
From: Justine Hourihane
To: OneWinnetka
Cc: David Hourihane
Subject: Development
Date: Wednesday, June 24, 2015 10:45:08 PM

Dear Village Council of Winnetka,

I'm writing to express my concern of the new proposed development at the corner of Lincoln and Elm.
My opinions are as follows:

1.  The architectural Design.  The current Parisian design is out of context with the surrounding
buildings and is not harmonious with this village's current historical Tudor style of architecture.  This
developer is motivated by money in creating this design and he has no appreciation or respect for the
current Village's architectural design.  There are many excellent examples of Tudor style new
developments that flow harmoniously with existing historical architecture on the north shore such as the
buildings occupied by Jaguar and Starbucks on Greenbay in Wilmette.  Also, Carmel, CA is a beautiful
exhibit of a Tudor style village.  The Village should encourage the development in this direction.  If a
different style was proposed, why not classical in nature like the beautiful Village Hall? 

2.  Rental units.  As a resident, I ask what value is this adding to the community?  Renters are transient
in nature and are not typically invested in the neighborhood like a home owner.  We moved from the
city to avoid these types of communities, and now we are faced with 71 units outside our back door? 
Why can't these units be condominiums instead of rentals? Has a study been done on how such growth
in the population would effect our community?  71 units with 3 people on average per unit is 213 more
people in our center of our town.

3.  Plaza.   The plaza concept seems like just an extension of this building for the residents and will
likely not be embraced by the winnetka public.

4.  Parking.  The parking spots are not accessible.  The extra parking is not useful if it is not accessible. 
There will be more congestion because there will be 200 more residents with cars in our village center. 
Our Village Center is already congested with cars!  Underground parking for the public doesn't allow for
in-and-out parking.  The underground parking in Hubbard Woods is underutilized.  This should serve as
notice to the Village Council that this concept doesn't work.  Nobody moves to the suburbs to then have
to park in an underground parking garage just to go get a cup of coffee.  Our lives were meant to
become less complicated, not more.

5.  The Scale.  The scale of this project clearly does NOT meet any of the current zoning ordinances for
height, and the developer has not shown any reasons why his project should be exempt from those
requirements.  It's that simple! 

Regards,

Justine Hourihane
660 Prospect Avenue
Winnetka, IL
312-952-0998

Sent from my iPad
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From: Jessica Tucker
To: OneWinnetka; Brian Norkus
Subject: One Winnetka proposal.
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2015 10:36:32 AM

Dear Winnetka Plan Commissioners:
 
Thank you again for your continued due diligence and vetting of the One Winnetka proposal
as it relates to our Comprehensive Plan and Planned Development Ordinance.  The following
remarks are a supplement to my earlier remarks (regarding the original 7-story proposal) after
having heard the developer’s latest iteration on June 24th calling for heights up to 73 feet, 6
stories and 80-plus residential rental units, as well as the ensuing questions, discussion, and
public comments:
 
1.  At a minimum, computer-generated drawings with accurate height measurements relative
to the entire neighborhood and views from various directions: the Village Green, Village
Hall, Lincoln Avenue, Elm Street should be provided, as well as the height of the anticipated
tree canopy.  The commercial/residential neighborhood is comprised of two and three-story
buildings at less than 45 feet so massing, scale, bulk, proportions, tunnel effect, scope and
other dimensions continue to be important factors. A three-dimensional model to scale would
be very helpful as well.
 
2.  Of concern are the relationships among New Trier Partners investors, One Winnetka
investors and the Village attorney law firm, Holland & Knight. The question of a conflict of
interest, real or apparent, and of an appearance of impropriety should be thoroughly vetted
and aired.  In my experience on the Village Council, Winnetka has held itself to
exemplary ethical standards.  When an concern arose in the public's eye, we always erred on
the side of greater scrutiny, not less.  Local officials have had to recuse themselves from
votes, speak from the floor and not the dais, or step down from recommending bodies
because it was the right thing to do.   
 
3.  The public portion of the underground parking garage is, in my view, a positive proposal
to move commuters (and employees) out of much needed surface parking for shoppers.
 However, removing this street parking altogether and forcing shoppers to also park
underground is not a positive trade-off in my opinion.
 
4.  Also of concern is the possibility of a public fitness center that would compete with the
Winnetka Community House and take away an important source of revenue for this
cherished Winnetka institution.   
 
5.  The February Winnetka Caucus survey regarding the then 7-story proposal clearly showed
the majority of respondents favored 3 or 4 stories-45 feet (see: www.winnetkacaucus.org) the
maximum zoning height.    From the hundreds of public comments then and now, any
proposed exception(s) should be considered with caution.  The former
approved redevelopment project at its highest point reached 49.5' and many still considered
that height and companion bulk and density too overwhelming and congested for that small
shopping district. The Village Council's 2014 citizen's survey also showed that



the architectural style of buildings followed by pedestrian-friendly access were the two most-
important characteristics of Winnetka's historic business districts.    

I encourage you to insist that the developer bring you a proposal in compliance with our
ordinances, in the spirit of our Comprehensive Plan and recent community-wide citizen
surveys, rather than having you spend your volunteer time and effort reviewing
incremental proposals that are out of sync with our historic heritage and small-town charm
and character that is synonymous with 'beautiful land.' 

With the appropriate redevelopment, we are all looking forward to a renewed and revitalized
East Elm shopping district we can be proud of and embrace.

Thank you for your consideration,

Jessica Tucker
Winnetka, IL
 

 

    
 
 
 
 
 



From: Kathy Fox
To: OneWinnetka
Subject: One winnetks plans
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2015 7:07:03 PM

Dear Trustees,

The new plans for this group's development are still objectionable for
the following reasons:

The beaux arts design is totally at odds with the rest of the village
architecture.  A Tudor  design would go a long way to make the new
buildings look like they belong here.

Five stories is still too tall.  Can't the developer read and honor
our zoning rules?  Frankly I think four stories are too many.
Highland Park managed to redevelop without allowing massive outsize
buildings.

Taking Lincoln Avenue out is totally unacceptable.  Why would we grant
such a favor to a developer?  It sets a bad precedent and is a bad
idea.

Seventy units still is too many.  Again, why do these developers think
they don't have to respect our laws, some of which have just been
recently liberalized?

As trustees who care for this Village, please use your power to assure
that we have a development that complements and enhances our beautiful
village!!

Kathy Fox
661 Sheridan

Sent from my iPhone
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