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DESIGN REVIEW BOARD/SIGN BOARD OF APPEALS SPECIAL MEETING
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2021 - 6:00 PM
WINNETKA VILLAGE HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS - 510 GREEN BAY ROAD

AGENDA ITEMS

Call to Order.
Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan Discussion.

Public Comment.

Ll A

Adjournment.

DESIGN REVIEW BOARD/SIGN BOARD OF APPEALS REGULAR MEETING
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2021 - 7:00 PM
WINNETKA VILLAGE HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS - 510 GREEN BAY ROAD
AGENDA ITEMS

1. Callto Order.
2. Approval of Minutes — September 29, 2021.

3. Case No. 21-17: 455 Linden Street — New Multi-Family Residential Building (Continued from the
September 29, 2021, special meeting): Certificate of Appropriateness to allow construction of a new
four-unit multi-family residential building at 455 Linden Street.

4. Case No. 21-32-SU: 470 Maple Street — Christ Church Winnetka: Certificate of Appropriateness to allow
construction of a one-story vestibule addition to the existing church building at 470 Maple Street.

5. Case No. 21-25: 550 Lincoln Avenue — Balloons and Paper: Sign Permit to allow installation of a window
sign and wall sign for the new business, Balloons and Paper, located at 550 Lincoln Avenue.

6. Other Business.
a. November 18, 2021, Meeting - Quorum check.
b. Comprehensive Plan Update.

7. Public Comment.

8. Adjournment.

Note: 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
Rd, Winnetka, IL 60093.

NOTICE

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 at 510 Green
Bay Road, Winnetka, lllinois 60093, (Telephone (847) 716-3543; T.D.D. (847) 501-6041). Also, in accordance with
the CDC guidance, the Village is requiring everyone to wear a face covering upon entering any Village facility,
including the Village Hall. If you are unable to safely wear a face covering due to a medical condition or
disability, please contact the Village ADA Coordinator by 3:00 p.m. the date of the meeting to request
reasonable accommodations.
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R %}H :@*‘ % COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: OCTOBER 14, 2021

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DISCUSSION

At the October 21, 2020, Design Review Board special meeting starting at 6:00 p.m., the comprehensive
plan consultant team, headed by The Lakota Group, will hold a discussion session with the Board
regarding design review issues in the community. Since the consultant met with the Board in February
2020, the work on the Comprehensive Plan had been placed on hold from March 20, 2020, to
September 2021. Now that we have restarted work on the Comprehensive Plan, the consultant would
like to touch base with the Board to learn if the Board has any new thoughts regarding design review
issues in in the community.

Attached is the agenda from the consultant for this part of your meeting. Also attached are materials
from the DRB'’s previous discussions regarding design review and the Comprehensive Plan.

If you have more questions regarding the comprehensive plan and the process of developing the plan,
please visit the project website at www.winnetkafutures.org.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Agenda Discussion Outline for October 21, 2021, Design Review Board Meeting
Attachment B: Materials from DRB’s Previous Comprehensive Plan Discussion

Winnetka
Futures

2040 PLAN
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Attachment A TH E
GROUP.

WINNETKA COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

AGENDA: Design Review Board Meeting 116 West Illinois Street
Floor7
DATE: October 21, 2021 R

TIME: 6:00 pm f 312.467.5484

LOCATION: Winnetka Village Hall, Council Chambers

thelakotagroup.com

ITEMS TO BE DISCUSSED:
1. Introductions
2. Project Summary and Review

3. Review of Previous DRB Comprehensive Plan Meetings from August and October
2019 and February 2020 and discussion of what has changed.

4. Review of Previous Policy Questions in light of last 18 months:

Questions from August 2019:

e What would you describe as Winnetka's strengths from an urban design
perspective that makes it an attractive place to live, work, or operate a
business?

o What would you describe as Winnetka's weaknesses from an urban design
perspective that may hold it back from being a better place to live, work
or operate a business?

o What urban design trends are occurring in the region, state, nation or the
world that are potential opportunities for Winnetka to take advantage of
to enhance the community as a place to live, work, or operate a business?

e What urban design trends are occurring in the region, state, nation, or the
world that are potential threats to Winnetka as a place to live, work, or
operate a business?

o |f today you were to describe the urban design and community character
"essence" of Winnetka to someone who knows nothing about Winnetka,
how would you describe it?

e How would you like to be able to describe the urban design and
community character “essence” of Winnetka? Or how differently would
like to describe that “essence”?

e What is your vision of what Winnetka would be like in 15 or 20 years?
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Questions from February 2020:

e What are the most common issues you encounter when reviewing
certificates of appropriateness?

e Which Village regulations do you find to be most burdensome?

e Notes from your 10/24/2019 meeting indicate you'd like leaders to be
more willing to think outside the box/be more open to new design trends.
What are examples of trends/architectural styles you think are
appropriate in the Village's commercial districts that you'd like to see
more of?

e Anyideas for how to change leaders’ or residents’ design expectations or
preferences?

e Could any of the current “guidelines” function more effectively as
"“standards,” thereby allowing more things to be reviewed and approved
administratively?

e What areas of the community have you seen change for the better or
worse over the years?

e Is the design review process producing the desired results?

e Does the process provide a general level of certainty and predictability for property
owners, business owners, and the general public?

e To what extent have green building standards, energy conservation and
efficient design been encouraged?

5. Next Steps

Comp Plan - Page 4
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3 € - VILLAGE OF WINNETKA
Yy, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: AUGUST 15, 2019
SUBJECT: ~COMPREHENSIVE PLAN - DISCUSS IDEAS TO INCORPORATE INTO
THE PLAN

At the August 22, 2019, Design Review Board meeting, the Board is scheduled to discuss ideas to
incorporate into a new comprehensive plan. The Board was originally scheduled to begin discussing
ideas at its July 18 meeting, but given the late hour the Board deferred its discussion to August 22.
Attached is a copy of staff report that was provided the Board for the July meeting. During the August
meeting, staff will facilitate a discussion with the Board to begin identifying urban design and
community character ideas and concepts that Board members would like to see addressed in the new
comprehensive plan.
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S, MEMORANDUM

< %
Je 9EF VILLAGE OF WINNETKA
Yy, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: JULY 19, 2019
SUBJECT: =~ COMPREHENSIVE PLAN - DISCUSS IDEAS TO INCORPORATE INTO

THE PLAN

PREPARATION OF COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The Village will soon begin the process of preparing and adopting a new comprehensive plan for the
Village. With the assistance of staff and a consultant, the Plan Commission will lead the efforts
preparing a draft comprehensive plan for the Village Council’s consideration and approval. The plan
would establish a vision for the future of the community and provide a roadmap as to how to achieve
that vision over the next 15 to 20 years.

The success of a comprehensive planning process is dependent on community engagement, thus an
important part of the process will involve seeking input from residents, property owners, business
owners, community organizations as well as from other Village boards and commissions and other local
government bodies.

Staff is currently working with the Plan Commission and the Village Council members on the preparation
of a request for proposals for comprehensive plan consulting services.  The goal would be to select a
consultant this fall and to begin the process of preparing a plan shortly thereafter.

DISCUSSIN IDEAS TO INCORPORATE INTO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

In preparing to work with a consultant to draft a comprehensive plan for the Village, the Village
President has requested that Village board and commission members start to discuss ideas that they
would like to see addressed/incorporated in the comprehensive plan.

As you think about ideas of what the Village may want to include in a comprehensive plan from a built
environment design perspective, it is helpful to outline the components of a Comprehensive Plan. A
comprehensive plan is a guiding document that the Village government, residents, employers,
developers and other stakeholders use to ensure that Winnetka evolves in line with our collective vision
for the Village. The plan identifies goals, objectives and actions to implement that collective vision.

A comprehensive plan would include major elements that may stand-alone, be combined, or become
incorporated under concepts or themes that run throughout the plan. These elements could include:

e Land Use - existing and future land use, buildings, development, parking, and zoning.

e Natural Resources — parks, open space, environmental sustainability and sensitivities, and
infrastructure.

e Transportation — roads, public transportation (rail and bus), and bicycle, and pedestrian connectivity.
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e Housing and Neighborhoods — housing trends, preservation, and diversity.

e Urban Design and Community Character — architecture, community identity, place-making, and
wayfinding.

e  Economic Health & Vitality — commercial development, fiscal health and impacts.

e Education and Community Institutions — Public and private elementary and secondary schools, the public
library, park district, the Community House, and other local social, educational, and community
institutions.

e Public Services, Facilities, and Infrastructure — Public safety, public and private utilities (including a
Village-owned electric power plant), and wired and wireless communication technologies.

e Community Involvement and Governance — improving ways community members can be involved in
governance.

e Subarea Plans — detailed plans regarding land use, circulation, development alternatives, and plans for
the Village’s three business districts as well as Green Bay Road Corridor. (Discussed further
below)

e Plan Implementation — a matrix detailing when and how goals under the various elements will be
achieve.

Though Design Review Board may have thoughts regarding all of these areas, the Commission may be
most interested in the area of Urban Design and Community Character.

In preparation for the July 18 DRB meeting, staff suggests that you give some thought to the following
guestions and keep in mind the elements identified above as well as your experiences with items that
have appeared before the Board. As you think of each of these questions, think of them from an urban
design and community character perspective as well as in terms of how we may want to
adjust/amend the tools the Design Review Board uses (e.g. Design Guidelines, sign regulations, the
design review process, etc.) to encourage an attractive built environment.

1. What would you describe as Winnetka’s strengths from an urban design perspective that makes
it an attractive place to live, work, or operate a business?

2. What would you describe as Winnetka’s weaknesses from an urban design perspective that may
hold it back from being a better place to live, work or operate a business?

3. What urban design trends are occurring in the region, state, nation or the world that are
potential opportunities for Winnetka to take advantage of to enhance the community as a place

to live, work, or operate a business?

4. What urban design trends are occurring in the region, state, nation, or the world that are
potential threats to Winnetka as a place to live, work, or operate a business?

5. If today you were to describe the urban design and community character “essence” of Winnetka
to someone who knows nothing about Winnetka, how would you describe it?

6. How would you like to be able to describe the urban design and community character “essence”
of Winnetka? Or how differently would like to describe that “essence”?

7. What is your vision of what Winnetka would be like in 15 or 20 years?

Page 2
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Minutes adopted 09.19.2019

Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Minutes - Excerpts
Rescheduled Regular Meeting
August 22, 2019

Members Present: Kirk Albinson, Chairman
Brooke Kelly
Michael Klaskin
Paul Konstant
Brad McLane
Maggie Meiners

Members Absent: Michael Ritter
Village Staff: David Schoon, Director of Community Development

Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner
Christopher Marx, Associate Planner

Comprehensive Plan Workshop Session: The Design Review Board will hold a workshop session to
discuss ideas for inclusion in a new comprehensive plan.

Mr. Schoon stated at last month's meeting, the Board decided to continue this matter to a special
meeting. He stated the idea is to walk them through identifying some big picture issues that the
community should think about as they work on developing a new Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Schoon
stated he could take the Board through a SWOT analysis to use as the general framework to gather the
Board's ideas with regard to the Village's strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats. He also
stated the Board can comment on other topics relating to urban design. Mr. Schoon noted President
Rintz asked the Village staff to ask each Board to provide their comments in areas where they do most
of their work.

Mr. Schoon then stated in terms of the Board's work, in connection with the design guidelines, there are
sign regulations, design review and the sign variation processes the Board deals with. He also stated the
Board reviews all projects other than single family residences. He noted they have design guidelines
which are used in the commercial core area and general guidelines which apply outside of those areas.
Mr. Schoon then stated in terms of sign regulations, if someone wants a variation, they would have
to come before the Board. He stated people ask for variations and maybe it should be allowed up front
so there would be no need for a variation. Mr. Schoon also stated with regard to process, there may be
things seen by the Board which they do not really need to see and are issues the Village staff can handle
and there are some things which may need Village Council approval. He stated they are asking for the
Board's ideas with regard to how the process is handled, how information is presented from the
applicant, how to inform the public, etc.

Mr. Schoon stated with regard to strengths, he asked the Board if they had to describe to someone who
is not familiar with Winnetka, what is the essence of Winnetka and what are those things you would use
to describe the community from an urban design standpoint. Ms. Kelly identified it as quaint. Ms.
Meiners responded charm. Mr. Konstant responded eclectic architecture and green space. Mr. MclLane
referred to the Tudor theme in the commercial districts. Ms. Meiners identified trees in the
residential and commercial districts which add a lot to the streetscape. Chairman Albinson referred to
friendliness from a human scale perspective and the feeling of being safe. Mr. Konstant stated the lake is
an asset which eliminates traffic from the east. Ms. Kelly referred to the old world traditional aspect
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Design Review Board August 22, 2019
Page 2

which attracts families. Mr. McLane identified transit assets such as Metra, Pace and bicycling. Ms. Kelly
referred to the three train stations and commented lowering the tracks was huge. Ms. Meiners referred
to proximity to the city. Chairman Albinson stated the commercial districts have a residential feel to
them. Ms. Meiners and Ms. Kelly referred to the small town feeling. Chairman Albinson stated the
commercial districts were master-planned a long time ago and commented although it feels intuitive,
there was a lot of thought with the original planning process. Mr. McLane identified ease of walking and
biking. Ms. Meiners referred to the neighborhood schools and three distinct school districts. Ms. Kelly
identified the school system. Chairman Albinson stated it is pedestrian friendly and there are no strip
malls. Ms. Meiners noted there is one strip mall where the Grand is located. Mr. Konstant identified
good green space. Ms. Kelly referred to the great Park District. Mr. Konstant identified beaches. Ms.
Meiners referred to the caucus. Ms. Kelly identified the Community House and other community
services. Chairman Albinson stated it is high quality and desirable from a community characteristic
standpoint. He also stated it is an affluent area where people desire to live. Ms. Meiners stated that
relates to buildings as well which are high quality.

Mr. Schoon then referred to urban design and how it relates to how the community is set up. He noted
the community is a grid community versus father west where it is non-grid and hierarchical road
systems with cul-de-sacs. Mr. Schoon stated the Village's geographic area is not very large and is
compact.

Chairman Albinson stated in the suburbs, there is a newness where you feel you spend a lot of money to
make it try to feel old. Ms. Meiners stated scale is also an art to that and they have an old
world European feel in the Village. She referred to the use of Tudor and described that is an advantage
of Winnetka having its old world charm and scale. Chairman Albinson then stated those suburban
communities try to look old or mimic the old world approach. Mr. McLane referred to the multi-use
commercial districts as well as the diverse houses of worship imbedded in neighborhoods.

Mr. Schoon asked for the Board's comments relating to weakness from an urban design and community
character perspective. Ms. Kelly identified telephone poles with wires which are out in the open and
falling down, which she described as unorganized. Mr. Klaskin referred to the three segmented business
districts which he stated cannot be fixed and is a challenge. Mr. Mclane stated they can create a
stronger brand. Mr. Klaskin stated you can identify what you want, where and when. He also referred to
Hubbard Woods which has the overlay district. Mr. Klaskin stated storefronts are vacant where
otherwise businesses could go in them and fill in dark windows. He referred to the proposal years ago to
do away it and there was push back. Mr. Klaskin then stated the overlay district for the most part are
local tenants and for a national tenant, if a space conforms, they may entertain it. Ms. Meiners stated
one weakness is the tax code with empty storefronts, and they should let people do pop ups. She then
stated the owners would not lose anything by keeping a huge empty space and she is not sure what they
can do to petition it. Ms. Meiners informed the Board she tried to do a pop-up or use space for a private
project but the owner said he/she would not get the tax break. She added the tax code encourages
landlords to keep spaces empty.

Mr. Klaskin referred to retail leasing in mixed use buildings in Hubbard Woods and the Elm Street district
where the tenant bore a portion of taxes or all of it. Chairman Albinson stated Mr. Klaskin and Ms.

Meiners are saying they have antiquated or inflexible land use.

Mr. Schoon noted the idea of the overlay district is to encourage retail on the street where some uses
are allowed by right with others being allowed by special use approval which may discourage some
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applicants. He referred to the Plan Commission meeting where an interior design firm wanted to move
from the second floor to the first floor and there was a lot discussion on having a non-retail use go into
that street level space. Mr. Schoon noted it is an allowed use but the applicant had to demonstrate it
would fit in with other retail uses.

Ms. Meiners suggested they look back at what the original codes were when the master plan was done
and to update it to reflect economic viability. Chairman Albinson indicated it may not be current with
how land use is changing. Mr. McLane questioned what is Wilmette doing that they are not and what is
the Village missing. Ms. Meiners so much is antiquated with the zoning regulations and the process
which she commented takes so long and referred to the prior applicant. In response to a questions, Mr.
Schoon noted their zoning regulations are not that much different than Wilmette. For instance, he noted
they require certain uses, such medical offices, go through the special use process on the first floor. Mr.
Schoon also noted they just went through a process with the Plan Commission and Village Council and
compared the Village’s commercial core zoning regulations with eight other communities. He noted the
Village Council decided to make a few changes. Ms. Kelly suggested rents may be too high. Mr. Schoon
agreed they have high rent compared to that in other communities.

Chairman Albinson referred to the perception it is too expensive. Ms. Kelly identified better
relationships with owners. She added some owners do not care if stores are empty since they are taking
a loss. Mr. Schoon informed the Board they are in regular communications with property owners, some
of who are motivated and some who are not. Ms. Kelly asked how can they encourage them to do
something since [empty storefronts] are seen as a detriment to the whole Village. Mr. Klaskin stated
they should streamline the zoning process and levy fines against those who let properties fall into
disrepair. Mr. Schoon stated they have had regular conversations with them. Mr. Klaskin then identified
one property falling into disrepair. Chairman Albinson referred to the overarching theme they do not
have the right economic situation to fill empty storefronts. He also stated the streetscape feels
inconsistent and stated while Glencoe is tight downtown, it has clean, consistent brick pavers and is
maintained. Chairman Albinson described the Village commercial districts as hodge podge, tired and old
and that the streetscape is old.

Ms. Meiners referred to the difficulty to renovate older homes, the permitting process and variations.
She also suggested there be alimit to the number of variations requested on a project. Chairman
Albinson indicated that may not be a weakness. Ms. Meiners although they have strict codes, they are
not followed. Mr. Klaskin stated developers will always push the envelope and if the process is easier,
the more competitive they will get. He stated it would then boil down to what they would like to see.

Chairman Albinson referred to One Winnetka where they have an overly burdensome regulatory and
approval process which he described as a weakness. Mr. Klaskin indicated taxes are staggering. He then
stated the One Winnetka mistakes were not solely on the developer’s side and described the process as
way too long. Mr. Klaskin agreed while they pushed for a few things, there was so much white noise
such as sunlight and blocking greenspace. He referred to it being the 12th year of being an economic
black hole. Mr. McLane then referred to the Village owned post office site. Chairman Albinson stated
success breeds success and developers are turned off by a lack of progress. He agreed it is a stagnant,
overly burdensome process.

Mr. Klaskin stated one problem did not obviate another and referred to the objective of having two nice

developments work in cohesion. Chairman Albinson referred to complacent interest in the
developmental process. He also referred to President Rintz’s encouragement to think outside the box.
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Mr. Konstant stated they have nothing like Writer's Theater to bring people to town although the
restaurants are encouraging. He stated they need something to bring people to town. Mr. Klaskin stated
he hoped One Winnetka would help bring people to town.

Ms. Kelly agreed with the idea of having a theater for music, acting, etc. Mr. Konstant commented the
farmer's market is a huge deal and brings families to town. Ms. Meiners referred to the lake and the fact
they only get people from three directions. She suggested if they elevate what is here, they can get
people from the city and other communities. Mr. Klaskin described New Trier as an anchor for
Winnetka. Chairman Albinson referred to the Village as appearing to be anti-development.

Mr. Schoon asked the Board Members what is happening in the world such as urban design trends that
could be opportunities for Winnetka. Ms. Kelly responded workspace where people live and work.
Chairman Albinson identified flexible development and agreed that retail has changed. He referred to
live-work is a home based businesses. Chairman Albinson also identified flexible zoning. The Board
Members also identified carbon neutral/renewable energy design/sustainable development.

Ms. Meiners referred to a smaller footprint and smaller homes. Chairman Albinson referred to creating
out of the box with regard to how design works. He identified the old model with first floor being retail
and apartments above as an old model and suggested being flexible with design trends. Ms. Meiners
stated they can get designers who can take old world charm and expand it.

Ms. Kelly suggested having more diversified live-work spaces and more diversified living such as rentals
and condos. Chairman Albinson stated the whole idea is downtown being commercial districts
with small apartments above and questioned whether commercial districts be hard and fast commercial
districts. Mr. McLane stated he sees it differently and bringing people in to live downtown is a big focus.
He suggested they focus on the increasing population and downtown living.

Ms. Meiners stated people want public event space and the Community House is not designed for that.
She stated they need space for weddings, art shows, etc. and she would like a space for people to
gather. Ms. Meiners referred to the Grand as a gathering space. She added while the Village Green is
great, there is not gathering there. Chairman Albinson agreed with a public social space. Ms. Meiners
referred to a walk-in mall or plaza. Ms. Kelly referred to expanding into the post office space was part of
the plan 10 years ago and nothing happened.

Mr. Schoon asked the Board what did they perceive reginal, state, national and global trends that are a
threat. Ms. Meiners responded suburban blight such as the post office and One Winnetka. Mr. Klaskin
stated the post office is inactive and the Village has to take the initiative to do something with it.
Chairman Albinson identified a threat as a lack of development lead to more disrepair and if buildings
are not developed or maintained, they fall in disrepair. Mr. Schoon informed the Board they need to
identify threats from the outside, such as in the world, state or county which may impact them.
Chairman Albinson responded the changing retail landscape is the most significant impact on downtown
and referred to Amazon. Ms. Kelly indicated taxes. Mr. Klaskin identified real estate tax, sales tax, etc.
Mr. MclLane commented Glencoe and Wilmette are more vibrant and questioned what are they doing.
Ms. Meiners stated they have a lot of local investors. Mr. Klaskin stated the downtown train station in
Wilmette is vibrant and noted Winnetka has its own issues. Mr. McLane stated they could consider
Glencoe and Wilmette as having the answers to what is wrong in Winnetka.
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Ms. Meiners stated Glencoe is tiny and a lot of businesses are locally owned. She also stated there is a
lot of internal financial commitment from its residents and she added they also have Writer's Theater
and only three restaurants and two streets. She then referred to people working together in the
community and out of the community and how to get Writer's Theater patrons to come to Winnetka.
Ms. Meiners stated as an opportunity, there could be collaboration on a larger scale.

Chairman Albinson identified taxes and the economic concerns of the State of lllinois. He described
North Shore as the first place people to look to live when working in Chicago which is attracting
the workforce. Chairman Albinson then stated people consider the state's economic situation before
moving to lllinois. Mr. Klaskin stated Oak Brook is struggling and Chicago is poaching and attracting
suburban businesses. Ms. Meiners stated environmental threats would be storm water and the lake
shore.

Mr. Schoon then stated for the next meeting, staff will summarize the responses. Also at the next
meeting, staff will asking the Board, what do they need to think about adjusting with the tools they use
in order to address the issues they have identified this evening. For instance, does the Village need to
review the design guidelines as an example.

Chairman Albinson asked if there were any other comments. No additional comments were made at this
time.

Chairman Albinson then asked for an update regarding One Winnetka. Mr. Schoon responded the
Village Council approved a resolution to rescind all approvals. If the current owner or someone else
wants to redevelop the site, they will need to go through the Village’s new planned development
process. He informed the Board they are in court in terms of property maintenance issues and it may be
some time before it is sorted out. In response to a Board member’s question, Mr. Schoon indicated the
future reuse of the property is up to the property owner, as the Village does not control the
property. Chairman Albinson stated they are basically back to zero essentially. Mr. Konstant indicated it
may be foreclosed.

Chairman Albinson asked if there were any other comments. No additional comments were made at this
time.

Adjournment:
The meeting was adjourned at 8:24 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Antionette Johnson
Recording Secretary
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ey COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: OCTOBER 11, 2019
SUBJECT: =~ COMPREHENSIVE PLAN - DISCUSS IDEAS TO INCORPORATE INTO
THE PLAN

At the October 17, 2019, Design Review Board meeting, the Board is scheduled to further discuss ideas
to incorporate into a new comprehensive plan. The Board was scheduled continue its discussion at its
September meeting, but given only four Board members were going to be present the Board deferred
its discussion to the October meeting. Attached is a copy of staff report that was provided the Board
for the September meeting.

The October 17 meeting was canceled and rescheduled to October 24.
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Je 9EF VILLAGE OF WINNETKA
Yy, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: SEPTEMBER 12, 2019

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN - CONTINUED DISCUSSION OF IDEAS TO
INCORPORATE INTO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

At the September 19, 2019 Design Review Board meeting, the Board is scheduled to continue its
discussion of ideas that it would like to see addressed in the new comprehensive plan. At the August 22
meeting, the Board began the process of identifying ideas to incorporate into the plan. The Board went
through the process of identifying the community’s strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats as
they relate to the community as a place to live, work, or operate a business. Attachment A contains a
list of the items Board members identified.

The following is staff’s attempt to synthesize and summarize Board member’s ideas. We organized the
ideas into two categories (1) community characteristics and features that should be maintained and/or
enhanced and (2) community characteristics and features that should be improved:

Based upon the ideas shared, the following are community characteristics and features that should be

maintained and/or enhanced:

A. The high quality, neighborhood-focused public and private primary schools and excellent
secondary school.
B. A safe place for families to raise children.

A mature and established, high quality community that is desirable.

D. The community’s location along Lake Michigan, its human-scale physical layout, its eclectic
architecture, and its tree canopy provides a traditional yet unique neighborhood/residential
feel.

E. The high quality Park District beaches, parks, recreational facilities, and green space throughout
the Village.

F. Congestion free streets that allows for a very walkable and bikeable community.

G. The ease of accessing the City of Chicago including Metra train service and its three train stops
in the community.

H. The Village’s pedestrian-scale multi-use commercial districts, which contain a prevalence of
Tudor-influenced building designs, provide a quaint and charming old world experience.

I. The integration of diverse houses of worships embedded in the community’s neighborhoods.

J.  The Community House, other service agencies, and other community activities, such as the
Farmers Market, that provide a sense of community in the Village.

K. The caucus political system which provides a framework to identify and encourage residents to
serve in elected positions.

0

Based upon the ideas shared, the following are community characteristics and features that should be
improved:
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A. Alllevels of government must address how to lessen the high tax burden on residents.

B. Address the threat of the changing retail landscape on the vitality of the Village’s commercial
districts by addressing burdensome commercial zoning regulations, identifying and creating
public event and gathering spaces (e.g. extension of Moffat Mall), renovating the tired
commercial district streetscapes, facilitating the redevelopment of the Post Office site,
advocating for property tax code changes to encourage the occupancy of vacant commercial
spaces, and identifying the right economic mix of businesses to fill our store fronts,

C. Encourage the creation of flexible zoning that allows live/work spaces and co-working spaces to
provide individuals working from home options to conduct business within the community.

D. Provide the opportunities for a variety of housing options by encouraging the development of
residential units in commercial core areas, and by preserving and encouraging smaller homes for
entry level family housing.

E. Address environmental threats to the community such as flooding and lake shore erosion.

F. Explore amendments to zoning regulations and other regulatory requirements to make it easier
to renovate older homes without requiring variations.

G. Encourage community leaders to be less complacent, more willing to think out of the box, and
more open to flexible design trends and ideas in order to encourage revitalization of the
Village’s commercial districts.

H. Improve the appearance of the Village by burying the unattractive overhead electric and
telephone lines.

I.  Encourage regional collaboration to address regional, state, and national trends impacting the
economic vitality of the community (e.g. economic trends, stability of state government, City of
Chicago’s aggressive efforts to attract businesses).

At the September 19 meeting, we would like the Board to review this summary and to provide
comments/edits/additions to it.

We would also like to have a discussion with Board members regarding what changes we may need to
make to the following zoning, design, and sign tools that the Design Review Board has at its disposal to
use to maintain and enhance the desirable community characteristics or to improve those community
characteristics that need improvement:

e Design Guidelines

e Sign Regulations

e Design Review Process & Sign Variation Process
e Zoning Regulations & Processes

Once the Board has had a chance to review and comment on the above tools, we then want to talk with
the Board about your ideas for a vision statement. A vision statement is typically developed to be used
as a guide when developing the goals, objectives and action steps for inclusion in the Comprehensive
Plan. In a sentence or two, how would we describe the community we want Winnetka to be in twenty
years?

The current Comprehensive Plan states the following as the vision for the community in 2020:

“...a village in a natural setting committed to its tradition of residential neighborhoods, citizen
involvement, local shops, and educational excellence...”
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Does this vision statement still capture our vision for the future? Does the vision statement need to be
refined? Or do we want to create a totally different vision for our future? In preparing the vision
statement the Board should be thinking about what captures the essence of the future Winnetka.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: August 22, 2019, Design Review Board Discussion — List of Ideas to Include in
Comprehensive Plan
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STRENGTHS - AS A PLACE TO LIVE, WORK, & RUN A BUSINESS
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~WINNETKA'S STRENGTHS FROM URBAN DESIGN PERSPECTIVE?

e  Quaint .
« Charm .
 Eclectic architecture .

« Tudor commercial districts

* Large trees in commercial and residential
districts .

* Friendly from the human scale
 Feel safe/safe for families with children

« Easy to walk/bike throughout community, .
pedestrian friendly

« School system strength/neighborhood )

schools .
* Desirable community/high quality of life .
* Mature and established .

« Multi-use commercial districts

« Diverse houses of worships embedded in
neighborhoods .
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Lake eliminates traffic from east
Old world feel

Transit access/three train stations/lowered
trains

Proximity of city

Commercial districts have residential
scale/small town feel

Commercial districts feel organic, even
though planned

Good green space/parks
Park Districts

Beaches

Caucus

Community House & Other community
services

Farmers market
New Trier High School
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Ugly electric and telephone
wires/poles

Three segmented business
districts

Tax code encourages
landlords to keep spaces
empty

Burdensome commercial
zoning regulations

Don’t have the right
economics to fill our store
fronts

Haven't been willing to think
out of the box

Lacking a major attraction/
theater

WEAKNESSES - AS A PLACE TO LIVE, WORK, & RUN A BUSINESS

- WINNETKA'S WEAKNESS FROM AN URBAN DESIGN PERSPECTIVE?

Streetscape feels tired through out
the community.

Difficult to renovate older homes -
need{or variations and difficult to get
permi

Projects that request a lot of
variations.

Overly burdensome regulatory
process

Taxes are staggering

Lgrlcking redevelopment of post office
site.

Complacent/appearing anti-
development

Extension of Moffat Mall needed
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s OPPORTUNITIES - As A PLACE TO LIVE, WORK, & RUN A BUSINESS
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&7 WHAT REGIONAL, STATE, NATIONAL, WORLD URBAN DESIGN TRENDS
ARE POTENTIAL OPPORTUNITIES FOR WINNETKA?

* Live/work spaces (flexible . People looking to live in
Zoning) commercial core areas

« Carbon neutral/renewable « People look for public
energy design/sustainable event/gathering spaces

development

« People looking for smaller
homes

* Flexible design
frends/ideas

» Diversified residential types

* Regional collaboration
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sum. THREATS - As A PLACE TO LIVE, WORK, & RUN A BUSINESS
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WHAT REGIONAL, STATE, NATIONAL, WORLD URBAN DESIGN TRENDS

a ARE THREATS TO WINNETKA?
* Suburban blight + Environmental threats (lake
« Changing retail landscape shore, stormwater)

* High Taxes - all types of
taxes at all levels of
government

« Stability of the State of
lllinois government

- City of Chicago poaching
suburban businesses back
to the city
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Minutes adopted 12.19.2019

Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Minutes - Excerpts
October 24, 2019

Members Present: Kirk Albinson, Chairman
Michael Klaskin
Maggie Meiners
Michael Ritter

Members Absent: Brooke Kelly
Paul Konstant
Brad MclLane

Village Staff: David Schoon, Director of Community Development
Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner
Christopher Marx, Associate Planner

Comprehensive Plan Workshop Session: The Design Review Board will continue to discuss ideas for inclusion in a
new Comprehensive Plan.

Mr. Schoon stated the Board went through an exercise with a SWOT analysis which included identifying the
Village's strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats. He stated since then, the Village staff has put together
a summary of the comments into two categories which identified the things they want to maintain and enhance
and things they would like to improve. Mr. Schoon stated the Comprehensive Plan will be looking at a number of
issues and the Board is to focus on urban design and the community character aspect. He then stated comments
were made by the Board on other issues too.

Mr. Schoon stated last time, they talked about strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats and in the packet
of materials, it included a summary of those items and the actual list of items. He then stated they combined them
in to categories which range from high quality schools, a safe place for families, a mature and established high
quality community that is desirable, the community's location, human scale physical layout, eclectic architecture
and the tree canopy providing a traditional yet unique neighborhood/residential feel. Mr. Schoon identified other
positive items such as the Village being very walkable and bike-able, the ease of getting to the city and in
particular, the three train stops, the commercial districts have a nice pedestrian scale, the integrity of houses of
worship, the Community House and other service agencies and the caucus political system which provides a
framework for residents to become involved. He confirmed those are the things the Board felt they
should maintain or improve.

Mr. Schoon stated one issue noted for improvement is for all levels of government to address how to lessen the
high tax burden on applicants as well as to address the threat of the changing retail landscape on the vitality of the
commercial districts by addressing burdensome commercial zoning regulations, identifying and creating public
event and gathering spaces, to work on renovating the tired looking streetscapes, facilitating redevelopment
opportunities and advocating for property tax code changes to encourage the occupancy of vacant commercial
space. He stated they also talked about flexible zoning such as live/work spaces and co-working spaces given the
trend of working from home, to provide opportunities for a variety of housing options by encouraging
development of residential units in commercial core areas and preserving and encouraging smaller homes for
entry level family housing. Mr. Schoon stated they discussed the need to address environmental threats to the
community, to make it easier to renovate older homes, encourage community leaders to be more proactive and
more open to flexible design trends, encourage the revitalization of commercial districts, improve the appearance
of the Village by burying overhead electrical and telephone lines to make the community more attractive and
encourage regional collaboration to address regional, state and national trends impacting the economic vitality of
the community.
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Mr. Schoon then stated the Board’s charge in terms of urban design and community character, the tools the Board
is involved with are design guidelines and the process, as well as sign regulations and the authority to grant
variations of most of the standards. He stated other items that impact design are zoning, building codes and other
regulations.

Mr. Schoon stated the Board spends talking about the design guidelines and signs, not in terms of specifics, but in
terms of what they should be in terms of articulation, fenestration and more in the general context. He asked if
there was any general theme or if the Board is happy with the design guidelines, if there are things they should be
open to considering, things where they should narrow the focus such as the Tudor influence which is the charm of
districts and if there should be other styles more directed in terms of what the design style should be. He then
stated some communities have a color pallet for instance to stay in the theme of a design style. Mr. Schoon also
stated they talk about signs in addition to the guidelines and the process in terms of what currently occurred, the
Board has the authority to approve nearly all designs ranging from a sign to a new building without it going to the
Village Council except for planned development, those in the C-2 district and those involving a special use. He then
asked what authority could be given to the Village staff to review some of these items. Mr. Schoon also referred to
setting up specific guidelines and asked if there are things reviewed by the Board where they feel they could
establish parameters that the Village staff can approve requests without them coming before the Board. He then
stated in the commercial districts and for other projects, the Board reviews things in the community such
as schools, churches, Park District facilities and multi-family housing which is not in the commercial district. Mr.
Schoon noted they are still gathering ideas from the Board for later discussion.

Chairman Albinson asked if there is any data on how much area the C-1 district covers and specifically, if there is
any general information. He stated it is the purview of the Board which looks at areas identified by Mr. Schoon.
Chairman Albinson also asked what is the amount of the Village the Board has purview over. He indicated if they
are to only think about the area of the Board’s focus, it may be only a small portion of the overall Village. Mr.
Schoon stated with regard to the zoning map, he identified the commercial districts as the dark lines which include
commercial districts and some multi-family with red being multi-family which is in the Board's purview. He then
stated outside of those areas in dark blue and red, he identified those as the multi-family districts as well as others
on the map. Mr. Schoon indicated those areas are still fairly small and there are other areas which are hard to
point out including institutional uses located in a residential district. He also identified New Trier, Skokie School
and Washburn and stated it is still a relatively small area.

Ms. Meiners stated given the areas such as churches and schools, what makes Winnetka unique is Tudor and they
also have Crow Island, Skokie School and Washburn which are very different. She stated her concern is about
design is the scale and quality and you can see the difference between a poorly built building and others. Ms.
Meiners also stated requiring someone to follow the Tudor idea may result in fake looking materials and it should
be more about how it looks and does it fit in.

Mr. Ritter stated they do not have the mechanism to cause them to use cedar for the roof for example and
although they cannot force it, he commented it would be attractive. Mr. Klaskin stated the description of what
the Board is to do is purely aesthetic. He stated they have made other decisions historically that have encouraged
additional expense like matching awnings. Mr. Klaskin then referred to it not being to scale and the $125,000
expense. He also stated the Board has said it would have to look a certain way which means it would cost more
money. Chairman Albinson referred to the Community House lower chimney and the prominent chimney on
Lincoln. Ms. Meiners commented the One Winnetka windows were initially cheap looking and stated there has to
be some accountability for aesthetics. She then stated while no one likes spending money, they cannot have empty
and cheap looking storefronts. Mr. Klaskin stated the Board has to step over the line and to have to know when
not to. He then stated the Board has done a good job in the past and referred to the One Winnetka windows. Ms.
Meiners stated it has to be on a case by case basis. Mr. Klaskin also stated there should be the same people at the
meetings every time for consistency. Chairman Albinson stated he agreed 100% that it has to be clear and they are
not saying it has be more expensive, but for it to look good and have quality. Ms. Meiners added they have a hard
enough time to bring businesses here and with strict guidelines they do not need to change, scale and taste is
subjective. She reiterated it has to have quality and look good.
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Chairman Albinson stated although Mr. Mclane is not here, he mentioned certain applications that could be
Village staff reviewed and approved. He stated his concern related to conforming with the most stringent design
guidelines and still look off and not be quality. Chairman Albinson indicated those are subjective things to describe
and fulfills the purpose of the Board. He reiterated his concern is when they to try to define what things would not
meet the Board's approval. Mr. Klaskin agreed with Chairman Albinson’s comments that there are times when it all
should come to the Board. He also stated the Village Staff did not have time to add to more to their schedule.

Chairman Albinson referred to tonight where there was a good example of a nail salon which is a great new
business. He referred to Ms. Meiners' concern about things not matching and commented that is important for the
Board to be a part. Chairman Albinson also referred to the business south of Lincoln and Oak and the small
storefront of the Evanston architect. He commented it was ugly and conforming from the start and the Board
pushed them to come back to replace windows and shutters which resulted in it looking nice.

Mr. Klaskin stated as much as they can, they have to have the decision makers come in on petitions as opposed to
sending representatives from sign and awning vendors and to have someone here who can make decisions. He
stated from an efficiency standpoint, they should get the owner or decision maker here. Mr. Ritter stated there
were a few instances where a situation cannot be resolved in one meeting. He then stated while they cannot make
them show up but in applications, it should be suggested in order to expedite the process and the decision maker
should show up so if there are questions, they can be resolved right then.

Mr. Klaskin referred to Jen Epstein of Hoffman Real Estate who had to come back several times after
consulting with  Mr. Hoffman. Chairman Albinson agreed the Board cannot force them but they should
encourage them and it is for their benefit. He then stated with regard to comments, the general feeling is while
they like Tudor, they do not know if it isimportant for the Board that it is not consistent across the board.
Chairman Albinson stated the design guidelines are focused on that one type of style and they have many different
styles in the Village and the design guidelines point them out. He suggested they say loosely keeping with the
aesthetics of the community and encouraged the Board to think through the design guidelines to get to a point to
get to a more philosophical approach. Chairman Albinson then referred to the word "authentic" and indicated it is
important to think through when they are looking at projects and encouraged the Board in the process to focus
not on a particular style but truly on design.

Mr. Ritter agreed quality is very important. He stated it is also important with regard to some cohesiveness in
buildings which was the hugest problem initially with One Winnetka. Mr. Ritter stated it would have been a high
quality building initially and Ms. Meiners raised a good point and stated they should not bring in new architectural
styles to go with what is here. He then referred to Lincoln Park row houses where brick, terra cotta and limestone
looked good since it is the right scale. Mr. Ritter described the One Winnetka eave which had Tudor to fit in with
the rest being the worse part.

Mr. Klaskin stated if they if had five developers, they would have been able to be more assertive on that property.
He commented the Tudor looked like Disneyland. Mr. Klaskin then referred to them being at the mercy of David
Trandel who planned to pump $50 million into the Village where no one else wanted to do. Mr. Ritter stated it
took a long time to approve and the applicant was resistant to approaching different architectural styles.

Chairman Albinson stated the project started with French provision or Beaux-art and as the process went on, the
scale was causing angst, not the style. He then stated they warmed up to the style and referred to the diversity in
style which he likes. Chairman Albinson then stated another community is doing an extremely modern building in a
traditional neighborhood in Oak Park he described as gorgeous. He noted they did not have a design review
committee though and went straight to the Village Council. Chairman Albinson stated it is a very expensive
building and they are doing things to pay homage to the community. He added if they presented design guidelines
in that community, that project would not have turned out as nice.
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Ms. Meiners referred to Writer's Theater and stated there is no other building downtown like that. She then stated
the bigger issue is if there were five bids for One Winnetka, they could have had more discretion over what it looks
like versus having one bid. Ms. Meiners stated comments are being made that Highland Park and Highwood
are booming. Chairman Albinson stated that is outside of the Board's purview. Mr. Klaskin stated there are high
taxes in Lake County and described Winnetka as the apex in terms of taxes.

Mr. Schoon stated with regard to process, everything is going to all of the bodies and then on to the Village
Council. He referred to a six unit condo on Green Bay Road and stated there are zoning issues associated with
these projects. Mr. Schoon noted the One Winnetka project wanted height and step back variations and on Green
Bay Road, they are asking for height, FAR and setback relief which are zoning considerations impacting the design.
He questioned where should design review be in that process.

Chairman Albinson stated if they do not show up early, one does not follow the other. He stated for massing and
architecture, there is quirky thinking about what it would look like. Chairman Albinson stated his concern is for
the DRB coming in to the project later after the train has left the station and it is too late for them to consider
aesthetics and other meaningful input on the application. He suggested it is important for the Board to be part of
the early process. Mr. Schoon asked Chairman Albinson if he meant before planned development. Chairman
Albinson responded the Board represents the community to do the best job and maintain expectations. He stated
his role is to support people who want to do work in the community and to get it right and not penalize them.
Chairman Albinson stated if a request went to other boards before this Board and if they did not like it, it is too
late. He indicated an applicant can risk getting a thumbs down from the Board and then go to the Village Council.

Ms. Meiners agreed requests should come to the Board first. Chairman Albinson stated they have discussed in
the past a preliminary presentation initially which is not binding. He stated soliciting meaningful feedback would
help influence the process. Mr. Ritter agreed it would be better to do that than first spend money on architects.
Chairman Albinson then stated for One Winnetka, they were six figures in and committed to the design. Mr.
Klaskin referred to the developer's relationship with Lucien LaGrange. He also commented the applicant should get
the right architect for the project from the beginning. Chairman Albinson stated they cannot control that but if
things were to come to the Board earlier, that would be better. He then referred to the Park District project in
Hubbard Woods and people were visibly upset that they put a lot of money into it and the Board shooting it
down. Mr. Ritter stated if that suggestion had been in place for One Winnetka, such as what would not
be appropriate for the site, they could have considered a different architectural style or made it on a smaller scale.
He also stated they would have had a heads up in terms of opposition in the community.

Chairman Albinson commented personally, as much as he loved the traditional and historical look of the Village, he
is not in favor of emphasizing that as design paradigm going forward. He then stated if they are trying to come up
with ideas, they should give applicants the opportunity to come to the Board early on to get feedback and the
second step should be if it is a planned development application, to require early review by the Board. Ms. Meiners
agreed but stated it should be mandatory and not suggested. Chairman Albinson then stated if it is not planned
development, to make it an early review at the applicant’s discretion to have a preliminary review.

Mr. Klaskin stated they have to be careful to not overreach. Ms. Meiners stated they can say the scale of a project
may get a lot of pushback. Mr. Klaskin referred to New Trier Partners' project on the same site 10 years ago which
was much more in concert in terms of its design and there was push back on a number of levels. He stated that
project had a smaller scale but there were complaints about the height. Mr. Klaskin stated people will complain
anyway and it is the Board’s job to facilitate whether what the applicant is doing is right. He commented New Trier
Partners went through hell and had a terrible time economically. Mr. Klaskin stated times are much better now
and they have to be careful about how they administer suggestions and recommendations. Mr. Ritter stated none
of it would be binding.

Ms. Meiners stated they all agree they want to facilitate and do what is best. She stated in terms of efficiency and

money for a developer, everyone knows there will be an issue with something and that should not bother the
Board as much. Mr. Klaskin stated they want to be looked at as a welcoming environment as opposed to being
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overly bureaucratic. He stated it is a good idea in principle. Ms. Meiners stated there is inefficiency with all the
different boards and committees and suggested a quarterly meeting for those making decisions on larger projects.
Mr. Ritter assumed there is a similar process in North Shore communities. Mr. Schoon informed the Board there
are not the same types of boards in other communities and it varies from community to community. He then
stated with regard to the condo project on Green Bay Road, they will bring it to the Board first which would
represent a little different flavor as opposed to the Board's review coming later. Mr. Schoon also stated the public
would not really attend this Board’s meeting but would be made aware. Chairman Albinson commented that is a
great idea and that One Winnetka could have benefited by coming to the Board before it got technical.

Mr. Schoon stated the Board would recall they now have a concept plan review before the Village Council before a
formal application is submitted which is posted on the Village's website for the Board to look at.

Chairman Albinson stated in terms of guidelines, in connection with aesthetics, quality and things which cannot be
put on paper, he referred to ways for the Board to reinforce that as the Board’s mission. He stated he appreciated
the work they have done in the past on the Board and although there are differing opinions, they help strengthen
the final solution. Chairman Albinson also stated the Board Members have a good understanding of what the
Village wants.

Ms. Meiners suggested they remove eclectic from the guidelines. Mr. Schoon referred to the shade store which
wanted to cover their facade with metal. He asked what is authentic design and if the materials have to be
consistent. Chairman Albinson responded that is the tough part and he would say being true to itself and its place.
He commented the Tudor aspect of One Winnetka was not true to the design.

Mr. Klaskin stated a metal fagade was not presented to the Board but they wanted an awning. Chairman Albinson
stated if there is an application for a metal building, without knowing what it looks like or how it would be put
together, he would say no but if it is well thought out and had architectural significance, the Board would strongly
encourage something which is keeping with being aesthetically pleasing but is true to its own self and form. Ms.
Meiners stated on the flip side, if an applicant wanted a building of all Nantucket shingles, she questioned
whether that is authentically Winnetka. She then stated authentic design should be true to the initial vision and as
other the boards and neighbors review it, they can decide what is right for Winnetka. Mr. Schoon noted
the Comprehensive Plan did not get into what the details should be but they can say for an applicant to review the
design guidelines and say to allow a broader array or style which is authentic and cohesive in design with the rest
of the area. Mr. Ritter stated they do not want it to be too broad and anything proposed has to be approved.

Chairman Albinson stated if they focus on things that are important like scale, being contextual, setbacks and in
working in tandem adjacent properties, etc., he agreed with Mr. Schoon’s comment in terms of reviewing the
design guidelines. Mr. Schoon stated for residential development, there is eclectic design in the community and
the repeated designs of one or two builders were not well received designs. He stated they are hearing some
modern structures make the community and referred to old historic homes, beautiful ranch homes and two story
homes with different designs, as long as it has quality design which is what they looking for. Chairman Albinson
agreed and referred to a neighborhood with different home styles which work together. Mr. Klaskin stated the
public does not get to weigh in on residential design. Chairman Albinson and Ms. Meiners agreed and added all
different styles can work together.

Mr. Schoon then stated with regard to signs, in terms of regulations and process, he questioned should they be
more flexible for example. He noted sign regulations only allow variations of certain things in the sign code and
described Fred’s Garage as an example of asign request for signage to be painted on the wall which was
prohibited. Mr. Schoon asked would the Board be open to consider variations for something which is not allowed
or to revise regulations to allow them. He then referred to internally illuminated signs and their past interpretation
and stated those signs are well received and are acceptable. Mr. Schoon also referred to roof signs which are
largely prohibited in other communities.
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Chairman Albinson stated in connection with sign regulations, there could be a technical description of what is
allowable without the request having to come to the Board. He stated there is a lot of work and time for the Board
to be involved and if a request fits within a narrow, acceptable definition, that should be fine and for anything
outside of those parameters, coming before the Board is helpful. He then referred to the applicant with numerous
signs all the over building. Mr. Klaskin stated for the Board's work when it comes to signs, he commented they
have done good work and came up with good suggestions. Ms. Meiners stated for public buildings and park
signage, her concern is having them all match as opposed to storefronts. Chairman Albinson agreed it would be
nice to update the sign regulations to keep up with the times to take advantage of new technology. Ms. Meiners
agreed and referred to halo lighting.

Mr. Schoon then stated with regard to the shade store halo sign, it was a design for a sign on the side of the
lettering where about 10% of the letter face was the light. He indicated it was similar to a halo sign. Mr. Schoon
stated the decision was made that it needed to be a true halo sign. He also stated when they were shown
examples, it was an attractive sign but the dilemma is when is it internally illuminated and when is it not. Mr.
Schoon stated the residential neighborhoods would be dealing with light issues if it is bright and intense.

Chairman Albinson confirmed updating the sign regulations to be current. He then suggested if there is a way to
define a very narrow definition of signage in the window in terms of what is acceptable that would not require
Board review instead of an applicant waiting to come before the Board. Mr. Ritter agreed and stated it should be
for awnings as well. Mr. Klaskin agreed with awning approval but commented signs are trickier and they are doing
a good job with signs now. He also stated the Board can shape the sign design guidelines to allow certain things to
be used as a template for others going forward. Ms. Meiners referred to chain stores and they have to consider
that and not mess with their branding. Mr. Klaskin referred to the 7 Eleven sign which turned out fine.

Chairman Albinson asked Mr. Schoon if he thought the regulations should be updated. Mr. Schoon responded that
would be a legal issue and relates to communities across the country. He asked if there were any other questions.

Chairman Albinson stated for things that are not the Board's responsibility, as they think through the commercial
districts, they talked about retail not being what it was 100 years ago. He stated it is not the Board's responsibility
in terms of flexible uses and asked if that is that something other committees evaluate. Mr. Schoon responded if
there is a design-related issue relating to a storefront and non-retail uses in the overlay district. He stated they
would want uses which are compatible with retailers, which generate traffic or have visual interest. Mr. Schoon
then stated they do not want to see a window with its blinds down and they want to be able to look into a
business. He also stated they do not want long blank walls, and for windows, for them to have a display and where
you can see activity occurring. Mr. Schoon indicated it was a struggle with the ZBA as to how allow other uses to go
into a space and how should their business front interact with the street. He referred to the Robbins architect and
interior design in Hubbard Woods which had big windows and displays. Mr. Schoon then stated down the street on
Green Bay Road, he identified Kaeler which is an interior design firm in a small storefront which ended up doing a
display that closes off the space from the street of interior design items. He noted Jeanne Balsam is on the east
side of the street and she had three different windows. Mr. Schoon questioned what should someone experience
in a retail environment as you walk down the street. He noted the issues with Kaeler were the display and closing it
off and whether that would be good. He also questioned should you be able to see in the space and Neapolitan
was pointed out as not being able to see in the space but it was found to be attractive.

Mr. Schoon then referred to whether they would get the uses they want or for a use which would need blinds
for certain times of the day, what does that do to the storefront. Ms. Meiners stated when stores are full, they can
step back from regulating and referred to the Laundry Mall which is empty. She then stated they should leave
renters alone and if it something becomes an issue, to look at the regulations later. Ms. Meiners stated they should
not be in the position of telling those who are doing business here they do not like neon signs. Mr. Klaskin agreed
100% and stated they should relax or do away with the overlay district which he commented is hurting Hubbard
Woods horrifically when there are uses which can go in there which bring traffic and energy. He stated in Hubbard
Woods, the first 50 feet of frontage had to have a retail use or component. Chairman Albinson agreed as well.
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Mr. Schoon stated for clarification, the Board is saying a non-retail use can go in without a retail component but
would have to go through the special use process. Mr. Klaskin described it asanother layer of
bureaucracy. Chairman Albinson stated over the next 20 years, retail is changing and people are not looking for a
15 foot wide storefront to display items. He referred to Amsterdam and the environment with home and retail
shopping which evolved over 100 years. Chairman Albinson then stated if they want to be aggressive in how a use
operated in commercial districts, they should remove all of the layers of requirements to encourage what the
future needs will be. Mr. Ritter commented Gary Frank's space is very attractive day and night. Mr. Schoon asked
what if a business's blinds are down all day. Chairman Albinson responded who is the Board to tell them how to
run their business. Mr. Klaskin added if blinds are down, they would go out of business.

Chairman Albinson stated being as flexible as possible in terms of the future would be better. Mr. Schoon stated
on the PC, there is a discussion every time a non-retail use goes in. He stated one issue is window interaction on
the street and not having retail sales from a pedestrian walking to go in and buy something. Mr. Schoon stated
some PC members had concerns and the Village Council Members were concerned when they allow non-retail
uses, one of the overlay district standards is that it has to have signage, a display window or be similar in nature to
a retail use. He stated if the whole street front became offices with little activity inside, it would not create a
visually interesting downtown. Mr. Schoon indicated that could happen with no regulations. He also stated if
they wait long enough and landlords have more reasonable rents, he referred to the opportunity for retail use to
go there in the future.

Mr. Schoon then stated the design issue which comes up is for the window storefront display issue, they want the
Board's thoughts on that. He stated as they go through the Comprehensive Plan process and participate in public
activities, for them to share their thoughts on the overlay district and the need to be more open in terms of uses
and to prepare them for the concerns to be expressed and the Board should be prepared to respond to that. Mr.
Klaskin stated he agreed with Ms. Meiners in terms of controlling how to run a business. Ms. Meiners stated in
terms of zoning, she questioned how many nails salons and dentists should be allowed and stated those people
eat somewhere. She stated they should ease up on restaurant regulations and there are many Winnetka-owned
businesses which have done very well and are subsidized.

Mr. Schoon then stated they are scheduled for November 5, 2019 for the Village Council to present the preferred
consultant and contract and work on a plan to start after that. He then stated President Rintz asked the Board to
start thinking about the issues so when they start the process, to keep the Board informed along the way and
there would be events and activities for them to participate in. Mr. Schoon also referred to what the Board wanted
to present during the process.

Chairman Albinson confirmed the next meeting date is November 21, 2019 and they should monitor the quorum
issue. He also referred to the attempts to find more Board Members.

Adjournment:
The meeting was adjourned at 8:48 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Antionette Johnson
Recording Secretary
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FROM: DAVID SCHOON, DIRECTOR
DATE: FEBRUARY 13, 2020

SUBJECT: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DISCUSSION

At the February 20, 2020, Design Review Board meeting, the comprehensive plan consultant team,
headed by The Lakota Group, will hold a discussion session with the Board regarding design issues in the
community. Attached is a sheet of questions that the consultant will guide you through at the meeting.
We are providing it to you now so you can start thinking about the questions. Staff has shared the
Board’s ideas from the recent SWOT analysis with the consultant team.

Attached is a flyer providing an overview of the comprehensive plan process. If you have more
guestions regarding the comprehensive plan and the process of developing the plan, please visit the
project website at www.winnetkafutures.org.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Design Review Board Focus Group Questions
Attachment B: Comprehensive Plan Project Overview

Winnetka
Futures

Page 1
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Winnetka
Futures

WINNETKA COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

Design Review Board

Focus Group Discussion

QUESTIONS:

What are the most common issues you encounter when reviewing certificates of appropriateness?
o Which Village regulations do you find to be most burdensome?

Notes from your 10/24 /2019 meeting indicate you'd like leaders to be more willing to think outside the box/be more
open to new design trends. What are examples of trends/architectural styles you think are appropriate in the Village’s
commercial districts that you'd like to see more of?

o Anyideas for how to change leaders’ or residents’ design expectations/ preferences?

Could any of the current “guidelines” function more effectively as “standards,” thereby allowing more things to be
reviewed and approved administratively?

What areas of the community have you seen change for the better or worse over the years?
Is the design review process producing the desired results?

Does the process provide a general level of certainty and predictability for property owners, business owners, and the
general public?

To what extent have green building standards, energy conservation and efficient design been encouraged?
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2040 PLAN

ABOUT THE PLAN --cccc--

The Village of Winnetka is engaged in the creation of the Winnetka
Futures 2040 Plan. The Plan will explore how Winnetka can better
understand and address changing times, such as a radically changed
retail environment; transportation mobility innovations; an aging
population; evolving housing preferences; changing work and
commuting habits; and an increased focus on environmental issues

and sustainability. As a plural, “Winnetka Futures” communicates the
many alternative possibilities available to Winnetka by the year 2040
and will inform high-level conversations about the future of the Village.
How can we envision a future that meets the goals and aspirations of
Winnetkans, regardless of their stage of life? That is what The Winnetka
Futures 2040 Plan seeks to discover.

GET INVOLVED ccccccccccee

Public input in the planning process is critical, as a successful plan must
reflect the unique values and aspirations of the Winnetka community.
On behalf of the Village, The Lakota Group will hear from community
members through several public open houses, pop-up events, and
online surveys. Additionally, the team will engage residents and business
owners in thoughtful conversations about the future of the Village.
Stakeholder interviews and focus groups will be held in February 2020,
and the first Community Open House is planned for March 2020. To
stay up to date on project updates and upcoming events, sign up to
receive emails via the project website—www.WinnetkaFutures.org. Any
thoughts or ideas for The Winnetka Futures 2040 Plan can be sent to
the planning team via the contact section of the website.

TIMELINE cccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccoccccoccccoccccccccccs

PWASE ;.

ANALYZE

NOVEMBER 2019 - JUNE 2020

The first phase establishes a dynamic

community planning process and creates
an information base to understand the
existing conditions in Winnetka.

VISIT WWW.WINNETKAFUTURES.ORG TO LEARN MORE Pmﬁe@a'm

VISIONING

JUNE - OCTOBER 2020

During this phase, the vision and goals of
the plan are outlined, and concepts and
recommendations for future land use
and development are crafted.

/]

PLAN MAKING

OCTOBER 2020 - APRIL 2021

In this phase, The Winnetka Futures 2040
Plan will be drafted, refined and adopted with
feedback from Village staff, residents, Plan
Commission, and the Village Council.

GROUP.




KEY THEMES

VITAL COMMERCIAL AREAS

VARIETY OF HOUSING

SUSTAINABILITY AND CLIMATE ACTION

CULTURE AND COMMUNITY CHARACTER

STORMWATER AND INFRASTRUCTURE

TECHNOLOGY

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

REGIONAL COORDINATION
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Minutes adopted 05.21.2020

WINNETKA DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES
February 20, 2020

Members Present: Kirk Albinson, Chairman

Michael Ritter
Brad McLane
Maggie Meiners
Michael Klaskin

Members Absent: Paul Konstant
Brooke Kelly
Village Staff: David Schoon, Director of Community Development

Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner
Christopher Marx, Associate Planner
LoriAnne Weaver, Administrative Assistant

Call to Order & Roll Call:

Chairman Albinson called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m.

Comprehensive Plan Study Session

a.

Introductions

— David Schoon welcomed everyone. He introduced The Lakota Group and its president,
Scott Freres, as the consultants hired to assist the Village with the preparation of the
Winnetka Futures 2040 comprehensive plan. The Lakota Group will assist with the
preparation and community involvement of the comprehensive plan.

Project Overview Presentation

-Mr. Freres introduced himself and his team members. Mr. Freres emphasized that it
would be an interactive process and they hope to facilitate strong conversations with the
stakeholders of the Village. He explained that a comprehensive plan helps to set policy
direction to move forward into the future. He said the DRB has the ability to shape the
ideas and plans coming into the village. He said that as residents, the DRB board members
need to think about how things are working for them and what isn’t working. Mr. Freres
said the plan will involve all kinds of engagement, talking with people at all levels.

Rachel Smith, of The Lakota Group, spoke next and asked the group what are the most
common issues they encounter as members of the DRB.

Brad MclLane mentioned that if a request is conforming, the DRB shouldn’t see them; the
request should be approved administratively by staff.

Kirk Albinson said signs and awnings are the most prevalent things the DRB reviews. He
agreed with the proper guidelines that awnings and signs could be approved
administratively, but architectural changes should still be reviewed and approved by the
DRB.
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Maggie Meiners suggested that the DRB see the proposed development projects earlier in
the review process, before it has been seen by the other boards.

Ms. Smith mentioned that currently the DRB is operating under the 2003 design guidelines.
Mr. Albinson stated the design guidelines need to be updated and asked if updating them
would be part of the comp plan process. Mr. Schoon said that identifying the need to
review them and the issues that need reviewed would be part of the process, but not the
actual update of the design guidelines.

Mr. Freres said this is the opportunity to be different and express individuality; create
policy that establishes a benchmark.

Mr. Albinson stated that Winnetka should reinforce high quality rather than a certain style,
such as Tudor. We need themes...genuine, high quality, authentic.

Michael Klaskin stated that even when the DRB is in favor of something (i.e. One
Winnetka), it is challenging when the community pushes back. He said guidelines are
guidelines, not hard and fast rules.

Ms. Meiners said the value of design and scale needs to be recognized. She mentioned a
restaurant that followed all the guidelines and was still able to look unique.

Mr. Klaskin asked what other communities were included in the comp plan study. Mr.
Freres stated that Winnetka was benchmarked against 10 other similar communities,
including such as the following cities: Scarsdale, NY; Shaker Heights, OH; Grosse Pointe
Shores, Ml; Hinsdale, IL and Bethesda, MD.

Mr. Klaskin asked what other communities are doing. Mr. Freres replied that other
communities are taking big risks, changing code, reinventing themselves. He said that
Winnetka needs a game plan; he said people want to invest but need to know what is
expected of them.

Mr. Klaskin said he would be hesitant to mess around with the charm of the Winnetka
community.

Michael Ritter said that change for change sake isn’t good.

Mr. Freres asked the group what is Winnetka’s brand. Mr. Ritter said he loves modern
buildings, but not necessarily in 1920’s charming Winnetka. Mr. Klaskin commented that
the first one is a shock, but then people get used to it.

Mr. Albinson said the goal is to be a desirable place to be. He said the traditional retailer is
not coming back to the commercial districts; do we want to fight it or open it up to well-
done change. He said they need to protect what they value, but keep it open for the
future. They must be forward-thinking.

Ms. Meiners said it would be helpful to include generational data, as younger people will
benefit from the 2040 plan. She said it is important to have age-related ideas. Ms. Smith
replied that the interviews presented a broad age range of people.
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Mr. Freres said a lot of seniors are rethinking their paradigm. He said they want to stay in
their homes, but the taxes are killing them. The seniors are buying or renting units in
multi-family buildings.

Mr. Albinson stated the focus of the DRB is keeping the little commercial districts energized
from a younger standpoint. Mr. Klaskin said they should do away with the commercial
overlay district.

Mr. Freres said that property owners are their own worst enemy; it is cheaper to keep it
empty. Mr. Klaskin responded that owners would prefer to have tenants in their buildings.

Mr. Albinson asked how flexibility is built into policy. He said Winnetka has very limited
types of housing and people are looking for inclusive communities.

Mr. Freres asked if Winnetka wants to be defined by one thing. He asked should the
commercial districts be reinvented with mixed uses that are desirable to the community.
He said the land use policies may need to be revised to allow more people and density.

Ms. Meiners asked if the post office site would be part of the 2040 plan. Mr. Freres said
that they were looking at 24 different sites and spaces in the community; they are trying to
spread out the growth evenly so it has a negligible impact on the community. Ms. Meiners
said that smaller scale projects would be more desirable.

Mr. MclLane said they need to think big; the community’s future is at stake.

Mr. Albinson recapped that, from the DRB, there is a need for core principles like quality
and authenticity; don’t force it to fit into a box, take care of the fundamentals. Bring your
best to Winnetka. We should hope to get bruises through this process, because it means
we have pushed the envelope.

Ms. Smith summarized... don’t be prescriptive in style, but identify in broad terms what we
want and what would be approved.

Mr. Klaskin said the pressure is on them to get the first project done and people will push
back.

Public Comment

Chairman Albinson asked for public comment and stated there is none at this time.

Adjournment

This portion of the meeting was adjourned at 7:00pm; the regular DRB meeting commenced.
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Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Special Meeting Minutes
September 29, 2021

Members Present: Kirk Albinson, Chairman
Michael Klaskin
Paul Konstant
Katie Moor
Michael Ritter

Members Absent: Maggie Meiners

Village Staff: David Schoon, Director of Community Development
Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner

Call to Order:

Chairman Albinson called the meeting to order at 7:02 p.m.

Approval of Minutes - August 19, 2021.

Chairman Albinson asked for a motion to approve the August 19, 2021meeting minutes. A motion was
made by Mr. Ritter and seconded by Mr. Konstant to approve thé August 19, 2021 meeting minutes. A
vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed:

AYES: Albinson, Klaskin, Konstant, Moor, Ritter

NAYS: None

Case No. 21-30: 490 Hibbard Road — Winnetka Park District:'Certificate of Appropriateness to allow
construction of two additional platform tennis courts and additions to the existing paddle hut at 490
Hibbard Road.

Colin Cross, Winnetka#Platform Tennis Club President, provided the Board with the background
surrounding the tennis courts and paddle hut additions: He stated they are over capacity and described
the growth they have experienced. Mr.:€ross then described the proposed additions and the need for the
courts.

Costa Kutulus, WinnetkaParkyDistrict Director of Parks and Maintenance, described the proposed paddle
hut additions and expansion and its use in"terms of the Park District’s programming. He referred to
illustrations and renderings identifying the courts and facilities expansion. Mr. Kutulas also stated the
materials to“beyused would match the existing materials and those in the previous expansion. He
described the decking to be changed and asked if there were any questions relating to the design concept
or layout.

Mr. Klaskin questioned the V-shape and east facing wall and Mr. Kutulas described how they arrived at
that presentation. Mr. Cross informed the Board the project would be done in two different phases which
would be paid for with fundraising and referred to the special use permit amendment. Chairman Albinson
asked if there were any other questions. No additional questions were raised at this time.

The Board Members agreed the request is straightforward. Chairman Albinson then asked if there were
any public comments. No comments were made at this time. Chairman Albinson then asked for a motion.

Mr. Ritter moved recommend approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness to approve the application as
presented. Mr. Klaskin seconded the motion. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed:
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AYES: Albinson, Klaskin, Konstant, Moor, Ritter
NAYS: None

Case No. 21-24: 768 Oak Street — Winnetka Public Library: Certificate of Appropriateness to allow
exterior changes and landscaping to the parking lot and outer courtyard area at 768 Oak Street.

Joe Pizzuto, President of Landworks Limited, stated the request is for the west garden landscape area to
allow room for programming. Monica Dombrowski from the Winnetka Public Library stated as a result of
public feedback, they decided to take the library’s programming into the garden space and described the
proposed uses. She referred to the garden’s configuration and stated the renovations would allow the
area to also be safe for children. Ms. Dombroski informed the Board thé memorial bench would be
reinstalled near the area of the broken retaining wall. Mr. Pizzuto identified the proposed landscaping
materials to be used in the project noting the oak trees would be retained.aMs. Dombroski then asked if
there were any questions.

Chairman Albinson also asked if there were any questions. Katherine O’Connor stated.she lives across the
street and questioned the area where the plow broke the retaining wall. Ms. Dombroski described the
manner and area in which the plows would operate. Chairman Albinson asked if there were any comments
or a motion to approve the request.

Mr. Konstant moved to issue a Certificate of Appropriateness to approve the request as presented. Mr.
Ritter seconded the motion. A vote was taken'and the motion unanimously passed:

AYES: Albinson, Klaskin, Konstant, Moor, Ritter

NAYS: None

Case No. 21-17: 455 Linden Street - New Multi-Family'Residential Building (Continued from the July 15,
2021 meeting): Certificate of Appropriateness to allow the construction of a new four-unit multi-family
residential building at 455 Linden Street.

Matt Holmes introduCed himself as the attorney for the applicant. Ayman Khalil, the owner/applicant,
stated there is an existing two-unit/single family home and their plans are to turn it into a four-unit
building. He then.described how the units would'bejlaid out as well as underground parking, the proposed
materials and design. MraHolmes then asked if there were any questions.

Chairman Albinson asked for additionalinformation with regard to the building’s materials. Chris Talsma,
the architect for the project, described their plans in further detail in terms of the building’s appearance
and their consideration of the ardinance. He also described the features they planned to use to break up
the elevation. He stated the result would be an honest building with integrity which would hold up for a
long time.

Chairman Albinson then\asked if there were any questions from the Board. Mr. Konstant asked if there
were fireplaces in the main room. Mr. Talsma responded the fireplaces in the units would be unvented.
Mr. Konstant then referred to the use of cedar which he commented seemed contrary. Mr. Talsma
explained the reasoning for its use and that he is open to alternatives. Mr. Konstant then stated he is
concerned with the scale, parking and the building next door. Mr. Talsma stated color samples are
available. Chairman Albinson questioned the use of stone. Mr. Talsma stated the stone would be used
around the planting beds and to anchor the chimney. He referred the Board to Sheet A-301 of the planting
bed. Chairman Albinson questioned the louver and Mr. Talsma indicated it is a decorative feature. He then
stated there would be non-functioning louvers in the attic space too, but those may be eliminated because
he has had to make changes to comply with zoning. He added the cedar would require maintenance and
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would be pre-stained. Mr. Ritter questioned the building height and Ms. Klaassen confirmed the height is
within the restrictions.

Chairman Albinson then asked for public comments. Michael O’Connell, a Linden Place Condominium
Board Member, stated they put together a list of their objections to the design which he read into the
record. Katherine O’Connor of the Linden Place Condominiums stated her concerns related to the 10
underground parking spaces actually resulting in seven spaces for four units which would not be adequate.
Chairman Albinson asked if there were any other comments. He then read Member Meiners’ comments
into the record.

Chairman Albinson then called the matter in for discussion. Mr. Ritter agreed with Ms. Meiners’ comments
and those made by the condominium group. He then stated while the'height is within the limits, it would
loom over the building next door. Mr. Ritter then stated thegarchitectural style, color, etc. is not
compatible with the neighborhood. Several Board Membersqagreed with Mr. Ritter's comments and
concluded they would not support the request.

Chairman Albinson stated while he is not concerned with the massing, the townhomes'to the'north have
flat roofs and the property to the east is a 1% story structure and relative to other buildings in the Village,
it would not be out of place. He then referred to the land use plahning map for the area and noted the
parcel is one of the last single-family parcels on the block and is already serving as a multi-family building.
Chairman Albinson then referred to the proposed unique architectural, design and different roof pitches
and suggested simple design changes can be'done which would still allow,the applicant to have creative
freedom. He concluded he is also not in supportiof the request. Mr. Konstant referred to the relief at the
entryway which he estimated to be only four feet.,The elevationis deceptive as it makes the relief appear
to be greater. The design would _have a bulky appearance. Mr. Talsma asked the Board Members for
additional guidance. ChairmanAlbinson outlined the features such'as the asymmetrical roof slope and the
transitional contemporafy design not being fully developed as well as the massing at the entry. He then
encouraged further exploration by the applicant. Mr. Sehoon stated the Board can allow a continuance
with the Board providing its recemmendation to the Village Council at a future meeting. Mr. Talsma asked
for a continuance.to,address the Board’s concerns:

Chairman'Albinson asked the\Board members to confirm they are available if they were to continue the
request toxthe October 21,2021, meeting date. The Board Members confirmed their availability. The
item was continued to October 21, 2021,

Public Comment.
No comments were made at this time.

Other Business.
a. October 21£2021 — Quorum check.
The Board Members previously confirmed their availability.

i. Includes discussion with the Comprehensive Plan consultant, The Lakota Group
Mr. Schoon informed the Board the consultants would attend the October 21, 2021, meeting to continue
the Comprehensive Plan discussions. Ms. Klaassen informed the Board that were would be an application
from Christ Church for a small vestibule addition that would also be on the October meeting agenda and
there may be additional items. Mr. Schoon asked the Board Members for their preference of starting the
meeting at 6pm to meet with the consultants first. The Board Members confirmed they would prefer to
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start at 6pm. Mr. Schoon also informed the Board there would be a community workshop on October 20,
2021 and asked the Board Members to attend.

Ms. Moor referred to the four unit building application and asked how they guide the applicant toward a
result they would want to have in the Village without impinging on the applicant’s design freedom.
Chairman Albinson responded the Board has not been pressed for those types of decisions and referred
to the One Winnetka project. Mr. Klaskin then referred to Hubbard Woods park project which came back
before the Board several times. Chairman Albinson reiterated the Board is a recommending body and
provides the Village Council with guidance and which has final jurisdiction. Mr. Ritter described the
process as an inexact science. Mr. Schoon noted applicants are given guidance before meeting with the
Board.

Chairman Albinson stated at the suggestion of President Rintz, the Board.is to consider adding new single
family construction to their responsibilities and that guidelines were drafted to\be reviewed by the Board
with a joint meeting with the Village Council. Mr. Klaskin commented the Boardishould stay away from
establishing guidelines for single family homes. Mr. Ritter agreed with Mr. Klaskin’s comments and
questioned the use of a lot of restrictive covenants on properties. The Board Members further discussed
their views. Chairman Albinson stated he would follow/up with President Rintz.

Adjournment:
A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Klaskin and seconded by Mk Konstant. A vote was taken and the

motion unanimously passed:
AYES: Albinson, Klaskin, Konstant, Moor, Ritter
NAYS: None

The meeting was adjourned at .8:17 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Antionette Johnson
Recording Secretaky.
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DATE: OCTOBER 14, 2021

SUBJECT: 455 LINDEN STREET - NEW MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL BUILDING -
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS (AMENDED CASE NO. 21-17-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On October 21, 2021, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to continue a public hearing on an
amended application submitted by Nadeya Khalil (the “Applicant”), as the manager of Linden Winnetka,
LLC, the owner of the property located at 455 Linden Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant
proposes construction of a new four-unit multi-family residential building with below grade structure
parking on the Subject Property and requests approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness.

As of the date of this memo, staff has received two written comments from the public regarding this
application. One comment was included in the September 23, 2021, staff report and is therefore
included in Attachment B1. The second comment was received subsequent to the distribution of the
September report and provided to the DRB via email prior to the September meeting, and is also
included in this report as Attachment C1. Staff as not received any additional public correspondence
since the September 29 meeting.

SEPTEMBER 29 DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MEETING

On September 29, 2021, the DRB held its first review of design of the proposed building and landscaping
as part of its consideration of granting a Certificate of Appropriateness to allow the construction of a
new four-unit multi-family building on the Subject Property. The staff report for the September 29
meeting can be found in Attachment B1.

After hearing from the Applicant, the DRB heard comments from two members of the public. One
nearby resident read the letter provided in Attachment C1, which outlined concerns regarding the
project, including: (a) the project being too bulky compared to the rest of the neighborhood; (b) the
raised beds above the underground parking being out of character and contributing to the bulk of the
building; and (c) the design of the project and materials being inconsistent with the neighborhood and
the Village’s Design Guidelines. Another nearby resident voiced concern that there would not be
adequate parking provided on site and therefore parking would carry over onto adjacent streets, which
are already heavily parked.

After hearing from the public, the Board discussed the proposed building. The Board members
expressed concern regarding the design of the roof, specifically the differing slopes, and the overall
building design fitting into the character of the neighborhood and the Village as a whole. Five of the
Board members expressed concern regarding the bulk and massing of the building and one member was
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not concerned with the massing and felt the scale of the building is appropriate for its surroundings.
The Board also expressed an interest with the Applicant increasing the amount of articulation on the
front of the building to reduce the appearance of bulk on the front elevation. Some Board members
commented that the current design is lacking the traditional qualities in buildings throughout the
Village. A copy of the draft September 29 minutes is included in the October 21 agenda packet for the
DRB’s approval.

After hearing the comments of the DRB, the Applicant requested a continuance until the October
meeting. The DRB granted the continuance to provide the Applicant an opportunity to consider making
changes to the proposed building.

AMENDED PROPOSED PLAN

In response to the comments at the September 29 DRB meeting, the Applicant has provided the
attached revised plans (Attachment Al). The primary changes to the plans include: (a) elimination of
the asymmetrical roof design; (b) elimination of the louver features on the front elevation; (c) exterior
finishes and colors; (d) additional building line articulation on the front elevation facing Cherry Street;
(e) elimination of the raised planter beds; and (f) the rooftop AC condensers have been moved toward
the north building wall. The Applicant is now proposing lawn above the underground parking along the
front elevation and a terrace above the underground parking on the north side of the building. The
overall size of the building has been reduced by approximately 81 square feet.

At the October 21 meeting, the Applicant will review the revised plans and explain the design decisions
in response to the Board’s comments.

The images on the following pages compare some of the plans considered at the September 29 DRB
meeting with the current amended plan (Figures 1 through 6B).
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Figure 1B — Amended South Building Elevation — Cherry Street
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Figure 2B — Amended West Building Elevation along Linden Street
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Figure 3B — Amended North Building Elevation
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Figure 4B — Amended East Building Elevation
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Figure 5B — Amended Rendered View from Southeast
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Figure 6B — Amended Site Plan/Landscape Plan
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS CONSIDERATIONS

As established by the Village Code, the Design Review Board is to consider the following four (4) factors in
determining whether to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness:

(1) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to and

compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood;

(2) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to and

(3)

(4)

compatible with adopted Village plans for and improvements in the immediate neighborhood, and
including both urban design and site arrangement considerations (Note: Please refer to the early
section “Property Description” in which the project consistency with the Comprehensive Plan is
summarized).

whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are consistent with
applicable Village design guidelines and such standards and criteria as may be adopted by the Board;
and

the probable effect of the proposed external architectural features on the integrity of the immediate
vicinity.

The Board will need to determine if the proposed multi-family building and its associated hardscape and
landscape designs comply with the above standards.

An excerpt of the Village Design Guidelines is included in Attachment B1, highlighting standards which apply to
multi-family residential buildings. It should be noted that these guidelines for multi-family residential buildings
were generally designed for the Village’s three core business districts — Elm Street, Hubbard Woods, and
Indian Hill. However, the Board may find all or some of them applicable to the proposed project.

RECOMMENDATION

At the October 21, 2021, Design Review Board meeting, the Board is scheduled to consider the design
of the Applicant’s proposed multi-family residential building, as well as the associated hardscape and
landscape designs.

After hearing from the Applicant and the public, the Board may decide to take action on one of two
options:

1)

2)

Continue further review of the application to a date specific in order to provide the Applicant
and/or staff additional time to address questions and comments from the Board.

Adopt a motion recommending approval or a motion recommending denial of a certificate of
appropriateness for design of the proposed multi-family residential building, as well as the
associated hardscape and landscape designs.

If the Board wishes to adopt a motion recommending approval or denial, a Board member may want to
make a motion such as the following:

Move to recommend approval [denial] of a certificate of appropriateness for the design of the
building, hardscape and landscape for the proposed four-unit multi-family building on the Subject
Property, subject to the following conditions:
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A. [If the Board chooses to place conditions as part of its recommendation, it will want to
include the conditions here.]

The Board’s recommendation is based on evidence in the record, or a public document, and upon the
following findings of fact:

(1) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to
and compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood;

(2) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to
and compatible with adopted Village plans for and improvements in the immediate
neighborhood, and including both urban design and site arrangement considerations;

(3) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are consistent with
applicable Village design guidelines and such standards and criteria as may be adopted
by the Board; and

(4) the probable effect of the proposed external architectural features on the integrity of the
immediate vicinity.
ATTACHMENTS

Attachment Al: Revised Plans
Attachment B1: September 23, 2021, DRB Staff Report and Attachments
Attachment C1: Public Correspondence Not Included in September 23 Report
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ATTACHMENT A1
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I S %@ ‘ A001.1 DRB Graphics
A001.2 Renderings
| A001.3 | Materials
| A001.4  Materials
I . A002 Area Plans
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®
5| Swamp White Oak to A100 Basement Plan
| SO save - No excavtion ) A101 First Floor Plan
ithin 10', use shee
! T | & A102 Second Floor Plan
5 i ‘ A103 Roof Plan
] = S A201 South Elevation
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I A202 North Elevation
| A203 West Elevation
| Wl ] A204 East Elevation
l | | A301 Building Section
I L | A302 Building Section
I m A303 Building Section
X N I\ AC Compressors on roof
o (= concealed from view
e o %o - (0p) Area Schedule (for FAR)
- — - — . N
% ~ Z Name I Area
Standing seam metal roofing
e Ll I with Kynar Finish
Q Level 1
Z Elevator 79 SF
Driveway Detail \l Lobby 80 SF
1/8" = 1'-0" Stair 142 SF
Unit 1 1695 SF
£ | A00t 1 I(;Igw, heated concrete Unit 2 1703 SF
(7] riveway to
Protect existing subterranean parking 3699 SF
parkway trees Level 2
ONING NOTES Elevator 79 SF
Zoning District: LObby 81 SF
i~ eIl Underground parking covered Lot Area (recorded): Stair 145 SF
18 i Iag ; DUs Permitted (18/AC): :
® £ Burr Oak to save I AW 233 ILC permitted (60%): Unit 3 1694 SF
ol @ Horse Chestnut : ILC proposed (59%): i
g Norway Maple to Save ) Max. Buildable Area: Unit 4 1699 SF
& Max. FAR (.80): 3699 SF
Mulberry to
- New concrete wal Roof
Attic 424 SF
4 424 SF
2.5" caliper shade tree with 782 1 S F
strong central leader.
General Notes:
1) Stake or guy tree only if it fails
tg remain pI?.m¥b. : Hose chafing guards as n —
2) Stake or guy method to be required. Il existing parkway :
approved by landscape architect, — i sisal rees to be protected Refurbished curb cut and Apron
3) Provide 30 min. depth of top P RIS improved to current Village Standards.
soil within tree pit. Settree ona
loveling bed and back-fill [
4) Crown of rootball flush with ! R twine, rope, wire and
; 2" mulch within 6" diameter
g ring, do not place muich in : : ISSUE DATES
contact with trunk.
25.00' 81.26' 20.00'
EroUnd Anchor vt heloy ! Front Setback ’ ’ Rear Setback ! >
finish grade. A0O1.1 A001.1
HERRY STREET ' FILORAMO TALSMA
Planting mix with fertilizer. 4 C S A001.1 V . | A k ‘ . A ‘ A
Sim Sim ARCHITECTURH
) ] ) 1765 N Elston Ave., #226, Chicago, IL 60642 info@filoramotalsma.com
Tree Plantl ng Detall Slte These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, lic. Use of
n_ q n "o a1l these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
1 /4 - 1 -0 1 - 1 0 'O for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, lic. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
LAN DSCAP E N OTES G ROWl N G M E D | U M MAl NTE NAN C E P LAN T L I ST than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.
1. All plant material shall be high-quality nursery-grown stock. Substandard 1. Three (3.) foot minirpgm depth: . . . 1. Al rethired Ian.dsclaping on private property to be maintained throughout the life DECIDUOUS & ORNAMENTAL TREES - Single & Multi. Stem §
"B-Grade" or "Park Grade" plants are not acceptable. 2. Three-Six (3'-6") minimum inside clear width; greater than Five (5) feet is of the project; obligation assumed by subsequent owners. T Botanical N c N si Root Total e
2. All plant material shall be installed free of disease and in a manner that desirable. 2. All required landscaping within public right-of-way to be replaced, if needed, for ag otanica ?me: — omm‘on ame — 'fe 00 ofa 8
ensures the availability of sufficient soil and water to sustain healthy growth. 3. Soil Composition: 45-77% Silt, 0-25% Clay, 25-33% Sand. a minimum of Five (5) years by the original applicant and any subsequent owners. FF Fagus sylvatica ‘Frans Fontaine Beech Frans Fontaine 12 B&B .
3. All plant material shall be planted with a minimum of 6" of organic soil and 4. Soil Acidity: pH 6.0 to 7.0; Amend soil as required to achieve this pH range. Responsibility for replacement will be assumed after Five (5) years by the City of AB Amelanchier canadensis ‘Autumn Brilliance’ Serviceberry ‘Autumn Brilliance’ ) B&B -
mulched to a depth of 3". 5. Soil Organic Content: Three (3) to Five (5) percent. Chicago. EA Ulmus carpinifolia ‘Accolade’ Elm ‘Accolade’ 3" caliper | B&B i
4..AII plant material shall be planted in @ manner which is not intrusive to 6. Pgrlfway plgnters to be as long gnq as continuous as possible. . 3. Rainfall to be.supplemented with yvater for a total rate of One (1) inch per week RB Cercis canadensis Redbud 9 B&B i
utilities or pavement. 7. Minimum Five (5) feet from the inside edge of the planter or tree pit to the last during the growing seasons for the first Three (3) years. SM "Acer saccharinum Silver Maole 30" B&B
5. All shrub beds and landscape Islands shall have 3" shredded hardwood tree in any series or group of trees. 4. Post public notice of landscape installation and maintenance requirements, in = —— , P , , — .
mulch. 8. Curbs and low railings to be installed around parkway planters throughout the order to alert neighbors and concerned citizens to a project's landscape HL Gleditsia triancanthos var. inermis ‘Street Keeper Honey Locust ‘Street Keeper 3" caliper | B&B 5
6. Plants shall be disease free and without broken twigs or branches. "Greater Downtown", in commercial use areas, and in other heavy pedestrian traffic requirements.
7. Shrub beds shall have spaded edges. areas. 5. All required landscaping to be replaced throughout the life of the project, as SHRUBS
8. All plant material shall be guaranteed for one full growing season after 9. Percolation testing to be done prior to installation of any plantings. requires; obligation assumed by subsequent owners. : .
installation. 10. Soil testing of existing soils to be done prior to installation of any plantings. Tag | Botanical Name Common Name Size Root Total
9. Planting specifications, other then those mentioned above shall conform 11.Mechanical subsurface drainage required in areas with poor percolation and BW Buxus ‘Green Velvet’ Boxwood ‘Green Velvet’ hedge 18" C - i _
with the American Standards for Nursery Stock, published by The American drainage rates. LG Liriope Liriope groundcover 9" c 1 Print Date: 10/11/2021 4:50:53 PM
Association .(.)f Nur?.erymen. - o . 12. Groundcover anq low shrulb planting required instead of grass, bark or gravel GV Buxus ‘Green Velvet Boxwood ‘Green Velvet hedge 18" c i Project Name:
10. Only 12" low rise growth within all 12'x12" site triangles, typical. mulch, or other non-live materials. hy hvd 0 Incrediball hvd ‘Incrediball 5 qall c
13. "Structural Soil" (E.G. "Comell" Mix, etc.) at a depth of Two foot Six (2'-6") ycrangea arborescens “neredia ydrangea Thereda gaton 5 Ch I Linden H
inches and/or root paths required below sidewalk slabs between parkway planter YE Taxus media ‘Everlow Yew ‘Everlow 24 c . erl‘y [naen AoMmMes
and other planting areas or greenspace. GL Rhus aromatica ‘Grow Low’ Sumac ‘Grow Low’ 5 gallon C - 455 Linden Street, Winnetka
14. When sidewalks are replaced, "Structural Soil" or root paths are required below MK Syringa patula ‘Miss Kim’ Lilac ‘Miss Kim’ 36" c )
sidewalk slabs to permit root growth beyond small pit or cut-out sidewalk. Owner:
15. Root paths may be used to connect trees planted in parkways (the distance B&B = Balled and Burlapped
from the back of the curb to the edge of the right-of-way) to adjacent greenspace. C = Containerized
Plant Notes: .
1. Landscape contractor shall verify final plant selections and count with owner prior to ordering and installation. Site Plan
2. Landscape contractor shall submit detailed planting plan for owner review & approval prior to work.

3 Landscape contractor shall submit irrigation plan for owner review & approval prior to work.
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455 Linden Design Approach:

The proposed structure at the Northeast
corner of Cherry and Linden is a
combination of modern and traditional ideas
about architecture as well as being a
thoughtful neighbor. 9 parking spaces are
required for the allowed 4 dwelling units on
this *10,000 SF parcel. All proposed parking
is hidden from view with the garage entirely
below grade. Parts of the garage extend
into the required setbacks and have been
topped with raised planting beds which
provide a gentle transition between the
landscape and the building.

The material palette includes a composition
of durable and natural materials that will and
have endured for decades or more; pre-
stained cedar siding, limestone cladding,
and metal roofs have been employed on the
farmhouse for centuries.

This particular building combines these time
tested materials with modern ideas about
how they are utilized and includes, simple,
low-maintenance details with some clever
combinations that will create a few unique
experiences in Winnetka.

1 109/01/2021 |Issued for DRB
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1765 N Elston Ave., #226, Chicago, IL 60642 info@filoramotalsma.com

These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, llc. Use of
these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, llc. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.
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Rendered view from Southeast
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Brick v Gallery Company ~ Resources> Where ToBuy Contact Searchc
THE BELDEN BRICK COMPANY

Home / Brick / Face / Red / Red Hot Glaze

RED HOT GLAZE

Type Face
Color Red
Texture Smooth
Plant Plant 6
Manufacturing Method Extruded
Coating Glazed

Sizes Specs

Width Height ength Thin Flat Back ‘Thin with Back Geometry Unit/Sq Ft
Modular 35/8°| 92mm 21/4°| 57mm 75/8"| 194mm N/A N/A 6.86
Economo Modular 35/8°| 92mm 35/8%| 92mm 75/8"| 194mm NA N/A 450
Norman 358" 92mm 21/4°| 57mm 115/8°| 295mm N/A N/A 457
Utility 35/8"|92mm 35/8|92mm 11 5/8"| 295mm NA N/A 3.00

LOOKING WHERE TO BUY BRICK?

This website uses cookies to analyze traffic, assist with navigation, and improve your experience: You can leam more about our cookles in our Privacy Policy.

Contact Us

©2021 The Belden Brick Company |

Brick
Not to Scale

LANDMARK SERIES TrJSQ@ed

Designer Roofing Shingles

LANDMARK

Owning a Landmark roof brings peace of
mind. Landmark’s dual-layered construction
and exceptional durability provide long-lasting
protection for your home.

Georgetown Gray Weathered Wood

109/01/2021 \Issued for DRB
# Date Description

Integrity Roof System™ 6] ISSUE DATES

Int m”
A COMPLETE APPROACH TO LONG LASTING BEAUTY AND PERFORMANCE grity Roof SY;'B

With as much care as you take in selecting the right contractor, choosing the right
roof system is equally as important. A CertainTeed Integrity Roof System combines

« Dual-layered for extra dimensionality key elements that help ensure you have a well-built roof for long-lasting performance.
and protection from the elements
X X Pewter Moire Black
« Offers the widest array of colors in - / .
the industry Waterproofing Underlayment Shingles
. e " The first step in your defense against the Choose from a variety of Good-Better-Best
Ir?dﬁpendenlt.ly cerhgeddasfmeehr;g the elements. Self-adhering underlayment is styles to complement any roof design and fit
ighest quality standards for roofing installed at vulnerable areas of your roof to your budget.
help prevent leaks from wind-driven rain and
ice dams ). Hip & Ridge Caps
. Available in numerous profiles, these accessories
Water-Resistant Underlayment are used on the roof’s hip and ridge lines for a . . .
Provides a protective layer over the roof deck distinctive finishing touch to your new roof. 1765 N Elston AVE, #226, Ch|cago, ”_ 60642 |nf0@f||0ramota|smacom
and acts as a secondary barrier against leaks. ( ) )
Starter Shingles - Ventilation These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, lic. Use of
: : : ) ) ) &.rapf that breathes Jsshown'to parform befter these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
Resawn Shake Cottage Red Starter Shingles are the first course of shingles and last longer. Ridge Vents, in combination for thi iect Iv. Th d N tto b d d ch d
that are installed and designed to work in with Intake Vents, allow air to flow on the or IS_ pqueC only. ese drawings are not to be reproauced, change
tandem with the roof shingles above for underside of your roof deck, keeping the attic or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
optimal shingle sealing and performance. cooler in the summer and drier in the winter. assigned to any third party without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, llc. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.
learn more at: Landmark’ Series
. . available in
certainteed.com/roofing arcas shown 2
[a]
) CertainTeed %
CEILINGS - DECKING + FENCE « GYPSUM - INSULATION « RAILING - ROOFING - SIDING - TRIM 3
SAINT-GOBAIN 20 Moores Rosd Matvern, PA 19355 Professional: 00-233-6990  Consumer: 800-782:6777  certinteedcom =
Landmark, shows InSIGRBR: See next page for full color palette. 7 9 il L 2

Roof Materials

Not to Scale Print Date: 1(/11/2021 4:51:12 PM
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Cherry / Linden Homes

455 Linden Street, Winnetka
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Wood Siding

o G (1 hitps://www.buffalo-lumber.com/painted-siding/ W s @ O =

wir Chapter 1704 INTR.. [ All Files | Powered.. [ Signinto Business.. B BIM360 Document.. () ProductiQ|Search () Chicage Cityscape~.. @ Google Maps

PRODUCTS ‘ PATTERNS ‘ GRADES ‘ PROJECTS ‘ COMPANY NEED TO KNOW ‘ CONTACT

BUFFALO LUMBER PRODUCTS WOOD SIDING PAINTED SIDING

PAINTED SIDING

© CLEAR FINGER JOINT (FJ) 1X6 THIN BEVEL CEDAR SIDING PRIMED AND PAINTED HOME IN CHICAGO

Not to Scale

Windows

&

ar Chapter 17.04 INTR. All Fies | Powered..

5]
L

> A& 22

G o

MARVIN

https://www.marvin.com/products/coliections/signature/ultim

Double Hung Windows: Wood and Clad | Ultimate Double Hung G2 | Manin

:/double-hung-g2 KON

[ SignintoBusiness.. B BIM 360 Document.. (& ProductiQ|Search () Chicago Cityscape .. @ Google Maps

CONTACT US FIND A DEALER TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Products Solutions Inspiration Why Marvin

ULTIMATE DOUBLE HUNG G2

A contemporary classic, the Marvin
Signature™ Ultimate Double Hung G2
window blends traditional beauty with
state-of-the-art window performance.
Reliable and energy efficient, the Ultimate
Double Hung G2 window offers an auto-
lock feature for convenient security,
durable hardware for smaooth operation
and Marvin's unique wash mode for easy

cleaning. Customize your design with
round top styles or single hung operation
with optional Lift Lock - Marvin's exclusive
bottom rail locking mechanism for easier
operation in hard-to-reach areas.

(3} VIEW DESIGN OPTIONS

FOR THE PROS

Find technical documents for this

product, including installation
instructions, sizes and elevations, 3D
drawings, architectural detail manuals
and more.

& TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Features of the Ultimate Double Hung
G2 Window

Q sea

Double Hung Windows: Wood and Clad | Ultimate Double Hung G2 | Manin

L C (1 https://www.marvin.com/products/coliections/signature/uftimate/double-hung-g2 ® 6 @& G
wr Chapter 17.04 INTR.. [ All Files | Powered.. [ SignintoBusiness.. [B BIM 360 Document.. (8 ProductiQ|Search () Chicago Cityscape-.. @ Google Maps

(u] CONTACT US FIND A DEALER TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS Q sea

MARVIN Products Solutions Inspiration Why Marvin
a . e - S A =
. ~ . l | |
[k} V. \ (
L
Exterior Finish =
&
= Clad Color Options
o
- A high-quality window deserves a dependable finish. Our low maintenance clad-wood products
feature an extruded aluminum exterior finished in commercial-grade paint for superior resistance
to fading and chalking. Our palette of nineteen color options spans from muted, earthy tones to
bold, rich colors and three pearlescent finishes. Custom color matching is also available to meet
any design vision.
Selected: Ebony
a
a

b (—
ANY C LOR
. Etohy YOU WANT

o *Custom Colors: Any color. Any window or door. You name it. No matter what your inspiration for a custom window or door color, Marvin will match it.
You get any color your heart desires, with your own personal custom color name and a 20-year warranty. See your Marvin dealer for details and ask
about special pricing.

-

Interior Finish +
Sticking Options +
Hardware +
Glass +
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WINDOWS
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These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, llc. Use of
these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, llc. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.
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ATTACHMENT B1
(S e MEMORANDUM

(j )
¥ %
J¢ 9F VILLAGE OF WINNETKA
“pcy COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD
FROM: ANN KLAASSEN, SENIOR PLANNER
DATE: SEPTEMBER 23, 2021

SUBJECT: 455 LINDEN STREET - NEW MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL BUILDING -
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS (CASE NO. 21-17-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On September 29, 2021, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to hold a public hearing on an
application submitted by Nadeya Khalil (the “Applicant”), as the manager of Linden Winnetka, LLC, the
owner of the property located at 455 Linden Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant proposes
construction of a new four-unit multi-family residential building with below grade structure parking on
the Subject Property and requests approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness. This case was originally
scheduled for the July 15, 2021, DRB meeting; however, prior to the meeting, the Applicant requested a
continuance until the August 19, 2021, DRB meeting. The item was not ready for the August meeting.
The Applicant is now ready to present its request to the DRB.

A mailed notice has been sent to property owners within 250 feet of the Subject Property, in compliance
with the Village Code. As of the date of this memo, the Village has received one written comment from
the public regarding this application, which is included in Attachment D.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The Subject Property, which consists of approximately 0.23 acres (9,952 square feet), is located on the
northeast corner of the intersection of Linden and Cherry Streets. Because the lot area is less than 10,000
square feet, redevelopment of the Subject Property does not require approval of a planned development
nor may the Applicant request planned development approval. The Subject Property contains an existing
two-story multi-family residential building containing two units and a detached garage. Figures 1 through
3 on the following pages identify the Subject Property.
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# 3

Figure 3 — Subject Propeﬁy —South Iélevatio Cherry Sreet)

The Land Use Map of the 2020 Comprehensive Plan designates the Subject Property as appropriate for
“Single Family Residential” uses. The Subject Property is located in a transitional area with condos,
townhouses, and single-family residential uses in the immediate vicinity. The Land Use Plan Map
designates the property to the north as appropriate for “Townhouse Residential” and the properties to
the east, west and south as appropriate for “Single Family Residential” (see Figure 4).

W Multi-Family B
B Commercial /

Figure 4 — Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map

Page 3
DRB Agenda Packet - 455 Linden - Page 3
Oct. DRB Agenda Packet - 455 Linden - Page 30



The Subject Property is zoned B-1 Multi-Family Residential, and it is bordered by B-1 Multi-Family
Residential to the north, east, and west, and R-5 Single Family Residence to south (see Figure 5).

Even though the existing use, as well as the proposed use, of the Subject Property as multi-family
residential is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map, the use of the property
complies with the property’s multi-family residential zoning classification. The purpose of the
designation for single family uses in the Comprehensive Plan is that if someone would like to use the
property for something other than what is allowed under the property’s current zoning, the preferred
land use is single-family residential use. Along Linden Street to the north there is a multi-family
development and the Winnetka-Northfield Public Library. To the east of the Subject Property, along
Cherry Street, are multi-family structures. Across both Linden and Cherry Streets, are single-family
residential homes (see Attachment B for photographs). The B-1 District allows multi-family structures at
a density no greater than 18 units per acres, which for the Subject Property would be four units.

Subject
Property

c2

465-495

RS

Hioge ave

Figure 5 — Zoning Map

PROPOSED PLAN

The proposed development of the Subject Property, referred to as Cherry/Linden Homes, consists of four
single-level units; two units measuring approximately 1,709 square feet and two units measuring 1,697
square feet, in two stories with 10 enclosed below grade parking spaces. The vehicular access to the site
would be provided by one driveway that runs along the east property line, in the general location of the
existing driveway. The two required guest parking spaces would be provided in the below grade parking
garage, with additional street parking available on Cherry and Linden Streets.

Excerpts of the proposed site plan/landscape plan and building elevations of the proposed development
are provided on the following page as Figures 6 through 9. The complete set of plans are provided in the
application materials (Attachment A).
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Figure 6 — Site Plan/Landscape Plan

Figure 7 — South Building Elevation — Cherry Street
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Figure 8 — West Building Elevation — Linden Street

Figure 9 — Rendered view from Southeast

The Applicant describes the proposed architectural design as a combination of modern and traditional
styles, while being mindful of the neighborhood. Portions of the below grade parking garage would
extend beyond the first and second floors above and would be topped with raised planting beds to provide
a transition between the building and surrounding landscape. As described in the design approach
provided by the Applicant, the exterior materials would include pre-stained cedar siding, limestone
cladding, and a metal roof. The air conditioning compressors would be located in the approximate center
of the roof, concealed from view. The proposed driveway and front walk would be concrete. A proposed
plant list is provided on Sheet A001 of the attached application materials, which are included in this report
as Attachment A. The plans do not identify the location of refuse and recycling containers or exterior
lighting. The Applicant has provided cut sheets for the proposed exterior materials, which are also
included in Attachment A.
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The Village stormwater regulations require that the development provide detention for the maximum
allowed impermeable lot coverage, which in this case is 60% of the lot area. The Applicant is currently
working with a civil engineer to develop an on-site detention system. Once civil engineering plans are
submitted by the Applicant, the Village Engineer will review the proposed stormwater detention system
for compliance with the Village stormwater regulations.

ZONING RELIEF

Although zoning relief is not the purview of the DRB, it should be noted that based on a preliminary zoning
review of the plans received to date for the certificate of appropriateness, at least three variations would
appear to be required to allow the proposed development on the Subject Property: (1) roofed lot
coverage; (2) corner yard setback (Cherry Street); and (3) side yard setback (north).

Roofed Lot Coverage. The lot area allows a maximum roofed lot coverage of 3,980.72 square feet. As
proposed, the building consists of approximately 4,824 square feet, requiring a variation of 843.28 square
feet (21.18%). Approximately 1,000 square feet of the below grade garage that extends beyond the floors
above is included in the roofed lot coverage.

Corner Yard Setback (Cherry Street). A corner yard setback of 19.53 feet is required from Cherry Street.
The proposed development would provide a setback of 16.36 feet, which requires a variation of 3.17 feet
(16.23%). The proposed setback is measured to the below grade garage. The above grade portion of
the building would be setback 19.53 feet.

Side Yard Setback. A side yard setback of 12 feet is required from the north property line. As currently
proposed, the building, as measured to the below grade garage, would provide a setback of 0.46 feet,
requiring a variation of 11.54 feet (96.17%). The above grade portion of the building would be setback
12 feet.

The Applicant is in the process of preparing to submit a variation application for zoning relief. Once an
application is received and the plans are reviewed by staff to make a final determination on the zoning
relief necessary, a public hearing will be scheduled for the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) to consider the
requested zoning relief. A mailed notice of the ZBA meeting will be sent to property owners within 250
feet of the Subject Property.

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS CONSIDERATIONS

As established by the Village Code, the Design Review Board is to consider the following four (4) factors in
determining whether to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness:

(1) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to and
compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood;

(2) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to and
compatible with adopted Village plans for and improvements in the immediate neighborhood, and
including both urban design and site arrangement considerations (Note: Please refer to the early
section “Property Description” in which the project consistency with the Comprehensive Plan is
summarized).

(3) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are consistent with
applicable Village design guidelines and such standards and criteria as may be adopted by the Board;
and
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(4) the probable effect of the proposed external architectural features on the integrity of the immediate
vicinity.

The Board will need to determine if the proposed multi-family building and its associated hardscape and
landscape designs comply with the above standards.

An excerpt of the Village Design Guidelines is included as Attachment C, highlighting standards which apply to
multi-family residential buildings. It should be noted that these guidelines for multi-family residential buildings
were generally designed for the Village’s three core business districts — EIm Street, Hubbard Woods, and Indian
Hill. However, the Board may find all or some of them applicable to the proposed project.

RECOMMENDATION

At the September 29, 2021, Design Review Board meeting, the Board is scheduled to consider the design
of the Applicant’s proposed multi-family residential building, as well as the associated hardscape and
landscape designs.

After hearing from the Applicant and the public, the Board may decide to take action on one of two
options:

1) Continue further review of the application to a date specific in order to provide the Applicant
and/or staff additional time to address questions and comments from the Board.

2) Adopt a motion recommending approval or a motion recommending denial of a certificate of
appropriateness for design of the proposed multi-family residential building, as well as the
associated hardscape and landscape designs.

If the Board wishes to adopt a motion recommending approval or denial, a Board member may want to
make a motion such as the following:

Move to recommend approval [denial] of a certificate of appropriateness for the design of the
building, hardscape and landscape for the proposed four-unit multi-family building on the Subject
Property, subject to the following conditions:

A. [If the Board chooses to place conditions as part of its recommendation, it will want to
include the conditions here.]

The Board’s recommendation is based on evidence in the record, or a public document, and upon the
following findings of fact:

(1) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to
and compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood;

(2) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are appropriate to
and compatible with adopted Village plans for and improvements in the immediate
neighborhood, and including both urban design and site arrangement considerations;

(3) the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are consistent with
applicable Village design guidelines and such standards and criteria as may be adopted by
the Board; and

(4) the probable effect of the proposed external architectural features on the integrity of the
immediate vicinity.
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A: Application Materials

Attachment B: Photographs of Area Properties
Attachment C: Excerpts of Village Design Guidelines
Attachment D: Public Comments
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ATTACHMENT A

Village of Winnetka
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION

VILLAGE OF WINNETI(A, ILLINOIS
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNTTY DEVELOPMENT

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION

Project Address: 455 Linden

Name of Business(es):

Application is hereby made for the following work (please check all that apply):

O Sign Sign Permit Application attached? [
O Awning Awning Permit Application attached? ]
G Other (general description) New Building

Please provide a detailed description of the proposed work (attach additional information such as material
specifications, photographs, etc.): Erectnew, 2-story, 4 dwelling unit building with 9 subterranean parking spaces.

I/We  hereby certify that as Owner (Lessee/Owner) of the property located at
456 Linden (address), | am/we are authorized to submit plans for alterations of the subject
property. |/We agree to perform the subject work in accordance with the conditions of approval by the Winnetka
Design Review Board as well a i tes and regulations of the Village of Winnetka.

SIGNED “FOR OFFICE USE ONLY /
RnteD Names)  INadeya Khalll i e

ADDRESS I cicaoo. L

PHONE NO.

EmAL ]

PRIMARY DESIGN FIRM Filoramo Talsma, LLC
CONTACT NAME Chris Talsma
ADDRESS 1765 N Elston Ave.
Chicago, IL 60642
PHONE NO. 31 2—635-1 920
EMAIL info@ftarc.com
Page 4 of 4
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1) Stake or guy tree only if it fails
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2) Stake or guy method to be
approved by landscape architect.
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Protect exis ing
parkway trees

19.53'
Side Setback

2.5" caliper shade tree with
strong central leader.

Hose chafing guards as
required.

Secure tree wrap with sisal
twine

Remove twine, rope, wire and
buriap from top4 of rootball.

2" mulch within 6" diameter
ring, do not place muichin
contact with trunk.
25.00'

Swamp White Oak to
save - No excavtion
ithin 10', use sheet
if required.

Raised planting beds over
underground parking

Integral gutters - typ.

AC Compressors on roof

concealed from view

Standing seam metal roofing
ith Kynar Finish

Maple to save
Raised planting beds over
18) LG underground parking

_Burr Oak to save (
aH (18) BW
Horse Chestnut .
Norway Maple to Save o be removed . i

Mulberry to New concrete walk
be removed

81.26'

All existing parkway
rees to be protected

20.00°

Ground anchor driven below

finish grade. Front Setback

Pianting mix with fertlizer.

Site

A001.1

Sim

Rear Setback

CHERRY STREET

New, heated concrete

ONING NOTES:

Refurbished curb cut and Apron
improved to current Village Standards.

A001:1

Zoning District:

Lot Area (recorded):
DUs Permitted (18/AC):
ILC permitted (60%):
ILC proposed (59%):
Max. Buildable Area:
Max. FAR (.80):

A0011

Sim

1/ " — 1'_0"

1ll — 10'_0"

LANDSCAPE NOTES

1. All plant material shall be high-quality nursery-grown stock. Substandard
"B-Grade" or "Park Grade" plants are not acceptable.

2. All plant material shall be installed free of disease and in a manner that
ensures the availability of sufficient soil and water to sustain healthy growth.
3. All plant material shall be planted with a minimum of 6" of organic soil and
mulched to a depth of 3".

4. All plant material shall be planted in a manner which is not intrusive to
utilities or pavement.

5. All shrub beds and landscape Islands shall have 3" shredded hardwood
mulch.

6. Plants shall be disease free and without broken twigs or branches.

7. Shrub beds shall have spaded edges.

8. All plant material shall be guaranteed for one full growing season after
installation.

9. Planting specifications, other then those mentioned above shall conform
with the American Standards for Nursery Stock, published by The American
Association of Nurserymen.

10. Only 12" low rise growth within all 12'x12" site triangles, typical.

GROWING MEDIUM

1. Three (3) foot minimum depth.

2. Three-Six (3'-6") minimum inside clear width; greater than Five (5) feet is
desirable.

3. Soil Composition: 45-77% Silt, 0-25% Clay, 25-33% Sand.

4_Soil Acidity: pH 6.0 to 7.0; Amend soil as required to achieve this pH range.

5. Soil Organic Content: Three (3) to Five (5) percent.

6. Parkway planters to be as long and as continuous as possible.

7_Minimum Five (5) feet from the inside edge of the planter or tree pit to the last
tree in any series or group of trees.

8. Curbs and low railings to be installed around parkway planters throughout the
"Greater Downtown", in commercial use areas, and in other heavy pedestrian traffic
areas.

9. Percolation testing to be done prior to installation of any plantings.

10. Soil testing of existing soils to be done prior to installation of any plantings.
11.Mechanical subsurface drainage required in areas with poor percolation and
drainage rates.

12. Groundcover and low shrub planting required instead of grass, bark or gravel
mulch, or other non-live materials.

13. "Structural Soil" (E.G. "Cornell" Mix, etc.) at a depth of Two foot Six (2'-6")
inches and/or root paths required below sidewalk slabs between parkway planter
and other planting areas or greenspace.

14. When sidewalks are replaced, "Structural Soil" or root paths are required below
sidewalk slabs to permit root growth beyond small pit or cut-out sidewalk.

15. Root paths may be used to connect trees planted in parkways (the distance
from the back of the curb to the edge of the right-of-way) to adjacent greenspace.

MAINTENANCE

1. All required landscaping on private property to be maintained throughout the life
of the project; obligation assumed by subsequent owners.

2. All required landscaping within public right-of-way to be replaced, if needed, for
a minimum of Five (5) years by the original applicant and any subsequent owners.
Responsibility for replacement will be assumed after Five () years by the City of
Chicago.

3. Rainfall to be supplemented with water for a total rate of One (1) inch per week
during the growing seasons for the first Three (3) years.

4. Post public notice of landscape installation and maintenance requirements, in
order to alert neighbors and concerned citizens to a project's landscape
requirements.

5. All required landscaping to be replaced throughout the life of the project, as
requires; obligation assumed by subsequent owners.

PLANT LIST

DECIDUOUS & ORNAMENTAL TREES - Single & Multi. Stem

1. Landscape contractor shall verify final plant selections and count with owner prior to ordering and installation.

2. Landscape contractor shall submit detailed planting plan for owner review & approval prior to work

3 Landscape contractor shall submit irrigation plan for owner review & approval prior to work.

| Tag Botanical Name Common Name Size Root
FF Fagus sylvatica ‘Frans Fontaine’ Beech ‘Frans Fontaine’ 12 B&B
AB Amelanchier canadensis ‘Autumn Brilliance’ Serviceberry ‘Autumn Birilliance’ 8 B&B
EA Ulmus carpinifolia ‘Accolade’ Elm ‘Accolade’ 3" caliper | B&B
RB Cercis canadensis Redbud 9 B&B
SM 'Acer saccharinum' Silver Maple 30" B&B
HL Gleditsia triancanthos var. inermis ‘Street Keeper’ Honey Locust ‘Street Keeper’ 3" caliper | B&B
SHRUBS
| Tag Botanical Name Common Name Size Root
BW Buxus ‘Green Velvet Boxwood ‘Green Velvet' hedge 18" C
LG Liriope Liriope groundcover 9" C
GV Buxus ‘Green Velvet’ Boxwood ‘Green Velvet’ hedge 18" C
HY Hydrangea arborescens ‘Incrediball Hydrangea ‘Incrediball’ 5 gallon C
YE Taxus media ‘Everlow’ Yew ‘Everlow’ 24" C
GL Rhus aromatica ‘Grow Low’ Sumac ‘Grow Low’ 5 gallon C
MK Syringa patula ‘Miss Kim’ Lilac ‘Miss Kim’ 36 C
B&B = Balled and Burlapped
C = Containerized
Plant Notes:

Sheet List
Number Name
A001 Site Plan
A001.1 DRB Graphics
A001.2 Renderings
A001.3 Materials
A0014 Materials
A002 Area Plans
A100 Basement Plan
A101 First Floor Plan
A102 Second Floor Plan
A103 Roof Plan
A201 South Elevation
A202 North Elevation
A203 West Elevation
A204 East Elevation
A301 Building Section
A302 Building Section
A303 Building Section
Area Schedule (for FAR)
Name | Area
Level 1
Covered Exterior 16 SF
Elevator 78 SF
Lobby 85 SF
Stair 148 SF
Unit 1 1709 SF
Unit 2 1697 SF
3734 SF
Level 2
Elevator 77 SF
Lobby 105 SF
Stair 147 SF
Unit 3 1708 SF
Unit 4 1697 SF
3736 SF
Roof
Attic 486 SF
486 SF
7956 SF

1 [09/01/2021 [Issued for DRB
# Date Description
ISSUE DATES
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1765 N Elston Ave., #226, Chicago, IL 60642 info@filoramotalsma.com

These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, lic. Use of
these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, lic. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.

Issue Date

ErintDate: 9/1/2021 11:18:38 AM
Project Name:

Cherry / Linden Homes

455 Linden Street, Winnetka

Owner:

Site Plan
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The proposed structure at the Northeast
corner of Cherry and Linden is a
combination of modern and traditional ideas
about architecture as well as being a
thoughtful neighbor. 9 parking spaces are
required for the allowed 4 dwelling units on
this 10,000 SF parcel. All proposed parking
is hidden from view with the garage entirely
s atiog et = ‘ \ below grade. Parts of the garage extend
e : % o / ; \ A\ s e into the required setbacks and have been
o ' ' topped with raised planting beds which
provide a gentle transition between the
landscape and he building.

465-477 Linden 760 Cherry 770 Cherry 458 Linden

Not to Scale Not to Scale Not to Scale Not to Scale The material palette includes a composition
of durable and natural materials that will and
have endured for decades or more; pre-
stained cedar siding, limestone cladding,
and metal roofs have been employed on the
farmhouse for centuries.

This particular building combines these time
tested materials with modern ideas about
how they are utilized and includes, simple,
low-maintenance details with some clever
combinations that will create a few unique
experiences in Winnetka.

GD Roof
214"

e Level 2
12-8"

Cherry Street

1:70
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# Date Description

ISSUE DATES
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ARCHITECTURH

Max Height
350"

1765 N Elston Ave., #226, Chicago, IL 60642 info@filoramotalsma.com

These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, lic. Use of
these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, lic. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
Roof s than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for

use of incorrect scale.
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Rendered view from Southwest
12" - 1!_0“
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# Date Description
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1765 N Elston Ave., #226, Chicago, IL 60642 info@filoramotalsma.com

These drawings are the property of FILORAMO TALSMA, lic. Use of
these drawings is limited to a specified project for persons herein and
for this project only. These drawings are not to be reproduced, changed
or copied in any form or manner whatsoever, nor are they to be
assigned to any third party, without the written consent of FILORAMO
TALSMA, lic. Do not scale drawings. Written dimensions preside over
scale. These drawings may have been reproduced at a size different
than originally drawn. Owner and Architect assume no responsibility for
use of incorrect scale.
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Cherry / Linden Homes

455 Linden Street, Winnetka
Owner:
Rendered view from Southeast Rendered view from South
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RANDOM ASHLAR

WALLING

ECO OUTDOOR"

FLOORING * WALLING « FURNITURE

LOS ANGELES SAN FRANCISCO
T. (855) 4131413 ECOOUTDOORUSA.COM

Stone Cladding

RANDOM ASHLAR RANGE

Apollo Clancy Coolum

A selection of high resolution 3D textures is available at Cooutcoorusa.com
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For more downloadable imagery vist v
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Not to Scale

STANDING SEAM « BATTEN SEAM

Roof Materials

I Page 4 Colonial Seam I

Page S5 Monarch Batten Seam™
Page 6-7 Dutch Seam
Page 8 Field-Lok™ Seam & Clip Features
Page 9 2%’ Field-Lok™ Clip Features
Colonial Seam, Page 4 Page 10 2%* Field-Lok™
Page 11 A seren 2" Fielc-Lok™
Page 12 1%" Field-Lok™
Page 13 1” Field-Lok™
Page 14-15 PC™ System

... -
—MenEsnM

ATAS offers several different types of standng ané batten seam roof panels
that utilize highly engineered fasteners for a concealed fastening system

Colonial Seam is a clipless, one-piece, positive-locking, standing seam
Dutch Seam, Page 7 panel. It is nstalled by hooking the panel into the previous panel and
fastening with mechanical fasteners through pre-punched slots to allow for
expension and contraction.

Monarch Batten Seam utilizes the Wind-Lok positie locking feature which
makes it virtually impossible for panels to sbp apart. A vertical ‘leg” is
formed ac an extra water barrier with a structural clip hooked over the leg,
allowing for unlimited thermal expansion and contraction of the system.

Dutch Seam is a continuous standing seam panel with an integral seam. It
is @ highly enginesred wind and rain resistast panel system, designed for
strength ard durability. An integral lock and seam design with a clip at the
low point prevents rotaton of the seam and provides a stronger interlock
during an uplift event.

2" Field-Lok, Page 11

Fleld-Lok is a mechanically seamed standing seam panel system and is
available in four different seam heights. The Triple-Lok design on the 2%”
FLS panel creates one of the sirongest mechanically locted seams onthe
market today. The 2° FLR pane! is a double-locked structural panel that can
meel severe load requirements. The 1%" FLM and 17 FLL panels are non-
structural and double-locked

PC Systemis a two-part system offering a standirg seam or a batten seam
look The standing seam optioa is available in straight, tapered, and cerved
applications. A urique feature of this system is that you can mix and match
colors of the flat panel and the seam.

PC Syst<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>