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INTRODUCTION

Cabrini NOW is a community-driven planning and design effort to improve the
Cabrini neighborhood through new housing and economic development on CHA

properties.

The third community-wide engagement event in the Cabrini NOW process took
place on the afternoon of December 11, 2024 at the St. Matthew United Methodist
Church. This event was preceded by community meetings on May 8, 2024 and
July 31, 2024 and was attended by more than one hundred community members,
including over 20 CHA residents. To support accessibility, the event was hosted in
a wheelchair accessible space and the presentation was recorded and posted. To
generate enthusiasm for participating, hot chocolate and snacks were served to

attendees.

The purpose of the meeting was to confirm feedback from the first two community
meetings and solicit new feedback on the draft overall development framework and

development organization and massing concepts in four specific zones.

The meeting started with introductory remarks from community leaders and a
presentation providing an overview of prior engagement and the conceptual
development framework. After the presentation, attendees were invited to dialogue
about the development concepts with the planning project team and complete

a series of board and table-based feedback activities to solidify an approach to
redeveloping the Cabrini NOW sites. The table-activities included to-scale, 3-D
printed, development massing models (see the photo to the right as an example),

to help put the draft framework into context.

The conclusions outlined in this report are based on written and oral feedback

received from community members in attendance.
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AREA OF INTEREST (AOI)
& FOCUS SITES

The Cabrini NOW Area of Interest (AOI) covers a significant portion of the

Near North community area bounded by North Avenue, Chicago Avenue,

Wells Street, and Halsted Street. CHA has completed a significant amount of

development in this area since 1997, as displayed on the next page.

The Cabrini NOW development sites are clustered north and south of Division

Street. For the purposes of the workshop conversations, the individual

development parcels were grouped into four sites. The four sites were called

Larrabee, Division, Sedgwick and Rowhomes and are shown on the adjacent

map.
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KEY TAKEAWAYS FROM
COMMUNITY MEETING #3:

KEY THEMES

Meeting participants provided feedback on the overall development framework in the areas
of mobility, open space, and support for the plan, in addition to specific feedback tied to four
development subareas: the Rowhomes, Sedgwick, Division, and Larrabee. For each subarea, feedback
was obtained on the following topics and is summarized by topic in this report:

¢ Housing

*  Open Space

«  Community Amenities = .

\ T = — SEDGWICK SITE
e Connectivity - ; . " 1110 ok _ 1
* Pros & Cons for each concept L | st | e ._ ' ! PR TABLE 5
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Space and Mobility, we have placed the respective slides from the event presentation to provide
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HOUSING: In addition to the continued support for development on CHA properties in the area
expressed throughout the Cabrini NOW process, there is a desire to reduce the scale of housing
proposed adjacent to existing townhomes and smaller buildings. A range of opinions were expressed
about the need to preserve housing affordability, and ensuring a diversity of Cabrini housing options.

OPEN SPACE: Aligned with input received at both prior community events, there remains support for
prioritizing connection between open spaces. Sports courts and playgrounds are also desired open
space amenities. Aligned with input received at the second community event, there remains a strong

desire for the inclusion of existing urban farms in the framework plan.

COMMUNITY AMENITIES: Dining and entertainment plus retail were generally the most desired

amenities, but this varied some across the sites.

CONNECTIVITY: Aligned with input received at the second community event, there remains support =idip st : b - . = -~ - o s

e T O SO L e
>, 7 .‘r"-’ﬂ“ Mctfolroermmn

for sensible improvements to the street grid. Aligned with input received at the first community event, O S = s _ = et St At et
there remains support for improvements to transit service in the area. Several community members v ; i i

voiced concern over traffic volume, supporting the need for further study of traffic flow impacts.
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CHA

Meeting participants provided feedback on the proposed development
framework in the Rowhomes subarea, inclusive of the site of the vacant Cabrini
rowhomes and sites north of there along Hobbie Street.

HOUSING

Community members were asked to provide feedback
on the appropriate amount of housing in this subarea.
Some respondents expressed the perception that the
scale of proposed housing is too large, particularly

on the north end of the subarea adjacent to existing
Basecamp townhomes. Others shared a view that
none of the vacant rowhomes should be preserved or

rehabbed.

OPEN SPACE

Sports Courts, space for leisure or gathering, and
playgrounds were cited as the most desired uses of
open space in this subarea. There were also a number
of comments about the need for a dedicated dog

park for new and existing residents.
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Appropriate Amount of Housing

Replace the vacant rowhomes
Too much housing; too large
Preserve the vacant rowhomes

Appropriate level of housing

Too Litile Housing -
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NUMBER OF RESPONSES

=]

Best Use of Open Space
sportsCours
Leisure / Gatnering
Playeround [
DogPark [
Ecological Area/ Roof Garden _
Compost [N
Sports Fields [
Urban Farm
Walking / Bike Trail [
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ROWHOMES SITES

CONNECTIVITY

In the area of connectivity and mobility, attendees
believed proposed modifications to the mobility network
would make the neighborhood more connected.
However, they have lingering concerns about traffic
volume in the area. There were additional suggestions
to shorten the extension of Walton Street to expand

proposed new open space.

AMENITIES

Participants indicated that the most appropriate
amenities for development in this subarea are retail and

dining and entertainment venues. These would likely be

concentrated in new development along Chicago Avenue.

ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK

Additional feedback included praise for the proposed
open space expansion, concerns about the integration
of new renovated rowhomes, and a question of whether
the existing schools in the area have the capacity to

accommodate new families.
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Connectivity Needs

Yes, it makes the neighborhood more connected

Concern about traffic volume in this area

Shorten extension of Walton Street

These changes seem unnecessary

o

1 2
NUMBER OF RESPONSES

Appropriate Amenities

Retail
Dining & Entertainment

Personal Care

Wellness
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SEDGWICK SITES

Meeting participants provided feedback on the proposed development
framework in the Sedgwick subarea, inclusive of the sites south of Hill Street
and east of Hudson Avenue.

HOUSING Appropriate Amount of Housing

Community members were asked to provide feedback
Appropriate level of housing

Too much housing; too large _

on the appropriate amount of housing in this subarea.
The largest percentage of participants suggested that
the proposed amount of housing seems appropriate. Need more housing for large families
A few respondents disagreed, suggesting there is too e -

much housing proposed.
Too Little Housing

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
NUMBER OF RESPONSES
OPEN SPACE Best Use of Open Space
Sports Courts, and playgrounds were noted as the sports Courts [
most desired uses of open space in this subarea. A Playground [N
desire to see space for a community farm was also Urban Farm [
conveyed. This aligns with the proposed relocation of Leisure / Gathering [N
the Chicago Lights Urban Farm. Ecological Area/ Roof Garden [N
MNeed more new open space -
Activities for young women -
Durso Extension could be more useful along
Locust Street -
0 2 4 6 8
NUMBER OF RESPONSES
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SEDGWICK SITES

CONNECTIVITY

In the area of connectivity and mobility, Some
community members expressed approval of the
proposed improvements. Generally, community members
were very concerned about the pedestrian-friendliness
of Oak Street, citing the need for new sidewalks between

Orleans Street and Hudson Avenue.

AMENITIES

Participants indicated that the most appropriate
amenities for development in this subarea are retail and
dining and entertainment venues. Others conveyed a

desire to see a community swimming pool in the area.

ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK

Residents additionally questioned what infrastructure
improvements would precede any development of new
housing on these sites and expressed desires for added
on-street parking and a commemoration of Cabrini-

Green history.
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Connectivity Needs

Added connectivity is nice

Need to ensure new sidewalks on Qak Street _

MNeed for more free on-street parking

Concern about traffic volume in this area
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Appropriate Amenities

Dining & Entertainment
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DIVISION SITES

Community members provided feedback on the proposed development
framework in the Division subarea, inclusive of the two large sites along Division
Street near Halsted Street and Larrabee Street.*

HOUSING Appropriate Amount of Housing

. . .. .- Too much housing
The majority of participants providing feedback on

Appropriate level of housing

the appropriate amount of housing in this subarea,
DivisioN SITEsS

H H Too Little Housing
felt that the scale of housing proposed is more than TABLE 3

is appropriate. Half as many respondents feel that the Will there be seniot housing?

proposed level of housing is appropriate or could be Will there be housing for large families?

greater. 0 1 2 3 4 5
NUMBER OF RESPONSES
OPEN SPACE
Best Use of Open Space
Meeting attendees conveyed that the best use of Urban Farm
open space in the Division subarea is for a relocation Sports Fields

. L. Other Activities
of the existing urban farm on Division near Larrabee.

Compost

Sports fields were also considered a good use despite _
Cnmmumty Room
the limited amount of new open space proposed. Dog Park

Ecological Area / Roof Garden

Sports Courts

NUMBER OF RESPONSES

*NOTE: While “Site G” was included with the “Larrabee Sites” group
in the event presentation, community members mostly gave input on

lllll SCB ) “Site G” at the “Division Sites” input board. So, for this document we
18 lcn-m ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ%ﬂgﬂ"ﬁigx have included “Site G” feedback among the “Division Sites”.



DIVISION SITES T

CONNECTIVITY Connectivity Needs

Meed additional bus service/stops

Community members reacting to the proposed

Concern about traffic volume in this area

modifications to the mobility network indicated ongoing

concerns about traffic volume in the area, especially Division Street bridges need expansion |

along Division Street near the Chicago River bridge Extending Crosby is a good idea
crossing to the west. Others suggested bus service in the Ogden Ave should be restored
area could be improved. Will there be on-street parking available?
1] ;B 2 3
NUMBER OF RESPONSES

AMENITIES

Appropriate Amenities

Participants suggested that the most appropriate

i . . . . Retail
amenities to be included in this subarea are retail,

dining, and entertainment venues. This closely aligns

with the project team’s proposed vision for ground floor Rexsopaloun

commercial space on the sites along Division Street. Wellness

Community Kitchen

NUMBER OF RESPONSES
ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK
Community members suggested, among other things,
that this subarea needs more new open space and
that finding the most suitable future location of the

community farm should be more of a priority.
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LARRABEE SITES

Community members provided feedback on the proposed development
framework in the Larrabee subarea, inclusive of sites north of Scott Street along

the Larrabee Street corridor.*

HOUSING

A number of participants provided feedback on the
appropriate amount of housing in this subarea, with
the largest percentage indicating their belief that
what is proposed is more than is appropriate. Several
respondents believe the scale of new housing in the

area should match that of existing residences.

OPEN SPACE

Community members conveyed that the best uses
of open space in the Larrabee subarea are for sports

courts, leisure or gathering, and playgrounds.

|| scB _
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Appropriate Amount of Housing

Too much housing
Appropriate level of housing
Will there be senior housing?
Too Little Housing

Will there be housing for large families?

NUMBER OF RESPONSES

Best Use of Open Space

soonscouns |
isure Ganerng [
Payerouns . |
compost |
EcologicalArea [
Dog Park [N

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
NUMBER OF RESPONSES

*NOTE: While “Site G” was included with the “Larrabee Sites” group
in the event presentation, community members mostly gave input on
“Site G” at the “Division Sites” input board. So, for this document we
have included “Site G” feedback among the “Division Sites”.




LARRABEE SITES

CONNECTIVITY Connectivity Needs

The project team asked community members to assess
Concern about traffic volume in this area

if the proposed modifications to the mobility network

address what is needed in the area. The team received
Consider New CTA Brown/Purple Line Stop

a few responses indicating the desire for a new Division

“L” Station and concern over traffic impacts.

0 1 2 3
NUMBER OF RESPONSES
AMENITIES _ "
Appropriate Amenities

Respondents indicated that the most appropriate
Dining & Entertainment

amenities for development in this subarea are dining

and entertainment venues, followed by wellness einess

amenities and retail. Retail

Personal Care

ADDITIONAL FEEDBACK 0 2 - 6 8 10

NUMBER OF RESPONSES

A couple residents noted that the organization of
housing is a positive aspect of the Larrabee subarea
framework. Perceived drawbacks noted were that

the planning could be more clearly collaborative, the
urban farm in the area needs a better location, and that
there are needs for more retail and CHA resident job

opportunities in the area.
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OPEN SPACE AND MOBILITY

Attendees expressed passionate opinions
about open space and urban farms and
mobility options in the community.

* Generally, participants were excited and supportive of the
potential connection between Seward and Durso Parks, and
strongly feel that urban farms should remain fixtures in the
community going forward. There was general concern that
the proposed location of an urban farm north of Division

Street will not be adequate.

* Attendees were also asked to note the most desirable
amenities in neighborhood open spaces, with lighting, art, and

seating garnering the most support.

* In the area of mobility, community members expressed a
strong desire for improved or maintained access to trains,
with a key request for a new Brown and Purple Line “L”
station at Division Street. There was also strong support
for ensuring the pedestrian-friendliness of new housing

developed as part of the plan.
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Desired Open Space Amenities

Lighting

Public Art

Benches : |

Urban Farm |

Dog Park

Water Fountains

Restrooms

Sports Courts
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Mobility Options

Access to trains / New Division "L" Station
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Bicycle Infrastructure
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SUPPORT FOR THE OVERALL
FRAMEWORK PLAN DIRECTION

Community members were asked to
indicate their level of support for the
overall framework plan, inclusive of all four
subareas and the broad ideas for improving
connectivity, mobility, and open space.

* Of the participants who responded, over 70% indicated that
they are at least somewhat supportive of the overall direction
of the Cabrini Now framework. Those who expressed support
were enthusiastic about the retail and green spaces, the

collaborative process, and CHA’s openness to feedback.

* More detailed comments were given by respondents who did
not support the plan. The eight respondents who indicated

“not much” support for the plan primarily shared concerns

over existing property management, safety and security, and

the number of units.

Are You Supportive of the Plan?

Very

Not Much

=
[5S]
F
[=2]
[=2]
&

12
NUMBER OF RESPONSES
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: DIVISION SITES
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: DIVISION SITES
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LARRABEE SITES

APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: LARRABEE SITES
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: CONNECTIVITY

CONNECTIVITY

How can we make sure new transit options in Cabrini are accessible

What types of mobility options would you like to see to everyone, including people with disabilities and seniors?

in the new development? Choose your top two.
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: OPEN SPACE
OPEN SPACE

What are your thoughts on the 5 What kind of amenities would you

proposed relocations of the | like to see in the open spaces?

urban farms? : Choose your top three.
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DRAWING TABLE EXERCISE

Meeting participants were asked to
depict their ideal outcome for the
Cabrini community in drawing form.
We received 9 responses, including
those pictured on this page.
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APPENDIX OF ENGAGEMENT MATERIALS: OVERALL DIRECTION

INSTRUCTIONS: PLACE ONE STICKER NEXT TO THE CATEGORY WHICH MOST ACCURATELY CAPTURES YOUR RESPONSE.
VERY:
[ ]

| am excited about the future of
How supportive are you regarding the overall direction of the plan

Cabrini and how this plan and
and its scenarios, as presented today? its development scenarios can
get us there.

SOMEWHALT:

Overall, | am in favor of what
is proposed but still have
some questions/concerns.

)
e

S ol Cably e rreard
._. I(lr;’_‘._" Jap f,\lh i
| still have a number of = ety S
questions and concerns that R%m; | m’:";«ﬁ?
have not been addressed. P s i vy’ omt”
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