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Village President and Board of Trustees
Study Session

Thursday, June 1, 2006
Community Room 101

7:00pm - 10:00 pm

The President and Board of Trustees welcome you. This is a working session of the
Village Board and no public comment will be taken.

Agenda

1. Review of Request for Proposals Received for North Boulevard and Provide

Direction on Next Steps

After the March 6, 2006 Study Session the Board directed staff to send an RFP for this location. Staff
reviewed the responses and has recommended three potential firms for interviews. The next step will be to
set the date for interviews.

2. Review Public Comments From the Public Meeting Related to the Site at

Harlem & South

At the March 6, 2006 Study Session, the Village Board directed staff to proceed with the next steps in this
project which was to conduct a public meeting for this site. ~The Board is going to review the public
comments and direct staff to proceed with the next steps which would be the release of an RFP for this site.

Adjourn



To: President Pope and the Board of Trustees

From: Bob Clements, Acting Director Development Services BV

Thru: Lisa Shelley, Deputy Village Manager

cc: M. Ray Wiggins, Interim Village Manager, Ray Heise, Village Attorney;

Date: May 17, 2006

Re: Report on April 12, 2006 Public Participatory Planning Meeting for Harlem & South Site

Background
On March 6, 2006 the Village Board reviewed and discussed its Downtown Development

Opportunities and timelines for accomplishing them. Included in these opportunities was
redevelopment of the Village owned parcels at Harlem & South Blvd. The first step in redeveloping
this site was to hold a public meeting to gather input from residents per the Participatory Planning
Guidelines adopted by the Board in February 2006, That meeting was held at 7 pm on April 12,
2008 at the Carlton Hotel in the main ballroom, The purpose of this memo is to report on how the
meeting was held, provide a framework for the information gathered at that meeting, and lay out
the next steps per the timeline for this site as presented at the March 6% meeting.

Meeting format
The main ballroom at the Carlton was set up with a sign-in table near the door, refreshments in

the back corner, and with 6 round tables containing 8 chairs per table. Handouts, including an
agenda and sheets for individual and group comments were placed in front of each seat at every
table. The last page of the handout contained a meeting survey for participants to rate how the
meeting was ran. Thirty residents signed the attendance sheet as well as President Pope,
Trustees Marcy & Johnson, and staff. A Power Point presentation was used as the format for
disseminating information on the site and encouraging discussion. A copy of the presentation,
which was placed on the web site the day after the meeting, is attached along with sheets
containing the collective individual, group (table), and participant survey comments. Additional
comments obtained via faxes and emails from individuals who viewed the presentation on the
Village's web site are included as part of the collective comments. The Power Point presentation
consisted of an explanation of the purpose of the meeting and how information gathered would be
used per the PPP Guidelines in developing a RFP for the site, a quick look at development studies
and construction projects (public & private) underway in the surrounding area to provide context
to the site, background information on the size and current use of the site, and then a
presentation of the Downtown Master Plan recommendations for the site in terms of land use,
building height, parking, and design. A 15-20 minute discussion period was provided on each of
the recommendations to allow time for participants to record their individual comments and then
formulate a collective group (table) response. There was also time at the end of the meeting to
allow a spokesman from each table to report on their group comments.

Synopsis of comments and participant survey results

Although there were 30 residents in attendance at the meeting, roughly %2 stayed until the end
and not all in attendance turned in their individual and survey sheets. However, common
“themes” from the comments turned in which could be identified are listed below.

1. Mixed use for the site consisting of office, retai, residential and parking was preferred.
2 More comments favored building heights above 45 ft for a least a portion of the site than
those wanting it to be the maximum height for the entire site.
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3. Parking on the site should include sufficient spaces for the land use as well as maintain
and increase (not decrease) the spaces available for use by residents.

4. Structured {deck) parking, including underground parking, was considered to be all right
provided sufficient safety and lighting features were included.

5. There was a clear desire expressed for brick and stone over glass and steel to be the
predominant materials used in the design of the building,

6. A strong desire was expressed to incorporate a publicly accessible green space either on
site or nearby along South Blvd.

7. No consensus on vacating Maple Street to allow the R-O-W to be included in the
developable area or, leaving Maple Street open was determinable. Although there
appeared to be support for bridging over the street with a building as a method of keeping
it open.

8. “Excellent” and “Good” were the clear majority of the Participant Survey ratings for the
meeting.

9. The majority present indicated their notification about the meeting came from the notice
mailed out by the Village.

10.The majority of those present at the meeting indicated that they lived “South of Lake
Street, West of East Avenue.”

Timeline and next steps

The attached timeline for the Harlem & South site reviewed at the March 6t meeting had a review
by the Board of the results of the public meeting occurring in early May. From the discussion held
at that meeting a RFP with a 60-day response time would be prepared for issuance by mid-May
and submittals would be received and reviewed in July prior to the Board's August break. Due to
time demands on the Board's schedule which have pre-empted the ability to meet on this subject,
a meeting to review the results of the April 12th public meeting has yet to occur. The natural
conseguence of this is that the timeline for the issuance and receipt of a RFP for the site has been
pushed back to the point were it will not be possible to meet the dates as presented on March eth,
As the Board reviews its priorities and the scheduling demands associated with them, it may want
to consider a recommendation included in the comments from the meeting which suggested
“waiting to develop this site until other projects in the Downtown area are completed.”

Staff is ready to meet with the Board to review the information gathered from the April 12t
meeting, discuss items to include in a RFP, and either proceed or hoid off on issuing a RFP based
on the Board’s direction.

Attachments:
1. Meeting announcement mailer
2. Copy of Power Point presentation used at the meeting
3. Summary sheets of Individual, group, and survey results
4. Project timeline from the March 6t Meeting.
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Public meeting to begin planning for the redevelopment
of property at Harlem Avenue and South Boulevard

7 p.m., Wednesday April 12

Plaza Hotel Baliroom
(Corner of Marion and Pleasant Streets)

CTAMETRA STATION

PEDESTRIAN WALKWA

The community is invited to share ideas and concerns for the future
redevelopment of the Village-owned properties at Harlem Avenue and South
Boulevard. Public input will be considered by the Village Board for possible
inclusion in a Request for Proposals (RFP) to be issued. This is the kick-off
meeting for initiating plans for future development of this site pursuant to the
Village’s recently adopted Public Participation Guidelines.

For further information contact:
Bob Clements, Acting Development Services Director, at 708.358.5644.



Maple Street R-O-W

Should it be kept open as a street by requiring the 2 parcels to be
developed separately or:

a) Be cul-de-saced removing access from the south to South
Bivd.

b) Kept open but allow for a building on the parcels to bridge the
street on its upper floors



Environmental:
Open space—jpublic plaza

Open space part of larger
park or public square nearby

Open space as a
Public plaza on site



Environmental:
Leed design principles

Some examples:

Green roofs Natural building materials



Aesthetics/design-comments

The Downtown Master Pian recommends Design Guidelines based on best practices. A complete
copy is available as part of the Greater Downtown Master Plan located on the Village website.
This section asks for your general opinion in the following aspects of design. Select all uses that
you prefer.  You can also comment on other potential aspects.

Materials: o | Environmental:

(] Natural (brick, limestone) 1 Public Open Space

O Glass & Steel B 00 Public Plaza

[l Other: o (1 LEED Design Principles
Site Plan: |

[[1 Building at sidewalk Ll Maple Street Vacation

[1 Building with setback £l No Street Vacation

J  Parking behind buildings il m:.:&:.m (Bridge) Over Street

[J Parking next to building

Comments:

Note: There is a sheet at the end of the document for comments
that can be downloaded and mailed to the Village.



Thank you for viewing _
this presentation.

If you are interested in providing your
comments to the Village Board, please
download the comment sheet and mail it to

Village Hall S

123 Madison Street

Oak Park, IL. 60302-4272.

The deadline for submitting comments is
Friday April 28, 2006.



