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I. CALL TO ORDER

II. ROLL CALL

III.APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Swaminarayan Gurukal-USA - 6/8/16
B. A.H. Park District - Sunset Meadows Safety Netting - 6/8/16
C. A.H. Park District - Sunset Meadows Safety Netting - 6/22/16
D. Carnica Auto Detail - 6/22/16

IV. PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. Our Saviour Lutheran Church Columbarium - 1234 N. Arlington
Heights Rd. - PC#16-014
Special Use Permit to allow a Columbarium

B. Faith Lutheran Church/Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center -
431 S. Arlington Heights Rd. - PC#16-015
Amendment to Special Use

C. Kensington School - 840 E. Kensington Rd. - PC#16-007
PUD Amendment, Special Use for a Day Care

V. OTHER BUSINESS

A. Lexington Homes Subdivision - 900 W. Campbell St. - PC#16-004
Final Plat of Subdivision

VI. ADJOURNMENT

Persons with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services, such as an
American Sign Language interpreter or written materials in accessible
formats, should contact David Robb, Disability Services Coordinator, at 33 S.
Arlington Heights Road, Arlington Heights, Illinois 60005, (847)368-5793
(Voice), (847)368-5980 (Fax) or drobb@vah.com.
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  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  I would like to call to order the meeting of the 
Plan Commission.  Would you please all rise and say the pledge of allegiance with us? 
   (Pledge of allegiance.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  It sounds like we have a full house.  Okay, roll 
call please. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Dawson. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Drost. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Ennes. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Green. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Chairman Lorenzini. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Here.  The next item on the agenda is approval 
of minutes.  We have three meeting minutes to be approved from May 25th, 2016.  Any 
comments or recommendations? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I'll make the recommendation. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Second? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  All in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  The next item tonight, we have two public 
hearings.  For those of you who haven't been to one before, just to let you know how it goes, the 
presenter or the Petitioner will give a short presentation.  Staff will give a Staff presentation.  
Each Commissioner will ask questions.  We'll open it up to the public for questions, and then 
we'll come back to the Commissioners for final deliberation and recommendation. 
   So, the first item, the Swaminarayan Gurukal, PC# 16-009, is the 
Petitioner here? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes, would you come forward?  Anybody who's 
going to testify or give a presentation, would you all come forward and we'll swear you in?  
Please raise your right hand. 
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   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you.  Let's see, could you please 
state your name and spell it? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Sure.  My name is Mira Radadia, M-i-r-a, the last name is 
R-a-d-a-d-i-a. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  There are five conditions attached to the 
approval.  Do you agree to all those? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you.  Then could you give a brief 
presentation of your project? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Sure.  The Swaminarayan Gurukal is a non-profit, religious-
based organization that owns its temple property as well as a vacant small office on the same 
property.  The organization would like to rent out this property to a commercial tenant and use 
the proceeds from the lease towards its mortgage obligations as well as other expenses.  
Currently, the attached property is zoned as a residential building, and we would like to use it for 
a commercial purpose. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you.  Sam, would you like to give the 
Staff report? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes.  So, as you've heard, the subject property is in the R-
3 Zoning District, so it is a residential zoning district.  It's located on the southwest corner of 
Grove and Arlington Heights Road.  As office uses are not a permitted use or a special use in 
the R-3 Zoning District, the land use variation is required in this instance. 
   The Applicant has asked for kind of an open-ended approval to allow 
an unspecified office tenant.  Normally, Staff may take issue with kind of an open-ended 
approval like that, but in this instance, given the small size of the building on the site which is 
approximately 1,000 square feet, the impact is really not going to be anything significant.  So, 
Staff is comfortable with the request. 
   The Applicant has submitted a justification for land use variation 
approval, and Staff does concur that the necessary criteria for approval have been met.  
However, since there is no off-street parking located on the site, as you can kind of see in this 
aerial, a variation is needed to reduce the off-street parking from three spaces to zero for this 
proposed use.  Because the neighboring church and parking lot at least can provide for this 
parking, Staff is comfortable with the variation as proposed.  However, we did ask the Petitioner 
to survey their parking lot to make sure that it did have capacity to accommodate the additional 
office uses.  During a standard workday, we found that there was only a three percent rate of 
utilization.  So, there is significant capacity in the parking lot to accommodate the proposed use.  
   That being said, we did recommend certain conditions attached to 
the approval.  You know, one, that the church has to provide this parking on their neighboring 
parking lot.  We also asked that employees of the office be required to park in the church parking 
lot as this would remove the potential for cars parking along Grove Street which can be a tight 
intersection when going out to Arlington Heights Road.  We also recommended that no medical 
or dental office be allowed here, the reason being that, again, these types of uses have a higher 
trip generation than a standard business or professional office which would create the potential 
for more cars parked along Grove Street and further may tighten an already tight intersection 
there. 



DRAFT 
 

 

 LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
 Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
 (630) 894-9389 - (800) 219-1212 

4  4 

   Finally, we also recommended that the land use variation be linked 
to common ownership of the church site and the subject property.  This would prevent a situation 
where for some reason if they come under separate ownership in the future, that if the future 
owner did not want to honor this shared parking agreement, then the land use variation will 
become null and void at that point. 
   So, that pretty much sums up our perspective on this and we're 
happy to answer any questions. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, can I have a motion to include the Staff 
report into the public record? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I'll make that motion. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Second? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  All in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Okay, you can have a seat now.  
We'll go to the questions from the Commissioners.  Jay, would you like to start this one? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes.  You know, I was actually at the Plat & 
Sub.  The Petitioner answered a lot of our questions there.  I'm comfortable at this point and I 
have no further questions on it.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I was also at the Plat & Sub and I listened to 
the Petitioner's request.  I have one question that I saw on the Staff report.  Right now, this 
corner property is currently zoned residential? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  But in the Staff report it says that the Village's 
Comprehensive Plan designates the future use of the subject property as institutional.  So, the 
office use would be allowed in the institutional for future use under the Comprehensive Plan? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct, yes. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Then with this, if you could explain, what 
would happen if this corner property is sold?  That this variation then becomes null and void? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  So, as far as the parking agreement and as 
far as using the church's parking lot both to the west and to the south? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct, yes.  If they were to become under separate 
ownership, yes, we would recommend that that condition be added so that, you know, if there 
was any conflict between the two uses and new owners, that the land use variation be null and 
void. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  So, the new owner would then have to come 
back for a variation again? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  That's all I have.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Susan? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  My questions are more along the lines, it's 
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similar, but the building itself, there's no restrictions here if the building were to be added on to or 
altered in any way?  I know that the intent, the proposed intent was in general.  But it's a really 
small building on a much bigger parcel that could be expanded, and there is nothing here that 
says altering the building would also affect the use. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct.  Our code does require that if you're expanding 
on an existing land use variation or special use permit, that you do have to go back before the 
Board for approval.  So, in that case -- 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Any addition, not just, because I know that 
usually if you go before commissions, if you're adding on more than 50 percent and there's 
parameters, but you're saying any addition to the building would require that they come back 
before us? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Okay.  No further questions. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  George? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  For the Petitioner, if you can step up?  I have a 
few questions, just a little bit more background.  How did you arrive at this decision to put this 
into the market or to try to put it into the market?  Were you working with some realtors that 
suggested that it could be used by a particular tenant? 
  MS. RADADIA:  We had received some inquiries from people, asking about 
renting that for a commercial purpose.  But before that, the reason why we sought this land use 
variation is because the organization faces some level of hardship in paying off its mortgage 
obligation as well as sustaining the congregation.  The organization was started here two years 
ago and the congregation hasn't been going at the rate that we expect it to, so donations are not 
enough to sustain the organization as it stands today.  So, that was the reason why we decided 
to look into renting out the property that's right there. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, and it would generate, based on the Plat 
& Sub, about $12,000 to $15,000, $18,000 a year.  What kind of, dealing with realtors or 
whoever was doing the marketing, what kind of tenants might be interested in the site? 
  MS. RADADIA:  So far, we have received inquiries from a couple of 
financial planners as well as I think an attorney.  So, we are looking to rent this out to somebody 
who just mostly deals with paperwork, so financial planners, attorneys, real estate agents, 
accountants, anything like that. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  So, it would be more service-oriented as 
opposed to selling goods? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Right, not retail. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  That would generate retail sales on that side. 
  MS. RADADIA:  Correct, service-oriented. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Service-oriented.  Inside, take us on a little tour 
of this 1,000 square-foot facility. 
  MS. RADADIA:  I don't know if I can give you one. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I've never gotten in there.  I've passed it a lot of 
times.  But is there, it's just a -- 
  MS. RADADIA:  It's pretty small.  I haven't been in there in a while, but there 
is mostly like empty space and a couple  
of -- 
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  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Empty space, reading -- 
  MS. RADADIA:  Tables and chairs.  Yes, it was a reading room for the 
church. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I saw the heating and ventilating, it's basically 
got its own sources of -- 
  MS. RADADIA:  Yes.  It is a stand-alone building. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, so it's stand-alone and can be self-
sufficient.  So, there won't be much intrusion is the point to finding a service organization to 
locate on that. 
  MS. RADADIA:  Right. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  That's what I was -- yes? 
  MR. KHATRI:  Do you want me to expand on that? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  You can. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes, come forward please.  I'll have to swear you 
in.  Please raise your right hand. 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Would you please state your name and spell it 
for the court reporter? 
  MR. KHATRI:  Yes.  My name is Malin Khatri, and I'm affiliated with the 
temple. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Could you spell your last name please? 
  MR. KHATRI:  Last name is Khatri, K-h-a-t-r-i. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you. 
  MR. KHATRI:  For the building there, the building has three rooms. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Would you speak into the mic so we can hear? 
  MR. KHATRI:  Yes.  It has three rooms and it has one bathroom.  So, 
before, the church was using it for a reading room. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, right, and I just wanted to get that in the 
record.  Basically, that it was all contained, there's plumbing in there.  
  MR. KHATRI:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  There's heating and ventilating and air 
conditioning, and so, basically, whoever moves in there, there would be few intrusions into the 
neighborhood.  It will be seamless. 
  MR. KHATRI:  Yes, correct.  It has its own utility with this also. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Okay, thanks.  That's all for right now. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you, George.  Lynn? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes.  I was at Plat & Sub and they've 
answered all the questions that we had there.  So, I don't have anything further. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Mary Jo? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I don't have anything beyond what's 
already been asked. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Terry? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Ms. Radadia?  I have a couple of questions.  I 
read in the report that the reading room is a requirement of your religion, to have a reading room 
there.  Will you have this at a different part of the facility? 
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  MR. HUBBARD:  That was for the previous owner, the Church of Christ, 
Scientist.  That was their requirement. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Okay.  Then another question.  Your religious 
facility, do you have an exemption for property taxes on the facility? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Do you know that if you lease this for 
commercial use, you will lose the exemption on that part of the property? 
  MS. RADADIA:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Okay, that's all I have. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Bruce? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I was on Plat & Sub and all my questions were 
answered. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, I don't have any questions at this point.  
We'll go to the public.  What we'll do is start on the north side of the room, go row-by-row, and 
then come to the south side and we'll go row by row.  So, anybody on the north side of the room, 
the first row, any questions?  Next row?  Next row?  Anybody on this side of the room, 
questions? 
   Okay, how about this side of the room, anybody have questions?  
Yes, sir, would you come forward please?  Would you please state your name and spell it for the 
court reporter?  Speak into the microphone. 
 
QUESTIONS FROM AUDIENCE 
 
  MR. FARRELL:  My name is Chris Farrell, F-a-r-r-e-l-l. I've owned the 
property on 431 South Evergreen for 35 years.  In fact, I was present at the Commission when 
permission was given to build the property that we're talking about today. 
   One of the concerns of the folks in the neighborhood is that this 
would be a buffer zone between commercial and residential property.  So, there were certainly 
some concerns when, you know, the Commission might decide to zone it otherwise.  In 
particular, that it might become kind of a wedge to further commercial development building.  So, 
I just want to express that as a concern of the neighborhood. 
   We're very, I think I'm speaking for the neighborhood if I say we're 
very pleased to have the church occupied again after the Christian Scientists left.  We would like 
to see a higher standard of workmanship in the things that are being done on the property.  We 
have seen some things that were poorly built and poorly structured.  In some cases, permission 
wasn't granted to them for some of the things that they did.  That's just expressing a concern in 
the neighborhood.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  As Sam mentioned, the Village has 
come up with, there's two issues here, the zoning and the improvements.  The Village has come 
up with a master plan.  Going back 100 years or 75 years ago, whatever it was, it was in the 
Comprehensive Plan how the Village should be laid out.  The Village has come up with a 
Comprehensive Plan and it basically designated certain areas to eventually be commercial and 
then a buffer zone and then residential.  
   So, as part of the overall Comprehensive Plan, Sam, this property 
actually should be what? 
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  MR. HUBBARD:  It's classified as institutional and within the Institutional 
District offices are permitted. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  So, that's the long-range plan, for this to be 
consistent and make sense for the way the Village should be laid out.  Now, the other thing, as 
far as improvements to the property, any improvements to the property should receive a permit 
and approval.  So, if things aren't being done properly, that's certainly an enforcement issue and 
you can certainly call Sam or the Village.  If somebody is doing something without a permit, that 
certainly can be enforced.  So, anything else to add, Sam? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Was there another question?  Yes, ma'am.  
State your name and spell it please. 
  MS. LEIPPRANDT:  Yes, I'm Kate Leipprandt.  It's spelled L-e-i-p-p-r-a-n-d-
t.  I'm a business owner in Arlington Heights, and I actually looked at the property and was 
interested in leasing in or purchasing.  I know purchasing was not an option at the time, and 
probably not at this point either.  But one of my thoughts as you're setting this up is going into the 
space, my office currently is very nice, wood floors and wonderful techno-building with wonderful 
windows.  Kind of a garden office, very lovely residential office.   
   When I go into the space, my first thought was I'd love to update 
that.  Of course as someone leasing, I wouldn't be able to really do that upgrade.  The bathroom 
is kind of like a commercial gas station bathroom.  I wouldn't be able to, I have probably five 
clients a week, but I wouldn't be able to have them go in there feeling good.  Also, my clients are 
in the older age group, and the door opens up within ten feet of Arlington Heights Road and 
some of them have walkers.  So, my thought was I want to, you know, make the space disability-
friendly as well and just beautify, do gardens and things like that.   
   So, I can't do that, but I just wanted that to be taken into account as, 
you know, if it doesn't get leased and it does become something where it's wanted to be sold, 
that it's possible for someone like me who has been a business owner for 28 years here and has 
beautiful space, would be able to do something with that, that both the community as well as the 
business owner are very happy with.  You know, everyone has always enjoyed being around us, 
we've always had great neighbors and things.  So, that was my only thought, is to not negate the 
possibility of a future for this place.  It's a wonderful gentleman that you're working with.  So, 
thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you for your thoughts.  Any other 
comments or questions?  If not, we'll close the public portion of this hearing and we'll go back for 
final questions, deliberations or recommendation.  Jay, anything else? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  No, I don't have anything further. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Susan? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  George? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  There's someone -- 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  I'm sorry there, I missed you.  My apologies, I 
only saw two hands go up before.  So, we're going to have to reopen the public hearing portion 
of the meeting.  State your name please and spell it. 
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  MS. POPPE:  My name is Roberta Poppe, P-o-p-p-e.  I live at 435 South 
Evergreen, Arlington Heights.  This facility is very, very small.  I like the sound of what the lady 
had to say that's interested in purchasing it.  But there is no way you could get four clients in that 
room with a new bathroom without increasing the size.  So, my question is would this building be 
allowed to be, if she is given the opportunity, to rehab it?  Which I'm sure it would have to be, it's 
been vacant for three years or five years all together probably.  At least two while the church has 
had it.  Would she be allowed to increase the size of the structure or must it stay the same and 
all she does is remodel the bathroom? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  I think we answered that already. Sam? 
  MS. POPPE:  Well, we can't hear very good over here maybe. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes.  So, no, if they were to want to expand the space, 
they would need special permission through the same process that we're going through now to 
ensure that, you know, it  
was -- 
  MS. POPPE:  Is there enough property there?  Because the facility, could 
she improve it or enhance it?  Let's say she purchased it, because it has a sign on, it says for 
sale.  What if it gets purchased?  How big could she get on that piece of property? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Sam, if I could jump in?  Maybe I can help 
answer that question.  The property doesn't have any parking on the lot.  So, if you were to 
purchase, if they were to peel off and sell this property, whoever buys it would have to provide 
onsite parking for whatever sized offices there.   
   So, the reason we're here tonight is that there is no improvement to 
the property.  They don't want to build a parking lot because they have a parking lot and it's a 
common owner. 
  MS. POPPE:  Correct, great.  We don't want them parking on Grove. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Yes.  What's here tonight is as is with the 
exception of taking three spots from the church parking lot.  But it's their parking lot so that's a 
working thing. 
  MS. POPPE:  Correct.  But my question is if that's approved and then the 
person goes to purchase it, and then they have to have improvements. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  They need to hire an architect and they'll tell 
them how big the building would be. 
  MS. POPPE:  I know, I know. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I am architect, I'm kidding you.  Then they 
would know how many parking spaces are needed. 
  MS. POPPE:  I know.  I just want to know how big they would be allowed to 
make it if it were sold. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Well, I think the point is if they want to add on to 
the building, they have to come back and go through this process all again.  Tonight, we're just 
approving the use for the building -- 
  MS. POPPE:  I know but that's -- 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  It is zoned institutional, so if they're trying to do 
something else with the property, you'd have to go through a zoning variation for whatever they 
would like to do. 
  MS. POPPE:  Hope you're watching it. 
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  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Okay, is there anybody else?  Yes, 
sir, come forward. 
  MR. FARRELL:  Could you just clarify the difference between -- 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Could you raise your -- 
  MR. FARRELL:  Could you clarify the distinction between institutional and 
commercial?  Because at the beginning of this hearing we heard commercial use, and then we 
hear that it's zoned for institutional use.  I'd just like to clarify why those are being used 
synonymously when they are obviously different. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  I'll ask the Planning Department. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  So, the property is actually zoned residential.  We have a 
Comprehensive Plan that, you know, is a roadmap for how we see the Village developing in the 
future.  The zoning as a residential is what governs someone doing anything now.  If they want 
to change that or if they want to adjust that, we look towards what the Comprehensive Plan says 
which in this case is institutional, and any change to what the zoning is or the allowances on the 
property, we'd like to see that conform to the Comprehensive and institutional designation shown 
on the plan. 
  MR. FARRELL:  Okay, but what's been discussed doesn't seem to be, I 
mean lawyers, office, or whatever, doesn't appear to be institutional. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  The institutional classification does allow for minor, less 
intrusive uses like offices. 
  MR. FARRELL:  Okay, right. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  You know, not like retail sales. 
  MR. FARRELL:  Or Taco Bell? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Not, yes, Taco Bell, not allowed within an institutional. 
  MR. FARRELL:  Okay, thanks for explaining that. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, anybody else?  If not, we'll close the public 
hearing portion and go back.  Lynn, I think you were next? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  No, I don't have anything. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, no. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  No questions. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Terry? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  I would make a motion. 
 
A motion to recommend to the Village Board of Trustees approval of PC #16-009, a Land 
Use Variation to allow "offices: business and professional" on the subject property and a 
Variation to reduce the off-street parking requirements of Section 11.4-2 from three 
parking spaces to zero parking spaces. 
 
This approval is subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The Petitioner shall provide the required parking for the subject property 

within their south and west parking lots. 
2. The Land Use Variation is only valid while the subject property and abutting 

parking areas to the west and south (as shown on Exhibit 1) are under 
common ownership.  Should the subject property and abutting parking areas 
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come under separate ownership, the Land Use Variation is no longer valid. 
3. All employees of any office tenant on the subject property must park in the 

parking lot owned by Swaminarayan Gurukal church located to the south 
and west of the subject property. 

4. "Offices: medical & dental clinics" shall not be allowed on the subject 
property. 

5. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and local codes, 
regulations and policies. 

 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Is there a second? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I'll second. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Roll call vote please. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Dawson. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Drost. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Aye. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Ennes. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Green. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Chairman Lorenzini. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes.  Okay, so this is just advisory.  The final 
decision is with the Board of Trustees.  Is there a date this is going to go to the Trustees? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  We're tentatively targeting June 20th but we're working on 
the scheduling for that meeting.  We'll communicate with the Petitioner on that. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay.  Congratulations, you received a 
unanimous approval. 
   (Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned petition 

was adjourned at 7:54 p.m.) 
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  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  We'll go on to the next public hearing which is 
the Arlington Heights Park District - Sunset Meadows Safety Netting, PC# 16-010.  Is the 
Petitioner here? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes.  Good evening. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Raise your right hand. 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Just please state your name and spell it for the 
court reporter. 
  MR. ELMAN:  My name is Scott Elman, E-l-m-a-n.  I'm the park designer 
with the Arlington Heights Park District. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Could you give a brief presentation of your 
project? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Sure.  In conjunction with our main project over at Sunset 
Meadows Park which is the conversion of two natural grass athletic fields and two synthetic field 
turf athletic fields, we are proposing to install a protective netting system on the north side that 
runs parallel to Kirchhoff Road.  The protective netting system would be 816 feet long by 20 feet 
high.  The reason for this is with the conversion to synthetic turf, the Park District can actually 
widen the west field to accommodate a full-size soccer field.  So, the orientation of the fields will 
stay the same, but the usage patterns on that west field in particular will probably change a little 
bit due to us widening it. 
   There will be probably games going across the field north-south for 
the smaller kids.  We're talking probably up to second grade.  Then there will probably be 
practice going on up to high school age kids for soccer going in that north-south orientation also. 
   So, with that in mind, our board of commissioners requested that 
staff investigate and proceed with the installation of this protective netting system to block any 
errant balls going on to Kirchhoff Road and try to prevent all that we could.  We're not going to 
prevent all of them but we will catch the majority of those. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Sam, Staff report? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  I really don't have too much to add on this one.  I mean 
this property was originally granted PUD approval in 1987.  If you look at the graphic on the 
screen, the original PUD area is shown in the dashed blue line.  So, they are amending the PUD 
in order to receive zoning approval for the proposed safety netting because the original PUD 
area shown in blue is much larger than the actual area where this proposed improvement will be 
located.  The mailings went out to anyone within 250 feet of that blue line as opposed to just the 
smaller area along Kirchhoff Road to the north.  But as indicated in the aerial, the property 
bounded by the red line is going to be the area amended for this, and the dashed yellow line is 
where the fence will go. 
   It would be about a 20-foot-tall safety netting on top of the existing 
decorative six-foot-tall fence along Kirchhoff.  They are proposing to add two entrances along 
Kirchhoff as well in the fence which should increase pedestrian mobility and access to the area. 
You know, I mean Staff is supportive of this proposal.  We think it's going to increase safety and, 
you know, be a benefit for the community. That's consistent with our Comprehensive Plan as 
well which is parks in this district.   
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   I just have a final kind of example of how this could look.  It's really 
designed to, you know, the poles will match the existing decorative fence being black.  The 
safety netting will be mostly transparent and you can really see through it.  You know, we hope 
it's really not going to have too much of a negative aesthetic impact.  So, that's about it. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Motion to approve the Staff report 
into the public record? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I'll make that motion. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Second? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  All in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, questions from the Plan Commissioners?  
Lynn, do you want to start this one? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I'll wait until we hear from the public before I 
ask some questions. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Mary Jo? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Same thing. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Terry? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  I'll wait, too. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Bruce? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I might as well wait to see what the public has 
to say. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Jay, anything? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I was just going to ask Mr. Elman, you know, 
if we look at the netting that's available, I think this picture helps in portraying it a little bit.  But is 
this, you know, can you talk a little bit about your decision in terms of what went into identifying 
what type of netting is necessary and the aesthetics, but I have to say I'm in full approval of the 
netting. 
  MR. ELMAN:  The Park District has gone out to bid for this and we already 
have this contractor set up.  This is the netting that was specified.  It's a one-and-three-quarter-
inch opening meant to catch pretty much everything.  There will not be, as of now, there will not 
be lacrosse played on any of the fields.  So, this is done, as was specified, in the instance that 
while there is no program activity going on at the fields, the fields will be open to the public and 
we don't know what types of usage will be done on the fields at that point.  People may play 
baseball on the fields or they may throw a lacrosse ball or whatever the term is with lacrosse, 
they might practice some lacrosse. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Would you mind just showing that to the 
public? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Sure. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Thank you.  That's all for now, 
Commissioner Lorenzini.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I just have a, I'll ask for clarification.  Are you 
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adding a 20-foot-tall safety netting on top of the six-foot? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No.   
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  So, 14. 
  MR. ELMAN:  It will run from the ground to 20 feet high.  So, it will be 14 
feet above the existing. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Above what's there now.  So, the safety 
netting will go -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  It will go on the field side. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  On the field side of the existing steel fence. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  The last question, I don't quite understand, at 
the new entrances you'll have removable velcro netting? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  How will that work? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Where the openings are, we will, in the safety netting, the 
safety netting will be individual panels that will be 20 feet high by 48 feet long.  In two of those 
panels, there will be an opening created that will have a velcro type closing structure to keep the 
netting closed.  But in the instance that a ball would go over the protective netting, the person 
would have to go all the way around the fence.  They could open up that velcro doorway which 
would be seven feet high by four feet wide and go through the opening of the fence to retrieve 
the ball and come back through and close it off and make sure everything is secured. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  So, that velcro will always keep that netting at 
the entrances closed except when somebody wants to pass through? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  What is the, I mean it could be open to the 
elements 365 days a year.  How long will that velcro last? I mean is there a better way of 
fastening that than velcro? 
  MR. ELMAN:  We're going to try it this way.  If it fails, we will come up with 
another solution to that problem.  The manufacturer stated that this netting, since there is no 
horizontal structure to it, there won't be any snow load associated with it.  That's why we're 
leaving it up permanently, year-round I should say, because we feel that the maintenance, the 
wear and tear of putting them up, taking them up every season will ultimately -- 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  No, I agree with that.  I just thought the velcro 
exposed to sunlight, it's going to deteriorate pretty quickly and then it's just kind of an unsafe 
condition there at these couple of new entrances. 
  MR. ELMAN:  We will definitely keep an eye on that. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  That's all I have. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Susan? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  What other areas in Arlington Heights have 
similar netting close to a residential area?  I'm thinking like Arlington Lakes type of residential 
area has a netting similar to this? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Arlington Lakes has it, and I believe Nickol Knoll Golf Club 
has it.  Other than that, the parks do not have any protective netting. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  But there are other examples in Arlington 
Heights of netting going up along the residential area? 
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  MR. ELMAN:  Correct.  Just, yes, what I recall -- 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  No further questions. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  George? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I'll wait for the audience comments. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Sam, could you put up the site plan again?  So, 
where are these openings going to be? 
  MR. ELMAN:  They're going to be approximately midfield on each of the 
fields. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  So, it's just foot traffic, I guess, not cars. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  All right, that's the only question I had.  Let's 
open it up to the public and anybody who has questions.  Let's start on this side of the room.  
Yes, ma'am, the first row, please state your name and spell your last name please. 
 
 
QUESTIONS FROM AUDIENCE 
 
  MS. LITRENTO:  My name is Mary Litrento, L-i-t-r-e-n-t-o.  I have a couple 
of questions.  First of all, pardon my ignorance.  What does the PUD stand for? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Planned unit development. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Okay, so the fence is only going where the yellow is on 
Kirchhoff? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  The netting?  Yes.  Is that right, Sam? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Okay.  So, let me, one second here.   
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Do you have a plan to show us the fields, field 
layout? 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Yes, thanks. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  So, you have the soccer field on the left and the 
baseball field, or football field on the right.  On the left, this is for the smaller kids, the games may 
go north and south, so you can have two games going on at the same time. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Right.  I'm very familiar with that piece of land.  Are you 
taking down any more trees and bushes?  That's my biggest concern, because you guys wiped 
out a lot of beautiful stuff over there.  So, are you going to be taking down anything else?  That's 
my big concern. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  The answer is no? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Okay, and then will there still be hockey rinks in the 
wintertime on that land? 
  MR. ELMAN:  That is a good question. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Do you mind coming back up? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Sure.   
  MS. LITRENTO:  Thank you. 
  MR. ELMAN:  I am not sure of that.  I can find out for you.  I believe they are 
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still going to go in. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Could you speak in the mic? 
  MR. ELMAN:  I believe they still are going to go in but I am not totally sure 
about it. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Could you get that answer to Sam? Sam, maybe 
get back? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  All right, anything? 
  MS. LITRENTO:  One more, I've got something. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes, sure. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  So, I have to leave when I'm going to work left or right on 
Kirchhoff.  Is this going to block any visibility to be able to turn and see traffic coming?  I don't 
think so.   
  MR. ELMAN:  No. 
  MS. LITRENTO:  Okay. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Anybody else on the first row?  Yes, ma'am, 
come forward please.  State your name and spell it please. 
  MS. HOPFER:  Mary Hopfer, H-o-p-f-e-r.  I guess my main concern, I live 
on Dwyer.  I guess my one question is, is this a needs-based or is this just like a precautionary or 
like what has been the history of, you know, things happening that we have to put a 20-foot net 
up? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Why don't you explain how the Park District 
reached this decision? 
  MR. ELMAN:  This is a precautionary thing.  The reason being is because 
we are on the west field meaning we're changing it, kind of changing the usage there.  Before, 
play used to go east-west. 
  MS. HOPFER:  Right. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Well, now since we're widening the west field, we're going to, 
it's going to be more of a multi-use field where they will hold practices.  So, the bigger kids, the 
high school age kids might be practicing north-south because they only need about 20 yards for 
practice.  Now, we probably will program that west field for the smaller age children up to second 
grade, again in that north-south direction.  So, we might be able to get two, we might be able to 
get three fields for that one single field.   
  MS. HOPFER:  Okay, so the yellow dotted line is where the netting will 
come over off of Kirchhoff, is that correct? 
  MR. ELMAN:  It's vertical. 
  MS. HOPFER:  Right, but it's on the Kirchhoff side? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No -- yes, it's on the Kirchhoff side but it will be installed in 
between the athletic fields and the ornamental fence. 
  MS. HOPFER:  Okay, so are you keeping that ornamental fence up? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes.  Yes, what's going to happen is we're going to take 
some sections off the fence, we're going to remove 18 poles of that ornamental fence and we're 
going to replace it with the bigger poles for the protective netting system.  We're doing that 
because there is limited space over there and there's actually a cable line that runs through there 
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also.  So, we're going to reuse the pole stall, that will be coming off, make it bigger to support a 
bigger pole, and we're going to reinstall the bigger poles in the same spot as those smaller pole 
stall.  Then we'll reattach the ornamental fence to those bigger poles and then the protective 
netting will go on the field side at those bigger poles. 
  MS. HOPFER:  So, then basically they can use, just so I'm following this, 
they can use the field north and south, is that what we're trying to get at? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct, and that is the main reason for installing this, so that 
when they're playing north-south, if they're going to kick the ball over a six-foot-high fence and 
cause -- 
  MS. HOPFER:  Right, and so do you have a cost to that additional project 
that you're working on?  Do you have that figure? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes.  It's approximately $80,000. 
  MS. HOPFER:  $80,000. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  MS. HOPFER:  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Anybody, next, anybody else on this side of the 
room?  Yes, ma'am, come forward please.  Spell your last name. 
  MS. REBSAMEN:  Laura Rebsamen, R-e-b-s-a-m-e-n.  I live on Francis, so 
this is my backyard.  Two of my comments are you said the high school kids only need 20 yards 
of practice space.  That is incorrect because a penalty kick you get 10 yards, so they need more 
than 20 yards to practice, number one.   
   Number two is you're talking about opening up the fence on Kirchhoff 
there and having children access Kirchhoff Road.  Now, if you've ever been to the park on a 
Saturday when there is football, the place is a madhouse.  You can hardly even cross the street 
safely with a family to go to a football game.  Now you're going to open up two areas for kids to 
be able to exit the fenced area to go out onto Kirchhoff to retrieve a ball? 
   The speed limit on Kirchhoff is 35.  People do not do 35 on Kirchhoff. 
 This is a safety hazard for children getting a ball.  It's already hard enough to cross Kirchhoff 
and Dwyer.  Not just on a Saturday, to go out for a walk at night even.  Those are my two 
comments. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, thank you.  Yes, sir, come forward please. 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  Hi, my name is Jim Rebsamen, spelled R-e-b-s-a-m-e-n. 
I live at 1307 West Francis.  My backyard will look at this fence.  So, I just want to know, you 
know, it sounds like we're having more games going to be played, right?  So, in the past, how 
many documented vehicle accidents have you had from a ball coming across that fence with 
Arlington Heights Police?  Any?  Do we know of any documented?  I don't. 
   So, we're proposing this netting on the north side of the fields to 
protect people or cars, right?  What about the walkers that are walking on the south side of the 
field?  Are they going to get his by a ball when kids are kicking them?  I don't know, it's just 
speculation. 
   Also, you know, we have a driving range there.  There's no netting 
for Dwyer or the pedestrians walking there either.  Anybody can hit a golf ball and shank it.  No 
protection for them either.   
   Also, it sounds like we're going to have portable goals, and there is 
no fence locking these goals together I guess.  So, who's going to monitor these goals?  
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Because if you have a portable goal, that means you have sandbags holding the goal down.  
There's Zack's Law, the boy who got killed in Vernon Hills when the goal fell on him because it 
wasn't properly secured.  So, if these goals are portable and it could move around, that means 
anybody can move these goals around and also remove the sandbags that the Park District put, 
so now we have a problem with portable goals out there.  Just a thought.  
   Also, if the net becomes damage, does that mean the fields are not 
usable?  Because, you know, we have severe weather here, we have storms, we have winters, 
and the nets get damaged.  Are we going to stop playing these fields? 
   I have one more comment.  My wife covered the whole thing, so 
thanks for your time. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Anybody else on the north side of 
the room?  Yes, sir, come.  Last name? 
  MR. ANDERSON:  Paul Anderson, s-o-n.  I also live on Francis Drive, next 
door to the Rebsamens.  I guess a couple of questions I would have is what's the proximity of 
the field now to the net?  How far away are they going to be? 
  MR. ELMAN:  It probably would be, it's approximately 15 to 20 feet from the 
curb line to the existing ornamental fence. 
  MR. ANDERSON:  From the curb line? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes, the curb that edges the field. 
  MR. ANDERSON:  Okay, because if you're running with the bigger kids 
playing parallel to Kirchhoff, I don't see that that would be as much of an issue with a ball flying 
onto the road.  Small kids, you say second graders, I don't know how many second graders can 
kick a ball, what is that, ten feet over here from over here?  Could they clear that distance?  Why 
haven't we considered maybe just a 10-foot fence instead of going 20? 
   From your picture you had up there, that fence, even though the 
netting is invisible, it still has a very strong vertical presence.  It's probably quite a ways away 
from any residential area.  Also, you've got quite a bit of landscaping and stuff here as a buffer. 
   So, just based on like the last issue that was presented to you, you 
talked about commercial having a buffer between it and residential areas, now that you're 
building this park as a football or a softball or a soccer complex, how is that actually zoned? Is 
that now considered commercial with those tall structures and buildings and parking lots?  Do we 
need a buffer between that and all of our residential areas?  Could that be provided with a green 
belt along between the fence and the sidewalk and then possibly consider a lower fence? 
   So, those would be my proposals.  I mean it's a great venue over 
there.  The kids have fun.  It's kind of fun to listen to the games going on, watch from my yard.  I 
can see hockey games in the wintertime.  The lighting over there isn't that much of an issue with, 
you know, the big trees.  It looks kind of surreal the way it luminesces, you know, the skyline over 
there, it's kind of pretty.  That isn't an issue.  It's more of cars parking in the parking lots that 
leave their headlights on.  They will shine over our six-foot fence into the living room.  So, some 
kind of a screening with landscaping would really help or enhance the area. 
   Being a resident, looking at it everyday, it's going to affect our 
property values.  I've seen netting like this before.  It gets ratty.  The sun is hard on that stuff, the 
wind is hard on it, it starts to sag.  Once it starts to sag, it is then waving in the breeze and then 
you lose the translucency of the black fence.  You can start to see it.  Plus, I've seen a lot of 
trash that gets collected by something like this.  The wind blows around here pretty good and a 
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Walmart bag will stick right in there and hang on for a long time.   
   So, those are all the concerns I have.  Arlington Heights, we're new 
to the area.  We picked it because it was such a pretty community and it seems like the Park 
Department is doing a good job of integrating themselves into all the various communities.  I'd 
like to see them continue doing that here because we're not the only ones that drive by here 
everyday and see this.  It's all of our neighbors to the north of us, to the east of us, anybody 
driving through the area, they're going to see this.  It's a pretty park over there that you have 
already. 
   So, I wouldn't be opposed to it if we could lower it, put buffer in there 
of some kind.  But if you can't do that, then I would have to say that I don't agree with having a 
fence back there.  That's my two cents worth.  Thank you for listening, and if you've got 
questions just let me know. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Anybody else on the north side of 
the room?  Yes, ma'am. 
  MS. NOWAK:  Hello, my name is Joanna Nowak, N-o-w-a-k.  I also live 
there right on Dwyer at Church Creek Condominiums.  Again, I don't mind the fence, but I think it 
will be a problem with visibility as you exit out of Dwyer.  There was an accident early this week 
on Monday, and my kids go to Westgate.  I think adding a stop sign would be great because just 
like the lady mentioned, it's hard crossing Dwyer and Kirchhoff, especially with the hospital being 
there.  There's a lot of people driving and they're hardly ever doing 35.  So, traffic safety is my 
biggest concern.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Anybody else on the north side of 
the room?  Let's go to the other side of the room.  Any comments, questions on this?  Yes, 
ma'am, come forward. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  Rose Brancato, B-r-a-n-c-a-t-o.  I just need clarification.  
My backyard is where the field is.  I'm right on Yale, right on the opposite side that faces the 
field.  This long, tall netting, is that going to be around my backyard also? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  Is it going to be where that blue dot is there? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  No. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  It's not.  It's going to be on Kirchhoff? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  And where else?  Just Kirchhoff? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Just right along Kirchhoff. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  Just on Kirchhoff, okay.  The other thing was about the 
trees that the lady mentioned.  Because I'm right there, I enjoy the park, I've loved it since day 
one that it's been there.  I hope that it would not be removed, any more trees.  The Kirchhoff 
opening to me is hazardous to everyone in the community and the kids that are playing ball.  I 
really would be opposed to that.  
   The netting, is it going to be nice looking?  Is it going to deteriorate 
and look bad?  Our community is beautiful.  We're trying to keep it as good as it is now.  I would 
be opposed to it but I guess it would be up to everyone else.   
   But I'm really against the opening on Kirchhoff.  It's the safety for the 
kids, that's really hazardous for everyone, not only for the kids that are playing ball but the 
younger kids that are in the park, playing in the park.  Being that there's an opening there, they 
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will be able to, you know, run out of there and that would really be dangerous.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Okay, anybody else?  Comments, 
questions, concerns?  Yes, sir. 
  MR. MAREK:  Good evening.  My name is Bob Marek, M-a-r-e-k.  I live at 
610 South Yale.  I understand that there is this potential problem with the balls going on to 
Kirchhoff Avenue.  What I guess I'm a little bit, what I wanted to hear more about is the remedy 
for this problem, and the remedy is a permanent 20-foot fence. 
   I was able to do some quick Internet research and find out that there 
are other types of fence available which would not be permanent fence in there.  It would be, you 
know, temporary and generally retractable so that during these seasons when the fields aren't 
being used, the guys would come out just as they come out and put in the gold posts, put on the 
padding for everything, do the lines, they would put on those extension poles to get it up to the 
desired height, and then with a cranking system be able to raise the netting.  Then when the, you 
know, when the football season ends, you know, end of October, you can take it down.  When 
the springtime comes again and soccer starts up, you know, the crew goes out there and raises 
it up again. 
   Again, according to what I was reading on the Internet, it suggested 
that these other alternatives are less costly because, you know, less use.  I've heard various 
other people speak about the effects and impact of weather on the durability of this netting and 
that there would be cost savings there, you know, extending the life. 
   Also, to the extent that you are talking about that these fields, again 
where there is going to be a problem of the balls, when you're turning it from the parallel fields to 
perpendicular ones, you would only need to put up the fencing for that stretch of Kirchhoff Road. 
At the moment, you're talking about putting up a monstrosity that runs 900 feet long, 20 feet 
high, in order to deal with a problem that might only be, you know, 100 feet away.  Again, as 
various people have talked about the height, I haven't heard anything as to what sort of, you 
know, what consideration was given to the heights.  If it's temporary, the 20 feet might work.  But 
again, if these are just the little kids, as pointed out, how are the little tykes going to get the ball 
up over 20 feet, you know, from 40 feet out?   
   So, I just would like to know if anybody else on the board is 
concerned about what alternatives are there to the proposed, you know, deviation, and that I 
haven't heard.  Those are my comments.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Anybody else on this side of the 
room?  Yes, ma'am.   
  MS. HARRIS:  My name is Linda Harris, H-a-r-r-i-s.  I actually live on the 
Orchard Place side of this, but I did go to the hearings when they first started doing nature 
developments for this park, when they put in the playground and put the fields and everything.  
One of the considerations at that time was whether there should be an opening on Kirchhoff, to 
be able to get out and retrieve balls or whatever.  I think it was almost a unanimous thought that 
it was more dangerous to have an opening out onto Kirchhoff than, you know, making it easy to 
get the balls. 
   I still think that that's a big problem.  I think, and this velcro thing, it 
seems like it's a lot easier to get out there, kids of all sizes and ages and other people that could 
be getting through there, you know.  Yes, walking around to get the ball on the other side of the 
fence, sorry about that, and if you've got a 20-foot netting up there, I guess you can't throw it 
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back if you had somebody stationed out there.  But I still think it's a bad idea to have those 
openings.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  Anybody else on this? Okay, if not, 
we'll close the public portion of this hearing and go back to the Commissioners for final questions 
and deliberations.  Lynn, would you like to start? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes.  There's quite a few questions that have 
been raised and maybe we could get answers to some of them.  A number of the issues went to 
alternatives that you have considered for the 20-foot net.  Would ten-foot netting do it?  There's 
issues relating to the orientation of the fields.  What would it mean if you set the orientation the 
other way where it's parallel to Kirchhoff?  You might lose a field or so, but you may not need to 
put the netting up.  There were some issues raised around landscaping and maintenance.  
   So, I was wondering if you could speak to those issues that were 
raised by the public. 
  MR. ELMAN:  We have not with the alternatives.  We were directed to look 
at protective safety netting and that's where Staff took it.  I'm sorry, the second issue? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  There were questions around the orientation 
of the fields. 
  MR. ELMAN:  The orientation, that could be, I believe that could be 
adjusted.  The main portion of that north to south play is going to be, as I said, up to second 
grade age kids.  As far as the high school kids, the practice, you know, I'm sure that could be 
adjusted.  I will talk, I will discuss this issue with our recreations staff and clarify these issues with 
them and see if an alternative can be considered for this.  Again, those high school kids would 
be only practicing and there are no lines.  If there were lines for the games, it would be 
temporary lines painted onto the field.  So, there won't be any kind of indication that there would 
be a north-south orientation to the field. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  So, if you were able to change the orientation 
to run parallel to Kirchhoff, it seems you might be able to consider a shorter fence, maybe not 20 
feet but ten feet? 
  MR. ELMAN:  I will bring that up. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  You had the issue raised, and since you 
haven't looked at alternatives, it might behoove you to do that, to look at is a retractable -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  We did look at retractable. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I'm not talking about after every game, I'm 
talking seasonal. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Right, seasonal, and it was the opinion of the manufacturer 
that the permanent installation would save wear and tear on their product.  So, we went with a 
permanent installation. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Around maintenance of this fence then, what 
kind of maintenance program do you have? 
  MR. ELMAN:  The Park District maintains all their amenities and all their 
parks constantly.  We will, this will be the main site for athletic field play, soccer and football.  We 
will be maintaining this site. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I guess the last issue I will raise at this point is, 
is there a landscaping option that with the fields running parallel rather than perpendicular to 
Kirchhoff, that might obviate the need for a net at all? 
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  MR. ELMAN:  No.  Between the ornamental fence and the sidewalk, there's 
approximately a foot to 18 inches of grass.  On the other side of the sidewalk is public right-of-
way.  So, we have no jurisdiction into the -- 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  At this time, that's all I have. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Mary Jo? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I don't really have any questions.  Just to 
let you know, I do have concerns as well.  I can appreciate the aesthetic impact on the 
neighborhood, and I can also appreciate the concerns of leaving those openings with only 
velcro.  You have no assurance that somebody is going to close it back up again once they have 
come through.  Then you have young kids who come use the park and they can get through that 
easily.  So, I would like to see you go back and think some more through this plan.  
  MR. ELMAN:  I don't think that issue would, what I'm trying to say is I don't 
think that would be an issue, the openings in the fence.  That is something that we looked at and 
thought it would be a good idea.  But I don't know if that's concrete. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Because concurrently, if somebody does 
put it over the current six-foot fence, they've got to go around anyways. 
  MR. ELMAN:  They go all the way around, yes, yes. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  So, those are my comments. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Terry? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  My biggest concern is the opening of the fence. 
I think the neighbors have brought up some great points. I think Lynn enumerated them very well 
and comprehensively.  I would be open to the idea of, if we vote on this and we approve it, that 
we make those requirements that you address those before the Village Board as to what the 
options are, what the alternatives are.  But I do really appreciate the concern for the safety that 
would be raised by opening. You know, I liked it when you first said it because I know how, what 
a pain it is to walk around these fences, but with young kids here, I'd hate to have an opening 
that just had the velcro.  So, that's all I have. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Bruce? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  In the Plat & Sub, I'm the individual who 
brought up the concerns of the aesthetics of this and the concern that you contact the neighbors 
and talk to them about what this is going to look like.  I asked you to bring pictures here and you 
have.  After seeing what a 20-foot fence looks like, I can honestly say I am not in favor of the 
aesthetics of this 20-foot fence.  I would not want to live across the street and look at that year-
round. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you, Bruce.  Jay? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, and again I echo the comments about, 
you know, public concerns, particularly over the safety.  Mr. Elman, I wonder, are there 
alternatives that, you know, we talk about velcro netting, are there alternatives to perhaps keep a 
more structured gate with an adult level lock on it?  So that you have, you know, an adult or older 
kids maybe access from the inside out, locked up here so you don't have the issue of little kids, 
you don't have people coming in through that.  What do you think about that?  
  MR. ELMAN:  There are always alternatives. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Okay, so maybe that's a middle ground if we 
can get to it. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
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  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, there was some talk about the parallel 
fields, north-south versus east-west.  Having a lot of children playing club soccer at many 
facilities all over Northern Illinois, I've seen a lot of games, and I would actually submit that you 
will have more balls potentially from the east-west because of the level and the scale and the 
size of the kids that are playing soccer.  At least as many coming over the fence from an east-
west game that's a U15 game or above.  I mean they go launch the balls in the backyard in 
some cases.  So, I've seen it. 
   So, with that, I don't think the east-west versus north-south 
orientation is going to make a difference.  You know, we do have a lot of kids and recreational 
league soccer and travel soccer.  I know the Arlington Aces are planning on making a lot of use 
out of this field for all age levels.  So, I think the investment that the Village's Park District is 
putting into these fields is significant to where they will want to utilize these as much as possible 
in all orientations.  I think that was, as they invested in these fields, that was part of their plan.  
So, it may be challenging to limit the orientation of these fields, and the size constraint has 
something to do with it as well.  So, I think that will probably be a concern. 
   You know, I know there were some concerns about a ten-foot fence 
as maybe an alternative.  Again, just from my experience in watching soccer pretty much nightly 
over the last many years, I don't think that will, you'll still see a lot of balls in the street with a ten-
foot fence. 
   One question I was going to ask, Mr. Elman, is we've been talking a 
lot of about the westerly field as the main full size soccer field which will give you the large scale 
games and then several smaller scale fields.  The easterly field is going to be striped for a 
football.  Is it also going to be striped as a soccer field?  Or is it just going to be used sort of 
randomly, you'll set up cones, it's not going to be -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes.  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  All right.  Then we talked a little bit about 
aesthetics.  I think if you're going to have a soccer field here, this netting is essential.  I don't 
think, you know, these fields are going to be playable or you're going to have balls going into 
traffic constantly, so I think if we're going to have these fields this netting is essential. 
   Is there, you mentioned before about public right-of-way, with 
potential landscaping buffer.  Is that an alternative?  If folks are concerned about looking out 
their backyards into this netting, is there any potential to work with the Village on perhaps a 
landscaping plan to help ameliorate some of those concerns? 
  MR. ELMAN:  We always work with the Village.  We would love to work with 
the Village on that and we could work with the Village on that definitely. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  That's all.  Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Can you just clarify?  The existing six-foot 
high metal fences there now, does that have any entrance openings there? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No, not public.  It has a gate that's a maintenance gate.  It's a 
20-foot wide gate that is locked at all times. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  But if a football goes over that six-foot fence, 
so they should walk all the way around? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Exactly. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  If they have to do that, the likelihood of a ball 
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going over a 20-foot fence is minimal.  So, I don't see the need for entrance openings in there at 
all. 
   I would also chime in with Commissioner Cherwin, to see some kind 
of trees or something maybe planted in the public right-of-way if that could be worked out with 
the Village to hide these posts and this netting.  When I see these photos, you know, I wouldn't 
like to live across the street from that. 
   The other question I have is it sounded like you did not explore some 
type of retractable netting? 
  MR. ELMAN:  We did.  We did explore that. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Okay, but the manufacturer didn't like the 
idea.  Well, with say Soldiers Field when the Bears or the Packers or whoever are going to take 
a field goal, then up comes the nothing.  Once that's done, then they retract the netting.  So, 
maybe something like that could be done during the soccer season or I don't know, to kind of 
minimize this in conjunction with some landscaping.  I mean just what I'm seeing proposed here, 
I'm not really in favor of it. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Could I just, so I think that the seasons of 
these fields would be most likely early March when soccer starts.  I know the Aces start their 
practices then and run until maybe early November.   
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  So, you're talking about the middle of, four 
months or so when the fields would be in official use by the clubs.  So, it would be, you know, 
otherwise you're talking eight months of the year when they're not in official use, not to speak of 
things like hockey or official games or anything like that. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I'm just not convinced that a lot of research 
was done prior to coming here with this solution, and I'm hearing that you're already taking bids 
on this for the safety netting.  I mean I'm all for safety and protecting children from running off to 
the street to retrieve a ball or what have you, but I'm not sure if there's not other alternatives.  
That's all I have. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Susan? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  So, along with some of the comments that 
were made, the thing that was really, that I'm trying to figure out is why is there no netting along 
the west?  Because, is the reason for the netting, my kids don't play soccer so I have really very 
little experience with soccer, but they play football.  We've been on this field a bunch of times.  Is 
the reason for the need of the netting because you're now adding soccer?  I mean because 
football, I don't really see that there is any incidents with the footballs being thrown over. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes.  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  So, it's the soccer, and so, you know, I'm 
aware of soccer, so I can see the need for it.  But it would seem to me though along the west, 
although I can't, those who live there are probably thinking shut up right now, but you know, that 
would seem to me to be an area that would need it as well. 
  MR. ELMAN:  There's a considerable buffer along the west side. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Is there? 
  MR. ELMAN:  There's, I'm sorry, there's landscaping that runs most of the 
way along that west side. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  So, there's kind of enough of a, so I guess 
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what I was trying to think through my head is, is what we're trying to stop from happening car 
accidents? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Because in my mind, I would not want to wait 
until after there's been horrific car accidents and people have died to put something safe.  So, I 
understand what some people are saying here, but the Village in my opinion typically, they're not 
doing it here, but typically wait for horrible things to happen before we put up safety.  If we're 
going to be playing soccer here, I would be in favor of putting a fence because the idea, I mean I 
travel that road a lot.  I've got kids in my car when I travel on that road.  There's games going on, 
and if a ball comes in and hits my car and I get into a huge car accident with my children and I 
was on this board and we said no fence, I don't know, I would have a hard time living with 
myself.   
   But I don't see how we don't, other than saying, I don't know that we 
can, other than telling you you can't have soccer here, I don't see how we can't put a fence there 
because the risk in my opinion is entirely too great for some sort of horrific car accident. 
   The other I guess benefit that I have that maybe the other 
Commissioners don't have is that I grew up at Arlington Heights Golf Course, and I lived there 
before there was a fence, or before there was a net and after there was a net.  Yes, I was a kid 
so I really wasn't one of the neighbors that were complaining about the fences, but after the 
fence went up no one even saw it anymore.  I mean you get used to it.  It didn't, in my mind from 
what I can tell, it's a similar net.  
   Yes, no one wanted the change, but then once the net went up, you 
stop seeing it after a while.  That net is literally in everyone's backyard.  There is no road across 
the street and there is no six-foot fence blocking off the view.  I mean literally the net went off in 
everyone's backyard, and so your backyard, you used to look out in this gorgeous golf course 
and now you look out on this net.  But after a while, no one even cared.  It didn't hurt property 
values, it didn't affect anything.  In fact, some people liked it because their windows stopped 
getting knocked out with golf balls. 
   So, in my opinion, because I have the experience of living 
somewhere that had a net similar to this, the net doesn't bother me.  But to think that we could 
have a horrific car accident really scares me.  So, I would like to know that maybe some more 
thought went into alternatives, if you could find, I mean I'm not opposed to finding a solution that 
is more palatable to everybody.  But I have to vote in favor for some sort of net unless I can stop 
you from putting soccer there. 
   But I know Arlington Heights is in demand and in need for fields.  I 
mean we're short on fields, and I have little kids that want to play games, you know, and there's 
not enough space.  My kids can't get into some of the, they can't sign up because they get full 
because there aren't enough places to go play.  So, I don't know, I guess that was my little 
soapbox speech.  But I'm in favor of the netting.  I would just say if it goes forward, between now 
and the Board, I would like to see more research went into what alternatives might be available. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  George? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, I thought we were done talking about 20-
foot fences with the end of the presidential primary cycle.   
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Just started really. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Yes, well, maybe we can finish this here.  But 
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I'm in favor of really the thoughtful remarks of Mr. Marek and to really look at some alternatives.  
Sue had some nice comments there, too, taking some more study and make it aesthetically 
pleasing.  I've passed on several locations, Northbrook is one where they've got these really high 
fences and they don't look really good.  So, you have to sort of just balance public safety versus 
convenience of the community and really the neighborhood and the property values.  
   I think personally, and maybe Commissioner Ennes can speak to 
this point, how that could impact property values.  But again, I think you've got to go back to the 
drawing board and you've got to find some ways to compromise this. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Commissioner Ennes, as our resident tax guy, 
what's your opinion on it? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  You know, when I saw the picture of the fence, 
I really don't think I'd want that out my backdoor.  But on the other hand, I've been at the golf 
courses in town that have it, and if I lived along the golf course I'd want that fence there so that 
my balls didn't hit the windows. 
   I think from a safety standpoint, keeping the balls out of the street is 
an important thing.  That's just the result of having the park there.  I really don't know if it would 
affect the property values that much.  When you have parks, you have facilities like this, you 
have fences like this.  It would be nice if we could do some kind of landscaped screening in that 
green space along Kirchhoff. I think that would help mitigate some of the damage. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Like I said, the Park District would be more than happy to 
work with the Village on that. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  I think our issue has to be are we going to ask 
the Park District to come back with some alternatives to us?  Or are we going to recommend in 
whatever position we think? 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I think there should be, you know, some more 
input on part of the citizens here.  
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Let me make a couple of comments. Right now, 
the two fields there are two football fields? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  So, it's the soccer field being added that's  
really -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  They are currently two football fields.  I believe they are used 
for soccer also.  The goals are a combination.  The goalposts that are there currently, or were 
there were a combination football/soccer goal.  So, they could be used -- 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay.  Sam, did the Engineering Department 
traffic guys say anything about putting up fences?  
  MR. HUBBARD:  They didn't have comments.  I would say that our Public 
Works Division is fairly picky about what type of plantings go in the right-of-way.  So, you know, 
we can certainly examine that alternative, but I'm not sure I would rely on that to be something 
that's going to provide a really strong screen.  I think if anything, you know, we could work on 
some low-lying shrubs.  But certainly large trees that are really going to screen this, I'd be 
surprised if, you know, given the proximity to Kirchhoff -- 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  No, no, no.  My question was more if you put 
pedestrian gates in the fence at midpoints, is there any concern from the traffic standpoint about 
pedestrians crossing the street? 
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  MR. HUBBARD:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  The other concern I had that I didn't hear is when 
you do put these fences up, I can see people stopping in the middle of Kirchhoff dropping their 
kids off.  This could be a dangerous thing.  So, I definitely think putting the gates in is not a good 
idea.   
   But the netting on the sketch, this one sketch here, it shows the 
netting just coming down to the top of the fence.  Why would you need the velcro opening then? 
  MR. ELMAN:  No, no.  That was, there is a note on there that states, that 
says that the netting does go all the way down to the ground. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay, you're right, it is.  Okay, and you know, I 
think it's a great looking park.  I drive there as a citizen.  It's really nice looking.  I just think this 
netting is just not going to look good.  If I live nearby, I certainly wouldn't want to look at it as 
some of the other Commissioners have said.  Those are my opinions right now.  So, any other 
comments? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes, a question.   
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Lynn? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  A question.  How do you envision these gates 
working?  Do you see kids going out on the street to retrieve the balls?  Or how do you see this? 
  MR. ELMAN:  I hope it wouldn't be kids. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  But how would we guard against that?  Say 
the ball goes over and all of a sudden they go where the gates are? 
  MR. ELMAN:  We will have some limited staff there when there are 
programs going on, but not at all times.  So, basically, I guess anybody could use them. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Well, I think that nobody can be opposed to 
safety of the kids and traffic and so forth.  Of course, the aesthetics are very important.  I think 
Commissioner Drost may have said it best, it doesn't seem to me and maybe for others that you 
have struck the right balance yet.  I think I for one would like to see this come back to the Plan 
Commission.  We'll see what my fellow Commissioners say. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I have a question.  What's the timing of 
any new programs going on that would really be an impetus for having the taller fences?  Do you 
have soccer programs at the high school level right now going on? 
  MR. ELMAN:  At the park currently? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes.   
  MR. ELMAN:  I do not believe so.  But I can't tell you because I'm not on the 
recreation side. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Okay, so that would be my question.  
When we have a concern of let's do something right now to prevent a major car accident on 
Kirchhoff, I'm all for that.  But if there is not the need right now, let's go back and figure out a 
better plan. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Once the park is reopened, there will be a need. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  When is that? 
  MR. ELMAN:  I think they are looking at the beginning of August. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Beginning of August, okay.   
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  It sounds like we have some time. The 
beginning of August is -- 
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  MR. ELMAN:  Well, it's quickly approaching. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  I know, but we have another meeting in two 
weeks. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Right now we're faced with making a decision 
based on safety or aesthetics, and safety has got to trump aesthetics, but there's going to be at 
least common ground. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I have another question, if I can jump in, John. 
 How long has this park been in operation with these two football fields? 
  MR. ELMAN:  We installed these football fields in 2007. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Okay, so they've been there almost 10 years. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  The fact that you're changing the use of the 
fields is what's bringing the netting up.  Has there been any accidents or any mishaps on 
Kirchhoff Road over the past ten years? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  The Arlington Heights Police Department did take a look 
at this application, and they said that traffic accidents at this particular location are not a 
problem. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Okay, so it's because you're changing the use 
of the field that obviously this netting you feel is going to be a problem.  So, in the past it hasn't 
been a problem, and in the past ten years we haven't had an aesthetic problem here because 
there's no netting. 
  MR. ELMAN:  But we also haven't had a full-sized soccer field at the site. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Well, what I'm saying is that you're introducing 
something new to the park here, the use of it, and that's creating the problem that poses 
aesthetics versus safety.  I for one am very much in favor of safety, okay, but I'm not necessarily 
willing to throw it away to have this net there.  So, maybe the soccer needs to find a new home 
or a new orientation or something.  So, what I'm trying to get at here is the situation, you are 
creating the situation that calls for a net and you're creating the situation that's calling the anxiety 
to the people who live across the street.  So, what I'm saying is maybe the solution here is move 
the soccer to another location or something. 
   I understand that there's a lot of, you know, younger people here that 
their kids use them.  My kids when they were young, they used all the park facilities and it was a 
great thing.  So, I understand where you're coming from currently, but I just have a real problem 
with a 20-foot net for the neighbors across the street. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Can I just take a quick poll with the 
Commissioners?  If you want to participate, fine if not.  Three questions, do you want a 20-foot, 
do you want no fence, or do you want something in the middle?  So, can I just ask -- 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  When you say something in the middle, I 
don't know if that's appropriate.  I think talking about retractable and alternative options, it might 
still be the same height, but alternative options.  I mean I think this picture is doing everyone into 
service because they don't all look like this. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Chairman Lorenzini -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  That picture -- 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  But a retractable option still has permanent 
poles. 



DRAFT 
 

 

 LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
 Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
 (630) 894-9389 - (800) 219-1212 

19  19 

  MR. ELMAN:  May I say that picture, I couldn't find an application that is 
similar.  This was the closest I could find on the Internet.  Our poles are going to be much wider 
apart.  They're going to be 48 feet apart.  This appears to be 16 feet at the most apart. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Chairman Lorenzini, I think the real issue is 
then they probably need to go back and consider an array of alternatives that balance the safety 
and the aesthetics.  It could be what Commissioner Green said where we find a different location 
for the field that's causing the issue, I don't know if that's possible or not, or that we just work 
through the landscaping and the variety of other issues that's been raised by the public.  But I 
think they really haven't struck the balance, they might want to do that. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Okay. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Can I ask, if the poles are going to be, is it 48 
feet apart? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  So, could something be worked out with the 
Village with that right-of-way that a tree be planted there every 48 feet to hide these poles?  Now 
all you're looking at is this black netting which is maybe not as bad as these 20-foot-tall black 
poles.  Again, I'm just bringing that up as a possible compromise. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  I think we can work with our Public Works Department.  
My experience to date is that they are quite restrictive, especially with the large trees along high 
speed traffic roads because they could be -- 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  20 feet high is not a very large tree.  I mean 
that's not -- 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  I think if you don't know, he's not going to 
answer that question. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I understand, I'm just throwing it out as a 
compromise to try to bridge the aesthetics with the safety issue. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  It seems to me, and I don't know if everyone 
is in agreement, that we all would prefer that this be looked into some more, and you come back. 
I don't know if everyone is in agreement with that, but there's a lot of alternatives, a lot of options. 
I don't feel that they were maybe thoroughly investigated.  So, if we could get you on the next 
agenda, and I would also like to add on to what Lynn said, the need for the use, right?  I mean I 
don't, you know, Commissioner Green, I didn't mean to imply that I think we have to have a 
soccer field there at all, I'm just saying that I can understand the plight of the Park District 
because I know that they're limited in there.   
   So, I think to come back with alternatives after talking and seeing if 
you could put plantings there, what's the option, and then also, you know, understanding the 
need for having to have this soccer field here.  Because it is a little late, no one came and asked 
us before you guys decided to do the use, right?  I don't believe that anyone did.   
   The public commentary is closed, sorry. 
  MS. REBSAMEN:  Can I ask a question? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Well, not at this point, I'm sorry.   
  MS. REBSAMEN:  They opened the questioning for the church. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  That was an error.  That was, anyway, I 
understand that you're under a time frame, but we really need more information I think.  I mean 



DRAFT 
 

 

 LeGRAND REPORTING & VIDEO SERVICES 
 Chicago & Roselle, Illinois - Miami & Orlando, Florida 
 (630) 894-9389 - (800) 219-1212 

20  20 

unless you're happy with it going forward, we can go forward.  We can say no and you can go 
forward without, it doesn't matter.  If you'd rather have that, we can -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  Well, no.  No, I would like to work with the Village, I'd like to 
work with the residents and everybody to make a compromise solution.  I just want a clarification 
on what kind of alternative systems.  I don't know of any alternatives. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  I have no idea. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Well, one thing I'd like to see is we've had other 
people come in and showing us views of what it would look like.  So, maybe a view from 
somebody's backyard of what a 20-foot fence would look like versus 15 or a 10.  I'd like to see 
something like that.  Maybe some type of landscaping that could be done. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  This picture really, I don't think is fair.  It's 
doing you a disservice.  It looks horrible and I don't think it will look that bad.  I don't think it's 
going to be beautiful but -- 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Mr. Elman -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  We will create, yes, we will do a drawing. We have the 
capabilities of doing a three-dimensional drawing, so we could, sorry, we will create a drawing 
that will be somewhat, hopefully realistic to show the board what it will look like from various 
locations within the park and outside. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Mr. Elman, I think you have one, you know, 
one macro alternative proposal you need to explore is do we need to place the soccer field here 
or are there other places.  That's one level, and we'd like to take a look at that or some of us 
would.  The other issue then is you have a whole bunch of things that have been raised by the 
public and by the Commissioners that you ought to explore.  Is there a different way to lay this 
out?  You've got a lot of safety issues around the gates that you want to put into the fence.   
   So, there are a lot of issues, if you decide to keep, if you think it's the 
only place you can have those soccer fields, you need to resolve and strike a balance.  So, 
those are the alternatives you need to come back with, a proposal that says, hey, we balanced 
these a little better. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Is there anything else any of the Commissioners 
would like to say? 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  I have one, just for clarification.  From the 
cement curb at Kirchhoff to the netting fence, how much green space is there now?  There's a 
sidewalk in there I believe? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct.  There is a five-foot-wide public sidewalk, and I 
believe the right-of-way is 20 feet from the street curb to the -- 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  From the curb to the sidewalk? 
  MR. ELMAN:  To the north side of the sidewalk. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  So, basically, what you're saying, the fence is 
on your property? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes, the fence is on our property. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Okay, the fence is on their property line.  When 
you get outside the fence, you're in right-of-way, because it's a public sidewalk and usually it's a 
foot.  You usually hold the sidewalk away from the property line 12 inches, one foot.  Everything 
from the fence out -- 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  But is there a possibility of putting landscaping 
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in the right-of-way? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  We'd have to explore that with our Public Works Division. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Sam, I'm going to throw out, is it a city right-of-
way or is it a state or a county?  I mean Kirchhoff Road, is it an Arlington Heights street? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  I don't know whose jurisdiction it's under. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Because that's who the right-of-way belongs to. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Okay, so they have to take -- 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Yes.  
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I would also add, it may be worth looking at 
both sides of the right-of-way because I think either side, the north and the south of Kirchhoff 
could achieve the same purpose if we're looking at, as long as we're looking at screening.  It's an 
alternative.   
   One final question I have is the sequencing of your construction 
schedule, do you have to put the fence up before you lay the fields?   
  MR. ELMAN:  No. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  You don't, okay.  So, you can access from 
the north side basically, because you can't access over those fields once they're in, correct? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  So, I guess back to the original question.  
These fields can go in with or without the fence, they're already permitted to go in.  So, the only 
question would be when they're being used for soccer are balls going over the fence then. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  So, it looks like this is going to eventually come 
back to us.  So, if anybody from the public has any other comments or concerns, you can always 
give them to Sam and he'll give them to us.   
   So, what do we need at this point?  A motion to disapprove?  
Continue? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Do we continue or disapprove? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Continue. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  You can do both, you could do either. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Do we have a motion to do one or the other? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I think a continuation would serve them better.  
They don't have to start the process over again. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  They wouldn't have to, if we turned it down, 
they could still go to the Village with all of the comments that we said. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Right, they can go to the Village. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  They could be ready at the Village with all of 
the items that we talked about.  But if we continue it, they have to come back here. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  I'd rather continue it. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  I don't disagree, but if he's on a construction 
deadline, it affords them the ability to go take the risk of not getting an approval and going to the 
Village having heard all of our comments now, he won't be forced to come back here and then 
go to the Village.  That's all.  So, I'm open to either.  I'd prefer you come back here. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  I think a denial is the most efficient. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Right. 
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  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Mr. Elman, do you have a preference? 
  MR. ELMAN:  I would prefer to come back to you. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Okay.  So, I'll make a motion to continue.  
I don't really know how to phrase it, but I'm making a motion to continue until the next -- 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Our next regular meeting is June 22nd.  So, that gives us 
about five business days to come to a resolution on some of these issues.  So, if that's enough 
time, then the 22nd could be -- 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  22nd, that's ten business days, right? 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  No, to have enough time to try -- 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Right, I mean it's, you know, from the -- 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  If you don't, then there's another meeting two 
weeks later.  So, if you don't have enough time -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  We'll be back. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Okay. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Is there a second? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I'll second. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Roll call vote please. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Who was the second? 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Lynn. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  All right.  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, with comment.   
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Dawson. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Drost. 
  COMMISSIONER DROST:  Aye. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Ennes. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Green. 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Chairman Lorenzini. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Yes.  Okay, I'll see you hopefully in a couple of 
weeks. 
  MR. ELMAN:  Thank you. 
  COMMISSIONER DAWSON:  Wait, no, there's a comment. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  There's a comment? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I just said with comment.  I just wanted it for 
the record, I would support the petition as submitted with the condition on not providing a safety 
access through the Kirchhoff Road fencing. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Any other comments?  All right, if not, then we're 
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done with this public hearing.  Any other business?  Motion to adjourn? 
  COMMISSIONER GREEN:  I'll make the motion. 
  COMMISSIONER ENNES:  I'll second it. 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  All in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN LORENZINI:  Thank you.  We're adjourned. 
   (Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned petition 

was adjourned at 9:06 p.m.) 
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  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Our next hearing is the Arlington Heights 
Park District, and it's a continuation from last time. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Good evening. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  My only question to you is were you sworn 
in last time? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I was not, I was not. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Okay, so whoever would like to speak 
tonight who wasn't sworn in, please raise your hand.  If you want to double it, that's fine.  
   (Witnesses sworn.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  If you would state your name 
and address and spell your last name for the court reporter? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Absolutely.  My name is Allen Petersen, last name is P-
e-t-e-r-s-e-n.   
   Good evening.  I'm the director of Parks & Planning for the Arlington 
Heights Park District.  You met our park planner last meeting, Scott Elman, he's also here.  Then 
also we have Steve Neil who is our division manager for recreational programs for the Park 
District.  So, as necessary, if we need to have them answer questions, we brought them here. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Okay.  Tell us what you'd like to do again or 
tell us -- 
  MR. PETERSEN:  All right. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  We have another part to this hearing. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Okay, wonderful.  Well, I apologize, first off, I was not 
able to be at the last meeting.  But our park planner, as I mentioned, was able to discuss the 
project with you, and I acknowledge that this is a project that was asked to come back.  We had 
some questions that needed to be clarified and we are happy to do that.  We also know that the 
Plan Commission as well as the neighbors had several concerns and we acknowledge that.  We 
understand the concerns and we also understand that we're looking to do this as part of a big 
project to the park and we feel that public safety is the number one priority and we feel that the 
netting is a necessary part of that. 
   Just a quick, if you don't mind, I'd like to do just a quick background 
on the project.  We've got an existing park there, Sunset Meadows Park located at Kirchhoff and 
Dwyer, at least that's where the entrance is.  The park receives a lot of us.  We've got a golf 
driving range there as well as a putting green.  We've got a park shelter, playground, bocci ball 
courts, toilets, as well as many walking paths all the way around.  There's also two existing 
athletic fields that are in question for this evening as far as the safety netting portion. 
   We've got two fields that have been, to date they have been natural 
turf grass fields.  They were developed approximately eight years ago with the intention to be 
used for soccer as well as football.  Unfortunately, because of the nature of the sport football, in 
the fall the fields would be used each year and get torn up.  Then it would take the Park's 
department all of spring and into the summer in order to rejuvenate the fields in order to be used 
and, therefore, we wouldn't be able to use it for soccer.  Then the fall would come and it's just a 
vicious cycle of tearing up the fields and then rejuvenating over the last seven to eight years or 
so. 
   So, the original intention was to use it for soccer, to get some use for 
soccer, primarily for practices over the years in the spring, just selected use so to speak.  So, we 
unfortunately just only were able to use it for football.  That was the main reason for this overall 
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project to the park, we wanted to convert those two natural turf athletic fields to be able to use all 
throughout the spring and throughout the summer and the fall. 
   We also had a minor issue with the football fields.  They were not to 
specification for our new Bill George League Football Conference that our Cowboys Football 
League was part of.  They were slightly undersized and so we needed to renovate the field as 
well.  So, we decided this was the right time to convert them to synthetic turf. 
   We understand that there, as I had mentioned, that there were a 
series of questions that we were provided from your development planner Sam Hubbard.  So, 
we have answered those.  I think you have a copy of those responses.  I'd be happy to go 
through each one of those if you'd like.  I don't know, as a continuance kind of thing, I don't know 
what the best approach is. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, I think the public might be interested 
in what those questions are, so I think we should go through each one so they can hear this. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Be happy to, okay, sure.  The first question that we were 
given was to clarify if a different location for the new soccer field can be provided elsewhere on 
Park District property which may reduce the need for the safety netting along Kirchhoff.  As I've 
stated already, the initial use of the, the intended use of those fields was for soccer in the first 
place.  Unfortunately, we weren't able to do that.   
   So, we really would like to use that space for soccer.  It's a great 
location with flushable toilets and a shelter and a large parking lot that could be used.  So, it's an 
ideal location to be used for soccer.  We also have, we do have many soccer fields throughout 
Arlington Heights.  Unfortunately, it's just never enough.  We're always looking for more.  We're 
always looking for the ability to rest fields so that we can have the best playable surface. 
   So, this is the ideal location for soccer and we feel that it's justified to 
be able to put that soccer field out there. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, just for clarification, these two fields, 
are they double use?  Is it football and soccer playing on the two fields? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes.  Actually what our intended us is, we've got a full, 
as you can see in the diagram, we've got a full-sized soccer field on the west side.  That will be 
used for both soccer, full-sized soccer games as well as practices, training, camps, you name it. 
 We're also using it in the fall for football practices.  
   The east field is intended to be kind of the flip of that where we 
would not necessarily use it for full-sized soccer, we'd be using it for smaller sized soccer games 
with a north-south orientation, but then use it for football games.  So, both fields we'd be able to 
use for both types of sports. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Okay, thank you. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Sure.  The second question that was similar to what you 
just asked was please explore a different orientation to the new fields, which new orientation 
may reduce the need for safety netting along Kirchhoff or potentially a smaller net along 
Kirchhoff.   
   As I explained, in the fall we plan to use both fields for football and 
as well for soccer.  We also in the spring plan to use both fields for soccer.  But we are willing to 
acknowledge that we're not planning to use the north-south orientation which is the primary 
concern about balls going over the fence or onto Kirchhoff.  We're not planning to use it for ages 
11 and older, so we'd be planning for having younger kids on those fields.  Those groups that, if 
they were used for practices, they're not game situations.  It would only be, they would not need 
a net to be shooting at, there would just be drills and that type of training exercise. 
   We would definitely work with our coaches.  We have a lot of control 
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with our soccer program, so we would work with our coaches and the representatives from the 
soccer program to be able to make sure that those games are exactly like we said, younger 
ages, and that practices do not have the use of goals where balls are getting kicked out onto 
Kirchhoff. 
   Unfortunately, with that, there's still the chance that we're going to 
have balls, in a game that's going maybe an east-west direction, there might be balls that go 
over the fence and out onto Kirchhoff, and that's exactly what we're trying to prevent. 
   The third question was reevaluate the need for the two pedestrian 
gates along Kirchhoff.  If they are necessary, please explore the option for lockable gates or a 
more secure means to prevent younger children from slipping out and chasing balls across 
Kirchhoff. 
   In the time that we did use the field for soccer, there were some 
times where we had some issues with the ball going over.  It was voiced to us that it was a pain 
to go around to get the ball.  We feel that we still need some kind of opening there.  However, 
we do think that we would be willing and have no problem putting a gate on those openings 
rather than just have an opening with the velcro connection as discussed last time.   
   We could put a gate with a latch, the latch could be at a height, at a 
five-foot or higher height, only be used for adults.  Again, we have the control of the users for the 
most part with our programs and we would be able to talk to the coaches, talk to those programs 
and make sure that it's only adults going through those gates, it's not children running through.  
By putting a gate on there, it does slow down and make the user think about what they're doing 
in order to go out and retrieve a ball in that situation. 
   Number four was explore the option of landscaped area on the 
outside of the fence to provide some screenings to the neighbors across Kirchhoff.  We have 
some photos.  These are some existing pictures of the parkway along Kirchhoff.  There was at 
one time some trees.  Over the years, they did their job and have since been removed.  I don't 
know if the varieties were of ash variety or if there were other varieties, if it's due to just old age 
and maturity, were removed through either IDOT or the Village.   
   But even prior to us coming to the Plan Commission and as part of 
this whole project in general, we had already started the process to determine what we can do 
with street trees along there in the parkway.  We think it's necessary.  We think it would be great 
for the site, you know, even before it was brought up as a concern.   
   We have already submitted an application to IDOT. IDOT has 
jurisdiction over that parkway.  The parkway is about 25 feet wide.  There are power lines as you 
can see, so we would work with IDOT for a variety of trees that would work along there.   
   There are some, here in the lower right, you can see this is just east 
of the Sunset Meadows Park, these are some parkway trees that were planted by either IDOT or 
the Village.  These are a smaller variety, approximately 20-foot tall tree, and that would be what 
we would be looking to do.  You can see in our drawing there, it's an artistic representation of 
what we would be approaching as far as landscaping to address that concern.   
   We agree, we'd love to make it look better along the parkway.  We 
think it would help soften the overall look of the netting, and we'd be happy to do that. 
   Number five, explore the option of a retractable netting that can be 
easily raised only during games and practices, or a removable netting system that can be taken 
down at the end of the season. 
   There's basically three different types of netting.  One is just a 
permanent net that's up year round.  There's kind of a semi-permanent type of netting that is up 
and can be taken down.  Then there's the retractable type or a type that can be raised or 
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lowered as necessary. 
   We've talked and done quite a bit of research, and we've talked with 
the installers and manufacturers.  For our situation, the wear and tear of up and down for each 
game or each day or each week, it's just not a practical application.  We don't have the staff 
resources to be doing that for this length of netting.   
   We also understand that the wear and tear just would give an undue 
burden on the budget as far as replacement.  It would reduce the amount of time we could have 
that, they only last for a couple of years in that situation.  The biggest thing was it does not look 
nearly as nice as a more permanent type of situation.  A retractable, it just could be loose, it 
doesn't look as clean and crisp and tight as we want it to look. 
   The type of netting that we have planned to go in there is actually a 
semi-permanent situation.  We could take it down if need be.  We would rather not.  It does take 
a considerable amount of labor to do that.  But if that was necessary, we would be able to do 
that. 
   Number six, evaluate if the netting must be 20-foot in height or is a 
shorter version a viable option.  We did look at a variety of sizes.  We actually initially thought we 
were going to be more in the neighborhood of 30-foot was what we were going to need.  We felt 
that was too big.  We actually scaled it way back even in our planning stages.  We brought it 
down to 20-foot, we felt 20-foot would have met the need. 
   Following the meeting, the last Plan Commission meeting, we did 
look at if 15-foot would meet our need, and we just don't think it will meet our need.  15-foot is 
just too low.  The potential is there for a ball to go over the fence and over the netting, and we 
don't want to risk that.  You know, we're looking at safety and we feel 20-foot is the right height 
for the possible uses out there, soccer, football, and any other sport that we may or may not 
have control over.  I mean we don't know if there's going to be, you know, some neighborhood 
kids that go and have a pickup baseball game or softball game and that's quite possible.  We 
feel that a 20-foot would much better meet that need.  We agree, we think that the 20-foot is the 
right height and we had initially thought 30-foot would be it and we pared it back from there. 
   Number seven, are there any protective netting systems at other 
sites near residential areas within the Park District? As we stated in our response, we do have 
two golf courses and we have protective netting at both of those in various locations.  They are 
in residential situations, they are up against homes or backed up to homes.  We have not had 
any instances of concern or question or problems with those.   
   Then a third location that we are aware of is the existing safety 
netting that's been installed at St. Viator High School for their baseball field at Frederick Street 
and Dryden.  That field is right there in a residential area.  Those nets are we think closer to 30-
foot, maybe even taller.  The poles are probably twice the size in diameter as what we're 
proposing.  So, there is existing situation here in town that was installed within the last couple of 
years. 
   Last question was providing perspective which we did.  You saw this 
one already as well as just the overall aerial perspective of what the netting would look like.  We 
also went out with our staff and asked for a 20-foot pall to be held up.  You can see the staff 
person holding, you know, he's about 5'10.  That staff person, he's holding a 20-foot pole, you 
can see how tall that is.  It's not a monstrosity, it's 20 feet of netting, it's black netting that the 
idea is you'll be able to see right through it.   
   So, we don't feel that with the landscaping, with the height that we 
feel will meet our need, and we understand the concerns but we still think this will meet our 
needs and meet the needs of safety at the site. 
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  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Allen. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Sam, is there anything you'd like to add to 
that from Staff? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  No.  I don't know that there's too much to add.  I think, you 
know, Staff has summarized the issues as we saw them based on discussions at the last 
meeting for the Park District.  We asked them to respond, we've reviewed their response, and 
we're glad that they're at least addressing some of the items, especially with relation to the latch 
on a gate.  I think that was a big part of last meeting.   
   I think we're still supportive of this and I'd be happy to answer any 
questions from the Plan Commission. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Okay.  Who would like to start? Lynn? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Sure.  Just a few clarifying questions. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Sure. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  There may be more until we hear from the 
public.  How many balls do we have, currently with the arrangements you have now which are 
mainly football fields, how frequently do balls go over into Kirchhoff? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  It's really hard to say because it's only been used 
primarily for football at least just in the last few years.  But when it was used initially for some 
soccer, some games and some practices, we did have it.  I don't know that we have a record of 
exact numbers of instances, but it did happen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Was it frequent or infrequent? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I would say more infrequent than frequent. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  You're having any trouble with just the 
football, and speaking of soccer -- 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  You said when you answered the first 
question you have 25 soccer fields, and yet when you were going through where you had seen 
these or where you had these netting arrangements, none of the soccer fields that you have 
needed the netting.  Why does this need it and the other 25 don't? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  It's this site, it's the proximity to the street.  We do not 
have other fields that are this close or that have had this kind of situation where it's within, you 
know, 25 feet of a pretty major road. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I guess that brings me to a more major 
question.  When you were doing the planning, I don't know the process you went through, 
whether you came before the Plan Commission when you first went from the park to having 
fields that are played on, did that come before the Board or the Plan Commission?  Or was that 
process inside the Park District? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  You know, I was not with the Park District at the time.  
Do you know, Scott?  Was that -- 
  MR. ELMAN:  I believe that it did go before -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Please come to the podium. 
  MR. ELMAN:  I'm sorry. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Give the court reporter your name and spell 
it. 
  MR. ELMAN:  My name is Scott Elman, E-l-m-a-n.  If memory serves me 
correctly, I believe we did bring this up to the Plan Commission.  We did have to get a variance 
at that time, or we applied for the PUD at that time. 
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  MR. HUBBARD:  Right, there was an amendment to the PUD in 2005 and it 
outlined the various phases of improvement that the Park District would be going through at this 
particular location. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I guess that brings me to, I have a concern 
with both the Park District as well as the Village then.  Wasn't anyone concerned about building 
any kind of a field this close to a major artery to begin with?  I'm just worried, I'm not as worried 
as much about the cars on Kirchhoff as I am about the kids.  I think it would be rather startling to 
start having balls come over into Kirchhoff and causing accidents.  So, I'm wondering what 
happened with the planning process that you got it right the 24 or 25 other places, but with this 
one we have it so close to a major artery and it really clearly poses a safety issue or you wouldn't 
be before us today.  So, I'm not sure exactly what happened during the planning process. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I can't speak to that portion, I wasn't here.  But I do know 
that at this point we do have a concern by it where we do have the ability to use the fields more 
and we think that will increase the possibility of balls going into the street.  I do know at the time 
of the planning, or I know in discussions that a netting was brought up.  There is a fence that's 
there, a six-foot fence currently, so I don't know if that was a compromise at the time that we, 
you know, put a six-foot fence up for concerns about children running out in the street, not 
necessarily for the balls going over.  So, I know that there was some concern about safety and 
that was addressed at that time. 
   I do know that, like I said, that there were some discussions about 
netting.  I don't know how far that went, I don't know if that was a discussion as far as, well, let's 
observe the situation and decide at a later date if that's necessary.  But I would imagine that, 
because that's a typical way to approach this type of situation.  If we didn't have to put the netting 
up, we wouldn't.  We certainly do not want to put it up, but we feel it's to the best interest of the 
user. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Let me come back to that after.  I guess I'm 
just surprised that we got to the point where someone didn't say, hey, this looks like a bad place 
to put a field for a variety of reasons.  Now, we're confronted with a real dilemma which we will 
come back to after we hear from the public as to how to balance safety, aesthetics, and the 
concerns of the neighborhood as I'm sure there are going to be some as there was at the last 
meeting.  But anyway I'll  stop at this point. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Lynn.  Mary Jo? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes, I think my question is about the latch. 
I mean I definitely think it's an improvement over the last presentation that we got with just the 
velcro.  I'm wondering how you determined that this would be the best latch.  I still have a 
concern that for use, there is use of the park where you do not have Park District supervision, 
and if somebody opens that latch and then doesn't close it back again, that kids who come right 
after them can have access without needing that five-foot requirement. 
   Did you research anything that would be kind of a self-closing latch 
that would then ensure that actually the gate closed and it did latch? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  We did have those discussion and that we are definitely 
open to that as an option.  We felt that this addressed the needs --  
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I understand.  In an ideal way, yes. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes, I mean there's lots of different ways to latch that 
and make sure that that closes and stays closed.  We weren't looking for something where we'd 
lock it because it would defeat the purpose. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Right. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  So, yes, we do have a situation, we have those 
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throughout the Park District, you know, self-closing gates on our kids pools and things like that.  
So, that is an option that's out there, but we did look at it as a simple solution that would meet 
the, we felt that would meet the need the best. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Okay, well, I'll be interested to hear what 
the public says.  
  MR. PETERSEN:  Sure. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  But my thought would be since you 
already know of those and have used them elsewhere, that this, too, would be a good 
application also.  That's all I have. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Yes.  I've spent sometime driving up and 
down Kirchhoff and looking at this location, looking at the resident properties on the north side of 
Kirchhoff.  I had noted that almost all those properties have some very large trees, some dense 
landscaping, and they all have a six-foot high solid stockade type wood fence.  So, I think, and 
I'm sure the residents can speak out in the public hearing portion, that that house shelter is 
screening some of the view of what this netting will look like. 
   Also, I observed these utility lines, 20 to 30-foot high utility lines 
along the south side of Kirchhoff, and those look really ugly to me.  So, when I see the plan that 
you, I saw a photo here with proposed trees and they will be located where the 20-foot high 
poles are, I'm not as opposed to this aesthetically as I was at the last hearing, especially when I 
saw those utility lines.  Those, I mean that is a little better than the utility lines look. 
   The other thing that I'm really not convinced about are these two 
gates.  If you have a low incidence of balls going out into Kirchhoff now with a six-foot high 
fence, the whole purpose of this 20-foot high netting is to stop balls from going out there.  I don't 
see where you need to add these gates.  I just see that being a hazard for young children going 
out there to get a soccer ball.  Yes, easy to say you're going to have adult supervision; you know 
that doesn't happen all the time.  Somebody is going to be there, maybe one of the family 
members are watching their brothers or sisters playing out there, they're going to go out to get 
the ball.  Five-foot is not that tall, I mean a ten-year-old could reach a five-foot latch.  As 
Commissioner Warskow said, how do you know it's going to be latched properly? 
   So, again if you have a very low incidence of balls going out over a 
six-foot fence, why would you need access when you're putting up a 20-foot netting that's to 
prevent these balls from going out there?  So, I'd be supportive of this but without the entrances. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Okay. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I don't, I see that that would be extremely 
rare that a ball would go over a 20=foot netting.  That's the whole purpose of putting it there.  
That's really all that I have now.  During my time that I spent out there, I just changed my opinion 
from the last three months when I saw you're adding these trees and I see the trees that were 
existing there over at St. Viator High School as their baseball netting, and that's taller.  That's at 
least 30 feet tall.  You can see how the trees do block that.  So, I'm more in support than I was 
the last meeting.  That's all I have. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Would you like me to address the question about the 
openings?  
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Oh, yes. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes.  Yes, why don't you? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  The reason, and we did talk with Mr. Hubbard here and 
we knew that the openings would be, is a big point of contention, we know it from the last 
meeting.  Our thought behind it is, one, we have had balls in the current situation go over the 
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fence, and the users then had to go out and around the entire perimeter of the park.  It just held 
up play, and we were also concerned about when those balls were out in the street, getting that 
ball out of the street as quickly as possible for those drivers as well because of the safety of the 
driver.  So, those are the big concerns that way. 
   We do intend to hopefully with the 20-foot netting stop most of the 
balls if not all of them.  That's the plan.  But those balls that do go over the netting, we would like 
to retrieve those as quickly as possible and prevent any accidents or anything that way.  I think 
it's not only the safety of the children but also the safety of the drivers that are driving on 
Kirchhoff.  I'd hate to be a driver and have a ball, you know, landing in front of me and swerve 
and then hitting another car or something, God forbid. 
   So, we're looking for protection that way.  We understand the 
concern, and if that needs further discussion and further review and if we need to reconsider the 
openings, we're open to that.  We're most concerned about getting the netting put in place so 
that we can prevent it.  If the openings is a concern, we can talk about that. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  It's my opinion that it's one thing to have a 
ball bouncing around and then target it, but not for a young child, an eight-year-old, nine-year-old 
child who runs out there and sees this ball bouncing around Kirchhoff, they're not going to look.  
They're going to run out there to get the ball.  I have more of a concern with that.  Again, if it 
wasn't that big of a problem, yes, it's an inconvenience to walk around the fence, but if it wasn't 
that big when you have a six-foot tall fence, it should be very minimal with a 20-foot netting. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Understood. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  That's my opinion, that I would rather not see 
those entrances.  That's all I have. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I think I'm going to hold my comments and 
we're going to open it up to the public here.   
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Jay. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I'm still here. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I'm sorry, I'm sorry.   
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  That's fine.  Yes, so I appreciate my 
colleagues' comments, I think all very good.  I was supportive of the plan initially.  I think that the 
issues I brought up were, you know, additional safety around these gates, to get some latch for 
them, and then suggesting of a landscaping which I think, you know, in both of these cases the 
issues that I had you have addressed. 
   I live down here so I'm very familiar with this area.  So, like John said 
I know there's electrical lines all over the place and there's like three levels of wires. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  There's light bulbs for the fields, there's 
street lights.  So, I don't, I mean I'm certainly respectful of doing it as, you know, as 
professionally as possible and as aesthetically pleasing as you can, but I don't see any 
extraordinary aesthetic value here that we're trying to preserve.  I know John said the houses to 
the north of Kirchhoff haves pretty significant landscaping, open fence.  So, from an aesthetic 
perspective, it's not something that I would be concerned about.  Additionally, we have a 
precedent for it of course in the Village, so that's not an issue. 
   The thing that, I guess for me, you know, we did talk about the need 
kind of generally, but I think it is important.  I'm familiar with the football program, I run the 
Cowboys flag program so I've had 20 teams that, you know, I've accounted completely for.  I 
also have three kids in the Arlington Aces program.  So, I'm familiar with the strain on resources 
in the Village, notwithstanding the fact that we did have fields all with the Park District in terms of 
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maintaining them to a level, particularly on the club soccer side, there's a standard of care you 
need to have for the fields.  We haven't really gotten to that discussion but if you go to a lot of 
our neighboring communities, they have some very impressive facilities on, you know, kind of 
these compositions of land that we just don't have available in Arlington.   
   So, if you go to Palatine, they've got a big facility where they have, 
you know, six fields like these next to a high school.  You've got communities that have access 
to that.  We don't.  Our park land is kind of parceled up all over the Village.  So, when we do find, 
you know, an opportunity to improve, I think it is consistent with the Park District trying to provide 
for the children and families in the parks. 
   I think, you know, Mr. Petersen, how many families do we have in 
the soccer program approximately? I want to say it's probably 300 or so? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Steve, would you know that answer from a programming 
standpoint? 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Please give us your name and spell it for 
the court reporter. 
  MR. NEILL:  First name is Steve, last name is Neill, N-e-i-l-l.  We have 
approximately 300 children in the Aces program.  Now, there are some siblings, so maybe 260-
270 families within the Aces program.  Within our house league, it's about 1,200 kids. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  So, you know, as we look at the need for 
these fields, I think right now there is no soccer that can be played at these fields.  We're not 
looking for a change in use.  The only reason we haven't really played a lot of soccer in these 
fields is because of the conditions from our football program have been wearing down the fields. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Just the nature of the sport. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  That's going to go away because the fields 
are being constructed, so there will no longer be that sort of practical restriction on these fields 
that football has been putting on these fields.  So, there will be soccer played on these fields, 
and then the question would be, you know, the safety of it all. 
   I do think that, having watched hundreds of soccer games on these 
big fields, there will probably be, you know, balls that do make it over these 20-foot nets.  I think 
it will be probably few and far between, but it will be there and then the question will be how we'd 
manage them.  I guess from my perspective, that would be a very, you know, valid concern.  If 
that's what it takes I think to get this through in terms of locking the site down, or maybe it's even 
a key, maybe the person who's in charge of the site has a key to it, and that way you have a gate 
installed but that person physically has to go over there and open it up or have someone that's 
sort of standing by in case they need to do it. 
   I would be, you know, I would be fine if we had to work with the Park 
District to further the access to the street, and that would be my main concern is with the access. 
 But I do think that the Park District has done a very good job of addressing all of the concerns 
that were presented by the Board and the public from the last hearing.  So, I appreciate you guys 
going through the effort. 
   I think it's a good project and I think it's important for the quality of the 
programs from Park District that, you know, we do as good a job as we can in finishing this site, 
it's already in construction, so in terms of finishing that.  That would be all I have to say, Bruce. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Sorry, Jay.  I didn't see you there. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  That's all right when you're down at the far 
left. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, there's so much space in between.  
Now I'd like to open it up to the public.  Do we need a motion to do that, Sam?  What's the 



DRAFT 
 

procedure on that?  Because we closed the public hearing before. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes, why don't you make a motion just  
to -- 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Could I actually make a motion to submit 
the, if we haven't already, submit the further documentation that the Park District has provided in 
the record? 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes, I would do that.   
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I move to provide the documentation into 
the record, the memorandum dated June 17th and the letter from Mr. Petersen dated June 15th 
into the record. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is there a second to that? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Second. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All those in favor say aye. 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All those opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  So entered.  
  MR. HUBBARD:  So, you can reopen the public comment. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Do we need a motion to do that? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes, just to -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Could we have a motion to open the public 
hearing? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I'll make that motion. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is there a second to that? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Second. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All those in favor say aye. 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All those opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  We're open again.  Hopefully there's 
somebody, after all this, that would like to get up and give us some additional comments.  So, 
please come forward, state your name and address and spell your last name for the court 
reporter. 
 
QUESTIONS FROM AUDIENCE 
 
  MR. MALIK:  My first name is Troy and my last name is Malik, M-a-l-i-k.  My 
address is 1215 West Francis.  I am one of the neighbors who is north of the field.  So, I just 
wanted to address a couple of questions. 
   So, John had mentioned there's fencing and landscaping.  You 
know, a 20-foot fence or net is going to be a lot taller than a lot of what's out there now.  Now, I 
do admit that there are power lines there.  But prior to these fields being there, that whole area 
was filled with trees.  It actually used to be just completely almost like a mini forest.  Once the 
park was built, those trees were removed.  Then more recently, I don't know if it was the Village 
or it may have been IDOT as you mentioned, they removed a number of additional large trees 
that had been along Kirchhoff.  So, there has been a significant change to the aesthetics of that 
area over the last several years.  First, when the park was initially put in, and then actually within 
the last several months when they started this project.  
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   A couple of concerns that I still have are we keep talking about 
safety, and I've written a letter to Allen a couple of times about what goes on at the park when 
it's not being used by the Park District.  There has been racing there in the parking lot.  We've 
had to call the police many times because young kids, teenagers I suppose, use it as a track.  
They use the parking lot to do racing, and then what they do is they go out on Dwyer, they race 
down Dwyer to the Central area, race down Wilke and then come back.  So, the police have 
been called many times.   
   So, if there is any, I know that has nothing to do with this particular 
project but this field is right along the parking lot, so if we're going to talk about safety with netting 
and the cars on Kirchhoff, my question is what's going to prevent players from running into the 
parking lot or balls from going into the parking lot? If you actually go to this field, and the way it 
was when it was a grass turf field, they actually put up a little fence in the corner so that the 
football players wouldn't actually run out into the sidewalk and into the parking lot.  So, you know, 
Lynn Jensen had mentioned that this is a very small space for these fields, so, you know, I think 
there are other concerns here that I haven't heard the Park District addressing. 
   Then my final comment, as Jay mentioned, I'm also a volunteer for 
the Park District.  I'm a huge proponent of our Park District.  I take advantage of it.  I volunteer 
my time as a coach.  So, I get the need for these fields.  My last concern is if we do put a 20-foot 
net there, what is going to stop people from climbing that net? 
   Now, you've mentioned the St. Viator field.  Those fields are pretty 
much contained within the St. Viator property.  There is a chainlink fence around those 
properties.  I don't know if the public can access those fields without being part of the St. Viator 
community during an event.  I don't know that for sure.  But if you put these fences in an open 
use park, it's very possible people are going to climb that net.  Believe me, I live right there, I see 
all sorts of goofiness going on at that park. 
   So, thank you for allowing me to speak.  That's all I had. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you. 
  MR. MALIK:  Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Could we, would you like to answer some of 
that, Allen?  I mean is there, I think that the ball going towards the parking lot, I think the obvious 
answer to that is that there is less traffic.  It's not that it's a totally safe thing but it's, supposedly 
the parking lot is for cars that are parked. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Correct.  Correct. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  But I mean has there ever been a problem 
with that?  You know, cars hit with a ball or anything like that? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Well, of course there have been balls that have gone 
into the parking lot.  But like you mentioned, they're not moving vehicles typically there. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, there's not as many moving there. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Right.  So, it's not the same type of situation, correct.  
Just like many don't want a 20-foot net on the Kirchhoff side, we don't want to put two 20-foot 
nets up.  We want to try to minimize as much of that as possible.  We realize, you know, it's not 
the best looking type of thing to put out there, so we don't feel it's as necessary.  We don't think 
it's necessary at all actually on that side. 
   One of the fields, that west field is actually not adjacent to the 
parking lot.  That soccer field is actually adjacent to the playground there and bocci ball courts 
and the walking paths.  It's only that east field that is adjacent to the parking lot.  Again, that's, in 
the fall the primary use is football, it will be used for some soccer.  In the spring it will be used for 
some soccer and primarily practices on the north-south kind of orientation.  So, we don't feel that 
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there would be as many balls that way. 
   As far as the St. Viator fields, those are open to the public.  I don't 
believe they are locked off, so there is the same type of use or available use to somebody going 
on to those fields.  I don't know that St. Viator wants people out there, but I think they're open if 
somebody were to go out there. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  My other question that Troy brought up is 
are you aware that there's these shenanigans going on in the parking lot? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  We have that kind of situation that we're constantly 
dealing with at all of our parking lots, all of our community centers.  Unfortunately, there's kids 
and they find our parking lots.  We are constantly working with the Village Police and doing the 
best we can to address those situations. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Do you have parking lot lights on this field? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  There are lights on that parking lot, yes. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Do they go off at a certain time or are they 
on all night?  What's the -- 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I believe they have a night light on that parking lot.  So, 
not all the lights are on but there is night light. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Right.  Does that help answer it, Troy? 
  MR. MALIK:  Yes, although, Allen, I have to say -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Troy, you've got to come up.  
  MR. MALIK:  Sorry. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Otherwise the court reporter can't get it. 
  MR. MALIK:  Sorry.  I was just going to say, Allen, have you been out to the 
site?  Because it appears that the soccer goals are being put on the east side.  So, this diagram 
is wrong that you're showing us. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Actually the soccer goals that are going to, actually the 
goals are being put in.  They're going to only be used for football. 
  MR. MALIK:  Okay. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes, they're not planning to use those.  It's the style that 
we use is -- 
  MR. MALIK:  It looks like a soccer goal. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  It has an opening but we can't use that for a full-size 
soccer field, it's not the right dimensions.  So, we would only be using the north-south for the -- 
  MR. MALIK:  It looks like they installed soccer goals on the Ace field. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes, it's the type of goal that's installed.  Yes, the 
uprights are just not on yet. 
  MR. MALIK:  Okay, fair enough, fair enough.  Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Any other questions?  Please 
come forward.  Your name, spell your last name. 
  MS. MULVIHILL:  Hi, Pat Mulvihill, M-u-l-v-i-h-i-l-l.  We're at 615 South Yale, 
which is the corner of Yale and Kirchhoff, on the north side of the field and we do not have an 
eight-foot fence.  We have a chainlink.  Our backyard faces east which is directly in line with 
where the proposed netting is going to be. 
   I'm not against having soccer and football being played there, but I 
do have a concern about allowing children to run out onto a 35-mile-an-hour speed zone there.  
We've lived there over 20 years, and Kirchhoff is highly, highly trafficked, especially on the 
weekends.  We also have ambulances going down there to get to the hospital.  To allow children 
to have access is to me, it takes my breath away because I cannot in my best judgment see 
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those children adhering to having to follow a locked door.  There's children over there all week 
long, not just on game days. 
   The second comment I'd like to make is about parking.  With the 
additional use of the soccer in addition to football, we're going to have traffic over there, and I 
would assume everyday of the week.  Right now on the overflow, it goes down Dwyer, goes 
down our street on Yale, goes into that side parking lot that takes you around to the utility portion 
of the park, as well as the lot itself.  I'm assuming it goes down Dwyer, and I'd like to know if 
there's any proposed ideas on how you're going to accommodate additional parking. 
   My sons both went through the programs here.  I think Arlington 
Heights has the best Park District in areas around.  I'm just hoping that you seriously consider 
not letting the children come out onto Kirchhoff.  Thank you very much. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Is there any answer to the 
parking problem? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  As far as the parking, we do not plan on using both the 
soccer field and the football field at the exact same time.  So, as far as the usage out there, it 
would be similar to what it has been.  There might be more usage in the spring obviously 
because we are able to use all this, but it's not adding more cars at any given time.   
   We do know in the fall there are some times where it's been very 
busy over there, depending on who the visiting team is and that kind of situation.  But for the 
most part, we feel like we can accommodate all the parking.  It was designed for parking for a 
couple of athletic fields for practices or for games.  There are lots of parking spaces along that 
parking lot and over off of New Wilke.  We are going to encourage people to use that, especially 
our home players to use that parking rather than the parking adjacent to the site here or the 
athletic fields here and hopefully reserve some of it for visiting parking and that kind of thing as 
necessary. 
   We have a lot of soccer games that are going to be in-house 
programs, so we will have our own residents.  So, as far as a visitor vs. the home situation, we 
do look to address that by encouraging people to go over to the New Wilke side for things. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Great.  Thank you, Allen.  Any other 
questions?  Yes, ma'am, please come forward. 
  MS. REBSAMEN:  Hi, my name is Lara, L-a-r-a, Rebsamen, R-e-b-s-a-m-e-
n.  I live at 1307 West Francis.   
   Question, I'm going to go through the questions that were proposed 
to the Park District.  The first question was about clarifying different locations for the soccer 
fields.  The Park District has over 58 facilities on this flyer which is out of date.  At that time, 13 
parks were designated for soccer that did not include Sunset Meadows at that point in time.   
   The Park District partnered with 214 in year 2011 and the Park 
District and District 211 shared approximately a $1 million cost to install artificial surfaces on the 
football field at Hersey High School.  Officials said that the 12-year cost of the fields including the 
installation is about $265,000 and that would be more than maintaining the cost of the grass 
fields over the same period of time and allow for far more activities on the surface.  How much of 
Hersey has been utilized to its full extent which is a turf field that we partnered with?  If you're 
looking for other facilities with bathrooms, Heritage has soccer and Olympic has soccer.  There's 
indoor toilets there. 
   My next comment is about the parking lot.  I counted the spots from 
the aerial view.  There's 124 non-handicap spots in the lot off of Dwyer.  Again, other neighbors 
have commented about the parking on that Kennington on Dwyer, by the park on Dwyer, north 
of the park.  The neighbor commented on the parking on Yale as well as parking going on to 
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Francis.  It appears that maybe between two and four spots have been removed from the 
parking lot with the reconfiguration of these larger fields, and you're talking about increased 
capacity at the park.  How much further are people going to be parking on residential streets? 
   My next comment is in regards to question number two, safety and 
the need for netting along Kirchhoff.  You brought up the majority of the play that's going to be 
north and south is oriented for younger children only.  Also, that you could not give a number to 
Mr. Jensen on the number of balls that have gone into Kirchhoff with the number being 
infrequent.  At the last meeting, you were asked about how many accidents occurred, were 
reported to the Village regarding balls going out into traffic, and you said you did not have a 
number.  So, you're talking about north and south play for an extreme sliver of the population 
that would be playing soccer, the younger children.  Why can't you continue to play east and 
west without any issues?   
   Regarding number three, the pedestrian gate, there is no need for 
any open fencing along Kirchhoff.  Inconvenience of people walking around, if you're at a 
sporting event, you're there for sports.  Sports involves physical activity. 
   Kennicott is a highly traveled road.  It is a major ambulance path.  
The ambulances, once they turn the corner off of New Wilke, unless it's a significant emergency, 
turn off their sirens. They are usually traveling faster than 35 miles an hour.  The high school 
students in the neighborhood are bused, not to Rolling Meadows, not due to the distance from 
Rolling Meadows but due to the safety of the street.  So, now you're opening up gates for 
children to go on to a heavily traveled street.  There is no need for any pedestrian access in the 
middle of a gate.  Go to the intersection, cars barely pay attention to people at the intersections, 
now you're allowing people to enter off of the park.   
   Your latches you said are going to be five feet tall.  I talked to my 
neighbor boy who is four-foot-four going into third grade, when he puts his hand up he can reach 
over five feet tall. So, a child can access any latches.  In your statement, the Park District will 
also inform coaches and team managers that the gates are intended for adults only.  Just 
because you inform adults, it doesn't mean they're going to follow through and say to everybody 
that's not for kids.  Who is really going to follow through on that? 
   Who is going to monitor if the fences are closed at all times?  Who is 
going to monitor if those fences are closed when game play is not going on, when neighbors are 
out in the evenings, when kids are doing their shenanigans in the park?  There is already 
vandalism there where the statue, the football statue was also damaged. So, now that football 
statue can't even be out 12 months of the year. 
   Point four, the landscaping.  If you look at the picture of the trees that 
they submitted that are farther down, farther east on Kirchhoff, those trees are low.  Those trees 
are not going to grow.  As you can see, they would be growing into the power lines and the utility 
lines.  Those trees are not going to grow tall enough to block my line of vision out my backyard.   
   The property immediately behind my house is not my property.  I 
cannot put up trees right behind my fence because I don't own that property.  So, I can't put up 
additional trees, and what trees would be needed to block the park would be evergreens.  The 
trees proposed are not evergreens. 
   Point five, about number two, about the retractable netting being 
more expensive, I do have a question to the Park District about how much money you spent on 
the irrigation system that you put in that park a few years ago that I saw being bulldozed a few 
weeks ago.  That's all of our taxpayers' money at waste. 
   Number three, Park District has limited availability of staff to be able 
to put the netting up and down.  There's attendants on site for the golf, and you also pay other 



DRAFT 
 

attendants at other parks such as Pioneer to keep the building open so people can use the gym 
in the evenings.  So, you do have staff and you do pay for staff after hours and for other 
occasions. 
   Then at the bottom you talk about you do not plan to remove the net. 
Soccer starts in April after spring break.  It goes from April until the second week in June.  
Football starts in, practices start in August, and soccer and football play goes through October, 
maybe the first week in November.  So, you have seven months of non-continuous use of these 
fields.  Again, you stated the primary purpose of the netting is for the smaller children who will be 
playing north and south orientation.  So, I'm looking at netting 12 months a year for the purpose 
of seven months of non-continuous use out my backyard. 
   The picture that you showed regarding number seven and other 
netting in the area, you didn't even show Park District property.  You showed private property, St. 
Viator's.  Those trees on Dryden a big mature trees.  You're talking about putting up tiny little 
trees. 
   Number eight, your rendering of what you're showing is really not an 
accurate rendering of looking out my backyard at the park.  The aerial view of trees along 
Kirchhoff, you did not go to Google Maps and use a Google Map picture.  That's how I counted 
the number of parking spots in that lot to see what driving down Kirchhoff looks like and what 
actual netting along Kirchhoff would look like.  So, I think your rendering was kind of inaccurate 
to what you're proposing it to look like. 
   Now, my children have been involved in soccer and in football in 
Arlington Heights.  I support the Park District and the park programs, but this I cannot support. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Yes, sir.   
  MR. STACK:  Hi, my name is Ed Stack, I live at 1211 West Francis Drive in 
Arlington Heights. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Spell your last name please. 
  MR. STACK:  S-t-a-c-k.  I just want to point out like Troy did, I've also had 
my son go through park activities, and I have coached the Park District basketball and Park 
District soccer over the years.  I'm all for the parks.  I'm not in favor of the netting. 
   One thing I want to tell you, John, about the landscaping in people's 
yards along Kirchhoff, you know, those of us on the north side of the street, there is some stuff 
that grows wild.  There is some stuff that people planted.  But a lot of the stuff that is growing 
wild is slowly coming down just like it did on the other side of the fence.  The big trees, as fences 
are getting replaced, are being cut down because we can't replace fences.  So, a lot of what you 
see, and some of the houses do have some barriers, some of them don't, but a lot of what you 
see will not be there in the future. 
   I do agree with Lara that if this, you know, I do not like the aesthetic 
of the netting at all, but I think that she's right, that evergreens, there's actually, if you look at the 
east side where the trees do exist on the east side of Dwyer, you know, they are going to grow 
right into the power lines.  But if you were to go south of the power lines and plant evergreens, 
you could plant trees that will grow much higher and they would cover the netting.   
   But the primary thing I want to say is that it seems to me the issue is 
not playing soccer there.  I will say though that there has been a lot of soccer played there over 
the years.  I think that there is a misrepresentation here like, and I'm not sure of all the timing of 
it, I'm sure there's been time there hasn't been soccer but there has been plenty of soccer there 
in the spring over the years.  It's not like it's been football and no soccer.  So, there has been 
soccer. 
   Now, there may have been some seasons where it was down, I'm 
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not sure.  I've lived there 14 years.  But it seems to me that the problem is not the turf fields and 
putting in the soccer fields, it's the orientation of the fields.  So, now that we've decided we're 
going to have north and south fields, we need to have a net, because before we had plenty of 
football and plenty of soccer and no net as long as we were running east and west.  So, it seems 
like the north and south, wanting to put these smaller fields in has made a necessity of the net.  
That's how it seems to me because they've been playing there for years without a net. 
   My last comment about that would be, too, people have brought up 
the parking and that's a big concern, too.  It looks like you may be losing a couple of parking 
spots also with the new construction, is that correct?   
  MR. PETERSEN:  Correct, three or four. 
  MR. STACK:  So, there's going to be three or four less spots.  During the 
football season when there's a maximum of two games, you've got the parking lot full.  You've 
got parking down Dwyer, sometimes down Francis.  Sometimes it reaches my house, not 
normally but it has.  So, now instead of two soccer games we're going to have four soccer 
games, correct?  Sometimes there will be four soccer games being  
played? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  It's possible there would be four. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Why don't you come up just to the 
microphone? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes.  To address that, yes, it's possible there will be four 
games, soccer games.  But those fields are, those north-south orientation are much smaller 
rosters of children.  They're only playing a six on six or seven on seven variety of games.  So, 
you know, rosters are ten kids each, so we're talking the same amount of kids as a large size if 
there were two games going on.  But in fact, as I mentioned earlier, we're only going to have, at 
any given time, one full-sized football game going on or one full-sized soccer game.  It's not 
going to be both full-sized fields are going to be used at the same time ever.  That's not how 
we're planning the program. 
   So, we've already talked with the football association.  They're only 
using that west field for practices, they're never going to be using it for games.  We've got the 
east field for games.  We've got, as mentioned we've got the Hersey synthetic turf field that we 
can use for games, and we also have football fields that we use at our Pioneer Community 
Center location.  So, we're planning to ever have two football games at a time.  So, as far as the 
parking concerns, we don't see that being an issue.   
   As far as the number of games like you mentioned, yes, there are 
four games but the rosters are much smaller.  So, the smaller kids, the smaller games, they don't 
have the same need. 
  MR. STACK:  So, do you currently only have one football game at a time? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I know in previous years they have used both fields at a 
time, but it's not planned.  We don't have the field on the west set up for games.   
  MR. STACK:  Okay, but now, okay, let me just run the numbers by you real 
quick.  So, you're saying six on six on the small fields? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Is that correct? 
  MR. ELMAN:  Yes. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes, six on six. 
  MR. STACK:  Okay, so that would be 36 kids playing on one field and 22 on 
the full-sized field as opposed to 22 and 22 if you were having two regular soccer games.  So, 
you're still going to have a lot more kids playing.  I'm just saying it's going to affect the parking.  
There's going to be a lot more parents, a lot more people there, and the parking is going to be, 
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because it really, you guys know it doesn't hold, the parking lot doesn't hold games now.  It's 
held up and down the street down Dwyer. 
   So, what I'm saying is the full-sized field, you're playing 11 on 11, 
that's 22.  On those three small fields, you're going to have 36 kids playing. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Right. 
  MR. STACK:  Where it was just a full-sized -- 
  MR. PETERSEN:  But it's still under the 100 plus parking spots that are out 
there. 
  MR. STACK:  No, the parking spots right now don't hold the games when 
you have a football game.  They come down the streets.  So, you're going to have a lot more 
kids meaning a lot more parents.  
  MR. PETERSEN:  Is the math correct on that? 
  MR. STACK:  I'm pretty good at math.  Okay, that's all I had to say, thanks. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Any more hands?  There we 
go.  You're closer, you can come now please. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  No, go ahead.  Actually I was going to mention 
something that he proposed the last time that hasn't been mentioned.  So, you go right ahead. 
  MR. MAREK:  Good evening.  My name is Bob Marek, M-a-r-e-k, and I live 
at 610 South Yale Avenue.  I only wanted to address one item at this time and it's based on my 
reading of the Park District's response letter. 
   In response to point number five, the Park District has a nice 
discussion of the advantages and disadvantages of a retractable netting versus permanent 
netting.  What it talks about there is that the permanent netting has the advantage of having a 
tighter fit which limits moving and waving in the wind which I assume goes to some noise 
pollution issue, and also a tighter fit limits sagging and slack which leads to some, you know, 
decay and atrophy and also I would assume the same noise pollution. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  It's an aesthetic thing. 
  MR. MAREK:  And aesthetics as well.  Now, on that point then is I also took 
a ride over to St. Viator's to look at their netting.  What I noticed as a non-engineer, it seemed to 
be that they had some sort of a tension adjuster at the base of the netting.  So, I thought that 
was a nice idea because if in fact there is an advantage to having a taut net, then you'd want 
some sort of device during this permanent netting of being up for 12 months a year that you 
could reset it, adjust the parameters and make it taut so you don't have, you said maintain the 
aesthetics and you avoid the other problems with the blowing and the noise or whatever.   
   So, I would just like to pose to the Park District whether or not in fact 
the object that I did see, was it a tension adjuster?  If it is, were they considering having that 
along the, you know, 700-foot stretch of net on Kirchhoff Road?  Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  We're going to throw that back to the Park 
District. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I'll trust Mr. Marek's point. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  This is Allen Petersen again. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Yes, and that's exactly the type of netting setup that we 
would propose, that St. Viator has.  It's kind of that semi-permanent in nature that it's strong on 
tension lines across the top, the bottom and the sides along the holes.  Very similar to the way 
it's set up at St. Viator.  St. Viator has a much bigger, taller netting, but in our case it would be 
the same type of situation. 
   The permanent type netting is connected directly to a pole and it's 
with brackets.  That way there's really no flexibility of change or use in there.  So, we agree, we'd 
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like to be able to tighten those nets up as necessary and keep them as tight and as taut as 
possible because that's going to give us the best look along there anyway, and the least amount 
of wear and tear on the system.  You know, as soon as it gets loose, it's going to pull and tug 
and rip, and we don't want to have that kind of situation. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Allen.  Yes, ma'am, I think 
you're up. 
  MS. BRANCATO:  Rose Brancato, B-r-a-n-c-a-t-o, I'm at 707 South Yale.  
First of all, I want to express the opening on Kirchhoff, when I first heard it, I think it's an absurd 
idea.  Nobody really needed to think about it, not only for the kids but there's going to be 
grownups, that easy way since there's a door there, they're going to go ahead and drop off the 
kids right there.  It takes time to go around?  Oh, well, a sacrifice that we have to make to run a 
team.  That's the number one thing. 
   As far as the 20-foot fence, I'm not into sports so I'm not a, you 
know, a judge to say, but is it really needed that tall?  Is it really needed for 20 feet?  Someone 
at the last meeting mentioned maybe we could only just go 10.  It hasn't been mentioned 
anymore.  What the prior gentleman mentioned the last time, he mentioned something where 
you could take it down when the games are done or maybe at the end of the season so we don't 
have to look at that 20 feet all year round. 
   What the prior lady, I will introduce myself, that brought up 
everything, I'm very supportive of a lot of things that she brought up.  As far as the parking that I 
never thought that you had mentioned and now brought back memories from last year, I live in 
the cul de sac right behind there.  I actually have to direct people because they park there and 
they try every house to try to get into the people's yard to go back there to get to the park, where 
I finally had to say, hey, no matter where you go you're going to have to go around. There is no 
opening.  Well, at some corner, some kids did find some ways to get in.   
   It gets overpopulated during the summer that's parked there that we 
don't, our cul de sac is fully parked because there is not enough parking.  So, running more 
games within our area is going to be chaos.  This is going to open us up with more injuries and 
things with the opening.  So, there's a lot of things to consider before this decision is made, and I 
hope the safety and the keeping up our area as beautiful as it is is being considered by all of you 
guys. Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  There you go, you're up. 
  MR. ANDERSON:  Paul Anderson, A-n-d-e-r-s-o-n, 1303 West Francis 
Drive.  I fit in between everybody else that's already been up here talking as far as where we are 
located from the park.  Thanks to Troy, too, for letting us use his son for a guinea pig over and 
over.  He's the one we measured for a height reach, and I also challenged him to kick his soccer 
ball over his basketball hoop sitting in the driveway to see if he can kick over 10-foot.  He was 
excited to do it but he couldn't quite make it. 
   Oh, thank you.  Sam has graciously put up some slides up on the 
screen for me.  These are some Google street view images.  This one is back where I came 
from, this is actually in the Arvada, Colorado area.  I picked this because it's very close to what 
Kirchhoff looks like, and the shallow angle, you're going to have a view looking at this fence or 
netting.  As you can see, it's very visible.  I mentioned last time it's got a very strong vertical 
presence.  This is how it's going to look when you drive down along Kirchhoff.  I don't know if you 
can flip back and forth but you've still got that same angle and it's going to be unsightly I think.  I 
agree with John, those telephone poles, they don't look very good either.  Throwing that in there 
is not going to help.   
   I was under the impression there was a lot more room for 
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landscaping.  Unfortunately, I was wrong.  I'm very happy to see that they're even considering 
putting small trees in the right of way.  But whether or not they're going to hit 20 feet or not, I 
don't think that's going to help.  
   We've been talking a lot about the netting over at St. Viator.  The 
reason I walked in here last is because my wife and I drove over there and checked out the nets 
as well.  In there, they're nestled in to some very tall, large mature trees.  Yes, you don't see 
them, they don't disappear.  That isn't going to be the case here.  We're going to have small 
trees is what they've got planned. 
   So, going back to the list of items here, as far as number one is 
concerned, I'm happy to see that, you know, you're putting in fields that the kids are going to be 
able to use for sports. Happy to see that, you know, you're going to get a lot more use out of this 
park.  But you are trying to put, I think, too much into a small area. 
   Then item 2, it seems as though you've talked yourself out of even 
the need for a net.  You talk about game are going to be continued to play north-south.  Those 
ages will be limited to 11 and younger.  Older groups will be going parallel to Kirchhoff.  
Practicing, that won't involve any high kicking, it's just going to be footwork, et cetera.  So, even 
though we've put in these nice, new turf fields, it doesn't look like the use is going to remain the 
same.  We've changed some parameter here somewhere and come up with the need for this 
net. 
   What else was I going to say?  Oh, that other 88th Street view, the 
other one, yes.  That to me is absolutely unacceptable if we have anything that looks like that.  I 
think our neighbors all agree, I think anybody driving down that street will agree.  I know that that 
netting will disappear when you're at a 90-degree looking at it straight on, but all those poles, 
they're just there and that's all you're going to see as far as I'm concerned.   
   I appreciate everybody's considerations and everything that you've 
brought up tonight.  There's been valid points, but we've still got some work to do.  As far as the 
gates in the middle, I am also in agreement that that isn't necessary at all.  That's a safety issue. 
   Parking, yes, those parking lots over there, they're full all the time.  
You're on a very busy intersection right there.  You've got traffic coming in and out of those 
parking lots.  That's going to be a nightmare, too. 
   I guess that's all I have to say.  I just want to keep things looking 
beautiful.  I don't want something like this.  We're close but not quite there. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.   
  MR. REBSAMEN:  Good evening.  My name is Jim Rebsamen, R-e-b-s-a-
m-e-n.  I live at 1307 West Francis Drive.  I just have one question.  Because we're playing 
north-south with younger kids who miraculously aren't going to be able to kick it over a 20-foot 
fence, there's no way, but if you're going to have four games, that means we have portable 
goals.  Can you tell me how you're going to secure portable goals even when you're not staffing 
fields?  Are they locked? If they're sandbagged, they're going to fall over because kids are going 
to move them. 
  MR. NEILL:  Again, Steve Neill, N-e-i-l-l, Division Manager of Recreation 
Facilities at the Park District.  The portable goals that we're proposing to use on the north-south 
fields are weighted down, not with sandbags but with a screwed-in lead-based weight or like a 
weight plate.  So, they will be secured in place for that. 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  You're going to screw them into the turf? 
  MR. NEILL:  No, not screwed into the turf, screwed into the actual base 
structure of the net so that they would be in place for the game.  Then they would be removed, 
not offsite but off field after the north-south game so that they could play east-west. 
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  MR. REBSAMEN:  Then what happens, they're locked? 
  MR. NEILL:  Yes, they would be locked kind of -- 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  Together. 
  MR. NEILL:  Yes, together. 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  So, no kids could pull them apart or adults -- 
  MR. NEILL:  Or it could be used by a row group. 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  So, they'll be locked all the time? 
  MR. NEILL:  They would be locked when they're not in use by park 
programs, yes. 
  MR. REBSAMEN:  Okay, thank you. 
  MR. NEILL:  Thank you.  
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Anybody else?  Okay, seeing 
no hands, I think we'll close the public hearing portion of this and get back to questions, 
deliberations. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Well, I heard a lot of support for the Park 
District and the Park District programs.  Most of the criticisms that I have heard go to the issue of 
the actual placement of this field and what you did sometime ago and it's really not the purpose 
of this hearing.  But I do find it a little, quite interesting that you placed such an important field 
that close to such a large artery and created a safety problem just to begin with.   
   So, I think you've put, I think the Plan Commission, the Board and 
others are put in an awkward position, you're asking us to balance aesthetics against what you 
call safety because you feel the safety of the cars as well as of the people playing depends on 
this net.  So, I think most people will have to come to the side of safety, but we don't feel very 
comfortable, I don't feel very comfortable doing that.  I feel that things were not well thought out 
about this park from the very beginning.  You did it very well with the other parks where you're 
not right on major traffic areas.  But with this particular park, you not only put it there but you've 
put a lot of activities there and it's probably stretched beyond capacity. 
   So, I'm feeling very conflicted about your petition.  If this were a 
private petitioner and not a government petitioner, you went through the process from start to 
finish, we would not be here discussing this.  We probably had denied it somewhere along the 
process, that we would not allow somebody to put a miniature golf course or some other thing 
where balls can fly out into the road.  So, I feel like we've set a lower standard for government 
than we have for the private petitioners that have come before this Commission, and I'm very 
troubled by that.   
   I'm still not totally sure how I'm going to vote on this but I don't really 
like the position you've placed the Plan Commission in and the Board, and I think it's very 
unfortunate.  But we're not here to deliberate the existence of this park.  What we're asked to do 
is deal with the aesthetics of this netting versus the safety aspects of it.  So, it's a very 
disconcerting position I find myself in. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I somewhat echo that.  I can't change the 
past, I can't take this park away.  I can't move it to another spot farther away from the road.  I 
can't change any of that.  All I can deal with is what's in front of me right now. 
   Unfortunately, if I have to choose between somebody's life being lost 
in a car accident and aesthetics, I hate to be the homeowner and I have a lot of sympathy for 
you and I hate that I'm in this position, but I would have to choose safety over aesthetics. 
   If the fence doesn't go up, are you still going to go ahead with all of 
the programs that you have planned for this?  If the Board denies, even regardless of what we 
decide, if the Board denies the net, what will happen at this point? 
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  MR. PETERSEN:  If the Board decided to not approve the safety netting 
along Kirchhoff, we would have to look at our uses there because we do have concerns about 
safety.  You know, it might not be where we would use the use initially, we might have to just 
monitor it. We might have to have people out there to monitor it constantly if that's necessary.  
We don't think that it should come to that.  We think that, you know, a 20-foot net serves this 
purpose for this location. 
   This is the land we have.  Unfortunately, with the Park District, we 
don't get the best choice of property and we do the best we can with what we have.  We 
definitely have a need for soccer and soccer locations.  Right now, the site that we have in our 
possession is not getting used to its full potential.  As I first acknowledged, we know this is a 
concern but we're trying to address it as best we can by putting in safety netting. 
   I know that there's concerns about the aesthetics and the 
landscaping and the openings.  But as you mentioned, us as well, we have to side on the side of 
safety.  You know, we're going to use it for soccer and we don't want there to be a problem 
there. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I do want to weigh in on the gate.  When I 
asked before, I was thinking of the limited scope of mostly being used for the park stuff.  But just 
thinking about people potentially and I can imagine people would do it, drop their kids off on 
Kirchhoff and let them come through the gate.  That's crazy but I've seen people do some pretty 
crazy things in my life.  So, even if you made it self-closing, I think I would just prefer to get rid of 
the gates all together. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Mary Jo.  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I wholeheartedly agree with both 
Commissioner Jensen and Commissioner Warskow that, again we can't go back into history but 
I think there is some very poor planning here with the location of these fields.  I don't know if it 
was ever thought of to flip-flop with the parking lot.  Yes, that's an additional cost, of course it is 
but, you know, when you add the cost of this 20-foot net in and over a period of many years of 
replacing that because that has a limited lifetime of exposure to the elements.  So, again but 
that's history.  
   So, right now we're dealing with this netting.  I fear problems with 
parking, but again we can't do anything about that today.  This is strictly about approving a 
variance to allow a 20-foot high netting.  If we have to choose between safety and aesthetics, 
I've got to go with safety.  I would not want to be the one to have to deal with the fact that we, 
and not have any gates.  I'm totally opposed to having openings on that fence and allowing 
somebody to go out there.  If it's an inconvenience to walk around, let that be an inconvenience. 
But I don't want it on my conscience that we allowed gate openings where a young child ran on 
to Kirchhoff and was injured or possibly killed by a 35-mile-an-hour vehicle coming down that 
street.   
   So, right now I'm going along with this netting but without any 
entrance openings.  I'm just sorry to see that things weren't thought of years ago before these 
fields were put along this Kirchhoff Road.  That's all I have. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Jay? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, all good comments by my colleagues 
up here and certainly the public, and thank you all for your comments.  You know, just a couple 
of issues that I would raise is, as we go forward, regardless of the outcome, I would ask the Park 
District potentially to work with the Village, you know, the Yale cul de sac concern about parking, 
people, you know, kind of coming through Yale.  Now, that's an issue right now, so, that's just 
something that, regardless of what happens with these fields, I think that as a Park District and 
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as a Village, we should probably figure out if there's any sort of controls that we can put there or 
enforcement issue, because that shouldn't happen regardless.   
   Then maybe more, you know, I don't know, it seems to me like the 
parking issues, I've been at the park some of those nights where you have multiple football 
games, you know, with teams coming and teams going, so you may have four or five teams 
there at one time, and it does get, you know, again current state, and so parking loads up along 
Dwyer.  But I don't know, maybe there's a way for us to ease some of that with better use of that 
Wilke parking which I think we're not really talking about.  We're talking about the parking lot, 
there's plenty of parking along Wilke that maybe we're just not directing people or people don't 
know they have access there.  So, maybe as we direct whether the visiting teams, you know, 
that are coming in for Aces games, we say, you know, park along this. 
   So, I think that the parking issues, while it may not be the subject, I 
think are real issues that we probably need to address regardless of what goes on here.  The 
other thing I'd say about the landscaping is I appreciate the work that the Park District has done 
about the right of way trees.  You know, I would also ask that, you know, if we think that it would 
help at all, to look at the northerly right of way, if there is something IDOT is interested in, 
because you're achieving the same, I think that the people's concern isn't necessarily driving 
along Kirchhoff, I think we're talking about the folks on Francis has the main concern for 
aesthetics and, you know, you'd be able to address that whether the plantings go in on the north 
side or the south side.  So, whatever makes the most sense, if we can get taller trees on the 
north side because you don't have those huge overhead lines, you know, maybe that goes a 
little bit further as well as to assuage some of the concerns on that. 
   Then I would just say about, you know, there were still some 
questions about the use of the fields.  Kevin Malik is a player that I have coached and I do know 
he's an excellent player.  So, I know the neighborhood used him, you know, he's a great athlete. 
 But I will say we're talking about kids who are going to be up to like 18 years old playing on 
these fields.  If there's a question about whether the current fence or maybe even a 10-foot 
netting would be sufficient to stop those balls even on the north-east, I mean, even if you knee a 
challenge on a soccer ball, that ball will go flying sideways even though the field is not directed 
that way.  So, I can assure you there will be plenty of balls on the street if there is no netting, and 
there probably will be several with a 20-foot netting.   
   But I would also say that it seems as though my colleagues here are 
opposed to really any gating.  It seems like that's a big concern not just from the public, a 
completely legitimate concern of course, and also from the Board.  Maybe that's something that 
we need to just get over here as we make a vote, maybe we have to adjust our 
recommendation.  I'm not sure if, like I mentioned before, a keyed entry so you literally can't 
open it or close it unless there's somebody there that's going to be at the facility, probably the 
Aces director coaching who's going to be out there running it, if he has a key, then that's the way 
in and out.  I mean is that sufficient for the Board?   
   Maybe that's something we need to talk about.  Or is it just simply 
we're not going to allow it in any event?  If it really becomes an issue then, so I would just ask 
the Board how we address that in our recommendation. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Since I'm the last one to speak on this, I 
think if we had a gate, and I'm really against the gate, I think it would have to be locked.  I think 
that might be something that I could consider if it was a lockable thing.   
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  But that doesn't serve any purpose them. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, it -- 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  If they're going to have to go out and get a 
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ball, are you going to wait for somebody to go and get a key from somebody, whoever has this 
key? 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, John, let me finish.  I'm against the 
gates to begin with.  If there had to be a gate, it would have to be locked.  I question, as you 
were just stating, what good does it do if there's one key on this giant 1,000 foot long field?  So, I 
think that, the gates I think are too much of a safety hazard just in general.  So, obviously locking 
is not any way to change that. 
   Also, the netting here, I echo everything you've heard here about 
how hard it is to make a decision here based on where we are today.  I'm thinking that maybe 
we should change the recommendation that without an acceptable landscaping on the north and 
side right of ways there is no netting.  So, if we all feel that we need to have netting which I do for 
a safety thing, and that the Park District has shown poor planning I think over the years, then if 
we're in this situation of concern for safety, then we have to go a little bit further and say that we 
want to see more landscaping on both sides of the street and get a more acceptable 20-foot by, 
isn't it 975 feet long?  How long is this thing? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  This is 816. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  800, I'm sorry.   
  MR. PETERSEN:  816. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  816 feet long, which is considerable, I think 
that we have to work a little harder here.  A tree every 50 feet or whatever the pole is facing isn't 
going to do it. They're going to have to get landscaping that's going to be able to grow and miss 
the power lines because ComEd comes along and butchers up all the trees that are planted on 
the power lines.  So, I'm just throwing that out.  Is there any way to, without just saying okay, 
we're going to have the net and then not concern ourselves with the aesthetics of it? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Well, I would say, I mean I think that, so are 
you saying that it would be a condition of our approval?  Because I think we're willing to say, at 
least I'm willing to say, you know, to approve the Petitioner to go forward and work with the 
Village to get essentially the most, you know, reasonable landscaping we can from IDOT.  The 
Park District is not going to have, the ultimate control rests with IDOT.  We just have to get some 
good faith here from the Park District and working with the Village to get the most, you know, 
acceptable landscaping they can get from IDOT.  I don't know holding it up on our approval is 
not going to, I don't think that's going to do it. 
   Right now, if we put any, as far as I'm concerned, you know, with all 
the electrical lightings and the lighting poles and everything that you have in the site plans, a 
considerable amount of landscaping that the Park District has already proposed is probably an 
improvement on that space as well now. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, yes, it's a single tree where every pole 
is which I think is 50-foot spacing or something. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  48 feet. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  48 feet, you know, which is not a lot. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  It's not a lot.  You know, and I guess -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  If it's a typical IDOT tree they put in, it's 
about a two-inch caliper if I had to guess.  So, it's going to be many years before that tree does 
anything. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Right, but I still think, you know, that's an 
improvement over, I mean as far as I can see from those lines and poles and everything that sits 
there, I think that would probably be an improvement on the current state. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  No, I think it would be.  Anything you do 
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there is going to be an improvement. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I guess what I would be inclined to do is, 
you know, take a vote, and if we want to put a restriction on the gates, that the gate is not part of 
the approval and we've mentioned that, then essentially the Park District would meet at least the 
landscape requirements that they've shown but will make further efforts to, you know, provide 
further landscaping more densely and perhaps some additional landscaping on the north side, 
all subject to IDOT's approval, because IDOT has final approval that I don't know if we can -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Well, if IDOT was to refuse it, then what? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Well, so if we can make the condition on the 
landscaping that they've proposed as shown, that would be kind of the minimum standard.  I 
mean I believe our Petitioner, the Park District would be able to go forward with our 
recommendation with the landscaping they have if that was all IDOT was going to give them, 
yes, I think so.  But I also think we can put in there, if the Park District is willing to accept it, a 
requirement that they go back to IDOT and try to intensify that landscaping on the southerly side 
of the right of way and potentially on the northerly side.  I mean in good faith I think you can do 
that, correct? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Absolutely.  We've already applied, as we mentioned, for 
trees at 48-foot on center.  Those trees are a variety that would reach approximately 20-foot in 
height which would be at the height of the net.  So, that was our plan is to block as much net as 
we can in that way.  So, those trees are going to be a minimum of 20 to 30-foot wide.  They're 
that type of variety.  So, they're 25, 20, 25-foot tall, 20 to 25, 30-foot wide.  So, they're going to fill 
the majority for that space across the whole parkway.   
   We are, absolutely, we are willing to work with IDOT if they, like you 
mentioned, we really don't have a lot of say or a lot of jurisdiction about what happens on the 
north side of Kirchhoff, but we can certainly appeal to IDOT and work with the Village as 
necessary.  We've already established communication with them on the south of Kirchhoff so I 
don't know why they wouldn't, you know, work with us and hopefully meet our needs there, 
everybody's needs.  I think that would address the concerns. 
   I think that the type of tree that we're planning to do is going to, like I 
said, cover the majority of the netting.  It's going to be at the height of what the netting is 
proposed at.  We don't necessarily need it to go above that height and we really can't because of 
the power lines.  So, I know at one point somebody else had mentioned evergreens as a variety. 
Our interpretation of IDOT's landscape code is I don't believe we are able to use evergreens in 
that location according to their code.   
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is it the salting?  I think it's salt. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I don't know for sure why.  I think that they don't want 
necessarily a solid screen, you know, along a parkway like that.  That's not what we're looking to 
do either. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I don't think it reacts well to the salt. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Possibly.  If I can address the concern that's been 
discussed about the openings, as mentioned, we know that was a big point of contention and we 
have discussed it at our side with the Park District.  We feel openings are in our best interest but 
we're willing to take that out of our proposal if that's what it takes to get the safety netting up and 
protect the children. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Before you sit down, a point was made by 
someone in the audience that the fields are only used five months, is it five months out of the 
year and seven months out of the year they're not used for sports?  Is that accurate? 
  MR. PETERSEN:  I don't know if that's what was said.  I think what was 
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said is that's seven months that would be used, and that's not entirely accurate.  It's probably 
closer to where it would be downtime three to three-and-a-half, maybe four months period of 
time.  Basically, that's December through mid-March, early March, somewhere in that period of 
time is when it wouldn't be used. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Well, it doesn't give the neighborhood much.  I 
think I would feel a lot better about it if you did got to a retractable netting or one you can bring 
down.  Now, obviously that adds to the cost, but you're already spending $2 million plus.  You've 
got $80,000 you're going to put into this netting.  I feel like we ought to give the neighborhood 
something.  Taking it down during the periods when you're not using it may add some costs, but 
quite frankly I think it would be helpful to some degree.  It doesn't solve all of the problems but it 
does give you some period of time without the netting.  
   So, and I agree with what other people said, I don't think you really 
want to have a gate there at all.  It's just going to borrow trouble you don't need. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Lynn, can I just add?  I think the tradeoff 
with the retractable also we talked about was the aesthetics of a retractable while it's up are 
unfavorable I think.  So, yes, I agree, I mean soccer season is going to run from, they're going to 
start practicing in early March, they will run through probably early November.  Football, 
obviously August through November.  So, you're really looking at dormant from probably early to 
mid November to early to mid March.  So, you're going to have the net dormant for whatever, 
three-and-a-half, four months.  But I think the time, the critical time where the majority of the time 
it's going to be up, I think the retractable is going to be disappointing to people in terms of how it 
looks when it's up.  Not to mention the, you know, the mechanical wear and everything else. 
   So, I think for the Commissioners, Sam, I think we have to make a 
recommendation here and I think what I would like to do, Bruce, unless as Acting Chairman you 
have a different idea, based on the comments I've heard from the Commissioners, to take a vote 
on the recommendation subject to the conditions stated therein, adding a condition that no  
gates -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  No gates. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  No gate be allowed. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  And a second additional condition, that the 
Park District work in good faith with IDOT to intensify the landscaping along Kirchhoff road. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  North side. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, north and south sides. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Actually, there should be more in the north 
side where we can get taller trees, you could get the taller trees because -- 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes.  Sam, if you would keep that wording 
in there, I think we're in agreement with that. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Can I clarify? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I can, do you want me to -- oh, go ahead, 
Mr. Petersen. 
  MR. PETERSEN:  Sorry, I just want to clarify.  We would eliminate the 
openings?  There is an existing maintenance gate, I believe it's an eight-foot or six-foot wide 
maintenance gate that's on that fence currently that we have lockable.  We would be willing to 
not add any openings.  I don't know if it's the semantics of it but just make sure, we don't want to 
add any gates or openings. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes, yes.  I will cover that.   
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Keep it locked, the one they have, the 
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maintenance gate. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes.  So, I think I'll read it to Sam, the way I 
kind of presented it and we can take a vote from there? 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes, I think that's good. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  So, I motion to recommend. 
 
A motion to recommend to the Village Board of Trustees approval of PC# 16-010, an 
Amendment to PUD Ordinance 87-052 and Ordinance 05-088, and a Variation from 
Chapter 28, Section 6.13-3(a) to allow a 20-foot tall netting in the front yard where code 
limits the maximum height of a fence in the front yard to three feet. 
 
This approval is subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. There shall be no additional gates added to the Kirchhoff Road side of the 

property.  This excludes the current maintenance gate which shall remain 
locked in accordance with current procedures.   

2. The Park District shall work in good faith with IDOT to intensify the 
landscaping along the southerly and northerly right of way for Kirchhoff 
Road. 

3. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local codes, 
regulations and policies. 

 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Sounds good. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is there a second? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Second. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I'll second. 
 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Roll call vote. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Is that second, who had the second? 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Mary Jo.  
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Mary Jo had the second, it's obvious. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes, with comment. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Acting Chairman Green. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes, with comment.  Lynn, go ahead. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Sure.  I think it is clear that the issues that 
were raised mostly go to things that aren't before the Commission at this time and they have to 
do with the original placement of the practice fields and the game fields that close to a major 
artery.  This Commission couldn't really address them, but I think it is really a sad situation when 
we set a standard that is much lower for government than we would have in my opinion set for a 
private petitioner coming here trying to put a recreational field on this kind of a situation.  We 
would have probably, it probably wouldn't have gotten through this whole process. 



DRAFT 
 

   So, I feel like I'm in a very conflicted position, but I can't ask the 
Village to throw away $2 million of investment with the turf that they've been putting in, and I 
can't side against safety. So, I've voted yes but it's not one that I'm glad I did. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  If I can use Commissioner Jensen's 
comment, that would be mine.  Congratulations, you have a unanimous recommendation here.  
It will be passed on to the Village Board of Trustees, and that date is? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Again, we're targeting July 5th pending receipt of the 
minutes in a timely fashion. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  July 5th.  I would suggest you keep in touch 
with Sam here to make sure that is the date.  Thank you all for coming. 
   Is there any other items on the agenda? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  I make a motion to adjourn. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is there a second to that? 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Second. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All those in favor say aye. 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  We're adjourned. 
   (Whereupon, the above-mentioned public meeting was adjourned at 

9:36 p.m.) 
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PLAN            
                             REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF A PUBLIC HEARING 
                                    BEFORE THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS 
                                                              PLAN COMMISSION 
                
COMMISSION      
 
 
 
RE:   CARNICA AUTO DETAIL - 208 WEST UNIVERSITY DRIVE - PC# 16-011 
 
 
 
  REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had before the Village of 
 
Arlington Heights Plan Commission Meeting taken at the Arlington Heights Village Hall,  
 
33 South Arlington Heights Road, 3rd Floor Board Room, Arlington Heights, Illinois on the 
 
22nd day of June, 2016, at the hour of 7:30 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: 
 
BRUCE GREEN, Acting Chair 
LYNN JENSEN 
MARY JO WARSKOW 
JOHN SIGALOS 
JAY CHERWIN 
 
ALSO PRESENT: 
 
SAM HUBBARD, Development Planner 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I'd like to call the meeting of the Plan 
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Commission to order.  Our first agenda item is if you'd all please rise and help me recite the 
pledge. 
   (Pledge of allegiance.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Sam, would you take the attendance 
please? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Dawson. 
   (No response.) 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commission Drost. 
   (No response.) 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Ennes. 
   (No response.) 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Green. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Here. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Lorenzini. 
   (No response.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Sam.  Our first item is approval 
of minutes from, I may have a hard time pronouncing this, the Swaminarayan -- 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Swaminarayan. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Swaminarayan, and the Sunset Meadows 
Safety Netting. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  So moved. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  If I can just make a comment?  I received the 
paper copies of the minutes and I'm missing all the odd-numbered pages.  All I have was, so I 
started to review them and I only have the even-numbered pages.  So, I don't know if I, I guess I 
can't vote on it because I don't have the full copy of the minutes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Okay, I apologize for that.  We'll double check to make 
sure we have them there. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  That's on both the minutes for the 
Swaminarayan Church and the Sunset Meadows Safety Netting. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I guess we'll have to wait until next time until 
you can go over those minutes.   
   All right.  The first agenda item tonight is the Auto Detail at 208 West 
University Drive, PC# 16-011.  Sam, first of all, have all the legal notices been made? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  They have, and I would like to clarify that this request 
does include a variation for a waiver of the traffic study upon it, just to be clear on that.  But yes, 
all the proper notices have been done. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Have been made, thank you.  Is the 
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Petitioner here tonight? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Yes, sir. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Would you please step up?  Anybody who 
is going to testify on your behalf, if you would all just please come up to the podium and I'll swear 
you in at one time?  If there's more than yourself.  
  MR. HISELMAN:  It's okay, it's just me. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Can I swear you in? 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  There you go.  The way we start this is give 
us your name, spell your last name for the court reporter and your address, and then tell us what 
you'd like to do. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  My name is Jason Hiselman, and that is spelled H-i-s-e-l-
m-a-n.  My personal address is 519 South Louis Street, L-o-u-i-s, Mount Prospect, Illinois.   
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Tell us about your project, Jason. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  We're here to request a land use variance for 208 West 
University Drive which is currently zoned M-1 to allow a "motor vehicle repair, major."   
   Just to give you a little background on Carnica, what we are is we're 
a niche business that does cosmetic repairs for dealership automobiles, mostly for dealerships 
and fleets.  We do typical damage like bumper blends, rock chip scratches, small panel blends, 
anything cosmetic that's on a vehicle.  Typical repairs use four ounces of paint or less.  We use 
less than a gallon of sprayable material in an eight-hour workday. 
   We transport vehicles from dealerships to the, we would transport 
them to the location at 208 West University Drive.  We do most of the repairs, most of them are 
one-day repairs, and as soon as the repairs are completed we take them back to the dealership. 
  
   We currently serve hundreds of dealers in the Chicagoland area, and 
then we have some area shops located close to here:  Des Plaines, Schaumburg, East Dundee 
and North Brook. 
   This happens to be an aerial shot of the whole building.  The part 
that we would occupy is outlined in red.  There's two other tenants in the building, so it's a three-
tenant building.  There is a cabinet maker in the center section.  Then on the far west section is 
a graphic design company.  The section highlighted in red is approximately 2,900 square feet 
and that's the area that we will work at. 
   As far as the interior of the building, there isn't much we need to do.  
We're not a retail company.  We do mostly wholesale or business to business.  So, the biggest 
thing that we do on the inside of the building, or the only thing we would really change is we'd put 
in a filtration system, we call it a limited finishing workstation.  What it is, it's a filtration system 
that's surrounded by three curtains and a hard metal wall on the back end.  You're able to pull a 
vehicle in surrounded by the curtains, do the minor paint repairs, let it exhaust the fumes out of 
the building to keep it safe for the workers, and you know, it's just a good tool for us to use to do 
this type of work since we don't do any heavy collision or any major damage on vehicles. 
   This is kind of what the limited finishing station looks like.  You can 
see it's got a back wall with filters on it that exhausts out the roof of the building.  It's surrounded 
by three curtain walls that are flame-resistant. 
   Some of the concerns that came up going forward, you know, fire 
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safety.  We've worked hard with the Building Department to come to, you know, what the 
standards would be to install this limited finish workstation.  We're going to follow the NFPA 33 
standard.  It will have a dry chemical fire suppression system installed within the unit.  Paint 
related materials, any that we do keep there, and we don't keep much, but it would be in an 
proof-flammable storage cabinet.  Then obviously we put three fire extinguishers in the building 
located at good locations. 
   Parking.  The parking, there's currently 29 spots for the three units in 
the building.  The two other tenants, they have a maximum of five employees at a time.  You 
know, they typically use three to five spaces a day.  We did do a two-day traffic study to kind of 
see what the parking would be like realistically.  We saw a high of 13, but you know, my 
understanding was the building owner had somebody working on the building at the time, some 
work on the roof that accounted for some extra cars.  But we typically would see about 10 at max 
capacity.  Our needs will be six spots at our peak, and usually a little bit less than that. 
   So, we saw a maximum of 13 vehicles.  The spaces for Carnica 
would be either for a work truck for a technician who comes to the location, or vehicles that are 
awaiting repair or awaiting delivery to go back to the dealership.  Repaired vehicles are always 
returned the same day. 
   Any of our customers' vehicles that need to stay overnight, we keep 
them inside the building.  We would not like to leave dealership cars outside overnight.  We just 
take responsibility and put them inside the building. 
   Employees, they start their day in the East Dundee location, and 
then they arrive to that location in 208 West University in two company vehicles.   
   (Microphone feedback.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you.  Sorry about that. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  No problem.  I was about wrapped up anyway. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All right.  Sam, would you want to give us 
the Village report? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Sure.  So, the request before you this evening is for 
approval of a land use variation to allow the proposed use as described by the Petitioner which 
is classified by the Village's Zoning Ordinance as a major motor vehicle repair facility.   
   The subject property is within the M-1 District which is the Research, 
Development & Light Manufacturing District, and it's located on the northern portion of the 
Village, roughly a little bit west of the intersection of University and Arlington Heights Road. 
Because major motor vehicle repair is not an allowable permitted use or special use in the M-1 
District, a proposed land use variation is being sought by the Petitioner.  Petitioner has provided 
responses to the criteria necessary for a land use variation approval.  Staff has analyzed those 
responses and we believe that the Petitioner, we concur with the Petitioner that the necessary 
criteria for approval have been met. 
   The Comprehensive Plan does classify the future use of this 
property as Research & Development, Manufacturing & Warehousing.  While the proposed land 
use variation does not directly fit within this classification, we feel that given the scope of use is 
less than 3,000 square feet floor area, the location on the subject property is not adjacent to any 
residential zoning districts, and the compatibility of this use with the other uses in the vicinity, that 
the intent of the Comprehensive Plan has been met. 
   It should be noted that all developments within the M-1 District are 
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required to conform to certain performance standards.  One of these standards does relate to 
odor and the detectability of odor at the property lines and beyond.  The Petitioner is aware of 
these restrictions.  As he's described, the filtration system within the paint booth does ventilate 
and filter the odors, so we don't believe it's going to be an issue.  Additionally, he has provided 
letters of support from the other two tenants within the building which would probably be the 
most affected and impacted by those odors.  They are in support of this proposed land use 
variation. 
   Regarding parking, we've analyzed the subject property.  It does 
conform to all parking regulations.  Our code does require a detailed traffic study.  We don't feel 
that this is necessary.  The Petitioner has requested a variation from this requirement and Staff 
is supportive of that as well. 
   Based on the sum of users in the building, it requires 12 parking 
spaces by the Village Code, and 29 spaces are present on the site.  So, we don't feel like there's 
going to be a parking problem.  Furthermore, since it's not a retail operation, it's not going to 
have customers and the general public coming in, so it's not going to create traffic in that regard. 
   I will say the Petitioner has worked fairly extensively, I'm sure that he 
would agree, with our Building Department to ensure that all life safety and building codes will be 
met.  So, we're comfortable in this proposed use.  There are no proposed exterior changes to 
the building. 
   So, that pretty much sums up our perspective and we're happy to 
answer any questions if the Plan Commission has any. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Sam.  Is there a motion to enter 
the Staff report into the documents? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I'll make that motion. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Second. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Second. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Second.  All in favor say aye. 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  All opposed?   
   (No response.) 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  So entered.  All right, who would like to 
start?  Jay, would you like to start the questions tonight? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Sure.  Thank you for the presentation.  I was 
able to listen to the Petitioner during the Plat & Sub meeting and he answered a lot of our 
questions.  
   My biggest concerns at the time were really threefold:  about the 
odor issues and, given the use of the property, fire safety and chemical storage, and then the 
third was, you know, potential for chemicals being used at the property and disposal, drainage 
and everything like that.  I think in your presentation, you addressed the odor and fire safety 
issues.   
   I saw in your report, it looks like Public Works is okay with, I think 
you're installing an RPZ valve into the premises. Is that, if you can talk maybe a little bit about 
that for the record, that would be helpful. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Sure.  Any chemicals that we carry would be kept in a 
proof-flammable cabinet designed for that.  Then as far as any of our chemicals, we have a 
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waste hauler, Clean Harbors, that disposes of all our waste.   
   208 West University would be considered a satellite shop for us.  So, 
the two technicians that would be working there, they go there just to service the dealerships in 
the area because so many of our comps are right there.  But typically what they would do is start 
their day in East Dundee, fill up their supplies there, drive to the 208 West University location 
and work on vehicles there.  Then they all have waste containers that they keep in their work 
vehicles and they transfer that waste back to East Dundee, put it in a 55-gallon drum that gets 
picked up by Clean Harbors and disposed of and kept track of. 
   Then I'm sorry, was there something else that is missing from your 
questions? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I said I thought the only comment it looked 
like from Public Works was just the installation of the valve. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  We would install an RPZ. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes.  So, as far as I'm concerned, I think the 
Petitioner did a good job of addressing the concerns I had at Plat & Sub.  I would support the 
use consistent with that one. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, Jay.  John? 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I was also at Plat & Sub.  I think it's a very 
good use for this property.  I just wanted to clarify that the dry chemical fire suppression system 
will be in that workstation, that paint booth? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  But the entire building would not be required 
to have a fire suppression system because it's under 3,000 square feet?  Is that what I was 
reading? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Correct, correct.  The unit is just under 3,000 square feet 
and is not required to be sprinklered.  The hazard area will be where the paint work is taking 
place.  It's surrounded by a fire -- 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  That will have the dry chem system? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Yes.  The dry chem system goes in the unit itself and the 
nozzles go in the filter based.  In speaking with the Building Department here, they feel it's very, 
the way we would install it, it would be very safe. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Thank you.  I have no other questions.  I 
think it's a good fit for that location. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Thank you. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you, John.  Mary Jo? 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  The only question that I have is that the 
only area that you do the paintwork in is that covered unit, yes? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Correct.  We do some of the prep work outside of that 
unit, but when it comes to painting we do it in there. Not only is it safer for the employees, it just 
results in a better finish. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Okay.  So, does the prep work involve any 
of the chemicals that could cause a fire? 
  MR. HISELMAN:  No. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Okay.  That's all I have. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I don't have any questions.  I was at Plat & 
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Sub and you've answered all my questions, especially with what you've told the other 
Commissioners.  So, I'm in support of this. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  My only question is for you, Sam.  I read in 
the report here, and I was just unclear, are the landscape issues up to code for this building? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  I believe we had some landscape recommendations, I 
don't believe they were strict code requirements.  So, you know, they're only recommendations, 
we're not requiring them to update the screening of landscaping at this time. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Okay, so in other words they are code 
compliant? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  That was my only question.  At this point, 
we're going to open it up to the public.  If anybody would like to come forward and speak on this 
subject?  Let's start with this side of the room, raise your hand.  Seeing none, we'll go to this side 
of the room.  
   I guess we're going to close the public part of this hearing and we're 
going to get back to the Commission for comments or recommendations. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  I'd like to make a motion. 
 
A motion to recommend to the Village Board of Trustees approval of PC# 16-011, a Land 
Use Variation to allow a "motor vehicle repair, major" use within the M-1 District; and a 
Variation from Chapter 28, Section 6.12-1(3), to waive the requirement for a traffic study 
and parking analysis prepared by a qualified professional engineer. 
 
This approval is subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable federal, state, and Village 

codes, regulations and policies. 
 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Is there a second to that recommendation? 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  I second. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Any comments?  Would you take a roll call 
vote please, Sam? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Cherwin. 
  COMMISSIONER CHERWIN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Jensen. 
  COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Sigalos. 
  COMMISSIONER SIGALOS:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Commissioner Warskow. 
  COMMISSIONER WARSKOW:  Yes. 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Acting Chairman Green. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Yes.  Well, congratulations!  You have 
unanimous approval.  We of course are a recommendation body, we recommend to the Village 
Trustees for final approval.  When will they be on the agenda? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  We are targeting July 5th but that's going to depend on 
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our court reporter and whether or not they get the minutes to us in a timely fashion.  We usually 
can accommodate our request, so we're hopeful that they'll be on the July 5th. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  And if we can get the odd-numbered 
pages? 
  MR. HUBBARD:  Yes, we've been having problems with our copier, so I 
apologize. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  I would stay in touch with Sam and he'll 
make sure you get the date. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  I will. 
  ACTING CHAIRMAN GREEN:  Thank you very much. 
  MR. HISELMAN:  Thank you. 
   (Whereupon, the above-mentioned public meeting was adjourned at 

7:50 p.m.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Item: Our Savior Lutheran Church Columbarium - 1234 N. Arlington Heights Rd.
- PC#16-014

Department: Planning & Community Development

Requested Action
 
Special Use Permit to allow a columbarium within the R-3 District.
 
Variations Identified
 
Variation from Variation from Section 6.5-2 to allow an accessory structure
within a front yard.
 
Recommendation
 
The Staff Development Committee has reviewed the Petitioner’s request and
recommends approval of a Variation from Section 6.5-2 to allow an accessory
structure within a front yard, and a Special Use Permit to  allow a columbarium
on the subject property, located at 1234 N. Arlington Heights Road. This approval
shall be subject to the following conditions:
 
1. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable Federal, State, and Village
Codes, Regulations, and Policies. 
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Legal Notification Correspondence
Aerial Exhibits
Plat & Sub Minutes Minutes
Site Plan Exhibits
Plat of Survey Exhibits
Project Narrative Correspondence
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STAFF DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE REPORT 
To:   Plan Commission  
Prepared By:  Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2016 
Date Prepared:  July 8, 2016 
Project Title:  Our Saviour Lutheran Church Columbarium 
Address:  1234 N. Arlington Heights Road 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Petitioner:  Jim Valentine  

Address:  1234 N. Arlington Heights Rd. 
   Arlington Heights, IL 60004   
    
Existing Zoning:  R-3, One-Family Dwelling District 
 
Requested Action: 
� Special Use Permit to allow a columbarium within the R-3 District. 
 
Variations Identified:  
� Variation from Variation from Section 6.5-2 to allow an accessory structure within a front yard. 
 

  
 
Surrounding Properties:  

Direction 
 

Zoning 
 

Existing Use 
 

Comprehensive Plan 

North R-3, One-Family Dwelling District Single-Family Homes Single Family Detached 

South I, Institutional Short Term Care/Rehabilitation Facility 
(Transitional Care Management) 

Institutional 

East R-3, One-Family Dwelling District Single Family Home and Olive – Mary Stitt 
Elementary School 

Single Family Detached 
and Schools 

West R-3, One-Family Dwelling District Single-Family Homes Single Family Detached 

Subject Site 

NORTH 
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Background: 
Our Saviours Lutheran Church would like to construct a columbarium on the subject property, and is seeking a Special Use Permit 
to allow the columbarium and a Variation to allow the proposed columbarium in the front yard along Arlington Heights Road. The 
subject property is approximately 2 acres in size, with the total size of the Church property being 3.36 acres (overall site includes 
parking lot). The property is currently developed with a church, which is presently undergoing interior modifications/renovations to 
improve the functionality and appearance of the interior space within the church building. Primary access to the site comes from 
Dunton Avenue along the west side of the property, and Olive Street on the north. There is one “exit-only” access point that 
discharges onto Arlington Heights Road. 
 
Traditional worship for the church occurs on Sundays between 9:00am and 10:30am, but is also offered on Saturdays at 5:00pm. 
The church also offers a “contemporary” worship service that begins at 10:30am on Sundays, as well as Sunday school, a nursery, 
and adult education, all between the hours of 9:00am and 10:30am. Average weekly worship amounts to around 600 people.  
       
Zoning and Comprehensive Plan 
The property is within the R-3, Single-Family Dwelling District. Church uses are classified as permitted uses within the R-3 District. 
Columbaria are special uses within the R-3 District, and therefore a Special Use Permit is required. 
 
The Village's Comprehensive Plan designates the future use of the subject property as “Institutional”.  The proposed columbarium 
is consistent with the current use of the property and complies with the Comprehensive Plan designation for the subject property. 
The applicant has provided the necessary justification to affirm Special Use Permit approval. Staff concurs with the petitioner that 
the necessary standards for approval have been met. Specifically, that: 
 

1. The ability of the community to have options for “burial” outside of a cemetery setting will enhance the public 
convenience at this location. 

2. The proposed columbarium will pose no threat to the public safety, morals, or general welfare. In fact, this project 
includes landscape upgrades to this area of the subject property to provide a peaceful landscaped courtyard for 
the columbarium. 

3. The proposed use will comply with all regulations and conditions as required. 
 
Site Plan, Building and Landscaping 
The church is presently undergoing various interior improvements to the church building and, as part of this process, is interested in 
constructing a 168 niche columbarium in a semi-courtyard area along the east side of the building. This area is approximately 37’ x 
27’ in size and occupied by a small paver patio with various groundcover landscaping. These elements would be removed, and the 
floor would become decorative crushed granite “landscape” gravel, and an Eastern Redbud ornamental tree would be planted in the 
center. The actual columbarium would be 3’ x 10’and 5.5’ in height. Soft toned decorative lighting will be installed in the cap of the 
columbarium. Although all niches are expected to be used in the future, a decorative panel would cover most of the columbarium 
until additional niches are needed. Around 60 niches would be constructed in the initial buildout of the columbarium. 
 
The area would be encircled with thirteen arbor vitae to provide a buffer from Arlington Heights Road. Ground accent lighting would 
be installed on the inside of the arbor vitae to provide nighttime illumination. The petitioner has stated that this lighting would not be 
visible from Arlington Heights Road. 
 
Because the columbarium structure is defined as an accessory structure, and accessory structures are limited to locations in the 
rear yard only, a Variation to allow the proposed location within the front yard is required. Specifically, the petitioner is seeking a 
Variation from Section 6.5-2, and the justification for the variation is provided by the petitioner within the packet. Specifically, the 
petitioner must meet the following criteria: 
 
� The property in question cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used only under the conditions allowed 

by the regulations in the R-3  zone 
� The plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances.  
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� The variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.  
 

Staff supports the proposed variation as the columbarium will be setback behind the front face of the building, will be over 50’ 
setback from the property line along Arlington Heights Road, and will be screened with dense landscaping.  
 
Traffic & Parking  
Section 6.12-1(3) of the Chapter 28 requires a detailed traffic study prepared by a licensed traffic engineer for all Special Use 
Permits located along a major or secondary arterial, however, only if such Special Use is in excess of 5,000 sq. ft. Since the 
proposed project is approximately 1,000 sq. ft. in area, a detailed traffic study is not required. The proposed columbarium will not 
alter the parking requirements for the church use and staff is confident that the proposed columbarium will not create any additional 
traffic. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Staff Development Committee has reviewed the Petitioner’s request and recommends approval of the a Variation from Section 
6.5-2 to allow an accessory structure within a front yard, and a Special Use Permit to  allow a columbarium on the subject property, 
located at 1234 N. Arlington Heights Road. This approval shall be subject to the following conditions:  
 

1. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable Federal, State, and Village Codes, Regulations, and Policies.  
 
 
______________________________________July 8, 2016 
Bill Enright, AICP  
Deputy Director of Planning and Community Development 
 
C: Randy Recklaus, Village Manager 
 All Department Heads 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF 

THE PLAT & SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE 
OF THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS PLAN COMMISSION 

HELD AT VILLAGE HALL ON:  June 22, 2016 

Project Title: Our Saviour’s Lutheran Church Columbarium  

Address: 1234 N. Arlington Heights Rd. 

Petitioner: Our Saviour Lutheran Church 
 Jim Valentine 
 1234 N. Arlington Heights Rd. 
 Arlington Heights, IL 60004 

 
Requested Action: 

� Special Use Permit to allow a Columbarium 
 
Variations Required:  
� Chapter 28, Section 6.5-2 to allow an accessory structure (columbarium) in the exterior side yard. 
 
Attendees:  Jim Valentine, Petitioner  

Keith Ganotta, Our Saviour Lutheran Church 
   Phil Burtram, Our Saviour Lutheran Church 
   Bruce Green, Plan Commissioner 
   Lynn Jensen, Plan Commissioner 
   Jay Cherwin, Plan Commissioner  
   John Sigalos, Plan Commissioner 
   Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 
 

 
Project Summary 
The subject property is approximately 2 acres in size, with the total size of the Church property being 3.36 acres 
(includes parking lot). The property is currently developed with a church, which is presently undergoing interior 
modifications/renovations to improve the functionality and appearance of the interior of the church. Traditional worship 
occurs on Sundays between 9:00am and 10:30am, but is also offered on Saturdays at 5:00pm. The church also offers 
a “contemporary” worship service that begins at 10:30am on Sundays, as well as Sunday school, a nursery, and adult 
education, all between the hours of 9:00am and 10:30am. Average weekly worship amounts to around 600 people. 
The present request is a result of the church’s desire to construct a columbarium on the subject property. 

Meeting Discussion: 
Mr. Valentine explained that the church would like to construct a columbarium on their property. He stated that other 
churches in the area had columbarium’s, some of them being interior within the church building, and some outside of 
the building on the church property. He mentioned that cremation were becoming more popular, and that this method 
was more environmentally friendly than burial as it took up less space. He said that it is very comforting to the 
members of the church to know that the church they have attended for most of their life can also be the same location 
where their ashes are kept. He mentioned that it will be beneficial for the young members of the church as it will be a 
good opportunity to teach them about life and death and what it means in the context of their faith. 
 
Mr. Hubbard explained that the petitioner was requesting approval of a special use permit to allow a columbarium and 
that St. Simons was the last church to be approved for this type of special use permit, which occurred sometime in the 
1980’s. He discussed a required variation that will be needed to allow the columbarium, which was considered an 
accessory structure, within the exterior side yard as accessory structures are limited to the rear yard in most instances. 
He noted that the columbarium would be 5.5’ in height and would be setback over 50’ from the property line along 
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Arlington Heights Road. He mentioned that there would be a dense row of evergreens that would screen the 
columbarium from the street. He stated that staff was supportive of the proposed variation due to the aforementioned 
reasons. 
 
Mr. Hubbard outlined explained that the columbarium would contain a band of light along the top, mostly for aesthetic 
purposes, and that there would be ground mounted lights that would face out towards the arbor vitae evergreen 
screen. He stated that because the applicant had already submitted an application for the special use permit, the plans 
had already been routed to the various departments in the Village for their review. He mentioned that the Police 
Department had worries that the area had potential to become a hangout for teenagers and vagrants, and that they 
recommended planting less arbor vitae so that the interior of the columbarium area would be visible from the street. He 
stated that the Police Department also recommended increased lighting in the area to increase visibility at night and 
that they believe a fence may help to prevent unwanted guest from accessing the space. He explained that he was 
unsure how the petitioner should proceed with balancing the need for a private space given the Police Dept. concerns 
for visibility, and that he thought it would be helpful for the Plat and Subdivision members to offer their perspective on 
the matter for the petitioner. He concluded by saying staff was supportive of the columbarium. 
 
Commissioner Jensen stated that he belonged to a church that had both an interior and exterior columbarium and 
they did not have problems with the columbarium area being a hangout for people that were not associated with the 
chruch. He mentioned that he was concerned to add extra costs to the church, such as requiring a fence or additional 
lighting, when he did not see them as necessary. He stated that he thought this was a good project. 
 
Commissioner Sigalos asked if the work had already been started. 
 
Mr. Valentine replied that the church was doing a lot of work, including a lot of interior renovations for which they have 
been issued a building permit for, and that during this process they had begun removing the existing outdoor pavers to 
make way for the columbarium. He said that if they did not receive approval from the Village, that they had a need to 
redesign the area anyway and that they were hopeful that they would receive approval. 
 
Commissioner Sigalos asked for clarification on the columbarium structure. 
 
Mr. Valentine responded that the structure would contain individual “niches” that would hold the ashes and that they 
would not just be spread on the ground or within the outdoor area. He said that, although he hoped the church would 
remain in its current location for perpetuity, that if they ever were to relocated, the columbarium structure would allow 
for the secure transfer of the ashes to a new location. 
 
Commissioner Sigalos said that he liked the dense arbor vitae screen and that those trees grow fast and tall and that 
it would provide a good screen as proposed. He said that if loitering people within this area became a problem, it could 
be addressed if/when it becomes a problem. 
 
Mr. Valentine outlined that they would also have 24/7 security cameras within the columbarium area. 
 
Commissioner Cherwin said that he thought it was a great project, and that his only concern was that if a family was 
within the columbarium area and focused on remembering a loved one, that if a child was present that the child might 
slip through the arbor vitae screen and wander out towards the street without being visible from within the columbarium 
area.  
 
Mr. Valentine explained that their main entrance was on the other side of the church and that the columbarium area 
would not be primary point of gathering, but that he understood the commissioners concern and would think about if he 
could address it 
 
Commissioner Cherwin said that perhaps a smaller row of hedges could at least provide some privacy yet also allow 
visibility outside of the columbarium area in case a child wandered outside of the area. He said this was his only 
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concern and that he supported the project. 
 
Commissioner Green asked how many niches would be in the columbarium. 
 
Mr. Valentine replied that they would have around 60 niches to begin, with the potential for a total of around 132 
niches in the future. 
 
Commissioner Green inquired as to if there was room for expansion beyond the 132 niches. 
 
Mr. Valentine replied that they would have around 60 niches to begin, with the potential for a total of around 132 
niches in the future. He said there were locations within the building that could accommodate an additional 
columbarium, as well as a space outside, where the proposed bench would be located, that may also accommodate an 
expansion. 
 
Commissioner Green stated that he thought it was a great project and that it fit well into the corner of the church 
where it was being proposed. He said that the thought the arbor vitae hedge was good and that it would provide the 
desired privacy. He said that, given ingress/egress safety requirements, a fence might not be the best option as it 
would have to have a gate. He said that he believed that if families were congregating in the columbarium area that 
they would be focused on their family and that it would be safe. 
 
Commissioner Jensen mentioned that success of the columbarium would depend on pricing and he inquired into the 
price for a niche. 
 
Mr. Valentine answered that about 30 of the spaces had already been sold and that they were offered for $2,000 for a 
single space. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Plat & Subdivision Committee was supportive of the proposal and advised that the petitioner should move forward.  
 
 

Bruce Green, Chair 
PLAT & SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE 

Sam Hubbard, Recorder 
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Our Saviour's Lutheran Church
Variation and Special Use Permit Application
PC-00

1234 N Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004
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06/02/2016

Our Saviour's Lutheran Church
SITE PLAN
PC-01

1234 N Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

 1" = 40'-0"1 Proposed Site Plan

P.I.N.# 0320305026
Zoning: R-3
Site Gross Area: 146,522sf
Special Use Application: Columbarium
Variation: Columbarium as an Accessory Structure in a side or front yard



Proposed Columbarium Wall

Proposed arborvitae hedge

3'
 - 

0"

10' - 0"

from Side Yard setback

12' - 10 5/16"

PC-02

2

PC-023

Proposed ornamental tree
Cercis canedensis

 Proposed concrete bench

21
' -

 9
 1

/2
"

Existing gas meter

13 total

Techny Arborvitae @ 5' O.C.

proposed granite paving
permeable

Proposed stone gravelstop

In-ground lighting to up-light tree
L8 - RAB bullet shape flood light

In-ground lighting to up-light hedge
L9 - RAB LED flood light

L9 F9

L9

L9

Integrated lighting under capstone
L14 - Linear LED Tape-Wet Rated

Integrated lighting under front of bench
L14 - Linear LED Tape-Wet Rated

Proposed arborvitae hedge

5'
 - 

6"
 +

/-

8"x8" back to back columbarium 
niches, 6 high x 5 wide

Cut granite capstone, 
sides and base

Columbarium

10' - 0"

5'
 - 

4"

Columbarium capacity: 168 niches

Integrated lighting under capstone

Proposed site lighting

Proposed 
concrete bench 

Proposed arborvitae hedge 
screens Columbarium from view

Proposed arborvitae hedge 
screens existing gas meter 
from view

Integrated lighting 
under capstone

06/02/2016

Our Saviour's Lutheran Church
PROPOSED COLUMBARIUM - PLAN AND ELEVATIONS
PC-02

1234 N Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

 3/16" = 1'-0"1 Proposed Columbarium Plan

 3/16" = 1'-0"2 Proposed North Elevation

 3/16" = 1'-0"3 Proposed West Elevation



06/02/2016

Our Saviour's Lutheran Church
RENDERING - LANDSCAPED GARDEN FROM LINK
PC-03

1234 N Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

Proposed night time view within Landscape Garden



06/20/16

Our Saviour's Lutheran Church
RENDERING - VIEW FROM ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD
PC-05

1234 N Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

Proposed view from Arlington Heights Road
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LUMINAIRE SCHEDULE

Symbol Label File Lumens LLF WattsCatalog Number Description Lamp

L9/L8 itl81783-c.ies Absolute 0.95 26.7

L10 iQ67-30-50-90-

4.4-

3.94INCH.ies

100 .95 1.44

HNLED26Y

(NARROW SPOT)

CAST METAL HOUSING,

BROWN PAINTED FLAT

METAL HEAT SINK

MOUNTING PLATE, CAST

BROWN PAINTED

FINNED METAL HEAT

SINK, 1 CIRCUIT BOARD

WITH 1 LED, MOLDED

PLASTIC REFLECTOR

WITH SPECULAR FINISH

AND CLEAR PLASTIC
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Planning & Community 
Development Dept. Review  
June 21, 2016 

 

REVIEW ROUND 1 

Project: Our Saviour’s Lutheran Church Columbarium 

1234 N. Arlington Heights Road 

Case Number: PC 16-014 

Zoning: 
 

7. A Special Use Permit is required to allow the columbarium use on the subject property. 
 

8. A Variation is required from Section 6.5-2 of Chapter 28 of the Municipal Code to allow the proposed accessory 
structure (columbarium) within the front yard. 

 
9. The petitioner has submitted the required justification for Special Use Permit and Variation approval. 

 
10. There are no additional comments at this time. 

 

 

 

 

  

Prepared by: ____________________________ 
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June 28th 2016 

Sam Hubbard 
Dept. of Planning & Community Development 
Village of Arlington Heights 33 South Arlington Heights Road  
Arlington Heights IL 60005  

Subject: PC #16-014 Round 1 Comments: Variation and Special Use Permit Application at 1234 N Arlington 
Heights Road

Dear Mr. Hubbard, 

Please see comments below in response to the Village’s initial review of materials provided as part of our 
application for Variation and Special Use Permit Application.  

Department Number Village Comment Petitioner’s Response 
Public Works Department 1 The proposed proximity of the 

lights must conform to the pertinent 
ordinances and must not provide a 
distraction to traffic on Arlington 
Heights Road.  

Lights shall provide 
illumination in such a manner 
as not to create a nuisance on 
public right of way.  

Engineering Department 11 Approval by the Plan Commission 
is not an endorsement or approval 
of these documents to obtain the 
required building permits, 
engineering approval, or permits 
required by other government or 
permitting agencies for 

Our Saviour's acknowledges 
acceptance of this 
understanding.  
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construction. Detailed plan review 
with associated comments will be 
provided upon submittal of plans for 
a building permit. The petitioner 
shall acknowledge that they accept 
this understanding.  

12 Provide calculations showing 
existing and proposed impervious 
areas. Storm water detention is 
required for any new impervious 
area. This could also trigger a 
requirement for submittal to the 
MWRD.  

In side/front yard along 
Arlington Heights Road, an 
existing concrete step and 
brick paving (refer survey) 
measuring 133sf will be 
removed. The proposed 
Columbarium measures 30 sf. 
The overall reduction in 
impervious area is over 100sf.  

13 When on-site lighting is proposed, 
provide a site photometric lighting 
diagram indicating lighting 
intensities. Also provide the 
associated catalog cuts for all 
roadway, parking lot, and building 
mounted luminaries. All fixtures 
must be flat bottom, sharp cut-off, 
and no wall pack style fixtures will 
be permitted.  

Please refer to newly 
submitted site photometric 
lighting diagram, and catalog 
cuts for proposed 
Columbarium light fixtures. 
No roadway, parking lot or 
building mounted luminaires 
are proposed.  

Fire Department 1 Is the exit door from the building in 
to the Columbarium currently a fire 
exit? 

Yes, existing double door 
opens out to proposed 
Columbarium. Min 44" clear 
exit path shall be maintained 
to public way.  
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Police Department 2 Are lighting requirements adequate 
for safety?  

Surfaces within proposed 
Columbarium shall be lit, 
including inside of 
landscaping, surfaces of 
Columbarium itself, ground 
surrounding bench, and the 
area underneath the 
ornamental tree, as well as 
light spilling from the interior 
of the building. The design 
intent is to illuminate faces, 
but that space is not so bright 
as to invite attention from the 
street. An exterior wall 
mounted motion activated 
light fixture shall be installed 
by the exterior entrance to the 
proposed Columbarium, and a 
security camera will be 
focused on the exterior 
entrance.  

6 (a) Emergency contact information 
card

Enclosed 

(b) Landscaping may enable illegal 
activities within Columbarium 

Elimination of landscaping 
could result in exterior 
lighting posing a distraction to 
traffic on Arlington Heights 
Road. The proposed wall 
mounted motion activated 
light fixture and security 
camera are intended to deter 
illegal activity. Furthermore, 
the proposed Columbarium is 
intended as a quiet, 
contemplative space. The 
proposed landscaping offers a 
physical barrier against the 
road traffic noise.  
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( c) Access control should be 
considered 

Access control has been 
considered, but the Church is 
confident that the motion 
activated light and security 
camera will deter unwanted 
visitors, while permitting 
members of the Church safe 
and convenient access.   

(d) Consider posting no 
trespassing/loitering/no un-
authorized use signage.  

Our Saviour's will consider. 

( e) Security Survey Our Saviour's acknowledges 
receipt of survey and will 
consider making 
improvements. No new work 
is proposed to the existing 
exterior signage.  

The following items are included with our response: 
1. Site photometric lighting diagram and catalog cuts for proposed Columbarium light fixtures 
2. Emergency information card 
3. Notification affidavit 

Thank you for your consideration of this application, 

Sincerely, 

Janette Scott MRIAI 
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Item: Faith Lutheran Church/Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center - 431 S.
Arlington Heights Rd. - PC#16-015

Department: Planning & Community Development

Requested Action
 
Amendment to Special Use Ordinance 03-022 to allow an increase in the number
of children and floor area used by the daycare.
 
Variations Identified
 
None.
 
Recommendation
 
The Staff Development Committee has reviewed the Petitioner’s request and
recommends approval of the Special Use amendment to allow the expansion of
the Lambs of Faith preschool at 431 S. Arlington Heights Road. This approval
shall be subject to the following conditions:
 
1. The maximum enrollment for the Lambs of Faith daycare shall be limited to 48
students.
 
2. The maximum floor area for the Lambs of Faith daycare shall be limited to
3,500 square feet.
 
3. The Petitioner shall provide a copy of the updated DCFS license prior to the
issuance of an occupancy permit.
 
4. The required trash enclosure, per Ordinance 03-022, be installed by Sept.
30th, 2016.
 
5. The Petitioner is encouraged to work with staff to find areas for additional
parking lot landscape screening along Arlington Heights Road.
 
6. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable Federal, State, and Village
Codes, Regulations, and Policies.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type



Staff Report Board or Commission Report
Legal Notification Exhibits
Aerial Exhibits
Plat & Sub Minutes Minutes
Plat of Survey Exhibits
Site Plan Exhibits
Floor Plans Exhibits
Project Narrative Correspondence
Department Comments - Round 1 Correspondence
Petitioner Response to Department
Comments - Round 1 Correspondence
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STAFF DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE REPORT 
To:   Plan Commission  
Prepared By:  Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 
Meeting Date:  July 13, 2016 
Date Prepared:  July 8, 2016 
Project Title:  Faith Lutheran Church/Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center 
Address:  431 S. Arlington Heights Road 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
Petitioner:  Jori Reuter – Faith Lutheran Church 
Address:  431 S. Arlington Heights Road 
   Arlington Heights, Illinois 60005 
 
Existing Zoning:  R-3, One Family Dwelling District  
 
Requested Action: 
• Amendment to Special Use Ordinance 03-022 to allow an increase in the number of children and floor area used by the 

daycare.  
 

Variations Identified:  
� None. 

 

 
 
ANALYSIS 
Surrounding Land Uses: 

Direction Existing Zoning  Existing Use Comprehensive Plan 

North B-2, General Business District Commercial Building Commercial  

South R-3, One Family & B-2, General 
Business District 

Single Family Detached Homes & 
Automobile Service Station 

Single Family Detached & 
Commercial 

East R-3, One Family Dwelling Single Family Detached Homes Single Family Detached 

West R-3, One Family Dwelling Single Family Detached Homes & 
Parking Lot 

Single Family Detached 

 
Background: 

Subject Site 
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In March, 2003, the Village Board granted a Special Use Permit that allowed a private Montessori school to lease space within the 
administrative wing of the Faith Lutheran church to operate a preschool. Several conditions of approval were required, including 
the following restrictions: 
 

1. The maximum enrollment for the Montessori school shall be limited to 30 children/students 
2. The maximum floor area for the Montessori school shall not exceed 1,400 square feet. 

 
In 2013, the Montessori school ceased operation and Faith Lutheran approached the Village to determine if the existing Special 
Use Permit would allow the church to open their own preschool (Lambs of Faith) on the subject property. It was determined that 
Faith Lutheran could assume the underlying Special Use provided that they comply with the conditions as contained within 
Ordinance 03-022. 
 
Project Summary: 
The subject property, which is currently zoned R-3, One Family Dwelling District, is approximately 1.95 acres (85,130 square feet) 
in size and located near the northeast corner of Arlington Heights Road and Park Street. The site is composed of a single story 
church building attached to a two story administrative wing. The Lambs of Faith daycare currently operates within the 1st floor of 
the administrative wing. 
 
Two parking lots exist on the site; one to the north of the church building and one to the south. The north parking lot is accessible 
from both Arlington heights Road and Pine Street, and the south parking lot is accessible from Arlington Heights Road, Pine 
Street, and Park Street. The parking lots provide 88 spaces; 53 spots in the south parking lot and 35 spaces in the north parking 
lot. 
 
The proposed action, if approved, would allow Lambs of Faith to increase operations beyond the 1,400 sq. ft. restriction as 
outlined within the original Special Use granted in 2003. The preschool would expand within existing space on the second floor of 
the building, which would contain a “motor room” (indoor gym), an additional classroom, and office space for the teachers. Total 
floor area occupied by the school will increase to approximately 3,500 square feet. The number of students would increase from 
30 students to 48 students. Total staff would be nine employees, which includes teachers, administrators, and teaching assistants. 
 
Lambs of Faith would operate in the same manner should the proposed expansion be permitted. The preschool would continue to 
be open to children between the ages of two and six, and hours of operation would remain between 9:00am through 1:00pm. An 
existing outdoor fenced play area is located on the north side of the church and would remain unchanged. 
 
Zoning and Comprehensive Plan 
The subject property is currently zoned R-3, One Family Dwelling District. Special Use Ordinance 03-022 allows the operation of a 
preschool on the subject property, with certain restrictions. The 2015 Comprehensive Plan designates the land use of the subject 
property as “Institutional” and the proposed Special Use amendment is therefore consistent with the 2015 Comprehensive Plan.  
 
The Petitioner has already demonstrated compliance with the standards of approval for special use permits during their previous 
application in 2003. The forthcoming approval from DCFS to expand the size of the preschool illustrates the continued community 
need for this particular use at this location. 
 
Site & Landscape 
The current site is non-conforming with regards to landscaping, perhaps most notably in the lack of landscape islands within the 
parking lot. This nonconformity was contemplated during the original Special Use Permit hearing. At that time, staff believed that it 
would likely place an economic hardship on the property owner (Faith Lutheran Church) should they be required to update the site 
landscaping to current requirements. Staff believes the same to be true today, and given the relatively minor scope of the 
proposed Special Use amendment, staff recommends against requiring the Petitioner to install the required landscape islands. 
Alternatively, the installation of these islands can be implemented at a time when the church makes substantial capital 
improvements to the subject property (i.e. a building addition and/or parking lot resurfacing). However, it is encouraged that the 
petitioner examine the possibility for additional parking lot screening along Arlington Heights Road, which would enhance this 
important corridor within the Village. Staff can provide assistance in identifying areas viable for additional screening. 
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When contemplating approval of the original Special Use Permit in 2003, the Plan Commission added a condition of approval 
requiring screening of an existing dumpster enclosure located at the northeast corner of the church building. The current dumpster 
enclosure has not been screened, however, staff has been working with the petitioner on plans to install the required dumpster 
enclosure. 
 
Building Related 
The Petitioner is not proposing any exterior modification to the existing building façade, therefore Design Commission review is not 
required. With respect to the interior floor plan, the Staff Development Committee does not have a problem with the basic layout 
and the Petitioner will be required to comply with all applicable Building, Life Safety, Health and accessibility requirements. The 
State Fire Marshall has already been to the site and advised the Petitioner on what interior changes will be required to expand 
operations onto the 2nd floor. The applicant is not required to provide handicap accessibility to the 2nd floor at this time.  
 
Traffic & Parking 
According to the Village’s Zoning Ordinance, any amendment to an existing Special Use Permit for projects under 5,000 square 
feet in size and located along a major or secondary arterial (as defined in the Official Thoroughfare Plan) are not required to 
submit a Traffic Engineering Study. However, the Petitioner was required to provide a detailed parking survey documenting the 
current usage of the parking lot during normal daycare hours. The survey indicated that the maximum parking demand during the 
daycare hours of operation occurred at 9:00am, with 38 of the 88 spaces being used (this was on a day when 28 students were 
present). Assuming an increase to 48 students with each new student arriving separately and at the 9:00am timeframe, the 
parking lot still provides sufficient capacity to accommodate these new automobiles. 
 
It should be noted that Scarsdale Auto, located on the northeast corner of Park Street and Arlington Heights Road, has an 
agreement with the Church to use up to 20 parking spaces on the Church property. This agreement is not perpetual and can be 
terminated within 30 days with notice from either party. Moreover, even when considering that 20 spaces may be occupied by 
Scarsdale Auto, the site still has capacity to handle an increase of 20 new cars at the 9:00am timeframe. 
 
Currently, each parking lot is posted as “one-way”, which facilitates the flow of traffic within and through the site. The only entrance 
to the southern parking lot comes from Arlington Heights Road, which then discharges traffic onto Park Street. The only entrance 
to the north parking lot also comes from Arlington Heights Road, which discharges traffic onto Pine Street. This traffic arrangement 
is concurrent to the Police Dept. evaluation of the site, which recommends restricting access to Arlington Heights Road for exiting 
purposes. 
 
Staff has analyzed the site relative to parking requirements, as shown on Table 1. Although the existing site operates at a deficit of 
approximately 123 parking spaces, the petitioner is not proposing a substantial change to the existing parking as it exists in in 
current form. Furthermore, since the petitioner has demonstrated that  
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
The Staff Development Committee has reviewed the Petitioner’s request and recommends approval of the Special Use 
amendment to allow the expansion of the Lambs of Faith preschool at 431 S. Arlington Heights Road. This approval shall be 
subject to the following conditions:  
 

1. The maximum enrollment for the Lambs of Faith daycare shall be limited to 48 students. 
2. The maximum floor area for the Lambs of Faith daycare shall be limited to 3,500 square feet. 
3. The Petitioner shall provide a copy of the updated DCFS license prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit. 
4. The required trash enclosure, per Ordinance 03-022, be installed by Sept. 30th, 2016. 
5. The Petitioner is encouraged to work with staff to find areas for additional parking lot landscape screening along Arlington 

Heights Road. 
6. The Petitioner shall comply with all applicable Federal, State, and Village Codes, Regulations, and Policies.  

 
 
______________________________________July 8, 2016 
Bill Enright, AICP  
Deputy Director of Planning and Community Development 
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C: Randy Recklaus, Village Manager 
 All Department Heads 
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Table 1: Parking Analysis 

SPACES OPERATING DURING DAYCARE HOURS OF OPERATION 

Space Code Uses 
Gross Square 

Footage 
Parking Ratio 

(1:X) 
Number of 

Occupants/Employees 
Number of 

Seats 
Parking 

Required 

Lambs of Faith 
Day Care 

Center 
3,500 

3 spaces per 2 
employees 

9 - 13 

Faith Lutheran Church 
Administrative Office 

Office, 
Professional 

1,128 
1 space per 300 

sq. ft. 
- - 4 

Bible Study Classes Assembly 694 
30% of 

occupancy 
35 - 10 

REMAINING  SPACES WITHIN THE CHURCH - NOT ACTIVE DURING DAYCARE HOURS OF OPERATION 

Space Code Uses 
Gross Square 

Footage 
Parking Ratio 

(1:X) 
Number of 

Occupants/Employees 
Number of 

Seats 
Parking 

Required 

Church Area Church - 
1 space per 5 

seats 
- 442 84 

Office Areas 
Office, 

Professional 
231 

1 space per 300 
sq. ft. 

- - 1 

Multi-Purpose/Meeting 
Rooms 

Assembly 6,515 
30% of 

occupancy 
326 - 98 

Library Library 550 
1 space per 
1,000 sq. ft. 

- - 1 

              

Total Parking Required   211 

Total Parking Provided   88 

Surplus/(deficit)   -123 

Above table represents an approximate calculation of overall parking requirements for the entire site and should not be relied upon for the exact calculation 

of all parking requirements for the site. 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF 

THE PLAT & SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE 

OF THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS PLAN COMMISSION 

HELD AT VILLAGE HALL ON:  March 23, 2016 

Project Title:  Lambs of Faith Lutheran Childcare 
Address:  431 S. Arlington Heights Road 
Petitioner:  Jori Reuter 
Address:  431 S. Arlington Heights Rd. 

Arlington Heights, IL 60005 
      
Requested Action: 
• Amendment to Special Use Ordinance 03-022 to allow an increase in the number of children and floor area used 

by the daycare.  
 
Variations Required: 

• None have been identified to date 
 
Attendees:  Jori Reuter, Petitioner 
   Reverend Thomas Anders, Petitioner 
   Bruce Green, Plan Commissioner  
   Jay Cherwin, Plan Commissioner 
   John Sigalos, Plan Commissioner 
   Bill Enright, Deputy Director of Planning & Community Service 
   Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 
 

 
Project Summary 
The subject property, which is currently zoned R-3, One Family Dwelling District, is approximately 1.95 acres (85,130 
square feet) in size and located near the northeast corner of Arlington Heights Road and Park Street. The site is 
composed of a single story church building attached to a two story administrative wing that has an overall area of 
approximately 11,000 square feet. The Lambs of Faith daycare currently operates within the 1st floor of the 
administrative wing. 

 

Two parking lots exist on the site; one to the north of the church building and one to the south. The north parking lot is 
accessible from both Arlington heights Road and Pine Street, and the south parking lot is accessible from Arlington 
Heights Road, Pine Street, and Park Street. The parking lots appear to provide upwards of 70 spaces, but the total 
amount of on-site parking is unknown at this time. 

 

The proposed action, if approved, would allow Lambs of Faith to increase operations beyond the 1,400 sq. ft. 
restriction as outlined within the original Special Use granted in 2003. The preschool would expand within existing 
space on the second floor of the building, which would contain a “motor room” (indoor gym) and an additional 
classroom. The number of students may increase beyond the 30 student restriction, however, the petitioner is waiting 
for DCFS to determine a cap on total number of students (currently they are limited to 39 students by DCFS). The 
Petitioner must provide total area calculations for the existing and proposed preschool spaces allow staff to determine 
the overage square footage for the preschool. Additionally, the Petitioner must decide on the maximum number of 
students that they will provide services for to allow staff to analyze parking requirements. 

 

Lambs of Faith would essentially operate in the same manner should the proposed expansion be permitted. The 
preschool would continue to be open to children between the ages of two and six, and hours of operation would remain 
between 9:00am through 1:00pm. An existing outdoor fenced play area is located on the north side of the church and 
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would remain unchanged. 

Meeting Discussion: 

The Petitioners and Plat and Subdivision Committee members introduced themselves.   
 
Ms. Reuter explained that Lambs of Faith opened about three year ago and is a two classroom preschool as licensed by 
DCFS.  They provide preschool for children between the ages of 2 – 6 years old, and are open from 9:00am to 12:00pm, 
with the option to extend by one hour to 1:00pm. In 2003, a Montessori school obtained a Special Use Permit to operate on 
the subject property, and Lambs of Faith assumed the existing Special Use Permit when the Montessori school left.  
 
Ms. Reuter outlined the differences between the Montessori school and the Lambs of Faith preschool. Lambs of Faith 
conforms to the limitations as granted within the Special Use Permit for the Montessori school, which restrict the size of the 
preschool to no more than 1,400 square feet and 30 children. However, enrollment has increased and the school is getting 
close to their DCFS limitation of 39 students per day and so there is a need to expand onto the 2nd level. The expansion on 
the 2nd level would include a new classroom of approx. 700 sq. ft., which Ms. Reuter estimated that DCFS would license for 
20 students. Lambs of Faith voluntarily limits their classrooms to 18 3 – 5 year old students or 12 two year old students 
(where DCFS would allow 16 two year old students). DCFS has already been to the site to examine the potential to expand 
onto the 2nd floor and did not identify any major issues with this expansion. The State Fire Marshal has also been out to the 
site and provided a list of building upgrades that would be required. The expansion on the 2nd floor would also contain a 
“motor room” (gym for young children) and teacher space, which together would be approx. 1,400 square feet, bringing the 
total 2nd floor area to approx. 2,100 sq. ft. and the overall preschool area to a total of approx. 3,500 sq. ft. 
 
Ms. Reuter stated that a dumpster enclosure had not been constructed on the subject property, which was required in the 
original approval of the Montessori school. However, the church has been made aware of this requirement and is willing to 
construct this enclosure. Ms. Reuter questioned what the requirements for the enclosure may be. 
 
Commissioner Green stated that the original approval from 2003 contained the specifics of how the dumpster enclosure 
should be constructed, and asked why the enclosure was never constructed. 
 
Reverend Anders responded that the previous Montessori school went through the process independent of the church and 
never notified the church that the dumpster enclosure was required. 
 
Commissioner Green asked that the dumpster enclosure be constructed. 
 
Reverend Anders responded that the congregation was willing to construct the enclosure but needed direction from staff 
on the requirements. 
 
Commissioner Green stated that staff could provide those requirements. 
 
Ms. Reuter provided information on parking and outlined how student drop-offs/pick-ups would work, as well as outlined 
some of the building upgrades that the State Fire Marshall was asking for. 
 
Mr. Hubbard stated that proposed amendment to the Special Use is to increase the number of children and floor area of 
the preschool. Staff was generally supportive of the proposal, provided that the petitioner supplied staff with some missing 
information, mostly in relation to parking counts. 
 
Commissioner Green asked if the existing parking lot was non-conforming. 
 
Mr. Hubbard responded that the parking lot was non-compliant with regards to landscape islands. However, this was 
discussed during the 2003 Special Use Permit hearing, and at that time it was believed that, given the small scope of the 
Special Use Permit, that requiring the petitioner to update the parking lot to current standards would be economically 
unfeasible. 
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Commissioner Green asked if the Village still had the same stance today. 
 
Mr. Enright responded “yes”. 
 
Commissioner Sigalos asked if the landscaping was significant enough to require at this time. 
 
Mr. Enright responded that when the parking lot deteriorated to a point where it needed to be redone, then at that time the 
Village would require landscaping to be updated to current standards. 
 
Commissioner Sigalos asked about the projected maximum number of students being at 59. 
 
Ms. Reuter responded that this was her prediction for what DCFS would authorize, but that Lambs of Faith voluntarily limit 
classroom sizes to lower numbers because 59 children is a lot of little kids.  
 
Commissioner Sigalos asked if the extension onto the 2nd floor would require handicap accessibility. 
 
Mr. Enright responded that staff would have to check into that with the Health Dept. 
 
Commissioner Cherwin asked if the increased enrollment would create any traffic flow issues. 
 
Ms. Reuter clarified how traffic flow worked and that she didn’t see this being an issue with the expansion in size.  
 
Commissioner Green encouraged the petitioner to move forward. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Plat & Sub Committee agreed that the feedback was positive and encouraged the petitioner to move forward with the 
project. 
 

Bruce Green, Chair 
PLAT & SUBDIVISION COMMITTEE 

Sam Hubbard, Recorder 
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Planning & Community 
Development Dept. Review  
June 21, 2016 

 

REVIEW ROUND 1 

Project: Lambs of Faith Daycare – Amendment to Existing Special Use Permit 

1234 N. Arlington Heights Road 

Case Number: PC 16-014 

General: 
 

7. A Special Use Permit was granted to allow a Montessori School on the subject property via Ordinance #03-022. 
The Montessori School is no longer in operation, and it was determined in 2013 that the present daycare facility 
(Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center) could assume the Special Use Permit granted to the Montessori School, 
provided that they abided by all conditions of approval as established in Ordinance #03-022. One of the 
conditions of approval limited the maximum number of children to 30. The petitioner would like to increase the 
maximum allowable children in the daycare to 48, which requires an amendment to the existing Special Use 
Permit. 
 

8. The petitioner has indicated that the Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center will have a maximum number of six 
part-time employees. This equates to eight students per employee. Please confirm if this is the correct ratio of 
students to teachers. Additionally, please clarify if the six part-time employees represents the total number of 
employees for Lambs of Faith at maximum capacity (i.e. was this figure just the teachers, or does this represent 
total Lambs of Faith employees at maximum capacity?). 

 
9. Will there be any changes/expansion to the outdoor play area with the proposed increase in student capacity? 

 
10. Are there any other functions conducted by the church, other than the Bible Study, which occur during the time 

when Lambs of Faith is in operation? 
 

11. Please indicate, as based on the room numbers assigned on the submitted floor plan, what rooms are used by the 
church as their administrative offices and what rooms are used for the Bible Study Classes. Additionally, please 
confirm the square footage of those spaces. 

 
12. Has the required dumpster enclosure been constructed? If not, when is it anticipated to be completed? 

 
Parking/Traffic: 

 
13. Are there any shared parking agreements with neighboring property owners that allow them to park on spaces 

located on the church property? 
 

14. Have there been any issues with the drop off/pick up operations interfering with surrounding property owners 
that either you or the church is aware of? 

 
15. Please clarify the total number of parking spaces provided on the site. The parking analysis states that there are 

63 standard parking spaces and 6 handicap parking spaces provided between the north and south lots. However, 
a count of spaces based on the aerial shows the total number of parking spaces to be around 88 spaces. Please 
confirm the total number of spaces provided on the church property. 

 
16. The total required parking, as per Section 11.4 of Chapter 28 of the Municipal Code, cannot be determined at 
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this time as certain information is missing. The below table summarizes the current parking as understood to-date: 
 

Space CODE USE 
GROSS 

SQUARE 
FOOTAGE 

PARKING 
RATIO (1:X) 

NUMBER OF 
EMPLOYEES/OCCUPANTS 

PARKING 
REQUIRED 

Lambs of Faith 
Day Care 

Center 
3,500 

3 spaces per 2 
employees 

6 9 

Faith Lutheran Church 
Administrative Office 

Office, 
Professional 

504 
1 space per 300 

sq. ft. 
- 2 

Bible Study Classes Assembly Unknown 
30% of 

occupancy 
- 

To be 
determined 

            

Total Parking Provided TBD 

Total Parking Provided TBD 

Surplus/(deficit) TBD 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Prepared by: ____________________________ 
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PLAN COMMISSION 

RESPONSE TO REVIEW COMMENTS 

Faith Lutheran Church/Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center  

6.29.2016 

Petitioner and Preparer:  Jori Reuter/Preschool Director/Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center 

Regarding:  The following is a narrative response to the Village of Arlington Heights, internal 

department review comments based on the application submitted on June 6, 2016 for a request to 

amend the Special Use Permit at Faith Lutheran Church for Lambs of Faith Early Childhood 

Center.  Review comments were received on 06.22.16 

1.  Building Services-Plan Review 

1. Comment:  Provide documentation of the changes listed below as required by the 

Office of the State Fire Marshall in a letter dated March 6, 2016 

Response:  Some of the work on this list is completed and some is still in progress.  

Documentation that all work is completed will be given to the Village of Arlington 

Heights after the final inspection of the Office of the State Fire Marshall in late July 

or August.  The State Fire Marshall is coming out every 30 days until all the work is 

completed to stay on top of the necessary requirements.  His next visit is scheduled 

for June 30, 2016.     

Comment:  Provide documentation of a re-inspection by the Office of the State Fire 

Marshal which indicates compliance to the above listed requirements. 

Response:  A copy of the final inspection notice from the Office of the State Fire 

Marshall will be given to the Village of Arlington Heights Building Services 

Department when all of the necessary fire work that is needed for the Office of State 

Fire Marshall is completed. 
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   1A. Building Department 

Comment:  No objection/Concerns provided are all fire and life safety codes are 

followed. 

 

Response:  Acknowledged. 

2.   Public Works Department 

1. Comment:  If the addition of this many students required the use of an on-site kitchen, 

it needs to satisfy code requirement with regard to a grease trap. 

Response:  Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center is a half-day program (9:00am-

12:00pm).  An on-site kitchen is not used for meals/snacks.  A light pre-packaged snack 

that meets the needs of DCFS is served (i.e. pretzels, crackers, cheese sticks, etc.).  

Disposable paper products are used to serve the snacks.   

3.  Engineering Department 

 No Comments at this time. 

4.  Fire 

 Comment:  Comply with Current Codes 

 Response:  Acknowledged.   

5.  Police Department 

 Review Comments: 

6.  Comment:  Traffic problems that may be created by the development.  This 

development may create additional traffic problems especially during drop off and pick 

up times.  There should be traffic control signage in the parking lot encouraging users to 

exit onto Pine instead of Arlington Heights Road.   

Response:  There are currently One Way signs posted in the South side parking lot to   

encourage users to enter on Arlington Heights Road and exit onto Park.   

General Comments:   

-Please ensure that there is an emergency information/contact card on file with the 

Arlington Heights Police Department and that it is up-to-date.  Agent Contact 

information must be provided to the Arlington Heights Police Department during all 

construction phases.  The form is attached.  Please complete and return.  This allows 
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police department personnel to contact an agent during emergency situation or for 

suspicious/criminal activity on the property during all hours. 

Response:  Minor interior building work is being completed during the church office 

hours.  A staff member will be present during all building work.  The Emergency 

Information card was completed and faxed to Police Department on June 29, 2016 with 

the Senior Pastor and Preschool Director as emergency contacts.   

-Access control to the building and/or classroom areas must be considered.  Consider 

numbering the exterior doors.  Additional information as to perimeter security, door 

access, playground access, visitor check-in procedures and emergency plans are needed 

before any recommendations can be made.   

Response:  The doors of Faith Lutheran Church are always locked during school hours.  

Visitors must ring the doorbell and be greeted by a church staff member.  Interior doors 

are numbered, but I will discuss exterior door numbering with our Building and Ground 

committee and follow up with you.   

-The vestibule entrance to the facility needs to be secured and entry gained through 

buzzer.  If entry into the building is made unaware by unwanted persons, the reception 

area should have procedures in place to prohibit access to the rest of the facility.   

Response:  The doors of Faith Lutheran Church are always locked during school hours.  

Visitors must ring the doorbell and be greeted by a church staff member.  If entry is made 

by unwanted persons, Faith Lutheran Church has a procedure in place that alarms 

teachers to lock their classroom doors (classroom doors can be locked from inside or 

outside).   

6.  Health Services Department 

 No Comments 

7.  Planning and Community Development Department Review 

 General: 

7.  Comment:  A Special Use Permit Use Permit was granted to allow a Montessori 

School on the subject property via Ordinance #03-022.  The Montessori School is no 

longer in operation, and it was determined in 2013 that the present daycare facility 

(Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center) could assume the Special Use Permit granted to 

the Montessori School, provided that they abided by all conditions of approval as 

established in Ordinance #03-022.  One of the conditions of approval limited the 

maximum number of children to 30.  The petitioner would like to increase the maximum 
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allowable children in the daycare to 48, which requires an amendment to the existing 

Special Use Permit. 

Response:  Acknowledged. 

8.  Comment:  The petitioner has indicated that the Lambs of Faith Early Childhood 

Center will have a maximum number of six part-time employees.  This equates to eight 

students per employee.  Please confirm if this is the correct ratio of students to teachers.  

Additionally, please clarify if the six part-time employees represents the total number of 

employees for Lambs of Faith at maximum capacity (i.e. was this figure just the teachers, 

or does this represent total Lambs of Faith employees at maximum capacity?) 

Response:  At maximum capacity the total number of staff members at one time for 

Lambs of Faith Early Childhood Center would be nine employees (i.e. this includes 

teachers and assistants).  As far as ratios, we must follow the DCFS ratios for 

preschoolers which are 1:8 for 2 year olds and 1:10 for 3-5 year olds.  However, due to 

the fact that some of the classrooms do not have bathrooms located in them, one extra 

staff member per room without a bathroom is provided to keep the DCFS ratios at all 

times.   

9.  Comment:  Will there be any changes/expansion to the outdoor play area with the 

proposed increase in student capacity? 

Response:  No, there will not be any changes/expansion made to the outdoor play area 

with the proposed increase in student capacity.  The playground is licensed for 20 

preschool children at a time.  The different preschool classrooms will have scheduled 

times to go outside to use the outdoor play area, so that there are no more than 20 

children on the playground at one time.  For example, 3 classrooms, 3 scheduled outdoor 

times. 

10.  Comment:  Are there any other functions conducted by the church, other than the 

Bible Study, which occur during the time when Lambs of Faith is in operation? 

Response:  No other functions, other than the Tuesday Bible Study are conducted by the 

church, during the hours of Lambs of Faith operation.   

11.  Comment:  Please indicate, as based on the room numbers assigned on the submitted 

floor plan, what rooms are used by the church as their administrative office and what 

rooms are used for the Bible Study Classes.  Additionally, please confirm the square 

footage of those spaces. 

Response:  The Administrative Offices is 504 sq. feet and includes Room 105, 113, 114, 

and 115.  The Bible Study takes place in the North Room/Lounge (north of sanctuary) 

and it is 512 Sq. feet.  The North Room is # 122 on the floor plan. 
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12.  Comment:  Has the required dumpster enclosure been constructed?  If not, when is it 

anticipated to be completed? 

Response:  The required dumpster enclosure has not yet been constructed.  It is 

anticipated to be completed by August 15, 2016.   

13.  Comment:  Are there any shared parking agreements with neighboring property 

owners that allow them to park on spaces located on the church property? 

Response:  There is a written shared parking agreement with Scarsdale Auto to allow 

them to park on spaces located on the church property.  The shared parking agreement is 

kept on file at Faith Lutheran Church.  

14.  Comment:  Have there been any issues with the drop off/pick up operations 

interfering with surrounding property owners that either you or the church is aware of? 

Response:  To our acknowledgement, there are no issues with the drop off/pick up 

operations interfering with the surrounding property owners.   

15.  Comment:  Please clarify the total number of parking spaces provided on the site.  

The parking analysis stated that there are 63 standard spaces and 6 handicap parking 

spaces provided between the north and south lots.  However, a count of spaces based on 

the aerial shows the total number of parking spots to be around 88 spaces.  Please 

confirm the total number of spaces provided on the church property. 

Response:  There is a confirmed total of 88 parking spaces on the church property (82 

regular spots and 6 handicap spots).  There are 49 regular spots and 4 handicap spots in 

the South lot and 33 regular spots and 2 handicap spots in the North lot.   

16.  Comment:  The total required parking, as per Section 11.4 of Chapter 28 of the 

Municipal Code, cannot be determined at this time as certain information is missing.   

Response:  Please see the attached Revised Parking Analysis for Faith Lutheran Church. 

7A. Planning and Community Development Department 

 No Comments 

 

End of Responses 
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Item: Kensington School - 840 E. Kensington Rd. - PC#16-007

Department: Planning & Community Development

Requested Action
 

A Special Use to allow a Day Care Center in the B-2 district.
Amendment to PUD Ordinances #06-043, 07-007, 07-077, 14-015.
Amendment to the Plat of Subdivision R07-007.

 
Recommendation
It is recommended that a continuance until the August 24, 2016 Plan
Commission meeting be granted to allow the petitioner suitable time to address
all items raised in the Village review comments.
 

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Staff Memo Memorandum



 

  1 

Memorandum 

To: Chairman Lorenzini and Members of the Plan Commission 

CC: Randy Recklaus, Village Manager 

 All Department Heads 

From: Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 

Date: 7/8/2016 

Re: PC #16-007: Kensington School, 840 E. Kensington Rd. – Plan Commission Meeting July 

13, 2016 

On May 25, 2016, the Plan Commission voted to continue application PC #16-008 until the July 13
th
 

Plan Commission meeting due to a number of unresolved issues with the application. The petitioner 

has been working over the last two months to address all outstanding items and some progress has 

been made, however, staff has not yet received a response to our second round of comments on the 

application. As no response has been received, staff is unable to finalize a recommendation for the 

proposed development at this time.  

As public notice has already provided for this project, an additional continuance is necessary in order 

to allow the petitioner more time to address all staff comments. Staff is working to schedule a 

meeting with the petitioner to help them address all staff concerns so that the project is ready for Plan 

Commission review. 

Recommendation: 

It is recommended that a continuance until the August 24
th
 Plan Commission meeting be granted to 

allow the petitioner suitable time to address all items raised in the Village review comments. 
 



Item: Lexington Homes Subdivision - 900 W. Campbell St. - PC#16-004

Department: Planning & Community Development

The Village Board approved the Preliminary Plat of Subdivision for Lexington
Towne at Arlington Heights  on July 5, 2016.
 
Staff recommends that the Plan Commission recommend approval of the Final Plat of
Subdivision subject to the following conditions:
 
1. A maintenance fee for the stormwater detention area totaling $88,245 is required.
The fee shall be paid on a per lot basis at the time of the issuance of a building permit
for each home in the amount of $5,883 per home/lot.
 
2. The Village will not accept ownership and maintenance of the stormwater detention
area until such time as the maintenance fee is paid in full and the detention area is
established and acceptable to the Village.
 
3. Land Contribution fees for the park, schools and library districts shall be determined
in accordance with Chapter 29 of the Municipal Code.
 
4. The Petitioner shall comply with all Federal, State, and local policies, regulations
and codes.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Staff Memo Memorandum
Final Plat of Subdivision Exhibits



 

  1 

Memorandum 

To: Chairman Lorenzini and Members of the Plan Commission 

CC: Randy Recklaus, Village Manager 

 All Department Heads 

From: Sam Hubbard, Development Planner 

Date: 7/8/2016 

Re: PC #16-004: Lexington Homes Subdivision 

The Village Board approved the Preliminary Plat of Subdivision for the Lexington Towne at Arlington 
Heights subdivision on July 5, 2016, subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. The Petitioner shall receive final plat of resubdivision approval. 
2. The developer shall pay a onetime upfront fee for each lot for detention maintenance to be determined 

as part of final plat of subdivision. 
3. Land Contribution fees for the park, schools and library districts shall be determined in accordance with 

Chapter 29 of the Municipal Code. 
4. The Petitioner shall comply with all Federal, State, and local policies, regulations and codes.  

 
Submission of the Final Plat of Subdivision has been received and reviewed and is ready for approval. 
Therefore, condition number one above has been satisfied and is no longer applicable. 
 
In accordance with conditions number two, the developer has been asked to provide a onetime upfront 
fee for detention maintenance, which totals to $88,245 and translates to $5,883 per lot. Staff 
recommends clarifying this condition to read: 
 

1. A maintenance fee for the stormwater detention area totaling $88,245 is required. The fee shall 
be paid on a per lot basis at the time of the issuance of a building permit for each home in the 
amount of $5,883 per home/lot. 

 
A second condition should be added to read: 
 

2. The Village will not accept ownership and maintenance of the stormwater detention area until 
such time as the maintenance fee is paid in full and the detention area is established and 
acceptable to the Village. 

 



  July 8, 2016 

  2 

Conditions number three and four are still applicable and should remain. 
 
Recommendation: Staff recommends that the Plan Commission recommend approval of the Final Plat 
of Subdivision subject to the following conditions: 
 

1. A maintenance fee for the stormwater detention area totaling $88,245 is required. The fee shall 
be paid on a per lot basis at the time of the issuance of a building permit for each home in the 
amount of $5,883 per home/lot. 
 

2. The Village will not accept ownership and maintenance of the stormwater detention area until 
such time as the maintenance fee is paid in full and the detention area is established and 
acceptable to the Village. 
 

3. Land Contribution fees for the park, schools and library districts shall be determined in accordance with 
Chapter 29 of the Municipal Code. 
 

4. The Petitioner shall comply with all Federal, State, and local policies, regulations and codes.  
 
If you should require any additional information, please let me know. 
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