
Village of Winnetka 
 Plan Commission Regular Meeting 

  
 

February 28, 2024 at 7:00 PM 
Winnetka Village Hall Council Chambers 

510 Green Bay Road 
 

NOTICE 
Public comment is permitted on all agenda items at the meeting.  If you wish to provide testimony or comments 
prior to the meeting, you may provide them one of two ways: (1) by sending an email to planning@winnetka.org; or 
by sending a letter to Community Development, Village of Winnetka, 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, IL  60093.  All 
agenda materials are available at www.villageofwinnetka.org/agendacenter.  

The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that 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 at 510 Green Bay 
Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, (Telephone (847) 716-3543; T.D.D. (847) 501-6041). 
 
 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order & Roll Call 
2. Approval of Minutes 
  a. January 24, 2024, Regular Meeting Minutes 
3. Public Comments 
4. Community Development Report 
5. New Applications 
  a. Case No. 24-01-SU: 1095 Gage Street - Sacred Heart School:  An application 

seeking approval of an amendment to an existing Special Use Permit, which 
allowed construction of an addition on the west side of the existing school 
building at 1095 Gage Street.  The requested amendment would allow 
improvements to the existing playground located on the north side of the existing 
school building.  The Village Council has final jurisdiction on this request. 

6. New Business 
  a. March 27, 2024, Regular Meeting - Quorum Check 
7. Adjournment 
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1 WINNETKA PLAN COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES
2 JANUARY 24, 2024
3
4 Members Present: Layla Danley, Chairperson 
5 Matthew Bradley 
6 Mamie Case 
7 Chris Enck
8 Chris Foley 
9 Liz Kunkle

10 Cyrus Subawalla
11
12 Members Absent: Jonathan Alt 
13
14 Non-Voting Members Absent: Tina Dalman 
15
16 Village Staff: David Schoon, Director of Community Development 
17 Christopher Marx, Associate Planner
18 Courtney Willits, Village Attorney from Elrod Friedman
19
20 Call to Order & Roll Call:
21 The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Danley at 7:01 p.m. Roll call of the Commission Members 
22 was taken.  
23
24 Approval of November 29, 2023 Special Meeting Minutes: 
25 Chairperson Danley asked for a motion to approve the November 29, 2023, special meeting minutes. A 
26 motion was made by Ms. Case to approve the November 29, 2023, special meeting minutes. The motion 
27 was seconded by Mr. Bradley. A vote was taken, and the motion unanimously passed, 6 to 0: 
28 AYES: Bradley, Case, Danley, Enck, Foley, Subawalla
29 NAYS: None 
30
31 Ms. Kunkle arrived at the meeting at this time. 
32
33 Public Comment:
34 No comments were made at this time. 
35  
36 Community Development Report:
37 Mr. Schoon stated with regard to the 808 Oak application, the Village Council approved the request as 
38 well as the special use permit for North Shore Events. He also provided a summary of the Chase Bank 
39 building planned development application with the item being continued to the February 21, 2024, special 
40 Planned Development Commission meeting. Mr. Schoon then stated the Village Council continued the 
41 steep slope regulation discussions with the item being continued to the February 6, 2024, meeting.  
42
43 Case No. 23-22-SU 565 Lincoln Avenue – Chase Bank: An application submitted by JP Morgan Chase 
44 Bank (the “Applicant”), as the lessee of the property located at 565 Lincoln Avenue (the “Subject 
45 Property”), to allow a financial counseling office to be located on the Subject Property. The property is 
46 currently owned by 563 Lincoln Ave LLC at 825 Green Bay Road, Suite 100, Wilmette, IL 60091.
47 Mr. Marx stated the special use permit application was submitted by Chase Bank for 565 Lincoln Avenue 
48 to allow a financial counseling office to temporarily locate in the retail overlay district. He identified the 
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1 property’s location, zoning classification and the former occupant and stated the space has been vacant 
2 since 2022.  Mr. Marx identified and described the surrounding businesses in an illustration and stated 
3 the Applicant is going through the redevelopment process with their current building site at 791 Elm Street 
4 and then described the request to temporarily locate its private wealth service business in the space which 
5 would measure approximately 1,500 square feet and which would not have typical banking services. He 
6 stated there would be approximately 6 employees at the site with sporadic gatherings and meetings, and 
7 the Applicant planned to operate in the space for approximately two years. Mr. Marx then identified the 
8 floor plan and stated with regard to parking, there would be two parking spaces located behind the 
9 building for clients with other off-street parking spaces that belong to the building which may be available. 

10
11 Mr. Marx stated written comment was included as Attachment B and the Applicant’s supplemental 
12 information provided reasoning as to why they want to occupy the space as well as a letter from the 
13 property owner in support of the request. He then stated page nos. 12-14 identified the items the 
14 Commission is to consider, and the Applicant is available to answer questions. No questions were raised 
15 at this time.
16
17 Chairperson Danley asked for the Applicant’s presentation and swore in those speaking to this matter. 
18 Karl Camillucci of Taft Stettinius & Hollister introduced himself to the Commission and stated he is 
19 representing the Applicant. He referred to the Applicant’s response to the standards which he 
20 summarized for the Commission. Mr. Camillucci then stated they have provided additional materials and 
21 noted if the special use application is not approved, they would not pursue the use and occupancy of the 
22 Lincoln and Elm location. He also stated the property owner affirmed it has marketed the property for 
23 retail and service uses with no interest. Mr. Camillucci stated while they understood the preference for a 
24 retail use in this location, since the proposed use is temporary, small, and vacant, it is not currently 
25 contributing to the retail district and there would be no effect on the surrounding retail uses and would 
26 be an improvement over the current vacant condition and enhance pedestrian traffic.  
27
28 Mr. Camillucci summarized the special use standards the Applicant addressed in their application. He 
29 stated he hoped the Commission would recommend approval of the special use request and asked if there 
30 were any questions and introduced the members of the team. 
31
32 Chairperson Danley also asked if there were any questions. Mr. Bradley referred to the way the property 
33 would be designed for their use over the two-year period and referred to it being designed for future 
34 applicants which would make it easier for office uses to want to occupy the space. He then asked if the 
35 Applicant would ensure it be returned to a blank space to ensure the next occupant would be more 
36 inclined to use the space for retail. Mr. Camillucci described the improvements as minor which would not 
37 be difficult to remove. He added the Village retained the power to evaluate any future proposed use to 
38 determine if it is appropriate for the subject location. Mr. Camillucci suggested discussions be held with 
39 the property owner to return the space to its original use such as wall removal. Mr. Bradley suggested it 
40 be a condition of the special use approval. Chairperson Danley agreed with Mr. Bradley’s comments 
41 regarding attaching conditions to the approval recommendation. 
42
43 Ms. Case asked the Applicant why they selected the proposed space in the middle of the vibrant retail 
44 district and referred to the amount of people who would visit the space and the limited amount of parking 
45 available. Mr. Camillucci explained the reasoning for the space selection is due to its proximity to the Elm 
46 Street location and Metra as well as the fact they do not need a large space. 
47
48 Chairperson Danley swore in Chris Perdzock. Chris Perdzock, JPMorgan Chase, agreed with Mr. 
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1 Camillucci’s comments relating to the site selection. Mr. Camillucci informed the Commission of the 
2 number of employees in the location and client meetings, which would be held by appointment only.  
3 Traffic and the parking impact would be less severe than is anticipated. Mr. Foley asked if there would be 
4 an administrative person on staff. 
5
6 Chairperson Danley swore in Jaime Freeman. Jaime Freeman of the JPMorgan Chase North Shore Private 
7 Group responded stated there would be an office manager and greeter onsite daily and described their 
8 meeting schedules. She stated that their current office team of approximately 25 people would office in 
9 Evanston in the interim.   She noted all of their employees have Winnetka “A” parking passes and the on-

10 site parking spaces being made available for clients. Ms. Freeman also stated team meetings would be 
11 held offsite in various locations in the community. Chairperson Danley asked when they plan to take 
12 possession of the property. Mr. Perdzock responded they planned to begin construction in April and to 
13 take occupancy in late July. 
14
15 Mr. Enck asked if the space would have a retail component. Mr. Perdzock responded the retail branch 
16 would temporarily be relocated to the Spruce Street location with a small satellite branch. Ms. Kunkle 
17 stated she did not have major concerns with the request since it is temporary and contingent with drawing 
18 traffic to the area with the East Elm business district being appreciative of it. She also stated she is 
19 concerned with the parking explanation. Ms. Kunkle agreed with the suggestion of the space reverting 
20 back to its current condition and stated she would be in favor of the request. No additional comments 
21 were made at this time. 
22
23 Chairperson Danley asked if there was any public comment. No comments were made at this time. 
24 Chairperson Danley then called the matter in for discussion. 
25
26 Mr. Bradley stated he would be in favor of supporting the request and referred to whether consideration 
27 of nearby locations was done of available C-2 commercial sites. He agreed the request represented an 
28 opportunity to fill a long vacant space. Mr. Bradley then stated while the request did not align with 
29 standard nos. 7, 8 and 9, the request would bring to the Village the desired continuity and added that 
30 parking would not be an issue. Ms. Case agreed with some of Mr. Bradley’s comments and reiterated her 
31 concern with the Applicant’s choice for this location as opposed to locations at the end of the retail overlay 
32 district. She then stated even though the space occupancy is temporary, she suggested a condition be 
33 included to require the space be returned to its original condition with a sunset clause to limit the 
34 temporary occupancy and for the Applicant to come back before the Commission for an extension. She 
35 then stated she would be in favor of the request. Mr. Foley stated he understood the connection between 
36 this request and the construction on Elm and Green Bay Road and commended the Applicant for 
37 remaining in the Village which would help in terms of Village continuity. He also stated the application 
38 would provide a use in the empty storefront and the request is consistent with the special use standards 
39 and proposed conditions. Mr. Subawalla referred to the timeline and commented that the remainder of 
40 the request is straightforward. Mr. Enck stated the way in which the space would be configured may result 
41 in a future retail user having the front for commercial/retail and the back half for storage and if the 
42 kitchenette is left in place, it may appeal to a future renter and make it more appealing.  
43
44 Chairperson Danley stated she is also in favor of recommending approval of the request with conditions. 
45 She then referred to a possible future argument in terms of a future potential office tenant referring to 
46 the Applicant’s approval. Chairperson Danley suggested they mitigate that argument in terms of 
47 conditions. Ms. Kunkle suggested two conditions, the first of which is that it does not open the door for 
48 automatic special uses and second, to return the space to its current “vanilla box” condition.
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1 Mr. Schoon stated what he has heard from the Commission is that upon vacating the space, the 
2 Commission is suggesting the Applicant return the space to a vanilla box and to place a term limit on the 
3 special use approval. He suggested the Commission make the condition that the special use would end 
4 requiring the Applicant to vacate after a certain period of time after a certificate of occupancy is granted 
5 for the new Elm Street and Green Bay Road building. Mr. Schoon suggested the Commission work with 
6 the Applicant in terms of the time-period after the certificate of occupancy is obtained that the applicant 
7 must vacate the building. The Applicant informed the Commission they planned to use the existing 
8 plumbing and to return it to a vanilla box would not be beneficial. Mr. Bradley suggested the space be 
9 returned to its current condition. The Commission Members clarified their position for the Applicant. Mr. 

10 Camillucci suggested a period of three-four months after the certificate of occupancy is issued for the Elm 
11 Street location would be helpful to ensure a smooth transition into the space. The Commission Members 
12 agreed with a six-month time period.  
13
14 Chairperson Danley asked for a motion to recommend approval of the request as stated on page nos. 13 
15 and 14 with the following conditions: (i) upon vacating the space, the Applicant will remove the dividing 
16 walls west of the restroom and (ii) the term for the special use will expire six months after the certificate 
17 of occupancy is issued for the new Chase Bank building at 791 Elm Street. A motion to recommend 
18 approval as stated on page nos. 13 and 14 with the conditions stated by the Chairperson was made by Mr. 
19 Bradley. Mr. Foley seconded the motion. A vote was taken, and the motion unanimously passed, 8 to 0: 
20 AYES: Bradley, Case, Danley, Enck, Foley, Kunkle, Danley, Subawalla
21 NAYS: None 
22
23 February 28, 2024, Meeting – Quorum Check. 
24 The Commission Members discussed their availability. 
25
26 Adjournment:
27 Chairperson Danley asked for a motion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Bradley and 
28 seconded by Ms. Kunkle. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 8 to 0: 
29 AYES: Bradley, Case, Danley, Enck, Foley, Kunkle, Danley, Subawalla
30 NAYS: None 
31  
32 The meeting was adjourned at 8:02 p.m.
33
34 Respectfully submitted,
35
36 Antionette Johnson 
37 Recording Secretary 
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MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 

TO: PLAN COMMISSION

FROM: ANN KLAASSEN, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

DATE: FEBRUARY 22, 2024

SUBJECT: SACRED HEART SCHOOL – 1095 GAGE STREET – SPECIAL USE PERMIT
(CASE NO. 24-01-SU) 

INTRODUCTION

On February 28, 2024, the Plan Commission is scheduled to hold a public hearing on an application 
submitted by Divine Mercy Parish (the “Applicant”), on behalf of the Catholic Bishop of Chicago, as the 
owner of the property located at 1095 Gage Street (the “Subject Property”).  The Applicant is proposing 
improvements to the existing playground located on the Subject Property and requests approval of the 
following relief:

1. Approval of an amendment to an existing Special Use Permit that allowed a two-story addition 
on the west side of the existing school building on the Subject Property.  The requested 
amendment would allow improvements to the existing playground located on the north side of 
the Subject Property, which is located in the B-1 Multifamily Residential Zoning District.

As will be discussed later in this report, the Applicant has also submitted a variation application for the 
following variations, to allow the proposed improvements: (a) impermeable lot coverage; (b) rear yard 
setback; (c) side yard setback; and (d) fence height.  The Zoning Board of Appeals considered the special 
use permit and variation requests on February 12, 2024, and recommended by a vote of 6-0, approval of 
the requested relief for the proposed improvements.  Additionally, the Applicant submitted an application 
for a Certificate of Appropriateness, which was considered by the Design Review Board (DRB) on February 
15, 2024.  By a vote of 5-0, the DRB recommended approval of the design of the proposed improvements.

A sign has been posted on the Subject Property indicating the time and date of the Plan Commission public 
hearing.  A mail notice has been sent to property owners within 250 feet of the Subject Property, in 
compliance with the Zoning Ordinance.  The hearing was properly noticed in the Winnetka Talk on 
February 1, 2024.  As of the date of this memo, staff has received one written comment from the public 
regarding this application.  The comment is provided in Attachment D.

The Village Council has final jurisdiction on this request as only the Council has the authority to grant or 
amend a Special Use Permit.   

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The Subject Property, which is approximately 1.33 acres (58,124 square feet) in size, is located on the 
northerly side of Gage Street between Green Bay Road and Gordon Terrace and contains Sacred Heart 
School (see Figure 1).  
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The Comprehensive Plan designates the Subject Property as appropriate for “Institutional (Religious 
Institution, School, Governmental & Other Facilities)” uses (see Figure 2).  The property is zoned B-1 
Multifamily Residential, and it is bordered by R-5 Single Family Residential to the north, west, and south, 
as well as B-1 Multifamily to the south, and C-2 General Retail Commercial to the east. (see Figure 3).

In addition to multi-family residential uses, the B-1 District allows a limited range of additional uses by 
Special Use Permit.  Allowed Special Uses in the B-1 District include: (a) parking lot; (b) day care center; 
(c) institution of an educational, philanthropic or eleemosynary nature; and (d) planned developments.    

The Applicant’s use of the Subject Property as a school is generally consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan land use designation and the B-1 zoning district.

Figure 1 – Aerial Map

Figure 2 – Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map – Winnetka Futures 2040

Subject 
Property 
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Figure 3 – Zoning Map

In addition to the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map, the Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan contains 
vision statements and goals that are relevant to the proposed application, including the following:

Quality Livable Neighborhoods Vision Statement: A community of connected neighborhoods with 
safe, pedestrian-oriented streets, tree-lined parkways, and a variety of well-maintained housing 
offerings to meet the needs of all of its residents and create a unique and powerful sense of place.

Goal 1.4: The Village will continue to ensure institutional uses, such as schools, religious 
institutions, and the Public Library, are compatible with the residential neighborhoods in 
which they are located.

Educational Excellence Vision Statement: A community with a strong heritage rooted in education 
that acknowledges the whole student, fosters creativity and confidence, inspires lifelong learning, 
and develops civic responsibility.

Goal 5.1: Recognizing that educational excellence is one of the primary reasons residents 
choose Winnetka, the Village will support the community’s public school districts, private 
schools, and other educational organizations by fostering a culture of student 
engagement and lifelong learning as well as supporting the health and safety of students.

PROPERTY HISTORY AND PREVIOUS ZONING APPLICATIONS

Sacred Heart School was constructed in 1951.  There have been various other improvements to the school 
and Subject Property over the years, including construction of two additions, one in 1951 and the other 
in 2004.  There are three (3) previous zoning cases on file for the Subject Property:

1. In 1923, ZBA Case No. 67 was denied by the ZBA to allow construction of an apartment building 
for teachers in the “A” Residence District;

2. In 1951, ZBA Case No. 775 was approved by the ZBA for an intensity of use variation to allow an 
addition to the school; and 

3. Ordinance M-23-2003 (Attachment C) was adopted in June 2003 by the Village Council, granting 
a special use permit and variations to allow construction of an addition on the west side of the 
existing school building.  The approved variations were for impermeable lot coverage and 
principal roof form to allow a flat roof.  

Subject 
Property
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Figures 4 through 7 below and on the following page are current photos of the site provided by the 
Applicant where the improvements are proposed.

Figure 4 – Subject Property – Playground – Looking East

Figure 5 – Subject Property – Playground – Looking Northwesterly
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Figure 6 – Subject Property - Playground – Looking North

Figure 7 – Subject Property – Looking West

PROPOSED PLAN

The Applicant’s proposed plan consists of redevelopment of the existing play area on the north side of the 
existing school.  The proposed improvements include:

• Replacement of the existing play equipment, including relocating basketball hoops;
• Installation of rubberized play surface;
• Installation of artificial turf field;
• Replacement of perimeter fencing; and
• Installation of landscape buffers.  

Existing Play 
Equipment to 
be Replaced
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The existing play equipment, which is setback 7.4 feet from the north property line, would be replaced 
with new equipment in generally the same location that would provide a rear yard setback from the north 
property line of 14.33 feet.  The proposed equipment would be in a palette of red and gray.  The tallest 
piece of equipment would be 16 feet in height.

The existing woodchip play surface would be replaced with a rubberized, poured-in-place surface in a 
color combination of red and gray.  The play surface would measure 2,600 square feet and provide a 
setback of 8 feet from the north property line.  There are two existing trees within the existing woodchip 
area that the Applicant intends to maintain.

Nearly the entire site north of the school building currently consists of asphalt; the only exception to this 
is the woodchip play surface where the existing play equipment is located.  The Applicant is proposing 
replacing a large portion of the asphalt in the northwest corner of the site with an artificial turf field 
measuring 7,500 square feet.  The turf field would provide setbacks of 8 feet from both the north and 
west property lines.  

A 3-foot wide landscape buffer is proposed along the perimeter of the site, as well as two additional larger 
landscape buffers towards the northeast corner of the site and southwest of the proposed turf field.  The 
proposed landscaping includes arbor vitae to provide a visual buffer for the residential neighbors.  
Additionally, two shade-trees would be planted on the site, one in each of the larger landscape buffers.  

The existing basketball hoops along the north property line would be removed and replaced with new 
basketball hoops and painted striping east of the play equipment and closer to the school building.  

The Applicant is also proposing replacement of the existing perimeter fencing on the Subject Property.  
The existing chain-link fence along the west property line would be replaced with a new 6-foot high fence 
that would increase to 8 feet in height north of the school building.  The proposed fence would be a solid 
composite/vinyl in gray or a wood-like color.  The proposed 8-foot fence would continue along the vast 
majority of the north property line, before reducing to a 6-foot high fence at the northeast corner of the 
Subject Property.  Currently, there is chain-link fencing and a gate that extends from the north property 
line to the northeast corner of the school that encloses the play area from the alley along the east property 
line; this fence would be replaced with a 6-foot high chain-link fence.

An excerpt of the proposed site plan and renderings of play equipment intended to represent the general 
design of the playground are provided on the next pages as Figures 8 through 10.  The exact equipment is 
subject to change but would be in the same location as identified in the site plan below and will not exceed 
16 feet in height.  The complete set of plans are provided in the application materials, which are included 
in this report as Attachment B. 

Page 11 of 55



Page 7

Figure 8 – Excerpt of Proposed Site Plan

Figure 9 – Rendering of Play Equipment

Proposed 
Basketball 

Hoops

Proposed Play Equipment 
on Rubberized Play Surface

Proposed 
Artificial 
Turf Field

Proposed 8-ft. 
High Vinyl Fence 

(Red Line)

Proposed 6-ft. 
High Vinyl Fence 

(Yellow Line)

Proposed 
6-ft. High 
Chain-link 

Fence  
(Navy Line)
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Figure 10 – Rendering of Play Equipment 

The Applicant is currently working with Village Engineering staff to comply with the Village stormwater 
regulations, which includes managing the stormwater on-site.  Part of the Applicant’s stormwater 
management plan includes installation of an infiltration system below the proposed artificial turf field and 
rubberized play surface.  Final Engineering approval is pending submittal and review of the final 
engineering plans necessary for the proposed improvements.  The Applicant is also working to obtain the 
necessary permits from the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District (MWRD).  Figure 11 below 
represents the Subject Property’s proximity to the floodplain; the cyan represents the 100-year flood area.

 
Figure 11 - GIS Floodplain Map

Subject 
Property
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ZONING RELIEF

Although not part of the Commission’s consideration, it should be noted that four variations are being 
requested to allow the proposed playground improvements to (i) exceed the maximum permitted 
impermeable lot coverage (ILC); (ii) provide less than the minimum required rear yard setback from the 
northerly property line; (iii) provide less than the minimum required side yard setback from the westerly 
property line; and (iv) exceed the maximum permitted height of 6.5 feet for a fence.  The existing 
improvements on the Subject Property are already nonconforming with respect to the maximum 
permitted ILC and the minimum required side yard setback.

It is important to note that the Applicant intends to provide the necessary infiltration system under the 
proposed artificial turf and rubberized play surface to qualify for a 25% allowance in the calculation of 
the ILC of the turf and rubberized play surface.  As of the date of this memo, the final design of the 
infiltration system hasn’t been determined, therefore the areas of each surface have been included in 
the calculation of ILC at 100%.  Once the final design is determined, the Village Engineering Department 
will verify whether the proposed infiltration system meets the required standards to qualify for the 25% 
allowance.  If the allowance applies, the proposed ILC would be reduced and would represent a decrease 
of nearly 517 square feet from the existing nonconforming ILC.

CONSIDERATION BY OTHER ADVISORY BOARDS/COMMISSIONS

As noted earlier in this report, the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) considered the request on February 12, 
2024.  After hearing from the Applicant and no members of the public, the ZBA discussed the request.  
The Board strongly encouraged the Applicant to install an infiltration system that meets the necessary 
engineering standards to qualify for the 25% impermeable lot coverage (ILC) allowance in order to reduce 
the existing nonconforming ILC on the site, however, the majority of the Board members did not find that 
it should be a condition of recommending approval.  Ultimately, by a vote of 6-0, the ZBA recommended 
approval of the request without any conditions.

The Design Review Board (DRB) considered the Certificate of Appropriateness for the proposed 
improvements on February 15, 2024.  After hearing from the Applicant, the DRB heard public comment 
from one member of the public, who expressed overall support of the project but concern with 
stormwater flowing to the north as well as the aesthetic of the proposed vinyl fence as viewed from the 
adjacent residential properties to the north of the Subject Property.  The Applicant explained that the 
proposed stormwater management plan and 3-foot landscape buffer around the perimeter of the site 
will improve the stormwater management.  The Applicant also informed the DRB that it is willing to work 
with the neighbors on the design of the vinyl fence.  After discussing the request, by a vote of 5-0, the 
DRB recommended approval of the request.

FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION

The Plan Commission is charged with evaluating Special Uses for consistency with the Comprehensive 
Plan, as well as the six standards for granting special use permits.  As outlined earlier in this report, one 
of the goals of the Comprehensive Plan is for the Village to “continue to ensure institutional uses, such as 
schools, religious institutions, and the Public Library, are compatible with the residential neighborhoods 
in which they are located.”  The draft recommendation on the following page lists another relevant goal 
from the Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan.  Excerpts of the Comprehensive Plan are included in this report as 
Attachment A.

The Plan Commission is to consider whether or not the requested amendment to the existing special use, 
granted by a previous ordinance, to allow improvements to the existing playground located on the north 
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side of Sacred Heart School is consistent with the Village’s Comprehensive Plan and with the Village’s 
special use permit standards.  

Following conclusion of public comment and Commission discussion, the Commission may choose to 
consider the following motion:

The Plan Commission recommends approval [denial] of the requested amendment to the existing 
special use granted by Ordinance M-23-2003 to allow improvements to the existing playground 
located on the north side of the existing school building on the Subject Property, based on the 
following findings of fact:

1. The proposed playground improvements are [are not] consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan’s Land Use Map designation of the Subject Property as appropriate for “Institutional 
(Religious Institution, School, Governmental & Other Facilities)” and is [is not] consistent 
with the following goals of Pillar 1: Quality Livable Neighborhoods and Pillar 5: Educational 
Excellence of the Winnetka Futures 2040 Comprehensive Plan:

a. “The Village will continue to ensure institutional uses, such as schools, religious 
institutions, and the Public Library, are compatible with the residential 
neighborhoods in which they are located” (Goal 1.4); and

b. “Recognizing that educational excellence is one of the primary reasons residents 
choose Winnetka, the Village will support the community’s public school districts, 
private schools, and other educational organizations by fostering a culture of 
student engagement and lifelong learning as well as supporting the health and 
safety of students” (Goal 5.1).

2. The proposed playground improvements are [are not] consistent with the Standards for 
granting of Special Use Permits, as follows:

a. That 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;

b. That 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;

c. That the establishment of the 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;

d. That adequate measures have been or will be taken to provide ingress and egress 
in a manner which minimizes pedestrian and vehicular traffic congestion in the 
public ways;

e. That adequate parking, utilities, access roads, drainage and other facilities 
necessary to the operation of the special use exist or are to be provided; and

f. That the special use in all other respects conforms to the applicable regulations of 
this and other Village ordinances and codes.
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Page 11

[The amendment to the special use for the playground improvements should only be approved 
subject to the following conditions…]

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A:  Comprehensive Plan Excerpts (Pillars 1 and 5)
Attachment B:  Application Materials
Attachment C:  Ordinance M-23-2003, adopted June 17, 2003
Attachment D:  Public Correspondence
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PILLAR 1:

Quality Livable Neighborhoods 

Vision Statement: A community of connected neighborhoods with safe, pedestrian-oriented streets, 
tree-lined parkways, and a variety of well-maintained housing offerings to meet the needs of all of its 
residents and create a unique and powerful sense of place

Goal 1.1: The Village will encourage renovation of existing homes and construction of new homes to be contextually 
consistent with existing single-family housing in its neighborhood.

Goal 1.2: The Village will continue to explore housing diversity and address the housing gap to provide a supply that 
supports changing demographic needs and ensures a variety of product types, options, and costs available to seniors, 
empty nesters, families, and young residents.

Goal 1.3: The Village will maintain and enhance the walkable and bicycle-friendly nature of the community’s 
neighborhoods.

Goal 1.4: The Village will continue to ensure institutional uses, such as schools, religious institutions, and the Public 
Library, are compatible with the residential neighborhoods in which they are located.

Goal 1.5: The Village will continue to support its policies and residents’ efforts that maintain and enhance inviting, 
neighborly, and sustainable outdoor spaces in our residential neighborhoods and the public parkways.

Goal 1.6: The Village will encourage multi-family unit development in and near the downtown commercial districts.

Goal 1.7: The Village will continue to ensure that open space uses, such as Park District parks, beaches, and facilities,  
are compatible with the residential neighborhoods in which they are located.

Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan includes ten Community Pillars. The following section describes Winnetka’s vision for  
Pillar 1: Quality Livable Neighborhoods. A summary of the existing conditions analysis along with community input received over 
the course of the process are shared in the next few pages. Following that is a list of actionable initiatives for each of the goals 
listed above.

Note that the order of goals and initiatives does not reflect their level of priority.

64   WINNETKA FUTURES:  2040 PL AN  RETURN TO TABLE OF CONTENTS
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PILLAR 5:

Educational Excellence 

Vision Statement: A community with a strong heritage rooted in education that acknowledges 
the whole student, fosters creativity and confidence, inspires lifelong learning, and develops civic 
responsibility.

Goal 5.1: Recognizing that educational excellence is one of the primary reasons residents choose Winnetka, the Village 
will support the community’s public school districts, private schools, and other educational organizations by fostering a 
culture of student engagement and lifelong learning, as well as supporting the health and safety of students.

Goal 5.2: The Village will seek to collaborate with education-focused organizations to find synergies and efficiencies by 
sharing facilities, resources, and other assets.

Goal 5.3: The Village will create a child-friendly environment that supports safety and independence.

Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan includes ten Community Pillars. The following section describes Winnetka’s vision for  
Pillar 5: Educational Excellence. A summary of the existing conditions analysis along with community input received over the 
course of the process are shared in the next few pages. Following that is a list of actionable initiatives for each of the goals listed 
above.   

Note that the order of goals and initiatives does not reflect their level of priority.

144   WINNETKA FUTURES:  2040 PL AN  RETURN TO TABLE OF CONTENTS
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1 24 5  E .  D I EH L  R O A D ,  SU I T E  1 0 1  ˙ NA P E R V IL L E ,  I L  ˙  P  ( 6 3 0 )  3 57 - 2 02 3  ˙ F  ( 63 0 )  3 5 7 - 2 6 62  ˙ c vg a rc h i t e c t s . c o m

January 10, 2024 

Village of Winnetka 
Department of Community Development 
510 Green Bay Road, First Floor 
Winnetka, IL 60093 

Re:  Sacred Heart School, Divine Mercy Parish 
1095 Gage Street, Winnetka, IL 60093 
Special Use Permit Application, CVG project # 2023-271 

To Whom it May Concern, 

The following letter provides an overview of the scope of the site improvement work at Sacred Heart 
School, located at 1095 Gage Street, and clarifies how the work conforms with the Village of Winnetka’s 
Special Use Permit Standards. 

The project consists of the redevelopment of the existing play area to the north of the school. The existing 
playground will be upgraded with new equipment and a premium play surface consisting of rubber mulch 
or poured in place rubber. A sizable area of the existing asphalt play area will be replaced with a turf play 
field, which the gravel base of will be utilized for stormwater control and improved drainage on site. The 
perimeter fencing will be replaced for a consistent, finished look, and areas for new landscaping have 
been provided throughout the site, including a landscape buffer along the new fence line, and two larger 
landscaping buffers at the edges of the work zone.  

Special Use Standard #1: That 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. 

The proposed scope of work involves upgrades to existing site features without any change in use. These 
upgrades will not impact the existing operation of the site and offer an improvement on the existing 
conditions. These upgrades include improvements in safety through fencing and playground equipment 
replacement, as well as aesthetic enhancements with new equipment. 

Special Use Standard #2: That 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. 

The proposed scope of work does not impact the use of the site and provides improved fencing and 
landscape buffers with the neighboring properties. The new turf field will accommodate the stormwater 
from the site and is an improvement on the existing drainage systems. The proposed upgrades represent 
an enhancement on the existing conditions both on site, and for properties in the immediate vicinity. 

Special Use Standard #3: That the establishment of the 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. 

The proposed scope of work offers upgrades to the existing use and does not impede any other 
properties. The proposed scope enhances the existing conditions both on site, and properties in the 
immediate vicinity.  
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1245 E. Diehl Rd. Suite 101    Naperville, IL  60563
P: 630.357.2023

DIVINE MERCY PARISH AND SACRED
HEART SCHOOL
1095 GAGE STREET - WINNETKA, IL
JANUARY 10, 2024 | project 2023271

EXISTING SITE (VIEW NORTHEAST)
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EXISTING SITE (VIEW NORTHWEST)
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1245 E. Diehl Rd. Suite 101    Naperville, IL  60563
P: 630.357.2023

DIVINE MERCY PARISH AND SACRED
HEART SCHOOL
1095 GAGE STREET - WINNETKA, IL
JANUARY 10, 2024 | project 2023271

EXISTING SITE (PLAYGROUND)
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1245 E. Diehl Rd. Suite 101    Naperville, IL  60563
P: 630.357.2023

DIVINE MERCY PARISH AND SACRED
HEART SCHOOL
1095 GAGE STREET - WINNETKA, IL
JANUARY 10, 2024 | project 2023271

EXISTING SITE (BUILDING ELEVATION)
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1245 E. Diehl Rd. Suite 101    Naperville, IL  60563
P: 630.357.2023

DIVINE MERCY PARISH AND SACRED
HEART SCHOOL
1095 GAGE STREET - WINNETKA, IL
JANUARY 10, 2024 | project 2023271

EXISTING SITE (VIEW EAST)
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ORDINANCE NO. M-23-2003

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT AND VARIATION IN THE APPLICATION OF THE ZONING
ORDINANCE OF THE VILLAGE OF WINNETKA, COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS (Sacred Heart School - 1095 Gage Street)

   WHEREAS, the Catholic Bishop of Chicago, a corporation sole (the “Archdiocese of Chicago”), is the owner of the following
described real estate (the “Subject Property”):

Lots 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 except that part of said Lot 20 lying easterly of the westerly line of the 16 foot alley in Block 3 of Jared
Gage’s Subdivision according to the plat thereof recorded as Document No. 12387 on February 8, 1872, in the East ½ of the Northwest
¼ of Section 17, township 42 North, Range 13 East of the Third Principal Meridian, Village of Winnetka, Cook County, Illinois,

commonly known as 1095 Gage Street, Winnetka, Illinois, and located in the B-1 Multi-Family Residential Zoning District, provided in
Chapter 17.32 of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, Title 17 of the Winnetka Village Code; and

   WHEREAS, Sacred Heart Church, which is part of the Archdiocese of Chicago, operates Sacred Heart School, a Catholic elementary
school, on the Subject Property; and

   WHEREAS, Sacred Heart School consists of a school building, playground and paved parking area, all of which have been located on
the Subject Property since 1951; and

   WHEREAS, on February 3, 2003, Sacred Heart Church (“Applicant”) filed an application for a special use permit pursuant to Section
17.32.010.B.2c of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, to allow the construction of a two-story addition to the west side of the school
building, adding seven classrooms, an elevator and other improvements that will bring the school into compliance with the Americans
with Disabilities Act; and

   WHEREAS, on February 3, 2003, the Applicant also filed an application for the following variations from Chapter 17.32 of the
Winnetka Zoning Ordinance: (a) a variation from the intensity of use of lot provisions of Section 17.32.010.F to allow an impermeable
surface area of 42,238.78 square feet, which exceeds the maximum of 35,030.40 square feet, resulting in a variation of 7,208.38 square
feet (20.58%); and (b) a variation from the principal roof form requirements of Section 17.32.010.O, to allow both the addition and
temporary, mobile classrooms to have a flat roof rather than a required pitch of between 35º and 60º; and

   WHEREAS, on April23, 2003, on due notice thereof, the Plan Commission met to consider the proposed building addition and related
changes to the existing special use and, by the unanimous vote of the nine members then present, has recommended that the special use
permit be granted, finding that it is consistent with Winnetka 2020, the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan; and

   WHEREAS, on May 12 2003, on due notice thereof, the Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing on the requested special
use and variations and, by the unanimous vote of the six members then present, has recommended that the requested variation and
special use be granted; and

   WHEREAS, on March 20, 2003, and April 17, 2003, the Design Review Board reviewed the proposed building addition and site
alterations and has issued favorable comment; and

   WHEREAS, Section 17.32.020.B2.c of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance allows educational institutions, such as Sacred Heart School,
as special uses in the B-1 Multi-Family Residential Districts, subject to meeting the conditions set forth in Chapters 17.32 and 17.56 of
the Zoning Ordinance; and

   WHEREAS, the Subject Property is located on the north side of Gage Street, with its north and west property lines being adjacent to
single family residential uses in the R-5 Single-Family Residential Zoning District, and its east property line being adjacent to a public
alley that adjoins the commercial properties on the west side of Green Bay Road north of Gage Street; and

   WHEREAS, Burr Avenue terminates at Gage Street opposite the easterly portion of the Subject Property, with the Subject Property
being located opposite single family residential uses in the R-5 Single-Family Residential Zoning District on the west side of Burr
Avenue and south side of Gage Street, and being located opposite the Sacred Heart Church property that lies along the south side of
Gage Street on the east side of Burr Avenue; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed building addition for Sacred Heart School is part of a plan of Applicant to expand its facilities by adding to
the school building and by constructing a new parish center on Applicant’s property on the east side of Burr Avenue between Gage
Street and Tower Road; and

   WHEREAS, all of the properties that form the Sacred Heart Church campus are located in the B-1 Multi-Family residential District;
and

   WHEREAS, the Subject Property is improved with school building that includes a cafeteria/gymnasium/auditorium, paved parking
area and two playgrounds; and

   WHEREAS, although most of the school building is two stories high, with some lower level rooms, the west wing of the school,
which contains two classrooms, is a single story high and has no lower level; and

 WHEREAS, there are approximately 1,200 families in the parish; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant’s primary educational programs go through the 8 th grade and include the parish school, Sacred Heart
School, with approximately 275 students, and a religious education program, with an enrollment of approximately 560 public school
students; and

   WHEREAS, the religious education program uses the same classrooms as the parochial school but, due to a lack of classroom space,
meets in both the school and the parish center and divides the program into a Sunday morning session for lower and middle grades and
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Wednesday evening sessions for upper grades; and

   WHEREAS, in the 50 years since the school was built, educational programming has changed, and there is insufficient space to meet
current educational standards and programming needs; and

   WHEREAS, due to a lack of space, (a) the library is now used as a classroom and a lower corridor functions as the library, (b) music
and art are combined in a single room and (c) the school band meets in the boys locker room; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed building addition will replace the one-story west wing of the school with a two-story addition with a full
lower level; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed improvements also include the addition of a ramp and an elevator to bring the building into compliance
with the Americans with Disabilities Act; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the goal of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
supporting educational excellence and the enrichment of Winnetka’s religious and cultural environment; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition, which will have substantially the same footprint as the existing school building, is
consistent with the goal of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of limiting commercial, institutional and residential
development within the Village to minimize the potentially adverse impacts on adjacent residential neighborhoods and to prevent the
need for significant increases in the Village’s infrastructure and other community resources; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the goal of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
ensuring that commercial, institutional, and residential development is appropriate to the character of and minimizes the adverse impact
on its surrounding neighborhood; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
protecting residential neighborhoods and homes from the encroachment of incompatible land uses and traffic patterns; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
recognizing the critical importance of educational, religious and other community institutions to Village residents; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
maintaining an atmosphere in which diverse cultural, educational and religious organizations may flourish; and

   WHEREAS, the Applicant has met with neighbors in an attempt to minimize the impact of the proposed special use on the immediate
vicinity, in furtherance of the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of engaging in a public process that
balances institutional goals and minimizes adverse impacts on the character of the adjacent residential neighborhood; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
recognizing that standards of educational excellence may change with time, thus necessitating changes in physical resources; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objectives of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
ensuring safe and attractive access to educational and community institutions and of pursuing improvements that address public safety as
well as traffic, congestion and parking; and

   WHEREAS, because the expanded school will maintain substantially the same footprint as the existing school building, the proposed
school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of encouraging the preservation of
open space inside and outside the Village; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the recommendation of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka
2020, of encouraging governmental and non-governmental institutions to work with their constituents, neighbors and the Village to
minimize the impact of traffic and parking on surrounding residential streets and to develop on-site solutions where appropriate; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed school addition is consistent with the objective of the Winnetka Comprehensive Plan, Winnetka 2020, of
ensuring that proposals do not have an adverse impact on the residential character of the surrounding residential neighborhoods; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed expansion of the existing special use will neither endanger nor be detrimental to the public health, safety,
comfort, morals or general welfare, in that: (a) the building expansion and renovations will bring it into full compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act; (b) the addition is intended to meet the needs of the Applicant for adequate educational space for its
existing parochial school and religious education programs; (c) the school improvements will include full sprinkler systems; and (d) the
building expansion will remove obstacles to student traffic in the building by providing rooms for educational activities that are currently
conducted in building corridors; and

   WHEREAS, there is no evidence that the proposed expansion of the existing special use will either substantially diminish or impair
property values in the immediate vicinity or be substantially injurious to the use and enjoyment of land in the immediate vicinity for uses
permitted by right in that zoning district, in that: (a) the neighborhood around the school has developed, without impediment, in the
presence of the school; and (b) the proposed building addition lies almost entirely within the existing building footprint; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed expansion of the existing special use will not impede the normal and orderly development and improvement
of other property in the immediate vicinity for uses permitted by right in the zoning district, as the School has been located in the
neighborhood for over 50 years, during which time the adjacent neighborhood has steadily and fully developed; and

   WHEREAS, adequate measures have been taken to provide ingress and egress in a manner that minimizes pedestrian and vehicular
traffic congestion in the public ways, in that: (a) the proposed building expansion is limited almost entirely to the existing building
footprint; (b) the proposed building expansion does not encroach into or otherwise interfere with existing parking areas; (c) the proposed
building expansion does not alter the established patterns of ingress and egress; (d) the proposed building expansion is not expected to
increase school enrollment; and (e) the school has implemented an effective method of controlling school-generated traffic during times
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peak student drop-off and pick-up times; and

   WHEREAS, adequate parking, utilities, access roads, drainage and other facilities necessary for the operation of the expanded special
use either exist or will be provided, in that: (a) the proposed expansion is intended to accommodate the existing enrollment and staff; and
(b) existing parking, utilities, established access drives, drainage and other infrastructure for the existing use will not be altered; and

   WHEREAS, subject to the terms and conditions of this ordinance, the special use, as expanded by the proposed building addition,
conforms in all other respects to the applicable zoning regulations and other applicable Village ordinances and Codes; and

   WHEREAS, the property cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used only under the conditions allowed by the zoning
regulations, in that: (a) the Subject Property has been established as the site of a school facility since 1919; (b) the Village of Winnetka is
a mature community and no alternative sites of sufficient size are available for the Applicant’s facilities; and (c) the Applicant’s
educational ministry, which is primarily achieved through its parish school and religious education program, will be substantially
impaired without the proposed building addition; and

   WHEREAS, strict application of the Zoning Ordinance creates practical difficulties and particular hardships because: (a) there is no
contiguous land available to expand the school; (b) the variation is being requested from zoning limitations based on multi-family
residential standards that do not apply to educational uses; (c) the proposed addition has been designed to be the same height and have
the same roof form as the main portion of the existing building; and (d) strict application of the Zoning Ordinance to the Subject
Property would preclude any expansion to the building; and

   WHEREAS, the plight of the Applicant is due to unique circumstances, because, in addition to the practical difficulties and particular
hardships described above, the Applicant’s use of the Subject Property is for the furtherance of its educational ministry rather than the
private comfort, convenience or monetary benefits that typically attach to residential and commercial uses of property; and

   WHEREAS, the variations, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood, in that: (a) the school has been an
established fixture in the neighborhood for over 50 years; (b) the proposed building addition reflects only a minor expansion of the
building footprint, with most of the impermeable surface resulting from the reconfiguration of the front entrance to meet accessibility
requirements; and (c) the proposed building addition has been designed to be the same height as the main portion of the building, with
matching building materials and a matching roof line, thereby maintaining, to the extent possible, the established appearance of the
facilities; and

   WHEREAS, the requested variations will not impair an adequate supply of light and air because the second floor addition complies
with applicable building height and setback limitations; and

   WHEREAS, the requested variations will not increase the hazard from fire and other dangers to the Subject Property because the
building additions will comply with all applicable building and fire protection codes and will include the installation of a fire suppression
system; and

   WHEREAS, the requested variations will not diminish the taxable value of land and buildings throughout the Village, because the
proposed building addition: (a) will not have a significant impact on the appearance of the School’s campus in the neighborhood; (b) will
not generate additional traffic; and (c) will improve the condition and appearance of the Subject Property while not interfering with the
use of other properties in the Village; and

   WHEREAS, the proposed building addition will not increase congestion in the public streets because: (a) the proposed building
addition is designed to accommodate the existing enrollment; (b) neither the parking areas nor campus access patterns will be changed;
and (c) the Applicant has implemented an effective method of controlling school-generated traffic during peak student drop-off and pick-
up times; and

   WHEREAS, there is no evidence that the proposed building additions will otherwise impair the public health, safety, comfort, morals
and welfare of the inhabitants of the Village.

   NOW, THEREFORE, the Council of the Village of Winnetka do ordain as follows:

   SECTION 1: The foregoing recitals are hereby incorporated into this section as the findings of the Council of the Village of Winnetka,
as if fully set forth herein.

   SECTION 2: Pursuant to Section 17.32.010.B.2.c of the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance and subject to the terms and conditions
hereinafter set forth, a special use permit is hereby granted to the Subject Property, commonly known as Sacred Heart School, 1095
Gage Street, Winnetka, Illinois, and located in the B-1 Multi-Family Residential Zoning District provided in the Winnetka Zoning
Ordinance, to allow the construction of a two-story addition to the west side of the school building, adding seven classrooms and an
elevator and other improvements that will bring the school into compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act as depicted in the
plans and elevations submitted with the application.

   SECTION 3: Subject to the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth, the following variations from Chapter 17.32 of the Winnetka
Zoning Ordinance are hereby granted to the Subject Property, commonly known as Sacred Heart School, 1095 Gage Street, Winnetka,
Illinois, and located in the B-1 Multi-Family Residential Zoning District provided in the Winnetka Zoning Ordinance, to allow the
construction of a two-story addition with a footprint of 1,130.10 square feet and a floor area of 4,204.98 square feet: (a) a variation from
the intensity of use of lot provisions of Section 17.32.010.F to allow an impermeable surface area of 42,238.78 square feet, which
exceeds the maximum of 35,030.40 square feet, resulting in a variation of 7,208.38 square feet (20.58%); and (b) a variation from the
principal roof form requirements of Section 17.32.010.O, to allow the addition and proposed temporary, mobile classrooms to have a flat
roofs rather than a required pitch of between 35º and 60º, all as depicted in the plans and elevations submitted with the application.

   SECTION 4: The special use and variations granted herein are subject to the following conditions:

      A.   Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the Applicant shall enter into a development agreement with the Village that shall
contain provisions regarding: (1) construction traffic and staging areas; (2) parking for construction workers; (3) parking and traffic
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patterns for staff parking and student drop-off and pick-up during the construction period; (4) ingress and egress for fires and other
emergencies that may occur while the building is under construction; and (5) any of the topics set forth in Section 15.32.080.K of the
Winnetka Village Code that apply to the circumstances of the applicant’s project. If construction of the building addition is scheduled to
take place during the same time periods as the construction of the new parish center that is the subject of Ordinance M-24-2003, the
development agreement requirements of both projects may be included in a single development agreement that will address both the
school addition and the new parish center.

      B.   Final design approval of building, landscaping, lighting and signage.

      C.   The proposed construction shall commence within 12 months after the effective date of this Ordinance; and

      D.   The mobile classrooms shall be removed after the completed addition is occupied.

   SECTION 5 : The stipulations, conditions and restrictions set forth in the foregoing Section 4 of this Ordinance may be modified or
revised from time to time by the Village Council following public notice and hearing, following the procedures specified in Section
17.56 of the Winnetka Village Code for processing special use applications.

   SECTION 6: This Ordinance shall take effect immediately upon passage, approval and posting.

   PASSED this 17th day of June, 2003, pursuant to the following roll call vote:

   AYES:    Trustees Abell, Brower, Presser and Webster

   NAYS:    None

   ABSENT:    Trustees Greenough and Woodbury

   Signed:

   s/s Michael F. Duhl

    Village President

Countersigned:

s/s Douglas G. Williams

Village Clerk

Introduced: June 3, 2003

Posted: June 4, 2003

Passed and Approved: June 17, 2003

Posted: June 18, 2003

Page 54 of 55



From:
To: Planning
Subject: Case No. 24-01-SU
Date: Sunday, February 4, 2024 11:05:22 AM

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 -

I am writing to register my support for the above (Sacred Heart School - Playground
Improvements).  I live at 1148 Oakley Ave.

Thanks-
Jackie McLaughlin

ATTACHMENT D
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