
 
 

Observer Report 

 

Month/Date/Year  4/4/2022 

City Council COW 

Mark City Council 
Members that are 
present: 

Marty Maloney, Mayor, John Moran, 1st Ward, Fred Sanchez, 2nd Ward, Gail 
Wilkening, 3rd Ward, Harmony Harrington, 4th Ward, Charles Melidosian, 5th 
Ward, Rick Biagi, 6th Ward, Marty Joyce, 7th Ward 

Mark staff members that 
are present: Joe Gilmore, City Manager, Frank Kaminski, Police Chief, City Attorney 

Other staff present:  Finance Director and Community Preservation and Development Director  

Media coverage? Not sure 

Was there a quorum? Yes 

Number of Attendees Many (20+) 

Was the agenda posted 
in advance? Yes 

Sufficient time for public 
comments? Yes 

Topics of 
Note/Interesting Topic 

During Public Comment Resident, John Bennett, played a recording of his own 
about Zoning re: the need to preserve the character of the community - which 
is a single family residence community. The recording expressed that zoning 
laws need to protect the character of the community and ordinances need to 
follow regulations with density and business development. It stated that city 
officials do not have the right to ignore zoning ordinances.  
 
There was a D64 applicant (Full Day K construction project manager) that put 
an application in for parking zoning ordinances on Wisner at Field School 
during the upcoming construction. (Taking away 4 additional parking spots is 
needed because of a variance that has impacted the original footprint of the 
project.) The City Council needs to approve this prior to any construction 
removal. No trees will be removed at Field School construction. This was a first 
reading and Alderman Joyce made a motion for this to be the final reading. 
Alderman Moran provided a 2nd motion.Of note: Field School is the only 
school in the district that is not in good shape with available parking. CM was 
the only NO vote against the agenda item moving forward without a 2nd 
reading but the motion did pass. SIDENOTE: There was a resident that 
provided comment about the Franklin construction project because there will 
be Burr Oak trees removed. The city replied that they would not stop 
development for tree removals. The project plans to begin this construction. 
Trees will need to be removed.  

Topics of 
Note/Interesting Topic 

VFW hall discussion began over dialogue re: the zoning ordinance (a map 
amendment) in relation to potential temporary medical testing sites. It was 



 
made clear that if the site were to have a drive thru it could not be a cannabis 
dispensary (which could be a special use with a B-1 permit). Resident, John 
Bennett, played another recording during public comment explain the 
difference between B-1 and B-2 requesting that the site be zoned B-1. One 
public commenter made statements about the tax revenue of ($500,000) a 
cannabis dispensary and hopes the city would put that to good use. Then 
public comment started with residents opposed to the "pot shop” that is on the 
agenda. Legal counsel for the applicant provided a procedural point that B-1 
and B-2 did already come up during P&Z already and did pass the 1st reading. 
Motion passed for this map amendment to remain B-2( CM and RB voted No). 

Topics of 
Note/Interesting Topic 

Final Reading of the Special Use Cannabis Dispensing Organization. Legal 
Counsel gave a summary and firm reminder to the entire audience and Council 
before public comment that this discussion item will need to remain fully 
focused on whether or not a cannabis dispensary is appropriate/will be 
approved for the VFW site by the Council.  
 
CM: Asked questions about various financial tax benefits from the property 
use. Projection of 1st year sales. Asked for more factual information. Counsel 
replied with estimated revenues. Projected: 5-8MIL revenue (conservatively) 
for the location. Vast majority of the items in the business will be cannabis 
products that are regulated by the state. This retail experience would be 
somewhat different than other locations. The products would be purchased 
and then provided to customers in a sealed bag, there is no consumption on 
site and product is not available for to touch, smell or otherwise.  
 
CM: brought up concern over a Park Ridge ordinance that was passed in Feb 
2021 about limitation of the sale of instruments/products with several 
requirements (age related) needs to be revisited.  
 
HH: Asked applicant if they can share info on what they have done to educate 
the neighbors on the plans. (Fence, greenspace, neighbors entering into 
driveway, invited 400 residents to a webinar on March 30th via Zoom, 30 or so 
attended - lasted 2 hours<<applicants offered to have webinars going forward 
in the future to help educate the community and continue building 
relationships) 
 
RB: Question about appropriateness of buffer as multi family residences 
(soften the transition from commercial to single family) 
 
RB: Discussion of if there is increased crime in the area - can an increased 
user fee be applied? Legal Counsel replied that yes, it would apply to both 
dispensary locations. There would need to be a direct correlation between the 
cost to the city and the happenings/increased presence location. Chief K 
commented that he has not seen research/data colleagues throughout the 
nation on crime rates and dispensaries. Security/how places are handled is set 
very high - law requires them to have strict security laws. Studies may come 
out in the future. Situation would be monitored and would inform the council as 
needed. 
 
RB: Are cannabis dispensaries “at risk” businesses? Legal counsel spoke at 
length as to the standards and nature of the corridor that are being met with 



 
this applicant.  
 
RB: Question about purchasing an additional “buffer” area? Counsel replied 
that would be difficult to justify. Applicant is doing all they can to enhance, 
increase the buffer. Does not think acquiring property would be in their interest. 
 
MM: Is a special use permanent (city can express temporal limitations on 
special use permitting, but depends on the nature of the changes - licensing, 
operating standards, design) 
 
MM: Question about the ordinance allowing 12 Operating Hours: This 
applicant hopes to be open 9am-9pm, 7Days a week.  
 
There were 34 public comments, split evenly between those that are for and 
against the dispensary. 
 
Mayor Marty Maloney remarked that he is in support of the dispensary, but his 
vote did not count. Motion failed. 4 (NO) - 3 (YES). 

Time-sensitive topics none 

Any topics relevant to 
LWVPR positions? none 

Were members civil to 
each other and the 
public? Yes 

If no, explain:  

Officials attentive and 
alert? Yes 

Facilities (select any 
deficits) 

Couldn't hear, There was a need for overflow seating for this meeting. 
Attendees were spread throughout the full Chambers as well as on chairs in 
the lobby and conference room. It was difficult to hear Alderman Moran at 
times (via phone/Zoom). City staff and police were on staff for crowd control.  

Was the agenda 
followed as it was 
published?  No 

If agenda was not 
followed as it was 
published, describe 
why: O’Hare report was tabled to a meeting in the future (for the sake of timing) 

Any other observations 
about the meeting? none 

What time did meeting 
adjourn? 10:43:00 PM 

 


