respond
to snow emergencies during the COVID-19 pandemic.

Attachments:
1. Resolution No. R-16-2021
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R-16-2021
A RESOLUTION APPROVING AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
RIDER FOR THE PROVISION OF MUTUAL AID FOR SNOW REMOVAL SERVICES
WHEREAS, Article VII, Section 10 of the 1970 Illinois Constitution and the Illinois
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act, 5 ILCS 220/1, et seq., authorize and encourage
intergovernmental cooperation; and
WHEREAS, the Village, the City of Evanston, and the Villages of Glencoe, Kenilworth,
Northbrook, Northfield, Skokie, and Wilmette (collectively, the “Local Governments”) each
provides snow removal services within its jurisdiction, including snow and ice removal and plowing,
salt application, and de-icing of public streets, alleys, rights-of-way, and related services (collectively,
“Snow Removal Services”), in order to protect the public health, safety, and welfare by mitigating the
impact of snow events; and
WHEREAS, each of the Local Governments anticipated that the COVID-19 pandemic may
impact their employees who perform Snow Removal Services and that those employees may become
unavailable to perform Snow Removal Services due to illness, quarantine, or related impacts of
COVID-19; and
WHEREAS, in order to ensure that each Local Government had adequate personnel to
provide Snow Removal Services during the COVID-19 pandemic, the Local Governments entered
into an intergovernmental agreement for the provision of mutual aid among the Local
Governments for the performance of Snow Removal Services ("Intergovernmental Agreement");
and
WHEREAS, the Village also provides Snow Removal Services within its jurisdiction and
desires to join the Local Governments in sharing Snow Removal Services pursuant to the
Intergovernmental Agreement; and
WHEREAS, the Village President and Village Council have determined that entering into
the Intergovernmental Agreement with the Local Governments will serve and be in the best interest
of the Village;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT AND
RIDER. The Village Council hereby approves the Intergovernmental Agreement by and among
the Local Government and the Village attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A, and the rider
attached to this Resolution as Exhibit B (“Rider”), each in substantially the same form attached
hereto and in a final form approved by the Village Manager.
February 2, 2021

R-16-2021
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SECTION 3: AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE INTERGOVERNMENTAL
AGREEMENT AND RIDER. The Village Council hereby authorizes and directs the Village
Manager and the Village Clerk to execute and seal, on behalf of the Village, the final
Intergovernmental Agreement and Rider.
SECTION 4: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from
and after its passage and approval according to law.
ADOPTED this February 2, 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
____________________________________________________________
NAYS:
____________________________________________________________
ABSENT:
____________________________________________________________
ABSTAIN: ____________________________________________________________
Signed
____________________________________
Village President
Countersigned:
_______________________________________
Village Clerk

February 2, 2021

R-16-2021
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EXHIBIT A
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT

{00118837.1}
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INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT FOR PROVISION OF SNOW REMOVAL PERSONNEL
TO RESPOND TO SNOW EMERGENCIES DURING THE COVID-19 EMERGENCY
THIS INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is made and entered into
as of the ___ day of ________, 2020 ("Effective Date"), and is by and between the CITY OF
EVANSTON, an Illinois home rule municipal corporation, the VILLAGE OF GLENCOE, an Illinois
municipal corporation, the VILLAGE OF KENILWORTH, an Illinois municipal corporation, the
VILLAGE OF LINCOLNWOOD, an Illinois home rule municipal corporation, the VILLAGE OF
NORTHBROOK, an Illinois home rule municipal corporation, the VILLAGE OF NORTHFIELD,
an Illinois home rule municipal corporation, the VILLAGE OF SKOKIE, an Illinois home rule
municipal corporation, and the VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, an Illinois home rule municipal
corporation, (collectively, the "Parties").
IN CONSIDERATION OF, and in reliance upon, the recitals and the mutual covenants set
forth in this Agreement, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency
of which are hereby acknowledged, and in the exercise of their powers and authority under the
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act, 5 ILCS 220/3 et seq., and the intergovernmental cooperation
provisions of Article VII, Section 10 of the Illinois Constitution of 1970, the Parties mutually agree
as follows:
SECTION 1. RECITALS.
A.
The United States Centers for Disease Control (CDC), the United States
Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), and the World Health Organization (WHO)
have each determined that the SARS-CoV-2 virus causes the COVID-19 respiratory disease.
B.
The SARS-CoV-2 virus is a new strain of coronavirus that had not been previously
identified in humans and is easily spread from person to person, and can result in serious illness
and death.
C.
Thousands of confirmed cases of COVID-19 have been identified throughout the
State of Illinois, with a majority of those cases within the greater Chicagoland area in which each
of the Parties are located.
D.
On January 31, 2020, the Secretary of HHS declared a public health emergency
for the entire United States of America concerning COVID-19.
E.
On March 9, 2020, Governor Pritzker issued a disaster proclamation concerning
the spread of COVID-19 in Illinois; on March 11, 2020, WHO declared that the spread of COVID19 is a global pandemic; and on March 13, 2020, President Trump declared a national emergency
concerning the COVID-19 pandemic.
F.
The COVID-19 pandemic is ongoing as of the Effective Date of this Agreement,
and is expected to continue through the 2020-2021 snow season, including that Governor Pritzker
has subsequently issued additional disaster proclamations concerning the spread of COVID-19
in Illinois.
G.
Article VII, Section 10 of the Illinois Constitution of 1970 provides for
intergovernmental cooperation between units of local governments, including the power to
contract or otherwise associate among themselves to obtain or share services and to exercise,
combine or transfer any power or function in any manner not prohibited by law or by ordinance,
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and to use their credit, revenues, and other resources to pay costs related to intergovernmental
activities.
H.
The Illinois Intergovernmental Cooperation Act, 5 ILCS 220/1 et seq., provides that
any power or powers, privileges or authority exercised or which may be exercised by a unit of
local government may be exercised and enjoyed jointly with any other unit of local government.
I.
The Parties provide snow removal services within their jurisdictions, including snow
and ice removal and plowing, salt application, and de-icing of public streets, alleys, rights-of-way,
and related services (collectively, “Snow Removal Services”), in order to protect the public health,
safety, and welfare by mitigating the impact of snow events.
J.
The Parties anticipate that the COVID-19 pandemic may impact their respective
employees who perform Snow Removal Services and that those employees may become
unavailable to perform Snow Removal Services due to illness, quarantine, or related impacts of
COVID-19.
K.
The Parties’ ability to perform Snow Removal Services will be negatively impacted if
their employees who perform Snow Removal Services are unable to work due to COVID-19,
particularly during heavy snowfall or other emergency situations that require immediate and
comprehensive response.
L.
The Parties desire to foster mutual aid and further the economic and efficient
utilization of public funds expended for public safety purposes by designating certain of their
employees (“Snow Removal Personnel”) to be available at the request of another Party
(“Requesting Party”) to provide Snow Removal Services to the Requesting Party during snow
events when members of the Requesting Party’s Snow Removal Personnel are unable to work due
to COVID-19.
SECTION 2.

SNOW REMOVAL SERVICES

A.
Designation of Snow Emergencies. For purposes of this Agreement, a “Snow
Emergency” is a snow event in which two or more inches of snowfall are expected to fall within the
Requesting Party’s jurisdiction within a six-hour period.
B.
Designation of Snow Removal Personnel. Each Party will identify and designate a
roster of its available Snow Removal Personnel who have experience using the Snow Removal
Equipment defined and identified in Section 2.C.2 of this Agreement. Snow Removal Personnel must
be full-time, part-time, or seasonal employees of each Party, and no Party will designate contractors
or other non-employees as Snow Removal Personnel. Each Party has the sole discretion to
designate its Snow Removal Personnel. All Snow Removal Personnel remain employees of that
Party, and no provision of this Agreement creates, or will be construed to create, any employment
relationship between any Snow Removal Personnel and any Requesting Party.
C.

Snow Removal Equipment.

1.
The Requesting Party may request that the Party that provides its Snow
Removal Personnel to a Requesting Party (“Providing Party”) also provide the necessary Snow
Removal Equipment, or may request that the Providing Party use the Requesting Party’s Snow
Removal Equipment. The Providing Party is authorized to exercise its discretion to determine whose
Snow Removal Equipment to use as provided in Paragraph 2.C.2 of this Agreement. In the event
{00117108.7}
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that any of the Requesting Party’s Snow Removal Equipment is used by the Providing Party, the
Requesting Party must: (a) provide training for the Providing Party’s Snow Removal Personnel
before those Snow Removal Personnel commence the provision of Snow Removal Services; and
(b) thoroughly disinfect the Snow Removal Equipment prior to use by the Providing Party, pursuant
to applicable guidelines issued by the CDC and the Illinois Department of Public Health.
2.
A Providing Party may, in its discretion, elect to provide its own Snow
Removal Equipment or to use the Snow Removal Equipment provided by the Requesting Party. No
Providing Party will be responsible or in any way obligated to provide any Snow Removal Equipment
to any Requesting Party. For purposes of this agreement, Snow Removal Equipment includes trucks,
plows, salt spreaders, de-icers, shovels, picks, and snowblowers (“Snow Removal Equipment”).
No Snow Removal Personnel will be responsible to operate any equipment in performing the Snow
Removal Services other than the Snow Removal Equipment.
D.
Snow Removal Services Limited to Public Property. Snow Removal Services
provided by Snow Removal Personnel pursuant to this Agreement are limited only to publicly-owned
property of the Requesting Party, including those streets, sidewalks, alleys, publicly-owned lots, or
other public property designated by the Requesting Party. No Snow Removal Personnel will perform,
or will be requested to perform, any Snow Removal Services on privately-owned property.
SECTION 3.

REQUESTS FOR SNOW REMOVAL PERSONNEL AND EQUIPMENT.

A.
Determination of COVID-19 Impact. A Requesting Party may request Snow Removal
Personnel to perform Snow Removal Services during a Snow Emergency pursuant to this
Agreement only upon determining that one or more members of the Requesting Party’s Snow
Removal Personnel will be unable to work for a period of at least eight hours due to the impacts of
the COVID-19 pandemic.
B.
Request for Snow Removal Personnel and Equipment. A Requesting Party may
initiate a request for Snow Removal Personnel by sending an email to the authorized representatives
of the Parties designated in Exhibit A of this Agreement, which email must identify the timeframe for
performance of the Snow Removal Services and the number of requested Snow Removal Personnel
(“Personnel Request”). The Personnel Request must also include: the number of requested Snow
Removal Personnel; whether any of the Snow Removal Personnel must have a commercial driver’s
license; whether and to what extent the Providing Party must provide its own Snow Removal
Equipment; the type of Snow Removal Services to be provided; the estimated time for reporting to
the Requesting Party’s facility; and a mobile telephone number of the Requesting Party’s designated
representative. Requesting Parties should issue Personnel Requests as far in advance as possible.
C.
No Obligation to Provide Snow Removal Personnel. No Party has any obligation to
respond to a Personnel Request or to provide Snow Removal Personnel in response to a Personnel
Request.
D.
Response to Requesting Party’s Public Works Facility. If a Providing Party is able
and willing to provide Snow Removal Personnel in response to a Personnel Request, the Providing
Party should: (i) respond via e-mail to the Requesting Party as soon as practicable with the names
of the Snow Removal Personnel that it will provide; (ii) indicate whether it elects to use the
Requesting Party’s Snow Removal Equipment or its own Snow Removal Equipment; and (iii) direct
its designated Snow Removal Personnel to report to the Requesting Party’s public works facility at
the time designated by the Requesting Party in the Personnel Request, or such other time as the
Providing Party and Requesting Party may agree. The Providing Party’s Snow Removal Personnel,
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and the personnel of the Requesting Party, must comply at all times with applicable social distancing
and masking regulations.
E.
Scope of Snow Removal Services. The Requesting Party is solely responsible to
provide direction to the Snow Removal Personnel as to the completion of the Snow Removal
Services. No Providing Party will have any responsibility to direct, supervise, or otherwise participate
in the completion of the Snow Removal Services for the Requesting Party.
F.
Performance of Snow Removal Services. The Parties anticipate that Snow Removal
Personnel will perform the Snow Removal Services in the same or similar manner that the Snow
Removal Personnel would perform Snow Removal Services for the Providing Party. If the
Requesting Party determines, in its sole discretion, that any Snow Removal Personnel are not
prepared to perform, or are not satisfactorily performing, the Snow Removal Services, the
Requesting Party may direct any member of the Snow Removal Personnel to cease performing
Snow Removal Services, and the Requesting Party will be responsible for all Personnel Costs
incurred at the time of the direction to cease.
G.
Maximum Shift Length. No Snow Removal Personnel may be required to work for
any shift exceeding 12 hours in length, whether directly for their own employer or in providing Snow
Removal Services for a Requesting Party, or for a combination thereof.
SECTION 4.

REIMBURSEMENT OF COSTS.

The Requesting Party shall reimburse the Providing Party for all costs related to the provision
of Snow Removal Services by the Providing Party’s Snow Removal Personnel, including, without
limitation: (a) hourly wages or pro-rated salary, overtime, travel time to and from the Requesting
Party’s work site, and other direct costs and expenses reasonably related to the Providing Party
making the Snow Removal Personnel available for Snow Removal Services (collectively,
“Personnel Costs”); (b) all costs of expendable materials provided by the Providing Party, including,
without limitation, fuel and salt (collectively, “Materials Costs”); and (c) the costs incurred by the
Providing Party in connection with any personal injury or property damage (including, without
limitation, automobile damage), to the extent such costs are the responsibility of the Requesting
Party pursuant to Section 7 of this Agreement. However, the Requesting Party will not be responsible
for reimbursement of any wear-and-tear or depreciation of Snow Removal Equipment provided by
the Providing Party. The Providing Party will provide the Requesting Party with an invoice itemizing
the Personnel Costs and the Materials Costs. The provisions of the Local Government Prompt
Payment Act, 50 ILCS 505/1 et seq., will apply to all payments due pursuant to this Agreement.
SECTION 5. INSURANCE.
Each Requesting Party agrees to provide the following insurance coverages for Snow
Removal Services requested and provided by Snow Removal Personnel from a Providing Party
pursuant to this Agreement:
A.
Commercial General Liability, in a minimum amount of $1,000,000 combined
single limit per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage and $1,000,000 per occurrence
for personal injury, and with a general aggregate twice the required occurrence limit;
B.
Business Auto Liability, in a minimum amount of $1,000,000 combined single limit
per accident for bodily injury and property damage, and with a Non-Owned and Hired Automobile
endorsement;
{00117108.7}
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C.
First Party Property, covering the Snow Removal Equipment owned by the
Requesting Party; and
D.
Workers' Compensation in statutory limits and Employer’s Liability with limits of
$500,000 per accident.
Each Requesting Party shall provide Providing Party’s with a certificate of insurance verify the
above-required insurance. Such coverages are not required to include coverage for the
intentional, deliberate, willful or wanton actions of any Snow Removal Personnel.
SECTION 6. TERM AND TERMINATION.
The term of this Agreement will commence upon the Effective Date hereof and terminate
on May 1, 2021. Claims made pursuant to this Agreement by and between the individual Parties,
including, without limitation, claims for reimbursement, indemnification, or insurance coverage,
will survive the termination of this Agreement or withdrawal of any one or more of the Parties that
are signatories to this Agreement. Any party may withdraw from this Agreement at any time and
for any reason by providing at least 30 days advance written notice to the other Parties. In the
event of withdrawal or of the termination of this Agreement, each Party will remain responsible for
fulfilling all obligations imposed by this Agreement prior to the effective date of withdrawal or
termination. The Parties may renew this Agreement for subsequent snow seasons, which shall
be defined, subsequent to May 1, 2021, as the period from November 1 through the following
May 1, by written amendment adopted by all Parties desiring to renew the Agreement pursuant
to Section 8.D of this Agreement.
SECTION 7. INDEMNIFICATION; LIMITATION OF LIABILITY.
A.
Each Requesting Party agrees to defend, indemnify, and hold the Providing Party
harmless from, all claims, causes of action, suits, damages, or demands, liabilities, losses, and
expenses, including attorneys’ fees and administrative expenses, that arise, or may be alleged to
have arisen, out of or in connection with: (a) the provision by the Providing Party’s Snow Removal
Personnel of the Snow Removal Services or (b) this Agreement; provided, however, that this
indemnity does not and will not apply to proven willful misconduct or gross negligence on the part
of the Providing Party’s Snow Removal Personnel. The insurance requirements required in
Section 5 of this Agreement in no way limit the defense, indemnification and hold harmless
provisions of this Section 7.A.
B.
Any Requesting Party, as provided for under this Agreement, hereby waives,
releases, and discharges its rights of recovery against any Providing Party, by subrogation or
otherwise, for any loss and damage arising out of or relating to the provision of the Snow Removal
Services by the Snow Removal Personnel.
C.

This Section 7 will survive the termination or expiration of this Agreement.

SECTION 8. GENERAL PROVISIONS.
A.
Notices. All notices required or permitted to be given under this Agreement must
be given by the parties by: (i) personal delivery; (ii) certified United States Mail, enclosed in a
sealed envelope with sufficient postage thereon; or (iii) deposit with a nationally recognized
{00117108.7}

5
Agenda Packet P. 66

overnight delivery service, addressed as stated in this Section 8.A. The address of any party may
be changed by written notice to the other parties. Any mailed notice will be deemed to have been
given and received within three days after the same has been mailed and any notice given by
overnight courier will be deemed to have been given and received within 24 hours after deposit.
Notices and communications to the parties must be addressed to, and delivered at, the following
addresses:
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If to the City of Evanston:

City Manager
City of Evanston
2100 Ridge Avenue
Evanston, IL 60201

If to the Village of Glencoe:

Village Manager
Village of Glencoe
675 Village Court
Glencoe, IL 60022

If to the Village of Kenilworth:

Village Manager
Village of Kenilworth
419 Richmond Road
Kenilworth, IL 60043

If to the Village of Lincolnwood:

Village Manager
Village of Lincolnwood
6900 N. Lincoln Avenue
Lincolnwood, IL 60712

If to the Village of Northbrook:

Village Manager
Village of Northbrook
1225 Cedar Lane
Northbrook, IL 60062

If to the Village of Northfield:

Village Manager
Village of Northfield
361 N. Happ Road
Northfield, IL 60093

If to the Village of Skokie:

Village Manager
Village of Skokie
5127 Oakton Street
Skokie, IL 60077

If to the Village of Wilmette:

Village Manager
Village of Wilmette
1200 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
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B.
Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of all of the terms
and conditions of this Agreement.
C.
Governing Law. This Agreement is to be governed by, construed, and enforced in
accordance with the internal laws, but not the conflicts of laws rules, of the State of Illinois.
D.
Amendments and Modifications. No amendment or modification to this Agreement
will be effective until it is reduced to writing and approved and executed by each of the Parties in
accordance with all applicable statutory procedures; provided, however, that this Section 8.D will
not be deemed or interpreted as prohibiting future collaboration between some or all of the Parties
without an amendment to this Agreement regarding matters of shared interest to which this
Agreement does not apply.
E.
Severability. Every section, paragraph, part, term and provision of this Agreement
is severable from the other terms and provisions of this Agreement. If any section, paragraph,
part, term or provision of this Agreement is construed or held to be void, invalid or unenforceable
by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining sections, paragraphs, parts, terms and
provisions of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby but shall remain in full force and effect.
F.
No Third-Party Beneficiaries. No claim as a third-party beneficiary under this
Agreement by any person, firm, or corporation may be made, or be valid, against any of the
Parties.
G.
Counterpart Signatures. This Agreement may be executed in any number of
counterparts, each of which will be deemed to be an original, but all of which together will
constitute one and the same instrument.
[SIGNATURES ON FOLLOWING PAGE]
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Date.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective

CITY OF EVANSTON, an Illinois home rule
municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF GLENCOE, an Illinois
municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF KENILWORTH, an Illinois
municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF LINCOLNWOOD, an Illinois
home rule municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF NORTHBROOK, an Illinois
home rule municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
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VILLAGE OF NORTHFIELD, an Illinois
home rule municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF SKOKIE, an Illinois home rule
municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, an Illinois home
rule municipal corporation

ATTEST:

By:
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Exhibit A
Authorized Representatives
City of Evanston

Contacts
Donald Leicht
Public Works Superintendent
847-257-2354
dleicht@vok.org

Public Works Facility Address
Service Center Facility
2020 Asbury Ave
Evanston, IL 60102

Village of Lincolnwood

Contacts
Edgar Cano
Public Services Bureau Chief
847-650-2300 (Cell)
847-448-8149 (Office)
ecano@cityofevanston.org

Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Facility
7001 N. Lawndale Avenue
Lincolnwood, IL 60712
Contacts
Nadim Badran
Assistant to the Public Works Director
nbadran@lwd.org
847-745-4859
773-310-3719 (cell)

Don Cornelius
Streets Supervisor
847-366-9760 (cell)
847-866-2994(office)
dcornelius@cityofevanston.org

Ricardo Cano
Utilities/Streets Foreman
rcano@lwd.org
847-493-9250 (cell)

Village of Glencoe
Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Garage
325 Temple Court
Glencoe, IL 60022

Village of Northbrook
Public Works Facility
Public Works Center
655 Huehl Road
Northbrook, IL 60062

Contacts
Don Kirk
Public Works General Superintendent
Cell: 224-216-9150
dkirk@villageofglencoe.org

Contacts
Kelly Hamill
Director of Public Works
847-272-4711
Kelly.hamill@northbrook.il.us

Dave Mau
Public Works Director
Cell: 847-456-4728
dmau@villageofglencoe.org

Village of Northfield

Village of Kenilworth

Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Facility
1800 Winnetka Road
Northfield, IL 60093

Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Facility
347 Ivy Court
Kenilworth, IL 60043
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Contacts
Michael Nystrand, Director
W; 847-441- 3810
C: 847-456-3390
E: mnystrand@northfieldil.org

815-245-7590 (cell)
Guy Lam
Deputy Director of Public Works
lamg@wilmette.com
847-853-7595
847-436-5355 (cell)

Eric Jordan, Supervisor/Arborist
W: 847-441-3810
C: 847-380-0829
E: ejordan@northfieldil.org

*Tony Muzik
Street Superintendent
muzika@wilmette.com
847-853-7584
847-712-8669 (cell)

Bill Wipperfurth, Supervisor
W: 847-441-3810
C: 847-456-2570
E: bwipperfurth@northfieldil.org

Steve Rindfleisch
Crew Leader (Streets)
rindfleischs@wilmette.com
847-853-7581
847-987-7031 (cell)

Village of Skokie

Phil Falcone
Crew Leader (Streets)
falconef@wilmette.com
847-853-7581
630-973-6737 (cell)

Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Facility
9050 Gross Point Road
Skokie, IL 60077
Contacts
Steve Lesniewicz
Streets Superintendent
*After hours contact
Steve.lesniewicz@skokie.org
Work: 847-933-8427
Cell: 847-673-3989
Max Slankard
Director of Public Works
Max.slankard@skokie.org
Work: 847-933-8427
Village of Wilmette
Public Works Facility Address
Public Works Facility
711 Laramie Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
Contacts
Brigitte Berger-Raish
Director of Engineering and Public Works
bergerb@wilmette.com
847-853-7627
{00117108.7}
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EXHIBIT B
RIDER

{00118837.1}
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RIDER TO COVID-19 SNOW REMOVAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT
This is a rider ("Rider") to the Intergovernmental Agreement for Provision of Snow
Removal Personnel to Respond to Snow Emergencies During the COVID-19 Emergency, dated
_____, 2020 ("Agreement"), between and among the City of Evanston and the Villages of
Glencoe, Kenilworth, Lincolnwood, Northbrook, Northfield, Skokie, and Wilmette (collectively,
the “Original Signatories”), and the Village of Winnetka, as the course of business between the
Original Signatories and the Village of Winnetka (collectively, the “Parties”). In the event of a
conflict between the terms of the Agreement and the terms of this Rider, the terms of this Rider
shall control. All terms of this Rider not defined in this Rider have the meanings set forth in the
Agreement.
SECTION 1. ADDITION OF PARTY – VILLAGE OF WINNETKA.
The Village of Winnetka is hereby added as a Party to the Agreement.
This Rider may be executed in counterparts, each of which will constitute an original
document and together will constitute the same instrument. This Rider will be deemed to be
effective as of the date on which the Village Council of the Village of Winnetka approves the
Agreement and this Rider, but only if the corporate authorities of all eight Original Signatories
ratify the execution of this Rider.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have hereunto set their hands as of this _____
day of _______, 2021.

Signed:
Authorized Signor for the City of Evanston
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Glencoe
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Kenilworth
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Lincolnwood
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Northbrook

{00118720.1}
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Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Northfield
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Skokie
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Wilmette
Signed:
Authorized Signor for the Village of Winnetka

{00118720.1}
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Resolution Nos. R-17-2021 and R-18-2021: Establishing Manager & Department
Head Salaries (Adoption)

Presenter: Robert M. Bahan, Village Manager
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/2021

✔ YES

✔

NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
None.

Executive Summary:
As required by Village Code, Resolution No. R-17-2021 approves and establishes the Village
Manager's salary, while Resolution No. R-18-2021 establishes salaries for the Department Heads.
The resolutions provide that the salary changes are effective January 1, 2021. This is consistent with
other employee pay adjustments.

Recommendation:
1. Consider adoption of Resolution No. R-17-2021, titled "A Resolution Approving and Establishing
Changes in the Compensation of the Village Manager."
2. Consider adoption of Resolution No. R-18-2021 titled "A Resolution Approving and Establishing
the Compensation of Department Heads Effective January 1, 2021."
Attachments:
1. Resolution No. R-17-2021
2. Resolution No. R-18-2021
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Attachment 1
RESOLUTION NO. R-17-2021
A RESOLUTION
APPROVING AND ESTABLISHING
CHANGES IN THE COMPENSATION OF THE VILLAGE MANAGER
WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) is a home rule municipality in
accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 2.12.040 of the Winnetka Village Code (“Village
Code”), the compensation of the Village Manager shall be determined by the Council of the
Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”); and
WHEREAS, the Village entered into a September 29, 2010 Employment Agreement
with the Village Manager (“Employment Agreement”), pursuant to which the Village Council
agreed to periodically review the Village Manager’s compensation; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to its home rule authority, the Village Council has determined that
it is the best interests of the Village to set the compensation for the Village Manager as set forth
in this Resolution;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF BASE SALARY. In accordance with Section 2.12.040
of the Village Code and Section 5 of the Employment Agreement, the Village Council hereby
approves and establishes the monthly base salary of the Village Manager as follows:
Monthly Salary
Effective
January 1, 2021
Robert M. Bahan

$ 19,436.48

SECTION 3: APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. In addition to the
base salary established in Section 1 of this Resolution, the benefits and payments established in
the Employment Agreement, and all other benefits available generally to Village employees,
Village Manager Robert M. Bahan shall be paid a one-time bonus of $25,000.00.
SECTION 4: EFFECT OF RESOLUTION. Except for the salary and payment
adjustments made pursuant to this Resolution, all provisions of the Employment Agreement
remain in full force and effect, without change.
SECTION 5: REPEALER. Resolution R-12-2020 is hereby repealed in its entirety.

February 2, 2021

R-17-2021
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SECTION 5: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage and approval according to law.
ADOPTED this 2nd day of February 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Signed

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

February 2, 2021

R-17-2021
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Attachment 2
RESOLUTION NO. R-18-2021
A RESOLUTION
APPROVING AND ESTABLISHING
THE COMPENSATION OF DEPARTMENT HEADS
EFFECTIVE JANUARY 1, 2021
WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) is a home rule municipality in
accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to the Winnetka Village Code (“Village Code”), the compensation
for the Village’s department heads shall be fixed by the Village Manager with the approval of the
Council of the Village of Winnetka (“Village Council”); and
WHEREAS, the Village Manager has fixed the compensation for the departments heads
for 2021 as set forth in this Resolution; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to its home rule authority, the Village Council has determined that
it is the best interests of the Village to approve the compensation for the Village’s department
heads for 2021 as set forth in this Resolution;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF BASE SALARIES. In accordance with the sections of
the Winnetka Village Code referenced in the table below, the Village Council hereby approves
and establishes the following monthly base salaries for the department heads:
Name and Title

Monthly Salary
Effective
January 1, 2021

Alan Berkowsky
(Fire Chief,
WVC 2.52.030.B)

$ 13,979.92

David Schoon
(Community Development Director
WVC §2.44.030.B)

$ 13,750.00

Brian L. Keys
(Water & Electric Director
WVC §2.68.010.C)

February 2, 2021

$ 15,656.88

-1-
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Marc Hornstein
(Chief of Police
WVC §2.60.030.B)

$ 14,386.67

Timothy J. Sloth
(Finance Director
WVC §2.48.010.D)

$ 14,562.50

Kristin Kazenas
(Assistant Village Manager
WVC §2.14.020)

$ 13,333.33

Jim Bernahl
(Engineering Director
WVC §2.66.020)

$ 13,790.69

SECTION 3: APPROVAL OF ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. In addition to the
base salaries established in Section 1 of this Resolution and all other benefits available generally
to Village employees, the department heads listed in Section 1 of this Resolution (“Department
Heads”) shall also receive the following additional compensation for 2021: (a) each of the
Department Heads, after one year of successful employment, shall be entitled to an annual, lump
sum payment of $2,500.00, which the Village Treasurer shall deposit, on behalf of each
Department Head, into a qualified Internal Revenue Code Section 457 deferred compensation plan;
(b) Director of Water and Electric Brian L. Keys shall be paid a one-time bonus of $5,000.00; (c)
Community Development Director David Schoon shall be paid a one-time bonus of $5,000.00; (d)
Fire Chief Alan Berkowsky shall be paid a one-time bonus of $5,000.00; (e) Police Chief Marc
Hornstein shall be paid a one-time bonus of $5,000.00; and (f) Finance Director Timothy J. Sloth
shall be paid a one-time bonus of $5,000.00.
SECTION 4: REPEALER. Resolution R-13-2020 is hereby repealed in its entirety.
SECTION 5: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from
and after its passage and approval according to law.

[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]

February 2, 2021
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ADOPTED this 2nd day of February 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Signed

Village President
Countersigned:

Village Clerk

February 2, 2021

-3-
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title:

Ordinance No. M-5-2021: Alexandra Kaehler Interior Design Special Use Permit (Introduction / Adoption)

Presenter: David Schoon, Director of Community Development
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/2021

YES

✔ NO

✔

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
01/19/2021 - Village Council discussed renewing the special use permit for Alexandra Kaehler
Interior Design located at 928 Green Bay Road and directed staff to draft an ordinance to renew the
special use permit indefinitely.
https://www.villageofwinnetka.org/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/_01192021-240
Executive Summary:
On February 2, the Village Council is scheduled to consider Ordinance No. M-5-2021 in response to
an application for renewal by Alexandra Kaehler (the “Applicant”), as lessee of the property at 928
Green Bay Road (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant requests renewal of the special use permit
approved by Ordinance No. M-16-2018, allowing the existing interior design office to operate on the
Subject Property. The Applicant is seeking renewal of a Special Use Permit in accordance with
Chapter 17.56 [Special Use] of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance to permit an interior design office in
the C-2 General Retail Commercial Overlay District at the Subject Property The Council provided
policy direction regarding this request at its January 19 meeting.
As directed by the Council, Ordinance No. M-5-2021 has been drafted to renew the special use permit
without an expiration date. Ordinance No. M-5-2021 is included as Attachment A.

Recommendation:
Consider waiving introduction of Ordinance No. M-5-2021 and consider adoption of the Ordinance
OR
consider only introduction of Ordinance No. M-5-2021.
Attachments:
Attachment A: Ordinance No.vM-5-2021
Attachment B: January 19, 2021 VC ES and Attachments

Agenda Packet P. 82

ATTACHMENT A
ORDINANCE NO. M-5-2021
AN ORDINANCE RENEWING AND EXTENDING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT
FOR THE OPERATION OF A PROFESSIONAL OFFICE
WITHIN THE C-2 COMMERCIAL OVERLAY DISTRICT OF THE VILLAGE
(928 Green Bay Road)
WHEREAS, Alexandra Kaehler, d/b/a Alexandra Kaehler Design, LLC (“Applicant”), is the
lessee of the property commonly known as 928 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois, and legally
described in Exhibit A attached to and, by this reference, made a part of this Ordinance (“Subject
Property”); and
WHEREAS, Connor Max LLC-928-930 Green Bay Road is the record title owner of the
Subject Property (“Owner”), and consents to the operation of an interior design office by the
Applicant at the Subject Property; and
WHEREAS, the Subject Property is located within the C-2 General Retail Commercial
District and the C-2 Commercial Overlay District of the Village (collectively, “C-2 Commercial
Overlay District”); and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 17.44.020 and the table of uses set forth in Section
17.46.010 of Zoning Ordinance (“Zoning Ordinance”), the operation of an interior design office
is not permitted within the C-2 Commercial Overlay District without a special use permit; and
WHEREAS, on November 8, 2018, pursuant to Ordinance No. M-16-2018 (“Zoning
Approval Ordinance”), the Applicant was granted a special use permit for the operation of an
interior design office on the Subject Property within the C-2 Commercial Overlay District
(“Special Use Permit”); and
WHEREAS, Section 3.B of the Zoning Approval Ordinance provided that the Special Use
Permit shall be valid until the December 31, 2020, the expiration of the Applicant’s lease for the
Subject Property, and that the Applicant may file an application with the Village Council to renew
the Special Use Permit prior its expiration; and
WHEREAS, on December 17, 2020, pursuant to Section 3.B of the Zoning Approval
Ordinance, the Applicant filed an application to renew the Special Use Permit at the Subject Property;
and
WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that renewing the Special Use Permit for the
operation of an interior design office at the Subject Property is in the best interest of the Village and its
residents;
NOW, THEREFORE, the Council of the Village of Winnetka do ordain as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated into this
Section 1 as the findings of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, as if fully set forth herein.

February 2, 2021
{00118725.2}
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SECTION 2: RENEWAL OF SPECIAL USE PERMIT. The Special Use Permit is
hereby renewed, and shall not be subject to an expiration date, pursuant to Section 3.B of the Zoning
Approval Ordinance and the home rule powers of the Village. Nothing in this Section 2 shall be
interpreted to supersede any otherwise applicable provisions of the Zoning Ordinance or other
applicable law regarding expiration, abandonment, or termination of special use permits.
SECTION 3: CONTINUED EFFECT; CONFLICTS. Except as expressly modified
by this Ordinance, the Zoning Approval Ordinance will remain in full force and effect, and the
Applicant must comply with all requirements, conditions, and restrictions in the Zoning Approval
Ordinance. Any violation of this Ordinance will be deemed a violation of the Zoning Approval
Ordinance and the Zoning Ordinance. In the event of a conflict between the provisions of the
Zoning Approval Ordinance and the provisions of this Ordinance, the provisions of this Ordinance
shall control.
SECTION 4: RECORDATION; BINDING EFFECT. A copy of this Ordinance shall
be recorded with the Cook County Recorder of Deeds. This Ordinance and the privileges,
obligations, and provisions contained herein inure solely to the benefit of, and are binding upon,
the Applicant, the Owner, and each of their heirs, representatives, successors, and assigns.
SECTION 5: EFFECTIVE DATE.
events:

A.

This Ordinance will be effective only upon the occurrence of all of the following
1.

Passage by the Village Council in the manner required by law;

2.

Publication in pamphlet form in the manner required by law; and

3.

The filing by the Applicant and the Owner with the Village Clerk of an
Unconditional Agreement and Consent in the form of Exhibit B attached to
and, by this reference, made a part of this Ordinance, to accept and abide by
each and all of the terms, conditions, and limitations set forth in this
Ordinance and to indemnify the Village for any claims that may arise in
connection with the approval of this Ordinance.

B.
In the event that the Applicant and Owner do not file with the Village Clerk a fully
executed copy of the unconditional agreement and consent described in Section 5.A.3 of this
Ordinance within 60 days after the date of passage of this Ordinance by the Village Council, the
Village Council shall have the right, in its sole discretion, to declare this Ordinance null and void
and of no force or effect.

February 2, 2021
{00118725.2}
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PASSED this 2nd day of February 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
APPROVED this ____ day of _________, 2021.

Signed:

Countersigned:
Village Clerk

Village President

Published by authority of the
President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of Winnetka,
Illinois, this ___ day of _______,
2021.

Introduced: ________________, 2021
Passed and Approved: ______________, 2021

February 2, 2021
{00118725.2}
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
LOT 2 IN HARRIS BANK WINNETKA SUBDIVISION, BEING A PART OF THE EAST ½
OF THE NORTHWEST ¼ OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF
THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
Commonly known as 928 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois.
PIN: 05-17-122-017-0000

{00118725.2}
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EXHIBIT B
UNCONDITIONAL AGREEMENT AND CONSENT
TO: The Village of Winnetka, Illinois (“Village”):
WHEREAS, Alexandra Kaehler, d/b/a Alexandra Kaehler Design, LLC (“Applicant”), is the
lessee of the property commonly known as 928 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, Illinois (“Subject
Property”); and
WHEREAS, Connor Max LLC-928-930 Green Bay Road LLC is the record title owner
of the Subject Property (“Owner”), and consents to the operation of an interior design office by
the Applicant at the Subject Property; and
WHEREAS, on November 8, 2018, pursuant to Ordinance No. M-16-2018 (“Zoning
Approval Ordinance”), the Applicant was granted a special use permit for the operation of an
interior design office on the Subject Property within the C-2 Commercial Overlay District
(“Special Use Permit”); and
WHEREAS, Section 3.B of the Zoning Approval Ordinance provided that the Special Use
Permit shall be valid until the December 31, 2020, the expiration of the Applicant’s lease for the
Subject Property, and that the Applicant may file an application with the Village Council to renew
the Special Use Permit prior its expiration; and
WHEREAS, Ordinance No. M-5-2021, adopted by the Village Council on _________,
2021 (“Renewal Ordinance”), renewed the Special Use Permit for the operation of an interior
design office at the Subject Property within the C-2 Commercial Overlay District of the Village;
and
WHEREAS, Section 5 of the Renewal Ordinance provides, among other things, that the
Ordinance will be of no force or effect unless and until the Applicant and the Owner have filed,
within 60 days following the passage of the Renewal Ordinance, their unconditional agreement
and consent to accept and abide by each and all of the terms, conditions, and limitations set forth
in the Ordinance;
NOW, THEREFORE, the Applicant and the Owner do hereby agree and covenant as
follows:
1.
The Applicant and the Owner do hereby unconditionally agree to accept, consent
to, and abide by each and all of the terms, conditions, limitations, restrictions, and provisions of
the Renewal Ordinance.
2.
The Applicant and the Owner acknowledge that all procedures followed to extend
the Special Use Permit and adopt the Renewal Ordinance have been properly followed, have
considered the possibility of the revocation provided for in the Renewal Ordinance, and agree not
to challenge any such revocation on the grounds of any procedural infirmity or a denial of any
procedural right.
{00118725.2}
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3.
The Applicant and the Owner acknowledge and agree that the Village is not and
will not be, in any way, liable for any damages or injuries that may be sustained as a result of the
Village's renewal of the Special Use Permit for the Subject Property or its adoption of the Renewal
Ordinance, and that the Village's approvals do not, and will not, in any way, be deemed to insure
the Applicant or the Owner against damage or injury of any kind and at any time.
4.
The Applicant and the Owner do hereby agree to hold harmless and indemnify the
Village, the Village's corporate authorities, and all Village elected and appointed officials, officers,
employees, agents, representatives, and attorneys, from any and all claims that may, at any time,
be asserted against any of such parties in connection with the Village's adoption of the Renewal
Ordinance granting the special use permit for the Subject Property.
5.
The Applicant and the Owner hereby agree to pay all expenses incurred by the
Village in defending itself with regard to any and all of the claims mentioned in this Unconditional
Agreement and Consent. These expenses will include all out-of-pocket expenses, such as
attorneys' and experts' fees, and will also include the reasonable value of any services rendered by
any employees of the Village.
Dated:

, 2021

ATTEST:

ALEXANDRA KAEHLER DESIGN LLC, an
Illinois limited liability company

By:

By:
Its:

ATTEST:

CONNOR MAX LLC-928-930 GREEN BAY
ROAD, an Illinois limited liability company

By:

By:
Its:

{00118725.2}
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Attachment B
Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Alexandra Kaehler Interior Design Special Use Permit - 928 Green Bay Road (Policy Direction)
Presenter: David Schoon, Community Development Director
Agenda Date:

Consent:

01/19/21
YES

✔ NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
✔ Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
None

Executive Summary:
On January 19, the Village Council is scheduled to consider an application for renewal by Alexandra Kaehler
(the "Applicant"), as lessee of the property located at 928 Green Bay Road (the "Subject Property"), to renew
the special use permit approved by Ordinance M-16-2018, allowing the existing interior design office to operate
on the Subject Property. The Applicant is seeking renewal of a Special Use Permit in accordance with Chapter
17.56 [Special Use] of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance to permit an interior design office in the C-2 General
Retail Commercial Overlay District at the Subject Property.
On November 8, 2018, the Village Council approved Ordinance M-16-2018 (Attachment 1). The Ordinance
included the typical conditions of approval for special use permits, as well as the following two conditions
specific to this application:
A. Hours of Operation Sign. The Applicant must remove the "By Appointment Only" sign and replace it with
a sign that lists the interior design office hours of operation. The hours of operation shall be, at a
minimum, Monday through Thursday 10 a.m. to 4 p.m.
B. Expiration of Special Use Permit. The Special Use Permit shall be valid until December 31, 2020
("Expiration Date"), which is the expiration date of the Applicant's current lease for the Subject Property.
Prior to the Expiration Date, the Applicant may request that the Special Use Permit be renewed
("Application for Renewal"). If filed, the Application for the Renewal will be reviewed and considered by
the Village Council at no additional cost to the Applicant.
Staff has confirmed that the Applicant removed the "By Appointment Only" sign and replaced it with a sign that
lists the hours of operation as Monday through Thursday, 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. A term was placed on the special
use to provide the Council the opportunity to review the compatibility of the use with other uses nearby in the
Overlay District. The Applicant is in compliance with the conditions of M-16-2018. Additionally, staff has not
received any complaints concerning the Applicant's use of the Subject Property.
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Executive Summary (continued):
On October 5, 2020 staff sent an email to the Applicant reminding her of the need to renew the special
use permit. Given the uncertainty facing many businesses during the COVID-19 pandemic, the
Applicant requested extra time to evaluate her options regarding where and how to continue her
business. Staff worked with the Applicant during these uncertain times as she made her decision.
On December 17, 2020 the Applicant submitted an application for renewal. The Applicant hopes to
renew her lease for a three-year period, expiring on December 31, 2023. Attachment 2 includes the
Application of Renewal along with the property owner's consent.
Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the interior design office is working on a rotating schedule, with one or
two employees in the office at one time. The Applicant has explained that they are currently conducting
client meetings via Zoom and will resume their normal schedule after COVID, with three or four team
members in the office between the hours of 9/10am and 4/5pm, Monday through Thursday.
For additional details on the Village Council's consideration of the original Special Use Permit, the
meeting minutes of the November 8, 2018 Village Council meeting are provided as Attachment 3.
The Plan Commission (PC) considered the Applicant's original request for a special use permit on
September 26, 2018 and voted unanimously to recommend approval of the request with the two
conditions concerning the "By Appointment Only" sign and the expiration of the Special Use Permit,
which were incorporated into M-16-2018. Details of the PC's consideration can be found in the attached
September 2018 PC meeting minutes (Attachment 4).

Recommendation:
Consider directing staff to draft an ordinance to renew the special use permit indefinitely, which is the Village's
typical process, or for a certain period of time
OR
consider denying the renewal of the special use permit.

Attachments:
Attachment 1:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Attachment 4:

Ordinance No. M-16-2018
Application for Renewal
November 8, 2018 VC Meeting Minutes
September 26, 2018 PC Meeting Minutes
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ATTACHMENT 1
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ATTACHMENT 2

December 16th, 2020
Village of Winnetka

To Whom It May Concern:

I, Alex Kaehler of Alexandra Kaehler Design, am writing to ask for a renewal of my special use
permit in the C2 Overlay District of Hubbard Woods.
Upon approval for the renewal, I am hoping to resign my lease at 928 Green Bay Rd, Winnetka
starting January 1st, 2021 for a three-year period, expiring December 31st, 2023.

Best,
Alex Kaehler
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oFFrcE

cHrcAco
680 N. Irke

Amold

Drive
#1003 (lake side)
Chicagq lllinois 6061I
312-877-5502

S.

Newman*

ATTORNEY AT

Shor€

suBURBAN oFFrcE

LAW

anewrnan@anewman.lecal

I t400 Maple Creek Drive
Suite 500
Tinley Park, lllinois 60477
Phone: 708-4,14-4333

Ftx" 7084ta4122

*Admitted in Frorida - cororado
NEAL M. GOLDBERG _ OF COI]NSEL
Pl€ase note our new Chicago office

December 15, 2020

Village of Winnetka

RE:

928 Green Bay Road, winn€tka,IL

To Whom It May Concem:

The undersigned rcpresents Connol Max L.L.C.-928-930 Green Bay Road, the Owner of the above-subject
property.
Our Tenant, Alexandn Berlin Design, LLC d,/b/a,/ Alexandra Kaehler Design LLC is in the process ofrenewing
the sp€cial use permit for the subject property, Enclosed is a copy ofthe Owner's Deed,
The

Ouer

has no objection to and coDsents to the

Ifany additional infonnation is rcquired from

filing ofthe renewal ofthe special

use permit.

the Owner, please advis€.

Very truly yours,

Amold

S.

Newman

ASN:tw
cc: Connor Max L,L.C.-928-930 Green Bay Road
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandra Kaehler
Ann Klaassen
Re: Alexandra Kaehler Special Use Permit - Village Council Meeting
Monday, January 11, 2021 12:50:44 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Ann,
We currently have an employee rotation of people in the office, so there is not more than 1 or
2 people there at once. We are doing all of our client meetings through zoom, so there is no
additional traffic.
After covid, we will resume to our normal schedule. The office will be utilized by my team
Monday - Thursday from 9 or 10 in the morning, until 4 or 5 in the afternoon. We hope to host
our client meetings and vendor presentations in person in the space as well. In february of
2020, we also hosted a jewelry trunkshow and cocktail party that was a great success so we
hope to do more things of that nature!
Thanks,
Alex
On Mon, Jan 11, 2021 at 12:13 PM Ann Klaassen <AKlaassen@winnetka.org> wrote:
I would explain how you’ve been operating during COVID and how you anticipate
operating when things return to normal.

Thank you!

From: Alexandra Kaehler <alex@alexandrakaehler.com>
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 12:02 PM
To: Ann Klaassen <AKlaassen@winnetka.org>
Subject: Re: Alexandra Kaehler Special Use Permit - Village Council Meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.
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Hi Ann

Do you mean during COVID or what we anticipate when things return to normal?

On Jan 11, 2021, at 11:49 AM, Ann Klaassen <AKlaassen@winnetka.org>
wrote:

Hi Alex,
As we prepare for the Village Council public hearing next Tuesday, to consider
your request to renew your special use permit, we’re trying to anticipate
questions the Village Council may have. Can you elaborate on how your office
is currently operating and how you plan to continue operating?

Thank you,

Ann Klaassen
Senior Planner
Village of Winnetka Community Development
510 Green Bay Road - Winnetka, IL 60093
847.716.3525

-Alex Kaehler
Principal
Alexandra Kaehler Design
928 Green Bay Road Winnetka, IL 60093
Office: 847.386.9066 / Cell: 847.989.5539
www.alexandrakaehler.com
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ATTACHMENT 3
November 8, 2018

MINUTES
WINNETKA VILLAGE COUNCIL
RESCHEDULED REGULAR MEETING
November 8, 2018
(Approved: November 20, 2018)
A record of a legally convened regular meeting of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, which was held in the Village Hall Council
Chambers on Thursday, November 8, 2018, at 7:00 p.m.
1) Call to Order.
President Rintz called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Present: Trustees Robert Dearborn, Penfield Lanphier, Scott Myers, and Anne
Wedner. Absent: Trustees Andy Cripe and John Swierk. Also present: Village Manager Robert Bahan, Assistant Village Manager
Megan Pierce, Village Attorney Peter Friedman, Director of Water & Electric Brian Keys, Assistant Community Development Director
Brian Norkus, Finance Director Tim Sloth, and approximately 4 persons in the audience.
2) Pledge of Allegiance.
Trustee Wedner led the group in the Pledge of Allegiance.
3) Quorum.
a) November 13, 2018 Study Session. All of the Council members present said they expect to attend.
b) November 20, 2018 Regular Meeting. All of the Council members present said they expect to attend.
c) December 4, 2018 Regular Meeting. All of the Council members present said they expect to attend.
4) Public Comment.
Ted Wynnychenko, Winnetka resident. Mr. Wynnychenko commented on the Village’s efforts to fulfill recommendations of the
Greenest Region 2 Compact and the Council’s recent actions on the size of stormwater restrictors. He added that in his opinion, the
Village had missed opportunities to install permeable paver systems during road reconstruction projects in past years.
Manager Bahan explained that Public Works Director Steve Saunders will respond to Mr. Wynnychenko’s comments about restrictor
sizes, and he noted that the Council will have more discussions about its stormwater regulations in the future. He added that Winnetka’s
Stormwater Vision recommends the use of green infrastructure wherever possible.
Marc Hecht, Winnetka resident. Mr. Hecht posited that the Village Council did not follow proper procedures when it voted on October
16 to approve the One Winnetka final amended planned development application. He took the position that since a protest was filed for
the preliminary application, the voting requirement for a supermajority of affirmative votes carried over to the vote on the final
application. He asked for an alleged memo written by the Village Attorney on the topic, and he also recommended a correction to the
October 16 meeting minutes.
Attorney Friedman explained that the Village has separate provisions at the preliminary and the final approval level for filing protests.
The protest filed for the preliminary application did not carry over to the final application procedures. Since no protest was filed against
the final approval application, normal Council voting procedures were followed.
5) Reports:
Village President. President Rintz reported that a citizen’s commission had been formed in connection with a potential new boat house at
the Tower Road Boat Launch and he had asked Trustee Wedner to act as the Council liaison with that committee.
Trustees.
Trustee Lanphier reminded residents that Community Conversations would take place at Peet’s Coffee on Saturday, November 10.
Trustee Wedner announced that as part of her participation on the committee to identify funding sources for a potential boat house at the
Tower Road Boat Launch, she welcomed interested parties to contact her with information about any potential funding sources.
Attorney. None.
Manager. None.
6) Approval of the Agenda.
Trustee Wedner, seconded by Trustee Myers, moved to approve the Agenda. By voice vote, the motion carried.
7) Consent Agenda
Village Council Minutes.
October 9, 2018 Study Session.
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October 16, 2018 Regular Meeting.
Approval of Warrant List dated October 12 - November 1, 2018 in the amount of $2,212,334.87.
Resolution No. R-65-2018: Approving the Purchase of a Circuit Breaker from Power Line Supply Company (Adoption).
Resolution No. R-66-2018: Authorizing the Purchase of Primary Cable Under a Contract With Okonite (Adoption).
Trustee Myers, seconded by Trustee Wedner, moved to approve the foregoing items on the Consent Agenda by omnibus vote. By roll
call vote, the motion carried. Ayes: Trustees Dearborn, Lanphier, Myers, and Wedner. Nays: None. Absent: Trustees Cripe and
Swierk.
8) Ordinances and Resolutions.
Ordinance No. M-16-2018: 928 Green Bay Road - Alexandra Kaehler Interior Design Special Use Permit (Introduction / Adoption). Mr.
Norkus reviewed this request for a special use permit for an interior design office on the ground floor in the Commercial Overlay
District. The applicant has occupied the Subject Property since March 2018, as she was unaware of the special use permit requirement.
Mr. Norkus explained that the Plan Commission recommends approval with the condition that the current “by appointment only”
language on the door be changed to list hours of operation. A second condition recommends that the special use permit be valid for a
term of three years, at which time the applicant could apply for re-approval for the special use permit, free of any cost associated with
the application.
Mr. Norkus explained that this particular building has a new owner who was unaware of the Commercial Overlay. He noted there is a
Village protocol for approving uses coming into the business districts, along with a detailed process to make sure incoming tenants
comply with zoning requirements.
After the Council asked a few questions, the business owner, Alex Kaehler, was invited to comment upon her business.
Ms. Kaehler said her real estate broker explained to her the requirement to collect sales tax, but said nothing about a special use permit.
She noted that she sources from retail stores in the vicinity of her design business, and she felt her enterprise fit nicely into the Hubbard
Woods Design District.
After a thorough discussion about the request, including whether or not to require a retail component, the Council was generally in
agreement to approve the special use ordinance as written.
Trustee Myers pointed out that this location, like so many in the Village, is poorly designed for a retail operation and the Council needs
to take that into consideration when dealing with the Commercial Overlay.
Trustee Dearborn, seconded by Trustee Myers, moved to waive introduction of Ordinance No. M-16-2018. By roll call vote, the motion
carried. Ayes: Trustees Dearborn, Lanphier, Myers, and Wedner. Nays: None. Absent: Trustees Cripe and Swierk.
Trustee Wedner, seconded by Trustee Dearborn, moved to adopt Ordinance No. M-16-2018. By roll call vote, the motion carried.
Ayes: Trustees Dearborn, Lanphier, Myers, and Wedner. Nays: None. Absent: Trustees Cripe and Swierk.
Resolution No. R-64-2018: Resolution Rejecting Bids, Waiving Bidding, and Awarding a Contract for the Purchase of a Transformer
From Resco (Adoption). Mr. Keys explained that the cost of a transformer must take into account electrical losses that are inherent to
their design. He noted that a low material cost does not necessarily equate to the lowest cost overall once the loss evaluation is factored
in. Conversely, a transformer with a high material cost but low losses can be judged to be the lowest in overall cost. Based upon the
current bid evaluation, Resco met the technical criteria of the bid specification and offers the lowest evaluated life cycle cost. Therefore,
staff recommends rejecting the bids, waiving bidding, and awarding the contract to Resco.
There being no substantive discussion, Trustee Lanphier, seconded by Trustee Myers, moved to adopt Resolution No. R-64-2018. By
roll call vote, the motion carried. Ayes: Trustees Dearborn, Lanphier, Myers, and Wedner. Nays: None. Absent: Trustees Cripe and
Swierk.
9) Old Business.
None.
10) New Business.
Budget Review. Mr. Sloth reviewed a list of outstanding follow-up items from the October 26 Budget Meeting.
President Rintz read a statement into the record from Trustee Cripe commending staff for a job well-done and offering his complete
support of the 2019 Budget.
The Council were in agreement that the Budget Meeting format this year was very beneficial and allowed the review process to flow in a
coherent manner. There was consensus that the 2019 Budget is very well done, and the community needs communication from the
Council about offsetting rising costs with minor fee increases.
Ms. Pierce said a draft of the Council’s transmittal letter, which identifies key themes and pinpoints the Budget highlights, will be ready
soon for the Council’s review.
11) Appointments:
None.
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ATTACHMENT 4
WINNETKA PLAN COMMISSION
EXCERPT OF MEETING MINUTES
SEPTEMBER 26, 2018

Members Present:

Tina Dalman, Chairperson
Mamie Case
Layla Danley
Chris Foley
Louise Holland
Bridget Orsic
Jay Vanderlaan

Non-voting Members Present:

Joni Johnson

Members Absent:

John Golan

Village Staff:

David Schoon, Director of Community
Development
Brian Norkus, Assistant Director of Community
Development
Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner
***

Case No. 18-16-SU: 928 Green Bay Road: An application by Alexandra Kaehler seeking approval of a
special use permit to allow an interior design office on the ground floor in the C2 Commercial Overlay
District.
Ms. Klaassen stated the subject site measured approximately 1,300 square feet and was previously
occupied by Knightsbridge Antiques. She stated it was brought to the Village's attention the applicant is
currently occupying the space at 928 Green Bay Road and upon notification that a special use permit is
required to operate the interior design office, the applicant submitted the application currently before
the Commission. Ms. Klaassen stated the application materials explain the office consists of a team of
four people and all business is conducted by appointment only with one appointment at a time.
Ms. Klaassen stated the zoning ordinance provides a series of 11 standards for the evaluation of special
use applications within the commercial overlay district. She noted draft findings have been prepared for
the consideration of the Commission based on the 11 standards and are included in the agenda report.
Ms. Klaassen stated the Commission should evaluate the request for consistency with the 11 standards
then issue findings as to the use's consistency with those standards. She then stated if the Commission
chooses to place conditions on its recommendation to the Village Council, it will want to include them as
part of its findings of fact.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there is any information from the landlord with regard to the space which
had been vacant. Ms. Klaassen stated there is not but they did provide consent to the application.
Ms. Johnson stated with regard to the process, when the landlord leases the space, how is it determined
whether they need a special use.
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Ms. Klaassen responded when a new business goes in, there is a pre-occupancy walk through and the
discussion is had at that point. She then stated because they do not have commercial business licensing
requirements in the Village, these things can slip through the cracks and this is one of those situations.
Ms. Johnson asked if there is a way for the Village staff to ensure these things do not slip through the
cracks. She noted that after a tenant is in the space, especially once they have done improvements, it
would be harder to deny the special use. Ms. Klaassen stated that is something they can explore. She
added it would have been noticed if the tenant had done interior work that required a building permit.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there was no interior work done on the space. Ms. Klaassen responded a
permit is not necessary for minor interior improvements, such as painting.
Mr. Schoon stated staff continues to do its best to inform property owners and there may be instances
where a property owner may assume it is an allowed use and no need to contact the Village. He stated
when a business goes in that actually required special use approval, the process is to provide the
business an opportunity to request the necessary relief and it would be up to the Village Council to
decide whether to grant the special use.
Chairperson Dalman asked how large is the space and Ms. Klaassen responded it is 1,300 square feet.
Chairperson Dalman then asked how that factors in terms of size and space available and asked if this is
a uniquely small space. Ms. Klaassen agreed it is small but that she did not know what the percentage is.
Ms. Johnson asked if this building had space available that is more than 50 feet from the front of the
building. Ms. Klaassen stated she is not aware if this particular space had that available to it and she is
also not familiar with the interior details of the building. She then stated the applicant could locate 50
feet back and there would not be an issue but then they would not have access.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there were any other questions. No additional questions were raised by
the Commission at this time. Chairperson Dalman then swore in the applicant.
Alexander Kaehler, 1066 Mt. Pleasant, introduced herself to the Commission and stated she could clarify
some of the Commission's questions. She stated when she went to lease the space, it was mentioned to
her that in this area, she would have to collect sales tax which she did although it is not retail sales tax
and which did not conform to the C2 Overlay District which was not communicated to her. Ms. Kaehler
stated there were no specifications that it fit into the Overlay District. She then informed the
Commission Knightsbridge Antiques left the space over a year ago. Ms. Kaehler stated she looked at the
space last October and moved in January or March.
Ms. Johnson stated the applicant is not at fault and it is the fault of the owner. Ms. Kaehler stated she is
already in the space and would be happy to answer any questions.
Chairperson Dalman asked Ms. Kaehler how much was spent in moving and what her expenses are. Ms.
Kaehler responded it is a small office and she may have spent $2,000 on the move and that her team did
a lot of it. She stated they painted, replaced the carpet and freshened up the space. Ms. Kaehler also
stated they built in desks.
Ms. Holland stated they do not have any items for sale or any retail. Ms. Kaehler confirmed there is no
retail component and the door is kept locked and they see customers by appointment. Ms. Holland then
asked if she anticipated having any. Ms. Kaehler responded she did not. She stated they do design work
and to expand into retail would require something very different. Ms. Kaehler noted she moved into the
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space since she wanted to be closer to home. She also stated she wanted second floor space as opposed
to the ground floor and there was very little second floor space available which fit the criteria of having
a big open room and this space is what worked for them and which she thought fit the criteria. Ms.
Kaehler informed the Commission they have a curtain in the window and that it looks private.
Ms. Holland asked Ms. Kaehler if she would ever make the front window look like retail space. Ms.
Kaehler responded it is styled in a way so that it is not just a white curtain and described it being
designed in a way which looked like their design work. Ms. Johnson asked Ms. Kaehler if she had a
photograph. Ms. Danley stated she walked by the space and commented it looked consistent with that
on the block in terms of its appearance. Ms. Kaehler stated on nice days, they leave the doors open and
people walk in thinking it is retail space. She also stated people discover the business by walking by.
Ms. Johnson stated Ms. Kaehler may be aware there are some larger and smaller spaces where there
are interior designers which do have a retail component. Ms. Kaehler confirmed the space next door to
hers is a retail designer which is a huge space. Ms. Johnson also stated there is a designer further north
in Hubbard Woods which had a retail component and had regular retail hours. She asked Ms. Kaehler
if her Chicago space had a similar format. Ms. Kaehler responded that is correct but they were on
the second floor in the city and were above an existing retail space. Ms. Johnson stated she noticed the
applicant's business and then saw it was by appointment only. Ms. Kaehler stated they do not know
what the future holds and once her children are older, it may be something she might become
interested in but now, she did not have the bandwidth for it. She informed the Commission when they
found out about the situation, they investigated what the retail component requirements would be and
whether that would be an option for them and decided to go this route first. Ms. Johnson also stated
there would have been regulatory issues with regard to sales tax. Ms. Kaehler confirmed they do collect
sales tax and it would have been more of a backend situation in terms of how their operating system
would have to change.
Mr. Vanderlaan asked if they can source any retail pieces from her neighbors. Ms. Kaehler stated they
have spent time at Bedside Manner and when they do antique shopping, they go next door. She stated
they try to source as close by as they can. Ms. Kaehler also stated a lot of their clients do business with
the North Shore businesses. Mr. Vanderlaan stated the applicant's response to answer no. 7 and the
reference to the fact they are right in the design corridor where they can provide advice and others
provide the inventory. Ms. Kaehler stated their clients can see examples right next door. She also stated
being in the design district is a huge advantage and brought the right type of clientele and walk in traffic.
She referred to the art show taking place the following week and that people have reached out to her
after seeing their window. Ms. Kaehler added it is their hope to draw new clients in.
Chairperson Dalman stated the applicant's statement with regard to having no interest in being retail is
disconcerting. She described it as a difficult decision for the Commission and this is designated as more
of a retail area. Chairperson Dalman referred to it not meeting with the personal lifestyle and a business
could occupy the space as what a popup shop could go in. She then stated it is a struggle in that they
embrace a long time local resident and her connections here, but it is the heart of retail. She also stated
in connection with fostering foot traffic and if they were to put a service use in, that will drive foot
traffic.
Ms. Johnson asked how many appointments they have in a typical day. Ms. Kaehler responded one a
day and a lot of the day, they visit other designers in the area. She also stated clients come in to the
office for meetings and presentations. Ms. Kaehler stated their office hours are Monday through
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Thursday and closed on Friday. She then stated she understood the concerns with regard to retail and
she wanted to be straightforward. Ms. Kaehler stated for her, it represented the opportunity cost of
considering having retail versus what they want for the space which is not a good fit. She added she was
misled and it is what it is. Ms. Kaehler then stated she wanted it to work for the Commission and for
them and that she did not want to move. She referred to the financial aspect and the time to open retail
which did not appeal to her.
Ms. Johnson asked Ms. Kaehler if she would consider participating in First Friday and Ms. Kaehler
confirmed she would. She informed the Commission the artist could not get enough of a show together
to present in her space on October 5th. She added those things help the business and clientele on the
North Shore.
Chairperson Dalman asked Ms. Kaehler what is the lease term and Ms. Kaehler responded it is
three years which was negotiated into a shorter term than what they were looking for. She described it
as a good fit so far and she had no desire to leave.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there were any other questions. Ms. Danley commented it is ironic the
applicant was looking for second floor space and there was nothing available fitting with their space
plan in the Village. Chairperson Dalman asked if they are at almost full occupancy for office spaces on
second floors above retail.
Mr. Norkus informed the Commission a lot of second floor space is not fully occupied but is not fitting
with their program. Ms. Kaehler stated other space also would have required a lot more construction.
Ms. Johnson asked if it is a one story building and Ms. Kaehler confirmed that is correct.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there were any other questions. No additional comments were made at
this time. She then called the matter in for discussion.
Ms. Holland stated she is the champion of the Overlay District and they know the Village Council is
looking at modifying it. She then stated this space is right on the main block of Hubbard Woods and
referred to the downtown masterplan which was adopted and approved. Ms. Holland then stated she is
concerned if they give up every little bit of space and the request is for 1,300 square feet, she referred
to some stores on Lincoln which are 1,500 square feet. She stated if they turn all of those stores over to
office uses, they would not have any downtown masterplan to provide space for. Ms. Holland noted
they have already given up two large spaces on Gage Street and that she cannot vote against the
Overlay District. She added it is critical not because of tax dollars but the vibrancy that retail space
brings to the commercial district.
Ms. Kaehler stated she would like to speak about vibrancy in the community and that full business is
more vibrant than half of the community sitting empty like it is now. She informed the Commission she
has lived here her entire life and grew up in Hubbard Woods. Ms. Kaehler stated she anticipated the
space being so inexpensive, they should be motivated to get people in here and that it is more expensive
than in the city in a perfect location. She questioned whether the issue is more about driving general
foot traffic to the area as opposed to retail.
Ms. Holland stated they gave a special use permit to an architect on Chestnut who promised to make
the windows interesting and vibrant and to help foot traffic toward Good Grapes to the south. She
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stated those offices have their shades down all day and night and it is not vibrant. Ms. Holland
reiterated she is a very big proponent of the Overlay District and if the Village Council changes the
Overlay District and it has been changed quite a bit since 1987, it is still the one tool the Village has to
keep downtown a downtown.
Ms. Johnson stated if there was interior design with a retail component which is open all day during
regular business hours, she would be more comfortable with it. She stated now, it is by
appointment only and the door is kept locked which concerned her. Ms. Kaehler informed the
Commission she is flexible on that and can remove the "By Appointment Only" signage. She noted at
times there is one woman in the office and she agreed to keeping the door locked as a safety measure
for the team. Ms. Kaehler also stated she is flexible in that and would be happy to be there on Fridays.
Ms. Kaehler added it would not be realistic to open on Saturday and Sunday.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there were any other questions. Ms. Orsic stated that a concern with a
case like this when a business is already in the space before coming before the Commission and we find
in favor of the business, is that we don’t want people to get the message that it is better to ask for
forgiveness than permission. She then stated if the Commission was to find in favor of this business to
continue for the word to get around. Ms. Orsic also stated she would have liked to have seen the
landlord here. Ms. Holland stated the building was owned by Harris Bank. Ms. Danley stated it is now
owned by Connor Max LLC. Mr. Norkus confirmed Connor Max LLC is the recent owner of this property
and that it had been owned by Catherine Dillan, the operator of Knightsbridge Antiques. He indicated
the new landlord may be partially responsible and he would not call it a misrepresentation of the code
and a lot of people in town use the collection of sales tax as shorthand for 15 pages of the ordinance. He
added this landlord is not the first party to describe the collection of sales tax as the basis of whether it
would be permitted or not.
Ms. Danley questioned whether there had been another situation in the Village in the past. Mr. Norkus
responded it has been relatively infrequent and that new owners of property tend to be the issue. He
then stated it is not as rare as they would like it to be and there have been limited instances where
tenants moved in and did not comply with the regulations. Mr. Norkus also stated there have been a
few more instances where tenants move in and comply with the zoning regulations. He stated it is an
easier conversation to have with them such as when the beauty salon moved into a building where it
was permitted. Mr. Norkus stated the Village not having a business licensing program does constitute a
little bit of difficulty and they try to make up for that with processes set up to inspect properties with
tenants when they are made aware of a tenant coming in.
Ms. Johnson suggested a simple solution would be to put signs in the window that says what the zoning
requirement is. Chairperson Dalman responded that would be a marketing issue. Ms. Johnson stated it
would be easy for a sign to say it had to be a retail use. Chairperson Dalman stated she did not know
how to mandate that. Ms. Danley referred to a photograph of the space right next door which says it is
retail space.
Chairperson Dalman asked what the precedent is when someone is in a space which did not have a retail
component or needed a special use permit and asked for a sense of how they would be treated. Mr.
Schoon stated the Commission should focus their attention on the standards. He stated an error
occurred and the Commission’s decision should be based on the standards of what is allowed in the
district by special use permit and it needs to meet certain standards. Mr. Schoon stated the Commission
is to reach a conclusion that it is their findings that the request meets the standards and is allowed and
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they should not worry about setting a precedent since each special use request is evaluated on its own
merits.
Ms. Johnson stated once a tenant is in, it is impossible for the Commission to not take that into account,
and they do not want to see this happening a lot. Mr. Schoon stated in communities he has served in
before, this has happened. He also stated the tenant should be responsible for knowing the zoning of
the area in which they are locating a business as well as the landlord and that did not happen. Mr.
Schoon stated the Village provides the business the opportunity to request the necessary relief based on
the standards used to make the decision.
Ms. Holland stated after the Commission took a vote, she had a question about another special use
which was granted.
Chairperson Dalman noted Ms. Holland’s request and stated she understood Mr. Schoon’s comments.
She stated the Commission is to focus on the criteria. Chairperson Dalman described the 11 standards as
very subjective and here is a business which is modern retail and meets other retail uses by bringing
clients in to Bedside Manner, although presented tough questions. She also stated the business is not so
much on the internet and people would go into the stores which the Commission should take into
consideration.
Ms. Danley stated they are also located in the design district and it is a design business which she
described as different as if it is located in an architect's space. She stated they are promoting it as the
design district and it would not be another dentist's office.
Ms. Johnson stated if the request is approved by the Village Council, the business would have more
synergy and would be having regular business hours. She suggested they should participate in First
Friday events.
Chairperson Dalman stated the Commission also can make it a temp approval. Ms. Orsic agreed with
Chairperson Dalman's suggestion and stated at the end of the lease, they could either have a retail
component or end the special use.
Mr. Foley stated he would be hesitant to consider what would eject a successful business. Ms. Johnson
stated the Village Council might make changes. Mr. Foley stated they should focus on the use part of the
special use and stated this is the right kind of business for that particular location other than it not being
retail that is the only drawback. He also stated the applicant would be driving business to other
businesses in the area which fits in with the design district. Mr. Foley noted he also pondered the setting
a precedent question and referred to others who try to get away with it. He stated there are processes
here and each application is unique.
Ms. Orsic stated once a business comes in and is invested it is hard for the Commission to say “it’s great
that you are here but these are the rules,” and the Commission is more likely to allow the variance. Mr.
Foley stated if there is a way to tighten the process that would be great. Ms. Case suggested there be a
penalty on the owner. Chairperson Dalman stated if they had a commercial license processing fee, she
referred to whether they could impose penalties for violations and they have no control which is the
struggle in that there is no way to penalize the landlord.
Mr. Vanderlaan suggested there be a mechanism to follow up on ideas on this specific landlord and
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educate them and start putting it in a format for addressing this and questioned whether there is a way
or outline to do it action-wise to follow. Chairperson Dalman stated there would be the Comprehensive
Plan process kickoff at some point.
Mr. Schoon informed the Commission they do have a process and to take advantage of it, there is
communication with owners via the Village newsletter for example. He stated it becomes a problem
they can go through the paths to get the word out and see how it moves forward. Mr. Schoon stated if
they are approached, they could issue a citation. He then stated the applicant is allowed to pursue this
form of relief and they can cite the business and owner and collect fines which the Village staff can do.
Mr. Schoon stated the approach has been to allow them to pursue the relief they have the option to as
a court would ask the Village if they had given the applicant that opportunity.
Ms. Johnson stated the Village is home ruled and referred to whether they have flexibility. She added
they do have a maintenance code and did not see why the mechanisms cannot be tweaked. Ms.
Johnson stated they have to make sure the owners know and emphasize it in a clear manner. Ms. Orsic
asked what if an owner said to give something to the tenant describing what is needed to be done and
the tenant signed it and it would explain whether they need to ask for a special use. Mr. Vanderlaan
suggested there be an educational component or acknowledgement since they are hearing it is a newer
company.
Ms. Holland stated there are not that many real estate companies which own property in the Village.
She stated they should all have received a detailed description of what the Overlay District is and what it
means.
Ms. Johnson asked about the Economic Development Director. Mr. Schoon responded they are in the
process of looking for a new one.
Chairperson Dalman commented these are good thoughts and the Commission needed to focus on the
11 standards. She then stated it is hard to see how the application satisfies criteria no. 7 which is to
encourage, facilitate and enhance the continuity, concentration and pedestrian nature of the area in a
manner similar to that of retail uses of a comparison shopping nature. She then stated she could see
how the use could help foster business to the surrounding retail uses and described the request as very
difficult. Chairperson Dalman also stated the hardest thing about the Overlay District is that it was
drafted at a point before the change in retail and how people shop. She questioned whether the
Commission needed more time to discuss it. Ms. Johnson suggested they continue the request and have
the landlord come to the meeting. Ms. Orsic stated she would also like to talk to the landlord for lots of
reasons.
Mr. Vanderlaan stated that would not change the Commission's decision to be made. He stated while he
would also be in favor talking to the landlord that is a separate issue.
Ms. Orsic referred to standard no. 10. Chairperson Dalman stated that standard is not applicable since it
is not a mixed use building. Ms. Orsic then stated standard no. 7 works because of the foot traffic the
use would generate. Mr. Vanderlaan stated that is a strong argument in favor and that it would be
a complementary good and service situation which fits with the character as opposed to letting the
space sit vacant and hope for another furniture store.
Chairperson Dalman stated she is concerned as you walk the area that some retail business is by
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appointment only, similar to the bridal store. Mr. Vanderlaan described it as the character of
the community and the high-end mindset. He also stated there is a different character of retail and the
emerging trend which is unique to the higher-end business district. Ms. Case stated she is going back
and forth.
Chairperson Dalman noted the Commission is a recommending body. Ms. Johnson stated on the ZBA,
when there is a difficult case, the ZBA would vote against it and say to the Village Council to decide as a
legislative body.
Chairperson Dalman stated that irritated the Village Council, the commissions and boards are fact
finders. She then stated they can think of conditions such as putting a condition such as a sunset on the
special use and asked if there were any issues with that. Chairperson Dalman also suggested the
applicant remove the sticker "By Appointment Only" in order to look more welcoming as a business. Ms.
Johnson stated what is driving this alluded to the fact they granted a special use to a business in the
immediate vicinity. Chairperson Dalman stated that was not in the heart of the business district and they
have had three businesses in one year requesting a special use.
Mr. Foley stated the Commission can deny them as well.
Chairperson Dalman then stated in the context of the 11 standards, there is a lot more foot traffic for
those special uses. She also stated they were on streets which were one-way which she described as
challenging.
Ms. Orsic referred to Coldwell Banker and the popup shop which is not there. She stated if that idea
worked, would that take the onus off the owner since it would be someone else's shop. Ms. Orsic stated
there could be periodic popup shops coming in and the onus would not be on the owner and there
could be ideas to make it somewhat retail. Ms. Holland stated it is used by agents. Ms. Orsic added they
did one popup and never did it again.
Ms. Holland stated she did not know if that was part of the Commission giving them a special use. She
stated the Village Council and Village President said it was a wonderful solution and it was for 1,600
square feet on the sidewalk which is now occupied by desks. Ms. Holland described it as a very bad
move.
Ms. Johnson referred to Body Gears, which said it would have retail products in the windows. She added
they cannot police it.
Chairperson Dalman stated the Commission is struggling and suggested they could go the route Ms.
Johnson suggested and phrase a recommendation of denial and take a vote or phrase a
recommendation in the affirmative and discuss it being subject to conditions. Ms. Danley stated she
would be more comfortable saying yes to a business with conditions and this business fits that particular
district. She then referred to City Kids Dental which has a huge amount of storefront space next door to
a large empty space. Ms. Danley stated you can see where the applicant there consulted with
the landlord as to the expectation and she would be uncomfortable penalizing this particular business.
She added it does fit and is part of the design district and feels much more in the realm of what would
be there. Ms. Danley then stated if the Commission was to recommend approval with conditions and for
it to not be by appointment only that would be good.
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Chairperson Dalman asked the Commission Members if they wanted to frame the recommendation in
the affirmative and with conditions. Ms. Danley suggested the condition of there being open hours
where there is public access to the space Monday through Thursday and rotating people Friday and
taking down the "By Appointment Only" sticker. Ms. Johnson stated the Village Council can approve the
request without conditions. She also stated the landlord should be at the Village Council meeting and
they can help shape the policy going forward requiring notices to the owners of the building and signs
which say retail space for lease. Ms. Johnson reiterated the Village Council is reviewing the Overlay
District and making changes.
Ms. Orsic stated with regard to hours of operation, she questioned whether they have to be 9 to 5. Mr.
Vanderlaan stated they can say reasonable business hours. Ms. Kaehler confirmed their hours are 10
to 4.
Chairperson Dalman asked if there were any other comments. Ms. Case stated she liked Ms. Orsic’s idea
of a condition of sunsetting the special use after their three year lease is up. She described it as a
slippery slope and there are accidents and miscommunication. Ms. Case stated they are in the space and
now the Commission is to figure out how to fix the problem.
Ms. Johnson stated the Commission used a sunset provision on the One Winnetka sales office.
Chairperson Dalman confirmed that was a recommendation.
Ms. Orsic stated to address Mr. Foley's point if it is a successful business, for the applicant to come back
and show they have been open and part of the community. Chairperson Dalman agreed that would help
their application and building relationships. She then referred for the special use to have a sunset
provision and come back for a check-in as a suggestion. Chairperson Dalman then asked Ms. Kaehler if
she had a lease extension option. Ms. Kaehler responded she is not sure. She added if they
are successful, they would want to stay.
Mr. Foley stated he understood the purpose of the provision which lays a burden on the
applicant. Chairperson Dalman stated when the lease is terminating; there is a negotiation of the lease
at that time. Mr. Foley questioned if the rent is reasonable and other circumstances which are favorable,
for the applicant to come back and have the Commission go through the process. Ms. Orsic stated that it
is not unreasonable to return because they will have had a free pass for three years. Mr. Foley stated he
did not agree it would be a free pass. Ms. Case stated it would help to put others on notice not to try it.
Chairperson Dalman stated they would have been caught if they were doing a lot of interior work and
most businesses do something which required a permit. She asked if there were suggestions for any
other conditions.
Mr. Schoon stated Commission members are stating for the special use permit to expire at the end of
three years. Chairperson Dalman stated it should be coterminous with the lease term. Mr. Schoon then
stated the requirement would be for the applicant to come back for the Village to review the special use
permit before it expires in order to be able to continue operating. Ms. Holland added for the applicant
to remove the "By Appointment Only" sign. She also stated the Commission should urge the applicant to
make the window look like a retail window. Ms. Kaehler and other Commission members confirmed it
already does.
Ms. Kaehler confirmed she can remove the sticker tomorrow morning. She added they had a lot of walk-
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ins anyway and it would be great for the employees to have to be there during certain hours. Ms.
Kaehler stated she would be happy to renew in three years and asked if she would have to pay for
another special use permit in three years. Mr. Schoon confirmed she would. Ms. Kaehler noted it cost
$1,000.
Chairperson Dalman stated they can state it is for administrative purposes and to waive the fee. Mr.
Schoon stated that covers the costs. Ms. Danley suggested it be a cost to the landlord.
Mr. Vanderlaan stated he would support that condition.
Chairperson Dalman stated they can create language for the Village Council to consider a way to require
a review and the laws apply to everyone and there are consequences of coming in and asking for
forgiveness later. Ms. Holland stated they should make the Village Council aware it was inadvertently
done by the landlord.
Chairperson Dalman asked Mr. Schoon if there has ever been anything like that before where they do
not want to terminate the special use but for it coming in for review. Mr. Schoon responded the criteria
is for it to be reviewed. Ms. Kaehler stated she already paid the $1,000. She informed the Commission
her lawyer reviewed it and assumed like her that as long as she paid sales tax, her business fit the retail
criteria.
Chairperson Dalman stated they have to figure out how to move forward with the recommendation and
it sounded like there is a consensus and conditions. She stated there is support from the applicant and
the Commission to remove the "By Appointment Only" sign and to clearly post the sign of hours of
operation from 10 to 4. Chairperson Dalman then stated the question remains as to whether to include
a sunsetting provision with the $1,000 fee and recommend the Village Council consider reviewing it
prior to the expiration of the lease. Ms. Orsic suggested something should be there to soften it to
include something about a review.
Ms. Johnson reiterated there might be changes to the Retail Overlay District. Chairperson Dalman
confirmed there would be a review in three years prior to the expiration of the lease term to ensure
compliance with any potential future changes and it would still be a valid permit which would not
terminate unless they get the Village Council to waive the permit fee.
Mr. Foley stated the review should be consistent with current retail. Chairperson Dalman stated they
would still have a special permit. Mr. Foley then stated the question is whether they would still need a
special use permit.
Mr. Schoon stated he is hearing that the Commission would want some sort of termination and/or need
to review it at a point in time. He stated one approach would be a special use permit which would be
good for the term of the lease and the need to renew the special use to continue to operate, which
would be reviewed before the Commission and the Village Council. Mr. Schoon stated the second option
could be in three years, the special use expires but the applicant can request the Village Council to
continue it. Mr. Schoon added another option would be the recommendation of whatever the cost of
the special use permit, to ask for its renewal and for the fee to be waived or reduced. He stated if cost is
the concern, they can include that in the recommendation.
Chairperson Dalman commented she liked the second suggestion for in three years, for the special use
permit to expire and be renewed by the action of the Village Council. Mr. Schoon stated under the
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Northbrook code, they offered those terms on special uses so they would not have to go through the
entire special use process.
Ms. Johnson stated not coming to the Commission reduces Village staff time. Chairperson Dalman
referred to a stipulation that the fee be waived and for there to be no fee for renewal.
Mr. Foley commented he liked the idea and they would not be voting against the request. Chairperson
Dalman stated it is not to put an undue burden on the potential success of the business. Ms. Holland
added as long as there is a sunset provision.
Mr. Schoon stated that the Commission appears to be ready to recommend approval based upon
the request meeting the standards for a special use subject to the applicant removing the sign which
states "By Appointment Only" and for the sign to be replaced by a sign which lists the hours of operation
which are Monday-Thursday from 10-4. He also stated the special use permit would be good for three
years or the term of the lease and prior to its expiration, the applicant can request the renewal of the
special use permit and such request is to be reviewed and considered by the Village Council at no fee to
the applicant.
Ms. Orsic made a motion as stated by Mr. Schoon. Mr. Vanderlaan seconded the motion. A vote was
taken and the motion was unanimously approved.
AYES:
Case, Dalman, Danley, Foley, Holland, Johnson, Orsic, Vanderlaan
NAYS:
None
NON-VOTING: None
Findings of the Winnetka Plan Commission
Alexandra Kaehler Interior Design
928 Green Bay Road
Special Use Permit
After considering the application and testimony, the Plan Commission makes its findings as follows:
That the proposed interior design office with no retail inventory to be located within the C2 Commercial
(Retail) Overlay District is consistent with the eleven (11) standards of Chapter 17.44 of the Zoning
Ordinance, as outlined below:
1. The establishment, maintenance, and operation of the Special Use will not be detrimental to or
endanger the public health, safety, comfort, morals, or general welfare;
2. The Special Use will not be substantially injurious to the use and enjoyment of other property in
the immediate vicinity which are permitted by right in the district or districts of concern, nor
substantially diminish or impair property values in the immediate vicinity;
3. The establishment of Special Use will not impede the normal and orderly development or
improvement of other property in the immediate vicinity for uses permitted by right in the
district or districts of concern;
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4. Adequate measures have been or will be taken to provide ingress and egress in a manner which
minimize pedestrian and vehicular traffic congestion in the public ways;
5. Adequate parking, utilities, access roads, drainage, and other facilities necessary to the
operation of the Special Use exists or are to be provided;
6. The Special Use in all other respects conforms to the applicable regulations of this and other
village ordinances and codes;
7. The proposed special use at the proposed location will encourage, facilitate and enhance the
continuity, concentration, and pedestrian nature of the area in a manner similar to that of retail
uses of a comparison shopping nature;
8. Proposed street frontages providing access to or visibility for one or more special uses shall
provide for a minimum interruption in the existing and potential continuity and concentration of
retail uses of a comparison shopping nature;
9. The proposed special use at the proposed location will provide for display windows, facades,
signage and lighting similar in nature and compatible with that provided by retail uses of a
comparison shopping nature;
10. If a project or building has, proposes or contemplates a mix of retail, office and service-type
uses, and the retail portions of the project or building shall be located adjacent to the sidewalk.
The minimum frontage for each retail use adjacent to the sidewalk shall be twenty (20) feet with
a minimum gross floor area of four hundred (400) square feet. In addition, such retail space shall
be devoted to active retail merchandising which maintains typical and customary hours of
operation; and
11. The proposed location and operation of the proposed special use shall not significantly diminish
the availability of parking for district clientele wishing to patronize existing retail businesses of a
comparison shopping nature.
RESOLUTION
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Winnetka Plan Commission finds that the proposed
Special Use Permit application for the property at 928 Green Bay Road is consistent with the standards
for Special Use Permits with the following conditions:
1. That the applicant remove the “By Appointment Only” sign and replace it with a sign that
lists the hours of operation, which are Monday through Thursday from 10am to 4pm; and
2. That the Special Use Permit be valid for three years, or the term of the lease. Prior to the
expiration of the lease, the applicant can request the renewal of the Special Use Permit and
such request is to be reviewed and considered by the Village Council at no fee to the
applicant.
***
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Resolution No. R-19-2021: Extension of Recycling Services Agreement (Adoption)
Presenter: James Bernahl, Director of Engineering
Agenda Date:

02/02/21

✔

✔

Consent:

YES

✔ NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
On December 15, 2015, the Village adopted Resolution No. R-49-2015 awarding a contract for residential,
commercial, and institutional recycling services to Lakeshore Recycling Systems (LRS). The contract term was for
five years, from February 1, 2016 through January 31, 2021. The contract specifies the services to be provided,
including weekly curbside collection of recyclable materials from all single family residences, multi-family
buildings and municipal locations; collection of recyclables from containers located in the Village’s commercial
districts; and collection of recyclables from the small street-side recycling containers on the Village’s commercial
sidewalks.

Executive Summary:
The original contract with LRS contains a provision allowing the Village to extend the contract terms for one
additional year, until January 31, 2022. Because the Village has had an excellent experience with LRS, staff
notified LRS of the Village's intent to exercise its option to extend the contract for an additional year.
Because LRS has had an excellent working relationship with the Village, they are amenable to considering an
extension to the contract. However, the current contract pricing, bid in late 2015, reflects a recycling market
that has undergone a radical change in the past few years. Material recovery revenues have declined to near
zero, while collection costs have increased and disposal options have dwindled. As a result, the Village's
current contract with LRS is significantly below market. The Village's 2020 LRS contract pricing was $4.32
per house per month. SWANCC Executive Director Dave VanVooren has indicated that current recycling
contract monthly pricing is in the $6.90 to $7.00 per house per month range on recently bid contracts.
In light of these changed market conditions, and in recognition of the excellent service LRS has provided,
staff and LRS have discussed a renewal rate that is closer to the current market. Under the 2020 pricing, the
Village is paying $18,528.48 per month ($222,341.76 annually) for collection of residential recycling. In
addition, the Village is paying $1,288.14 per month for collection of commercial recycling dumpsters located
throughout the three commercial districts ($15,457.68 annually). Thus, the 2020 annual recycling expense
was $237,799.44 for residential and commercial recycling services.
LRS has proposed an additional $1.00 per house per month for the residential rate, plus the contractual CPI
increase, in exchange for adding an additional 4 months to the extension to allow the Village some additional
flexibility in examining its bidding strategies for a future contract that may include additional services. Under
LRS' proposal, the cost for monthly curbside residential recycling service would increase from $4.32 per
home to $5.37 per home, for an annual total of $276,383.16. The commercial rate would stay as is under
current contract terms. This would project to an annual recycling expense for 2021 of $291,840.84 or an
increase of $54,041.40 (22.7%).
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Executive Summary (continued):
Because the recycling market has shifted, and with the uncertainty that LRS might not be amenable to
a contract extension, the Village's FY 2021 budget for recycling collection was increased
significantly, and contains $391,000 for residential and commercial recycling services. This
conservative budget amount is reflective of some of the most recent contracts that have been awarded
for recycling services. Thus, LRS' proposed rate would be approximately $99,160 below the Village's
budget for these services.
The 2015 contract also included a revenue sharing provision that provided the Village with a
percentage of revenue derived from the Village's recyclable materials, or $10.00 per ton, whichever
was greater. Because the market for recyclable materials has virtually dried up, LRS has also
proposed eliminating this $10.00/ton rebate floor, which would reduce budgeted revenues by about
$10,000.
FY 2020 Recycling Costs:
$237,799
FY 2021 LRS Proposed Costs: $291,840
FY 2021 Recycling Budget:
$391,000

FY 2020 Recycling Revenues:
FY 2021 Proposed Revenues:
FY 2021 Revenue Budget:

Budget Savings:

FY 2021 Budget Revenue Impact: ($10,000)

$99,160

$17,000 (approx.)
$0
$10,000

The Village attorney has prepared the attached letter agreement that would extend the current contract
with LRS for recycling services with the rates outlined above, through May 31, 2022. All other terms
and conditions of the current contract would remain in place.
Recommendation:
Consider adopting Resolution No. R-19-2021, waiving competitive bidding and extending an
agreement with Lakeshore Recycling Systems, LLC for the collection and processing recyclable
material.

Attachments:
Resolution No. R-19-2021 with Letter Agreement
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R-19-2021
A RESOLUTION WAIVING COMPETITIVE BIDDING AND EXTENDING AN
AGREEMENT WITH LAKESHORE RECYCLING SYSTEMS, LLC
FOR THE COLLECTION AND PROCESSING RECYCLABLE MATERIAL
WHEREAS, Article VII, Section 10 of the 1970 Illinois Constitution authorizes the
Village of Winnetka (“Village”) to contract with individuals, associations, and corporations in
any manner not prohibited by law or ordinance; and
WHEREAS, on December 16, 2015, the Village entered into an agreement
(“Agreement”) with Lakeshore Recycling Service LLC, a Delaware limited liability company,
(“Contractor”) to provide collection and processing of recyclable material services (“Services”)
for a term ending on January 31, 2021 (“Term”); and
WHEREAS, the Agreement provided the Village an option to extend the Term of the
Agreement for an additional year (“Extension”), which option the Village exercised; and
WHEREAS, the Village and Lakeshore have since negotiated a further extension of the
Agreement to May 31, 2022 (the period from February 1, 2021 to May 31, 2022 is the
“Additional Term”) pursuant to a Letter Agreement (“Letter Agreement”); and
WHEREAS, the terms of the Letter Agreement are favorable to the Village; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 4.12.010.C of the Village Code and Section IV.3.D of
the Village’s Purchasing Manual, the Village Council has determined that it is in the best
interests of the Village to waive competitive bidding and approve the Letter Agreement for the
Contractor to perform the Services during the Additional Term;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: WAIVER OF COMPETITIVE BIDDING.
Pursuant to Section
4.12.010.C of the Village Code, Section IV.3.D of the Village’s Purchasing Manual, and the
Village’s home rule authority, the Village Council waives the requirement of competitive
bidding for the procurement of the Services during the Additional Term.
SECTION 3: APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT. The Village Council hereby approves
the Letter Agreement with Contractor to perform the Services, in the form attached to this
Resolution as Exhibit A.

February 2, 2021
{00118843.1}

R-19-2021
Agenda Packet P. 122

SECTION 4: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage and approval according to law.
ADOPTED this 2nd day of February, 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

____________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________
Signed
____________________________________
Village President

Countersigned:
_______________________________________
Village Clerk

February 2, 2021
{00118843.1}

R-19-2021
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EXHIBIT A
LETTER AGREEMENT

February 2, 2021
{00118843.1}

R-19-2021
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_____________________, 2021
Lakeshore Recycling Systems
6132 Oakton Street
Morton Grove, Illinois 60053
Attn: Joshua Connell
Re:

2021 Extension to the Agreement between the Village of Winnetka and Lakeshore Recycling
Systems LLC for the collection and processing of recyclable materials

Dear Mr. Connell:
On November 3, 2020, pursuant to Section 1.3 of the Agreement between the Village of
Winnetka (“Village”) and Lakeshore Recycling Systems LLC (“Lakeshore”) for the collection and
processing of recyclable materials dated December 16, 2015 (“Agreement”), the Village notified
Lakeshore of the Village’s intent to extend the Agreement for an additional 12-month term, to expire on
January 31, 2022 (“Extension”).
The Village and Lakeshore have since negotiated a further extension of the Agreement to May
31, 2022 (“Additional Extension”) (the period from February 1, 2021 to May 31, 2022 is the “Additional
Term”) subject to certain terms and conditions to be effective during the Additional Term. Please review
and execute this Letter Agreement to confirm Lakeshore’s agreement with the terms and conditions as
they are set forth below that apply to the Additional Term.
1.
Section 3.8 of the Agreement shall not apply, nor have any force or effect, during the
Additional Term.
2.

Attachment A to the Agreement is hereby amended to read as follows during the
Additional Term (Additions are bold and double-underlined; deletions are struck
through):

Service

Billing
Unit

Price Rate
Figures

Words

Recyclable Materials Collected
Single-Family Residential (Total for all
Customers) Weekly Curbside Service

Per month

5.374.00/unit

Fifteen Thousand Eight
Hundred Sixty Four Dollars

$21,297.42
3,966 Locations
$15,864

Twenty One Thousand Two
Hundred Ninety Seven
Dollars and Forty Two
Cents

Joshua Connell
Lakeshore Recycling Systems
Page 1 of 3
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Service

Billing
Unit

Multi-Family Residential (Total for all
Customers) Weekly Service

Per month

Price Rate
Figures
5.374.00/unit

Words
One Thousand Two Hundred
Ninety Two Dollars

$1,734.51
323 Locations
$1,292

Selected Commercial Customers (Total for
all Customers)

Per month

30.6728.00/unit

One Thousand Seven
Hundred Thirty Four
Dollars and Fifty One
Cents
One Thousand One Hundred
Seventy Six Dollars

$1,288.14
$1,176

One Thousand Two
Hunders Eighty Eight
Dollars and Fourteen Cents

42 Locations

Municipal Sites
Municipal Facilities -Three (Weekly
Service)

Per month

0.00/unit

Zero Dollars

Streetside Containers – 25 (Twice
Weekly Service)

Per month

0.00/unit

Zero Dollars

Per month

$18,332

Eighteen Thousand Three
Hundred Thirty Two Dollars

TOTAL MONTHLY COLLECTION
CHARGE

$24,320.07
Twenty Four Thousand
Three Hundred Twenty
Dollars and Seven Cents
Cart Change-out Replacement

Per Cart

$25.00

Twenty-Five Dollars

Joshua Connell
Lakeshore Recycling Systems
Page 2 of 3
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3.
Except as specifically provided in this Letter Agreement, all terms, provisions and requirements
contained in the Agreement remain unchanged and in full force and effect during the Additional Term.
In the event of a conflict between the text of the Agreement and the text of this Letter, the text of this
Letter Agreement controls.

Sincerely,
Robert M. Bahan
Village Manager
Village of Winnetka
Acknowledged and Agreed:
LAKESHORE RECYCLING SYSTEMS LLC,
a Delaware limited liability company
Signature:

__________________________________________

Printed name:

__________________________________________

Its:

__________________________________________

Date:

__________________________________________

Joshua Connell
Lakeshore Recycling Systems
Page 3 of 3
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Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title: Resolution No. R-20-2021: 67 Brier Street - Gilchrist Resubdivision Extension of Approval (Adoption)
Presenter: David Schoon, Community Development Director
Agenda Date:

Consent:

02/02/21
YES

✔

✔ NO

Ordinance
Resolution
Bid Authorization/Award
Policy Direction
Informational Only

Item History:
March 5, 2019 - Council adopted Resolution No. R-27-2019 approving the final plat of subdivision.
March 6, 2018 - Council adopted Ordinance No. M-4-2018 approving the preliminary plat of
subdivision and variations from the Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Ordinance.

Executive Summary:
On February 2, the Village Council is scheduled to consider adoption of Resolution No. R-20-2021 in
response to a request submitted by Rosemary Latter and Russell Gilchrist (the "Applicants"), as the
owners of the property located at 67 Brier Street (the "Subject Property"). The Applicants are
requesting an extension of the approval of the final plat of subdivision to subdivide the Subject
Property into two lots of record.
On March 5, 2019, the Village Council adopted Resolution No. R-27-2019, approving the final plat of
subdivision. The Resolution is not effective until the house currently located on the Subject Property
is demolished. Additionally, the Resolution states, "In the event that the house currently located on
the Subject Property is not demolished within two years from the date this Resolution is adopted, the
Village Council shall have the right, in its sole discretion, to declare approval granted in this
Resolution null and void and of no force or effect." Resolution No. R-27-2019 is provided as
Attachment C.
It should be noted that the Village Council adopted the resolution approving the final plat subsequent
to its approval of the preliminary plat of subdivision and related variations from the Zoning Ordinance
and Subdivision Ordinance with the adoption of Ordinance No. M-4-2018 in March of 2018.
Ordinance No. M-4-2018 is provided as Attachment D.
(cont'd on next page)
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Executive Summary (continued):
As described by the Applicants in their attached written request (Attachment B), due to the pandemic,
they are requesting an extension of the approval until March 5, 2023.
Since the adoption of Resolution No. R-27-2019 in March of 2019, there have been no new
developments, resubdivision of properties, or changes to zoning in the area of the Subject Property.

Recommendation:
Consider adoption of Resolution No. R-20-2021, which would amend the Resolution Approving the
Final Plat of Subdivision (R-27-2019) in order to extend the demolition deadline until March 6, 2023.

Attachments:
Attachment A:
Attachment B:
Attachment C:
Attachment D:

Resolution No. R-20-2021
Applicant Request for Extension
Resolution No. R-27-2019
Ordinance No. M-4-2018
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ATTACHMENT A
RESOLUTION NO. R-20-2021
A RESOLUTION AMENDING
RESOLUTION NO. R-27-2019 REGARDING
DEMOLITION REQUIREMENTS FOR A FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION
(67 Brier Street)

WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with
Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970; and
WHEREAS, Russell Gilchrist and Rosemary Latter ("Applicants") are the record title
owners of the parcel of real property commonly known as 67 Brier Street in Winnetka, Illinois,
and legally described in Exhibit A attached to and, by this reference, made a part of this Resolution
(“Subject Property”); and
WHEREAS, the Applicants desire to divide the Subject Property into two buildable lots
of record (“Proposed Subdivision”); and
WHEREAS, on March 5, 2019, pursuant to Resolution No. R-27-2019 (“Approving
Resolution”), the Village approved the Applicants’ request for the Proposed Subdivision; and
WHEREAS, Section 6.B of the Approving Resolution conditioned the approval of the
Proposed Subdivision on the commencement of the required demolition on the Subject Property
within two years (“Demolition Deadline”); and
WHEREAS, due, in part, to the COVID-19 pandemic, the Applicants have not
commenced demolition on the Subject Property, and have requested an extension to the
Demolition Deadline; and
WHEREAS; the Village desires to amend the Approving Resolution in order to extend
the Demolition Deadline until March 6, 2023; and
WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that it is in the best interest of the Village
to approve this Resolution.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated as the
findings of the Council of the Village of Winnetka, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT. Pursuant to its home rule powers,
the Village Council hereby amends Section 6.B of the Approval Resolution in order to extend the
Demolition Deadline until March 6, 2023. All other provisions of the Approval Resolution shall
remain in full force and effect.

{00118798.2}

February 2, 2021

R-20-2021
Agenda Packet P. 130

SECTION 3: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution will be in full force and effect
from and after its passage and approval according to law.
ADOPTED this 2nd day of February, 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
Signed:

Countersigned:

Village President

Village Clerk

{00118798.2}
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
LOT 2 AND LOT 3 (EXCEPT THE SOUTH 9.8 FEET THEREOF) IN BLOCK 1 IN MANUS INDIAN
HILL A SUBDIVISION OF THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4
OF SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
Commonly known as 67 Brier Street, Winnetka, Illinois.

{00118798.2}
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ATTACHMENT B
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RESOLUTION NO. R-27-2019

ATTACHMENT C

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION
(67 Brier street)
WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka is a home rule municipality in accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the
State of Illinois of 1970; and
WHEREAS, Russell Gilchrist and Rosemary Latter ("Applicants") are the record title owners of the parcel of real property commonly
known as 67 Brier Street in Winnetka, Illinois, and legally described in Exhibit A attached to and, by this reference, made a part of this
Resolution (“Subject Property”); and
WHEREAS, the Subject Property is located within the R-5 Single Family Residential District of the Village ("R-5 District"); and
WHEREAS, the Applicants desire to divide the Subject Property into two buildable lots of record (“Proposed Subdivision”); and
WHEREAS, on August 27, 2017, the Applicants submitted an application to the Village for zoning variations on the Subject Property
(“Zoning Application”); and
WHEREAS, on August 30, 2017, the Applicants submitted an application (“Subdivision Application”) to the Village for an approval
of a preliminary plat of subdivision for the Subject Property (“Preliminary Plat”); and
WHEREAS, the Preliminary Plat proposed to divide the Subject Property, creating two proposed adjoining lots of record: (i) a lot
consisting of approximately 6,473 square feet on the north side of the Subject Property and depicted as “Lot 1” on the Preliminary Plat
(“Proposed North Lot”); and (ii) a lot consisting of approximately 6,872 square feet on the south side of the Subject Property and
depicted as “Lot 2” on the Preliminary Plat (“Proposed South Lot” and collectively with the Proposed North Lot, the“Subdivided
Lots”); and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 16.12(D)(2) of the Winnetka Subdivision Ordinance (“Subdivision Ordinance”), the Subdivided
Lots must have side lot lines that are approximately perpendicular to front street lines; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 17.30.010 of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance ("Zoning Ordinance"), the Subdivided Lots must each
have: (i) a minimum lot area of 8,400 square feet; (ii) a minimum rectangular buildable area of 5,445 square feet; and (iii) a minimum
length of rectangular building area of 55 feet; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 17.30.020 of the Zoning Ordinance, the Subdivided Lots must each have: (i) a minimum average lot
width of 60 feet; and (ii) a minimum actual lot width 45 feet from the front street line of 60 feet; and
WHEREAS, the Applicants desire to divide the Subject Property into the Subdivided Lots such that: (i) the Subdivided Lots would
have side lot lines not approximately perpendicular to the front street lines, in violation of Section 16.12(D)(2) of the Subdivision
Ordinance; (ii) the Proposed North Lot would have a minimum lot area of only 6,473 square feet and the Proposed South Lot would have
a minimum lot area of only 6,872 square feet, both in violation of Section 17.30.010 of the Zoning Ordinance; (iii) the Proposed North
Lot and Proposed South Lot would have less than minimum rectangular buildable areas of 5,445 square feet and less than minimum
lengths of rectangular building area of 55 feet, both in violation of Section 17.30.010 of the Zoning Ordinance; (iv) the Proposed North
Lot would have a minimum average lot width of only 44.33 feet and the Proposed South Lot would have a minimum average lot width of
54.54 feet, both in violation of Section 17.30.020 of the Zoning Ordinance; (v) the Proposed North Lot and the Proposed South Lot both
would have a minimum actual lot width 45 feet from the front street line of 45.82 feet, both in violation of Section 17.30.020 of the
Zoning Ordinance; and
WHEREAS, the Applicants’ Subdivision Application also requested subdivision variations from Section 16.12(D)(2) of the
Subdivision Ordinance to permit the Subdivided Lots to have side lot lines that are not approximately perpendicular to front street lines
(collectively, “Subdivision Variations”); and
WHEREAS, the Applicants’ Zoning Application requested zoning variations from: (i) Section 17.30.010 of the Zoning Ordinance to
permit the Proposed Subdivision of the Subject Property with the Proposed North Lot having a minimum lot area of only 6,473 square
feet, a minimum rectangular buildable area less than 5,445 square feet, and a minimum length of rectangular building area of less than 55
feet and with the Proposed South Lot having a minimum lot area of only 6,872 square feet, a minimum rectangular buildable area less
than 5,445 square feet, and a minimum length of rectangular building area of less than 55 feet; and (ii) Section 17.30.020 of the Zoning
Ordinance to permit the Proposed Subdivision of the Subject Property with the Proposed North Lot having a minimum average lot width
of only 44.33 feet and a minimum actual lot width 45 feet from the front street line of 45.82 feet and the Proposed South Lot having a
minimum average lot width of only 54.54 feet and a minimum actual lot width 45 feet from the front street line of 45.82 feet
(collectively, “Zoning Variations” and the Subdivision Variations together with the Zoning Variations are collectively, “Variations”);
and
WHEREAS, on December 13, 2017, after due notice thereof, the Winnetka Plan Commission held a public hearing on the proposed
Preliminary Plat and Variations, and voted, by a unanimous vote of eight to zero, to recommend that the Village Council approve the
Preliminary Plat and Variations, subject to certain conditions; and
WHEREAS, on January 8, 2018, after due notice thereof, the Zoning Board of Appeals (“ZBA”) conducted a public hearing on the
Zoning Variations and, by a vote of four to two, the members then present recommended that the Council of the Village of Winnetka
(“Village Council”) deny the Zoning Variations; and
WHEREAS, on February 20, 2018, the Village Council adopted Ordinance M-4-2018 approving the Preliminary Plat, the Subdivision
Variations, and Zoning Variations pending the approval by the Village Council and recording of a final plat of subdivision for the
Subject Property (“Final Plat”); and
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WHEREAS, on October 17, 2018, the Applicants submitted an application to the Village for a proposed Final Plat, which is attached
to and, by this reference, made a part of this Resolution as Exhibit B; and
WHEREAS, on December 19, 2018, after due notice thereof, the Winnetka Plan Commission: (i) held a public hearing on the
proposed Final Plat; (ii) determined, pursuant to Section 16.08.010(D) of the Subdivision Ordinance, that the Final Plat embodied the
details of, and substantially conformed with, the approved Preliminary Plat; and (iii) voted, by a unanimous vote of six to zero, to
recommend that the Village Council approve the Final Plat subject to certain conditions; and
WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that it is in the best interest of the Village to approve the Final Plat, subject to and in
strict accordance with the terms and conditions of this Resolution;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the Village of Winnetka, Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated as the findings of the Village Council, as if fully set forth
herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF FINAL PLAT. Subject to and contingent upon the conditions set forth in Section 3 of this
Resolution, pursuant to Sections 16.04.030 and 16.08.010 of the Subdivision Ordinance, the Village Council hereby approves the Final
Plat and the division of the Subject Property into the two Subdivided Lots as depicted on, and in strict accordance with, the Final Plat.
SECTION 3: CONDITIONS. The approval granted in Section 2 of this Resolution is subject to and conditioned upon compliance
with, and the inclusion of all of the information required by, Chapter 16.08 of the Subdivision Ordinance.
SECTION 4: EXECUTION OF FINAL PLAT. The Village Council hereby authorizes and directs the Village President and the
Village Clerk, upon satisfaction of the conditions set forth in Section 3 of this Resolution, to execute and attest, on behalf of the Village,
the Final Plat.
SECTION 5: RECORDATION OF FINAL PLAT. Upon execution of the Final Plat by the Village President and the Village
Clerk, as provided in Section 4 of this Resolution, the Village Clerk is hereby directed to cause the Final Plat to be recorded in the office
of the Cook County Recorder of Deeds.
SECTION 6: EFFECTIVE DATE.
A. This Resolution will be in full force and effect only upon the occurrence of all of the following events:
1. Passage and approval by the Village Council in the manner required by law; and
2. After the house currently located on the Subject Property is demolished in accordance with all applicable laws.
B. In the event that the house currently located on the Subject Property is not demolished within two years from the date this
Resolution is adopted, the Village Council shall have the right, in its sole discretion, to declare approvals granted in this Resolution null
and void and of no force or effect.
ADOPTED this 5th day of March, 2019, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:

Trustees Cripe, Dearborn, Lanphier, Myers, Swierk and Wedner

NAYS: None
ABSENT: None

Signed
s/Chris Rintz
Village President
Countersigned:
s/Robert M. Bahan
Village Clerk
EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
LOT 2 AND LOT 3 (EXCEPT THE SOUTH 9.8 FEET THEREOF) IN BLOCK 1 IN MANUS INDIAN HILL A SUBDIVISION OF
THE NORTHWEST 1/4 OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE NORTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 13
EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
Commonly known as 67 Brier Street, Winnetka, Illinois.
EXHIBIT B
FINAL PLAT
(SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT B)
Agenda Packet P. 135

Agenda Packet P. 136

Agenda Packet P. 137

Agenda Packet P. 138

Agenda Packet P. 139

Agenda Packet P. 140

Agenda Packet P. 141

Agenda Packet P. 142

Agenda Packet P. 143

Agenda Packet P. 144

Agenda Packet P. 145

Agenda Packet P. 146

Agenda Packet P. 147

Agenda Packet P. 148

Agenda Packet P. 149

Agenda Item Executive Summary
Title:

Resolution No. R-21-2021 - 844 Spruce Street R-O-W License Agreement (Adoption)
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✔
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Item History:
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Executive Summary:
On February 2, 2021, the Village Council is scheduled to consider a resolution approving a license
agreement with Spruce Partners, LLC, owner of the property at 844 Spruce Street, (the “Applicant”)
for use of a portion of the public right-of-way adjacent to the 844 Spruce Street property (See
Attachment A). The Applicant plans to install a raised terrace for outdoor dining that would extend
approximately 1.5 feet into the right-of-way.
The principals that own the property also plan to remodel the building at 844 Spruce Street and open a
new restaurant called the Pomeroy, a French bistro. The proposed exterior changes were reviewed
and, by a vote of 7-0, approved by the Design Review Board at the Board’s January 21, 2021 meeting
(See Attachment B for plans reviewed.)
Staff has reviewed the Applicant’s proposed improvements within the right-of-way and finds the
proposed improvements compatible with the existing Village use of this portion of the right-of-way.
However, as noted in the license agreement, the Village has the rights at anytime to require the
Applicant to remove its improvements within the right-of-way.
Recommendation:
Consider adoption of resolution approving a license agreement for use of a portion of the public
right-of-way abutting 844 Spruce Street for the installation of a raised terrace for outdoor dining.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Resolution No. R-21-2021
Attachment B - Proposed Improvements to 844 Spruce Street Presented to Design Review Board
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Attachment A
R-21-2021
A RESOLUTION APPROVING A LICENSE AGREEMENT TO ALLOW THE
INSTALLATION OF A TERRACE ON A VILLAGE RIGHT-OF-WAY
(844 Spruce Street)
WHEREAS, the Village of Winnetka (“Village”) is a home rule municipality in
accordance with Article VII, Section 6 of the Constitution of the State of Illinois of 1970; and
WHEREAS, Spruce Partners, LLC (“Licensee”) is owner of the property commonly
known as 844 Spruce Street, Winnetka, Illinois (“Property”); and
WHEREAS, Licensee intends to convert the existing one-story building on the Property
for use as a new restaurant (“Restaurant”); and
WHEREAS, Licensee desires to install an outdoor patio/terrace for decorative planting
and outdoor dining as part of the Restaurant (“Terrace”), and Licensee desires to install a portion
of the Terrace within a portion of the Village right-of-way (“Licensed Premises”); and
WHEREAS, the Village Council has determined that it will serve and be in the best
interests of the Village and its residents to enter into a License Agreement with Licensee to govern
Licensee’s use of the Licensed Premises;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
Cook County, Illinois, as follows:
SECTION 1: RECITALS. The Village Council hereby adopts the foregoing recitals as
its findings, as if fully set forth herein.
SECTION 2: APPROVAL OF LICENSE AGREEMENT. The Village Council
hereby approves the License Agreement by and between the Village and Licensee in substantially
the form attached to this Resolution as Exhibit A and in a final form approved by the Village
Attorney.
SECTION 3: AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE LICENSE AGREEMENT. The
Village Council hereby authorizes and directs the Village Manager and the Village Clerk to
execute and seal, on behalf of the Village, the final License Agreement.
SECTION 4: EFFECTIVE DATE. This Resolution shall be in full force and effect from
and after its passage and approval according to law.

{00118830.1}
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ADOPTED this February 2, 2021, pursuant to the following roll call vote:
AYES:
____________________________________________________________
NAYS:
____________________________________________________________
ABSENT:
____________________________________________________________
ABSTAIN: ____________________________________________________________
Signed

____________________________________
Village President
Countersigned:

_______________________________________
Village Clerk

{00118830.1}
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EXHIBIT A
LICENSE AGREEMENT

{00118830.1}
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NON-EXCLUSIVE LICENSE AGREEMENT
(844 Spruce Street)
THIS NON-EXCLUSIVE LICENSE AGREEMENT ("Agreement"), dated as of this
____ day of ______________, 2021, ("Effective Date"), by and between the VILLAGE OF
WINNETKA, an Illinois home rule municipal corporation ("Village"), and SPRUCE
PARTNERS, LLC, an Illinois limited liability company ("Licensee").
NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the recitals, mutual covenants, and agreements
set forth herein and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
are hereby acknowledged, the parties do hereby mutually agree as follows:
SECTION 1. RECITALS.
A.
The Village is the owner of that public right of way known as Spruce Street
("Village Right of Way").
B.
The Licensee is the owner of that certain real property commonly known as 844
Spruce Street, Winnetka, Illinois, located on the south side of the Village Right-of-Way between
Birch Street and Chestnut Street within the Village’s C-2 General Commercial Retail Zoning
District ("Property").
C.
Licensee intends to convert the existing one-story building on the Property to use
for a new restaurant (“Restaurant”).
D.
Licensee desires to install an outdoor patio/terrace for decorative planting and
outdoor dining as part of the Restaurant (“Terrace”), and Licensee desires to install a portion of
the Terrace, currently planned to include the northern retaining wall for the Terrace, within that
portion of the Village Right of Way depicted in Exhibit A to this Agreement ("Licensed
Premises").
E.

The Property will benefit from the installation of the Terrace.

F.
The Licensee has applied to the Village for a permit to allow the Terrace on the
Licensed Premises and related approvals concerning the Restaurant.
G.
On January 21, 2021, the Design Review Board recommended that the Village
approve the installation of the Terrace by the Licensee.
H.
The Village desires to authorize the installation by the Licensee of the Terrace,
subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement.
I.
The Village and the Licensee desire to enter into this Agreement to permit the
installation of portions of the Terrace on the Licensed Premises.

{00118820.1}
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SECTION 2. GRANT AND TERM OF LICENSE.
A.
Grant of License. Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this
Agreement, the Village hereby grants to the Licensee, and the Licensee hereby accepts, a nonexclusive revocable license for the installation of the Terrace on the Licensed Premises pursuant
to and in strict accordance with the terms and provisions of this Agreement ("License"). The
Licensee acknowledges and agrees that nothing in this Agreement shall be interpreted to provide
a license to the licensee to alter the Licensed Premises in any way other than for the installation
of those portions of the Terrace depicted in Exhibit B to this Agreement.
B.
Limitation of Interest. Except for the License granted pursuant to this
Agreement, the Licensee shall have no legal, beneficial, or equitable interest, whether by adverse
possession or prescription or otherwise, in the Licensed Premises.
C.
Term. This License shall be for a term commencing on the Effective Date of this
Agreement and ending on the occurrence of a terminating event as described in Section 2.D of
this Agreement.
D.

Termination of License; Restoration of Licensed Premises.

1.
Termination Event. Without prejudice to any other rights and remedies
available pursuant to Section 7 of this Agreement, the License shall automatically expire upon the
occurrence of any of the following:
a.
Failure to Comply. The Licensee has violated any provision of this
Agreement; provided, however, that prior to termination pursuant to this Section 2.D.1.a, the
Village shall provide the Licensee with 10 days written notice and an opportunity to cure the
violation.
b.
Convenience. Upon written notice by the Village that the Licensee
remove the Terrace from the Licensed Premises.
c.
Village Right of Way Construction. The Village desires to engage
in construction or other improvements on the Licensed Premises and elects, in its sole discretion,
to terminate this Agreement and the License.
d.
Dangerous Condition. The Village determines, in its sole and
absolute discretion, that the Terrace threatens the public health and safety, and that the removal
of the Terrace is necessary to abate the dangerous condition.
2.

Restoration of Licensed Premises.

a.
Licensee Obligation.
Upon termination of this Agreement
pursuant to this Section 2.D, the Licensee, at its sole cost and expense, shall restore the Licensed
Premises as nearly as practicable to its condition as of the Effective Date, including, without
limitation: (1) repair or replacement of the Licensed Premises, if necessary in the sole
determination of the Village; and (2) restoration of all Village-owned property as nearly as
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practicable to the condition immediately preceding the installation of the Terrace, if disturbed,
damaged, or removed by the Licensee.
b.
Failure to Restore. In the event that the Licensee fails or refuses to
repair, replace and/or restore the Licensed Premises or any Village-owned property that is
disturbed, damaged, or removed by the Licensee, in accordance with Section 2.D.2.a of this
Agreement, the Village shall have the right, but not the obligation, to perform and complete the
repair, restoration, and/or replacement, and to charge the Licensee for all costs and expenses,
including legal and administrative costs incurred by the Village, for such work. If the Licensee
does not fully reimburse the Village for such costs, then the Village shall have the right to place
a lien on the Property for all such costs and expenses in the manner provided by law. The rights
and remedies provided in this Section 2.D.2.b shall be in addition to, and not in limitation of, any
other rights and remedies otherwise available to the Village.
SECTION 3. INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE TERRACE.
E.
Installation. The Licensee shall install the Terrace in a good and workmanlike
manner, all at the sole expense of the Licensee, and subject to inspection and approval by the
Village, and in accordance with the following:
1.
The Terrace shall be: (a) of a style and material consistent with the design
depicted in Exhibit B of this Agreement; and (b) located only within those specific portions of
the Licensed Premises identified and depicted in Exhibit A to this Agreement.
2.
The Licensee shall not install the Terrace within the Licensed Premises
prior to the occurrence of each of the following:
a.
Issuance by the Village of all building and related permits required
for the installation of the Terrace and for occupying a public right-of-way pursuant to the Village
Code;
b.
Approval by the Village of all contractors or agents hired by or on
behalf of the Licensee to install any part of the Terrace; and
c.
Approval by the Village of a schedule for the installation of the
Terrace, which schedule shall not be approved by the Village unless the installation of the
Terrace will not interfere with any Village activities, Village maintenance on or at the Licensed
Premises or nearby Village property, or other Village events.
3.
During the period of installation, the Licensee shall maintain the Licensed
Premises and all streets, Village Right of Ways, and other public property in and adjacent to the
Licensed Premises in a safe, good and clean condition without hazard to public use at all times.
4.
The Licensee shall promptly clean all mud, dirt, or debris deposited on any
street, Village Right of Way, or other public property by the Licensee or any agent of or
contractor hired by, or on behalf of, the Licensee, and shall repair any damage that may be
caused by the activities of the Licensee or any agent of or contractor hired by, or on behalf of,
the Licensee in connection with the installation of the Terrace. If the Licensee fails to clean, or
{00118820.1}
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undertake with due diligence to clean, any street, Village Right of Way, or other public property
within one hour after the Village gives the Licensee notice to clean all mud, dirt, snow, ice or
debris deposited on such property by the Licensee or any agent of or contractor hired by, or on
behalf of, the Licensee, then the Village shall have the right, but not the obligation, to cause the
affected public property to be cleaned and to recover from the Licensee all costs incurred by the
Village in the performance of such work.
5.
The Licensee acknowledges and agrees that in the event that the Village
determines, in its sole and absolute discretion, that portions of the Village Right of Way require
replacement due to the installation of the Terrace, then the Licensee, and not the Village, shall, at
its sole cost and expense, promptly replace those portions of the Village Right of Way with
specific materials approved in advance by the Village.
SECTION 4. RESERVATION OF RIGHTS.
A.
Reservation of Rights. The Village hereby reserves the right to use the Licensed
Premises in any manner that will not prevent, impede, or interfere in any way with the exercise
by Licensee of the rights granted pursuant to this Agreement. The Village shall have the right to
grant other non-exclusive licenses or easements, including, without limitation, licenses or
easements for utility purposes, over, along, upon, under or across the Licensed Premises. The
Village reserves its right of full and normal access to the Licensed Premises for the maintenance
of any existing or future utility located thereon. The Village also reserves the right to conduct
ongoing maintenance of the Licensed Premises, including, without limitation, replacement of all
or a portion of the Village Right of Way.
B.
Cooperation. The Licensee hereby acknowledges and agrees to reasonably
cooperate with the Village in the event that the Village desires to permit the installation of other
improvements on the Licensed Premises. If, in the Village’s sole determination, the portions of
the Terrace within the License Premises prevent, impede, or interfere with the Village’s ability to
maintain or improve the Licensed Premises, the Licensees must, upon receipt of a notice therefor
from the Village, and at their sole expense, temporarily remove with a reasonably degree of
promptness taking into consideration the surrounding circumstances, those portions of the
Terrace within the Licensed Premises so that the City may conduct such maintenance or
improvements.
SECTION 5. LIENS.
The Licensee hereby represents and warrants that it shall take all necessary action to keep
all portions of the Licensed Premises free and clear of all liens, claims, and demands, including
without limitation mechanic's liens, in connection with any work performed by the Licensee or
its agents on the Licensed Premises.
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SECTION 6. LIABILITY AND INDEMNITY OF VILLAGE.
A.
Village Review. The Licensee acknowledges and agrees that the Village is not,
and shall not be, in any way liable for any damages or injuries that may be sustained as the result
of the Village’s review and approval of any plans for the Terrace, or the issuance of any
approvals, permits, certificates, or acceptances for the installation, operation, or maintenance of
the Terrace, and that the Village’s review and approval of any such plans for the Terrace and
issuance of any such approvals, permits, certificates, or acceptances does not, and shall not, in
any way, be deemed to insure the Licensee or any of its successors, assigns, tenants and
licensees, or any third party, against damage or injury of any kind at any time.
B.
Indemnity. The Licensee agrees to, and does hereby, hold harmless and
indemnify the Village and all Village elected or appointed officials, officers, employees, agents,
representatives, engineers, and attorneys, from any and all claims that may be asserted at any
time against any of those parties in connection with: (i) the installation, operation, maintenance,
repair or replacement of any portion of the Terrace; or (ii) the Licensee's performance of, or
failure to perform, its obligations under this Agreement (collectively, “Indemnified Claims”),
whether or not any such Indemnified Claim is due or claimed to be due in whole or in part to the
active, passive, or concurrent negligence or willful misconduct or fault of the Licensee; provided,
however, that this indemnity shall not apply to willful misconduct or gross negligence on the part
of the Village.
C.
Defense Expense. The Licensee, only as to its own acts or omissions, shall, and
does hereby agree to, pay all expenses, including legal fees and administrative expenses, incurred
by the Village in defending itself with regard to any and all of the Indemnified Claims.
Waiver of Liability. The Licensee will, and does hereby, waive, release, and
relinquish all claims of every kind, known and unknown, present and future, that Licensee may
have against the Village and its officers, agents, servants, and employees, arising out of,
connected with or in any way related to the use of the Licensed Premises, or as a result of the
condition, maintenance, and use of the Licensed Premises.
D.

E.
Assumption of Risk. The Licensee agrees to assume the full risk of any injuries,
including death, and all costs, damages, and losses that Licensee or its employees, agents,
contractors, agents, servants, employees, contractors, guests, customers, or invitees may sustain
while on the Licensed Premises, or as a result of the condition, maintenance, or use of the
Licensed Premises.
SECTION 7. ENFORCEMENT.
A.
Enforcement. The Village and the Licensee may, in law or in equity, by suit,
action, mandamus or any other proceeding, including, without limitation, specific performance,
enforce or compel the performance of this Agreement; provided, however, that the Licensee
agrees that it will not seek, and does not have the right to seek, recovery of a judgment for
monetary damages against the Village or any Village elected or appointed officials, agents,
representatives, attorneys or employees on account of the negotiation, execution, or breach of
any of the terms and conditions of this Agreement.
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B.
Prevailing Party. In the event of a judicial proceeding brought by one party
against the other party, the prevailing party in the judicial proceeding shall be entitled to
reimbursement from the unsuccessful party of all costs and expenses, including reasonable
attorneys’ fees, incurred in connection with the judicial proceeding.
SECTION 8. GENERAL PROVISIONS.
A.
Notices. All notices required or permitted to be given under this Agreement shall
be given by the parties by: (i) personal delivery; (ii) deposit in the United States Registered Mail,
return receipt requested, enclosed in a sealed envelope with first class postage thereon; or (iii)
deposit with a nationally recognized overnight delivery service, addressed as stated in this
Section 8.A. The address of any party may be changed by written notice to the other parties.
Any mailed notice shall be deemed to have been given and received within three days after the
same has been mailed and any notice given by overnight courier shall be deemed to have been
given and received within 24 hours after deposit. Notices and communications to the parties
shall be addressed to, and delivered at, the following addresses:
If to the Village:

Village of Winnetka
510 Green Bay Road
Winnetka, IL 60093
Attention: Village Manager

with a copy to:

ELROD FRIEDMAN LLP
325 LaSalle Street, Suite 450
Chicago, IL 60654
Attention: Peter M. Friedman, Village Attorney

If to the Licensee:

Spruce Partners LLC
844 Spruce St
Winnetka, IL 60093
ATTN: Ryan ODonnell

B.
Time of the Essence. Time is of the essence in the performance of all of the
terms and conditions of this Agreement.
C.
Amendments. No amendment or modification to this Agreement shall be
effective until it is reduced to writing and approved and executed by all parties to this Agreement
in accordance with all applicable statutory procedures.
D.
Authority to Execute. The Village hereby warrants and represents to the
Licensee that the persons executing this Agreement on its behalf have been properly authorized
to do so by the Village. The Licensee hereby warrants and represents to the Village that the
Licensee has the full and complete right, power, and authority to enter into this Agreement and to
agree to the terms, provisions, and conditions set forth in this Agreement.
E.
Non-Waiver. The Village shall be under no obligation to exercise any of the
rights granted to it in this Agreement. The failure of the Village to exercise at any time any right
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granted to the Village shall not be deemed or construed to be a waiver of that right, nor shall the
failure void or affect the Village’s right to enforce that right or any other right.
F.
Assignment. This Agreement may not be assigned by the Licensee without the
prior written consent of the Village.
G.
Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is construed or held to be void,
invalid, illegal, or unenforceable in any respect, the remaining part of that provision and the
remaining provisions of this Agreement shall not be affected, impaired, or invalidated thereby,
but shall remain in full force and effect. The unenforceability of any provision of this
Agreement shall not affect the enforceability of that provision in any other situation.
H.
Entire Agreement. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the
parties and supersedes any and all prior agreements and negotiations between the parties,
whether written or oral, relating to the License granted pursuant to this Agreement.
I.
Interpretation. This Agreement shall be construed without regard to the identity
of the party who drafted the various provisions of this Agreement. Moreover, each and every
provision of this Agreement shall be construed as though all parties participated equally in the
drafting of this Agreement. As a result of the foregoing, any rule or construction that a
document is to be construed against the drafting party shall not be applicable to this Agreement.
J.
Exhibits. Exhibits A and B attached hereto are, by this reference, incorporated in
and made a part of this Agreement. In the event of a conflict between an exhibit and the text of
this Agreement, the text of this Agreement shall control.
K.
Survival of Obligations. All obligations of the Licensee pursuant to this
Agreement that have not been fully performed as of the termination of this Agreement shall
survive such termination, including, without limitation, the restoration obligations set forth in
Section 2.D.2 of this Agreement, and the liability and indemnity obligations set forth in Section 6
of this Agreement.
L.
No Third-Party Beneficiaries. No claim as a third-party beneficiary under this
Agreement by any person shall be made, or be valid, against the Village or the Licensee.
M.
Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of which
shall be deemed to constitute a duly authorized original.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be
executed, effective as of the date first written above.
[SIGNATURE PAGE FOLLOWS]
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ATTEST:

VILLAGE OF WINNETKA,
an Illinois home rule municipal corporation

By:

By:

Its:

Its:

ATTEST:

SPRUCE PARTNERS, LLC, an Illinois
limited liability company

By:

By:

Its:

Its:
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EXHIBIT A
DEPICTION OF LICENSED PREMISES
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GENERAL NOTES
1.
PLAN DISCREPANCIES This Landscape Plan is based on hand
measurements taken on-site and information provided on the Plat of
Survey and Architectural Plans. Any discrepancies between the Plat of
Survey, Architectural Plans, this Landscape Plan and actual site
conditions shall be reported immediately to the landscape architect.
2.
UTILITIES It is the responsibility of the Contractor to contact
all utility and telecommunication services with facilities within the limits
of work prior to construction and have their facilities located in the
field. All located facilities shall be protected during construction as per
the requirements of the owner of the facilities. The Contractor is
responsible for any damage or disruption to any active utilities or
telecommunications and for any repair or replacement of said utilities.
To locate most utilities, call JULIE 800 892 0123.
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EXHIBIT B
DEPICTION OF THE TERRACE
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844 Spruce Street
Right-of-Way License Agreement

Use of Portion of
Right-of-Way
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Attachment B

MEMORANDUM

VILLAGE OF WINNETKA
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO:

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM:

CHRISTOPHER MARX, AICP, ASSOCIATE PLANNER

DATE:

JANUARY 21, 2021

SUBJECT:

844 SPRUCE STREET – POMEROY BISTRO – AMENDED CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS (CASE NO. 21-01-DR)

INTRODUCTION
On January 21, 2021, the Design Review Board is scheduled to conduct a virtual public meeting, in
accordance with social distancing requirements, Governor Pritzker’s Executive Orders and Senate Bill
2135, to consider an application submitted by Pomeroy Bistro (the “Applicant”) as the owner of the
property at 844 Spruce Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant is seeking approval of a Certificate
of Appropriateness for exterior alterations to the existing building on the Subject Property to
accommodate a new restaurant.
Since the distribution of the agenda packet last week, the Applicant has updated their application with
revisions and supplementary materials. The design revisions are meant to reflect changes that were
necessary to accommodate the overall restaurant plans.
APPLICATION REVISIONS AND UPDATES
The Applicant has provided drawings, elevation renderings, and site plans that reflect the changes to the
application that was originally included in the January 15, 2021 DRB Agenda Packet. The changes to the
proposed alterations include the following:
1. The revolving door serving as the main entrance has been changed to a pair of wooden push
doors. The doors would be a deep wood color with polished brass frames and handles, in a style
meant to match the French window pairs along the façade. The upper half of each door would
contain a large window.
2. The metal turret cover that would have been located above the revolving door has been replaced
by a rectangular metal canopy. The cover would be made of the same patinaed copper material
as the orbital turret that would have been above the door.
3. An opening has been created in the divider fence on the far left side of the patio terrace to allow
for a handicap accessibility point from the public sidewalk.
4. Signage has been added to each proposed awning valance that would read “POMEROY” in 6-inch
white letters. The left awning would have slightly smaller lettering that reads “BISTRO” and
“CAFÉ” while the right awning would have slightly smaller lettering that reads “BAR” and
“BRASSERIE.” The awning overhang that potentially crossed the property line, as presented in the
previous application materials, has been removed.
5. A 6-inch gap between the patio terrace and sidewalk was added to comply with village
requirements for snow removal and hardscaping proximity to the public right-of-way.
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The other proposed changes such as the windows, awning color, planters, landscaping vegetation, patio
terrace, and patio furniture would all remain the same as presented in the January 15 DRB Agenda Packet.
The Applicant has provided updated elevation renderings, mock-up drawings, site plans, and design
specifications for the proposed alterations which are provided as Attachment C. The previously submitted
materials are available in Attachment A of the January 15 Agenda Packet.
AWNING CODE ANALYSIS
Section 12.24.030 of the Village Code establishes standards for awnings which project over the public
right-of-way. The proposed awnings do not project over the public right-of-way. The proposed signage
would be limited to letters no taller than 6 inches on the valence with text that only includes the business
name. The proposed awnings are compliant with sections of municipal code pertaining to awnings and
commercial signs.
DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS
The Village’s Design Guidelines provide guidance on awnings, facades, windows, doors, and vegetation
plantings for commercial buildings.
•

The Guidelines recommend an awning be in conformity and proportionality for the building in
which it serves, and not be located over any masonry pier. The proposed awning would be
proportional to the building and while transcending over the masonry piers, the effect is
concealed by the recessed French windows. The Guidelines state an awning should be taut, not
relaxed, and in a color that enhances and contributes to the building and surrounding
neighborhood. The crimson awnings would maintain a firm and consistent appearance across the
building’s front façade that is similar to the other businesses in the West Elm Street Business
District. The 6-inch lettering would be consistent with the recommend size of awning signage in
the Guidelines.

•

The Guidelines state that storefront facades should have generous spreads of windows that are
made with wood or metal frames and in a color that is sympathetic to the overall building
character. The proposed French window bays would have wooden windows with traditionallooking brass frames that are slightly recessed from the building face, as desired by the Guidelines.
The windows would be transparent with no film or tint, as required by the Design Guidelines.

•

The Guidelines state that the entrance or doorway should be evident and prominent along the
public right-of-way. The doorway would be at the center of the front façade and present a
prominent entrance with the service entries remaining on the rear and west side of the building.

•

The Guidelines state that the façade material should be a traditional-looking modular brick,
natural limestone, or cast stone. The brick façade of the existing building would be maintained.

•

The Guidelines encourage outdoor seating and planters and give specifications about how they
should be set up for outdoor patronage. The Guidelines encourages patio tables to be off the
public right-of-way when possible and provide a clear barrier such as railings or fencing to
delineate the dining space. The proposed terrace would be distinguished from the sidewalk with
planters and fencing.

•

The Design Guidelines give broad and general encouragement of businesses using planters and
vegetation for aesthetics. The proposed planters for the patio and rooftop would provide exactly
that.

The proposed building alterations are designed to preserve the brick aesthetic of the building while
creating the appearance of a traditional French Bistro with generous outdoor space and exposure.
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Excerpts of the Design Guidelines that are pertinent to the Applicant’s proposal are included in the January
15 Agenda Packet as Attachment B.
SUMMARY
The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed exterior building alterations as appropriate and
compatible with the Design Guidelines and approve the amended Certificate of Appropriateness. If the
DRB finds the proposed improvements appropriate, a Board member may want to make a motion to
approve the request with the following conditions:
1. The Applicant receives the necessary approvals from the Village Council for any proposed
improvements within the public right-of-way.
Should the DRB approve the proposed improvements, the Applicant would first need to receive a building
permit and awning permit from the Community Development Department prior to commencing
construction or installation of the awnings. Any additional exterior changes to the proposed building,
deviating from any approved Certificate of Appropriateness would be required to be approved by the
DRB.
ATTACHMENTS
Attachment A: Addendum of Revised Application Materials

Page 3
Agenda Packet P. 171

POMEROY EXTERIOR CONCEPT
1/20/2020

Agenda Packet P. 172

Agenda Packet P. 173

Agenda Packet P. 174

Agenda Packet P. 175

Agenda Packet P. 176

Agenda Packet P. 177

1

1

1

LANDSCAPE PLAN
3/16" = 1' - 0"

0 1'

3'

5'

10'

16'

GENERAL NOTES
1.
PLAN DISCREPANCIES This Landscape Plan is based on hand
measurements taken on-site and information provided on the Plat of
Survey and Architectural Plans. Any discrepancies between the Plat of
Survey, Architectural Plans, this Landscape Plan and actual site
conditions shall be reported immediately to the landscape architect.
2.
UTILITIES It is the responsibility of the Contractor to contact
all utility and telecommunication services with facilities within the limits
of work prior to construction and have their facilities located in the
field. All located facilities shall be protected during construction as per
the requirements of the owner of the facilities. The Contractor is
responsible for any damage or disruption to any active utilities or
telecommunications and for any repair or replacement of said utilities.
To locate most utilities, call JULIE 800 892 0123.
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