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REGULAR MEETING
VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE
PLAN COMMISSION

November 6, 2017

7:30 P.M.
ROLL CALL
Greg Trzupek, Chairman Mike Stratis Luisa Hoch
Dehn Grunsten Greg Scott
Mary Praxmarer Jim Broline

APPROVAL OF PRIOR MEETING MINUTES
A. October 2, 2017 Plan Commission Regular Meeting
PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. 7-11-2017: 15W308 Frontage Road (VIP Paws); Special Use Approval and Findings
of Fact; continued from August 21, 2017, September 18, 2017, and October 2, 2017

Requests special use as per Section VIII.C.2.aa of the Burr Ridge Zoning Ordinance for a
kennel in a B-2 General Business District.

B. V-03-2017: 95155 Madison Street (Piska); Variations and Findings of Fact
Requests variation pursuant to Section I'V.J of the Burr Ridge Zoning Ordinance to permit a
fence in a side yard that is 6 feet in height and less than 50 percent open.
CORRESPONDENCE
A. Board Report — October 9, 2017 and October 23, 2017

B. Building Report — September 2017
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V. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

A. S-04-2017: 705 Village Center Drive (Hampton Social); Sign Variations; continued
from October 2, 2017

B. S-08-2017: 7020 County Line Road (Busey Bank); Sign Variation
C. S-09-2017: 880 Village Center Drive (Design Bar); Sign Variation

D. PC-08-2017: 6330 County Line Road; Private Sanitary Sewer System for New Home

VI FUTURE SCHEDULED MEETINGS

A. November 20, 2017. The filing deadline for this meeting was October 23, 2017.

B. December 4, 2017: The filing deadline for this meeting is November 10, 2017.

VII. ADJOURNMENT

PLEASE NOTE: All Plan Commission recommendations are advisory and are submitted to the Mayor and
Board of Trustees for review and final action. Any item being voted on at this Plan Commission meeting will
be forwarded to the Mayor and Board of Trustees for consideration at their November 13, 2017, Regular
Meeting beginning at 7:00 P.M. Chairman Trzupek is scheduled to represent the Plan Commission at the
November 13, 2017, Board meeting.



PLAN COMMISSION/ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE
MINUTES FOR REGULAR MEETING OF
OCTOBER 2, 2017

I. ROLL CALL

The Regular Meeting of the Plan Commission/Zoning Board of Appeals was called to order at
7:30 p.m. at the Burr Ridge Village Hall, 7660 County Line Road, Burr Ridge, Illinois by
Chairman Trzupek.

ROLL CALL was noted as follows:
PRESENT: 6 — Hoch, Broline, Grunsten, Praxmarer, Scott, and Trzupek
ABSENT: 1 — Stratis

Staff present were Village Administrator Doug Pollock and Assistant to the Village Administrator
Evan Walter. Trustee Guy Franzese was also present in the audience.

II. APPROVAL OF PRIOR MEETING MINUTES

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Praxmarer and SECONDED by Commissioner Scott
to approve the minutes of the September 18, 2017 Plan Commission meeting.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:

AYES: 5 — Praxmarer, Scott, Hoch, Broline, Trzupek
NAYS: 0 — None

ABSTAIN: 1 - Grunsten

MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 5-0.

III. PUBLIC HEARINGS

Chairman Trzupek confirmed all those wishing to speak during the public hearings on the agenda
for tonight’s meeting.

Z-11-2017: Special Use — 15W308 Frontage Road (VIP Paws): Special Use Approval and
Findings of Fact; continued from August 21, 2017 and September 18, 2017.

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Walter described this request as follows: the hearing is a
continuation for a special use approval for VIP Paws. Staff has requested that their petition be
continued to the November 6, 2017 meeting, at which time the petitioner should either present to
the Plan Commission or have their petition cancelled.

There being no discussion, Chairman Trzupek asked for a motion to continue the hearing for
Z-11-2017.

At 7:33 p.m. a MOTION was made by Commissioner Hoch and SECONDED by Commissioner
Grunsten to continue the public hearing for Z-11-2017 to November 6, 2017.
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ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:
AYES: 6 — Hoch, Grunsten, Scott, Broline, Praxmarer, and Trzupek
NAYS: 0 — None

MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.

7-14-2017: 11650 Bridewell Drive (McNaughton Development); Text Amendment,
Variation, and Findings of Fact

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Pollock described this request as follows: the petitioner
requests an amendment to Planned Unit Development Ordinance #A-834-20-16 to permit an R-5
Planned Unit Development on 19.76 acres rather than the previously approved 22.5 acres; with 44
single-family homes rather than 52 homes; and with changes to the street, landscaping, and
building elevation plans; also requests variation from or an amendment to Section VI.H.4.b(6) to
permit a Planned Unit Development on 19.76 acres rather than the required minimum of 20 acres.

Chairman Trzupek asked Mr. Pollock to summarize the differences between the previously
approved PUD at 11650 Bridewell and the petitioner’s proposal in Z-14-2017. Mr. Pollock said
that the previous approval had 22.5 acres on two parcels, the gross density was slightly lower for
the current proposal, while the concept plan accounts for a 100 foot setback covenant on
Commonwealth Drive and is generally similar with detached homes and common open space.

Richard Kozarits, representing the property owner, gave a brief history of the property from a
zoning, engineering, and development perspective.

John Barry, McNaughton Development, described the site plan as being 44 single-family homes.
He said that the proposal eliminated the 2.7 acres that were previously used by the Weekley
proposal because McNaughton Development did not feel that they added value to the property. He
described a dry-bottom creek bed that would be put in and act as stormwater retention. He
discussed that the development would complete all concrete walk paths on Bridewell Drive and
around the lake. He discussed the landscape plan, which would include a fence on the north side
of the property as well as add a berm to further delineate the homes from I-55. He said that the
petition proposed a 30,000 square foot land dedication to the Pleasant Dale Park District in lieu of
part or all required monetary donations.

Mr. Barry said that sidewalks were a challenge due to the 100 foot setback covenant along
Commonwealth Avenue. He said that the petition proposes installing a 4 foot carriage walk along
the east side of the interior road instead of a traditional sidewalk with parkway between the walk
and the street. He discussed the footprint of the buildings being generally 45 by 70 feet in
dimension, which the owners would own while the HOA would maintain all other aspects of the
property. He said that the floor plans would be ranch and two-stories with first-floor master suites.
He said that the tentative price was in the $700,000-800,000 range.

Chairman Trzupek said that it appeared that the McNaughton proposal was much narrower from
face-to-face than the Weekley proposal. Mr. Barry said that there is an average 78-foot face-to-
face span compared to a 100-foot span in the Weekley plan.

Alice Krampits, 7515 Drew, asked if there were common parking areas. Mr. Barry said that there
are extra parking spaces provided at a ratio of 'z space per unit. Ms. Krampits asked how wide the
loop road would be. Mr. Barry said that the road would conform to all Village specifications at 28’
wide and that they would not be dedicated to the Village. Ms. Krampits asked where the snow
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would be plowed if the carriage way was present. Mr. Barry said that the plow drivers would need
to be trained to place snow where there was no carriage way present on either side of the street.

Ellen Raymond, 11530 Ridgewood, asked what the benefit to the public is that would grant the
petitioner a PUD. Mr. Barry said that the property would have existing buffers maintained and
improved and have the pathways as well as the stormwater management be completed. Ms.
Raymond asked what the facades would be made of. Mr. Barry said that they would be brick front
with a prefabricated wood side and rear with the option of having brick on all sides.

Commissioner Scott asked how the stormwater would be managed within the neighborhood.
Dwayne Gillian, V3 Engineering, explained the concept of a dry-bottom pond with native plants
at the base to help water infiltrate through the ground. Commissioner Scott asked what type of
curb would be installed. Mr. Barry said that a rolled curb would be installed to reduce the number
of curb cuts. Commissioner Scott asked about side separations between homes. Mr. Barry said that
10 feet would be the average separation. Commissioner Scott asked about the waiver of impact
fees requested by the petitioner. Mr. Barry said that they were considering making the subdivision
age-restricted to mitigate the impact on the school district.

Commissioner Praxmarer asked about age-restricted developments. Mr. Barry explained that the
designation is an option that is legally approved by the federal government. Commissioner
Praxmarer asked if any homes are a side load. Mr. Barry said that one design option for an interior
side load is available.

Commissioner Grunsten asked if the simulated bridge and entrance would have pavers. Mr. Barry
said that both would have pavers. Commissioner Grunsten asked about street lighting. Mr. Barry
said that street lights had not been discussed at this time. Commissioner Grunsten asked about
mailboxes. Mr. Barry said that the federal government requires that all developments of this type
have cluster-style boxes. Commissioner Grunsten asked about wetland impact. Mr. Barry said that
there would be minimal wetland impact.

Commissioner Broline asked about access to the development. Mr. Barry said that the access on
Bridewell was moved west on Bridewell to allow for more space between this entrance and
Commonwealth Avenue.

Commissioner Hoch asked about sidewalks going through the entrance and how there is no access
for pedestrians to exit the development without walking on streets. Mr. Barry said that the
petitioners would commit to building sidewalk access on both sides of the entryway.
Commissioner Hoch asked about the zoning of the lot to the west. Mr. Pollock said that the zoning
could be left in place or the previous PUD could be revoked to revert it back to its prior zoning.
Commissioner Hoch asked how the development would impact traffic volumes in the area. Javier
Millan, KLOA, said that traffic volumes on Bridewell were not significant and that the
infrastructure already in place would not be severely impacted by the addition of this development.

Chairman Trzupek said that he was concerned that the back of the houses on lots 1-6 was facing
Interstate 55 and Bridewell Drive. He said that he was also concerned about the sides of certain
lots that were prominently exposed to the streets. Mr. Barry said that they had identified
approximately nine key lots that would have extra first-floor masonry to help with noise and
aesthetic quality. Chairman Trzupek said that the concept of snow removal with a carriage walk
was problematic.
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Chairman Trzupek asked if it would be possible to find 6-12 feet in the plan to accommodate a
parkway and sidewalk on one side of the street. Mr. Barry suggested that he could put the sidewalk
on one side of the street if he reduced the front setback on the other side from 25 feet to 20 feet.
He said that would allow sufficient room for a 5 foot parkway, 5 foot sidewalk, and a 20 foot front
setback on the other side of the street.

Paul McNaughton, McNaughton Development, requested that the Plan Commission make their
recommendation subject to any conditions that they felt was necessary to grant the PUD, including
the inclusion of sidewalks in the plan, in order to move the process along.

Chairman Trzupek asked for a consensus for a parkway and sidewalk along one side of the interior
road and on both sides of the entrance drive. All Plan Commissioners concurred with this
suggestion. Mr. Pollock clarified that the sidewalk would be a continuous loop on the inside of the
looped street.

Commissioner Grunsten asked if it would be possible to forbid stucco as an exterior wall material.
Mr. Pollock confirmed that this was possible.

At 8:49 p.m. a MOTION was made by Commissioner Grunsten and SECONDED by
Commissioner Scott to close the public hearing.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:

AYES: 6 — Grunsten, Scott, Hoch, Praxmarer, Broline, and Trzupek
NAYS: 0 —None

MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Scott and SECONDED by Commissioner Praxmarer
to recommend that the Board of Trustees adopt the petitioner’s findings of fact and approve an
amendment to Planned Unit Development Ordinance #A-834-20-16 to permit an R-5 Planned Unit
Development on 19.76 acres rather than the previously approved 22.5 acres; with 44 single-family
homes rather than 52 homes; and with changes to the street, landscaping, and building elevation
plans; also requests variation from or an amendment to Section VI.H.4.b(6) to permit a Planned
Unit Development on 19.76 acres rather than the required minimum of 20 acres, all subject to the
submitted plans and following conditions:

1. The homes on the inside of the looped street shall have a minimum setback from
the sidewalk of 20 feet and homes on the outside of the looped street shall have a
minimum setback of 20 feet from the curb.

2. A five foot wide sidewalk with a five-foot wide parkway shall be provided on both
sides of the entrance drive permitting access to Bridewell Drive.

3. All sidewalks and paths around the lake be installed.
4. Stucco is not permitted as an exterior building material on single-family homes.
5. All key lots must have first-floor masonry on sides exposed to the road as well as

have additional foundation landscaping.
ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:
AYES: 6 — Scott, Praxmarer, Hoch, Scott, Broline, and Trzupek
NAYS: 0 —None
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MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.

V. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
S-04-2017: 705 Village Center Drive (Hampton Social); Sign Variations

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Walter described this consideration as follows: the
petitioner, Hampton Social, requests variations from the Burr Ridge Village Center PUD to permit
more than one building sign per street frontage, to permit a blade sign larger than six (6) square
feet in area, and to permit building signs of greater than 50 square feet per street frontage beyond
the available balance of building sign area from other tenants, as well as Section 55.11.Y of the
Burr Ridge Sign Ordinance to permit painted building signs on exterior walls. The square footage
of each proposed sign is as follows: anchor (1510 square feet); ship’s wheel (1287 square feet);
lobster (754 square feet); and the crests (two signs; 112 square feet each). As a corner tenant in the
Village Center, Hampton Social is permitted to install a building sign that is larger than their
permitted 100 square feet by transferring part of the unused storefront sign area from non-corner
and non-anchor tenants to their storefront if it is approved by the Plan Commission and Board of
Trustees. As of the time of the consideration, the Village Center PUD had a sign area balance of
720 square feet.

Mr. Walter said that another petitioner was on the agenda for the October 2 meeting, Kohler Waters
Spa (S5-05-2017), who, as an anchor tenant, is also eligible to use the balance of additional signage,
is requesting a similar variance to add 216 additional square feet beyond their permitted 50 square
feet for a sign that they propose to install on their storefront. Mr. Walter said that recommending
a variation be granted for S-05-2017 would leave a balance of 504 total square feet of signage
available to Hampton Social and other corner and anchor tenants in the Village Center.

Steve Fiorentino, president of operations for Hampton Social, said that his company was excited
to be coming to Burr Ridge.

Chairman Trzupek summarized the comments of the Plan Commission saying that the sign
proposal was not consistent with the architecture of the Burr Ridge Village Center. Mr. Fiorentino
said that the sign proposal was consistent with the signs at another location in the Chicago area
and that they were trying to bring energy to their location in the Village Center.

Erica Stewart, Hampton Social, asked if the size of the sign or the painted medium was the issue.
Chairman Trzupek said that while the signs were too large, there was no support to allow painted
signs in the Village Center.

Chairman Trzupek said that the petitioner should work with staff to tailor their sign package to fit
the Burr Ridge Village Center.

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Hoch and SECONDED by Commissioner Grunsten to
continue the consideration to the November 6, 2017 meeting.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:
AYES: 6 — Hoch, Grunsten, Scott, Broline, Praxmarer, and Trzupek
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NAYS: 0 — None
MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.
S-05-2017: 775 Village Center Drive (Kohler): Sign Variation

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Walter described this consideration as follows: the
petitioner, Kohler Waters Spa, requests a variation from the Burr Ridge Village Center PUD to
permit a building sign larger than 50 square feet. As an anchor tenant in the Village Center, Kohler
is permitted to install a building sign that is larger than their permitted 50 square feet by
transferring part of the unused storefront sign area from other tenants to their storefront if it is
approved by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees. As of the time of the consideration, the
Village Center PUD had a sign area balance of 720 square feet. If a variance is granted for Kohler,
a balance of 504 total square feet of signage would then be available to other corner and anchor
tenants in the Burr Ridge Village Center.

Chairman Trzupek asked staff to clarify that this sign request would take 216 square feet of the
total balance of signage available. Mr. Walter confirmed that the measurements were made to
ensure that all vacant tenants would have access to their full amount of permitted signage based
on the linear frontage of their tenant space.

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Hoch and SECONDED by Commissioner Grunsten to
adopt the petitioner’s findings of fact and recommend that the Board of Trustees approve a
variation to permit a storefront sign greater than 50 square feet for Kohler Waters Spa subject to
compliance with the submitted plans.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:

AYES: 6 — Hoch, Grunsten, Scott, Broline, Praxmarer, and Trzupek
NAYS: 0 —None

MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.

Balac Preliminary Plat of Subdivision and Variations from the Subdivision Ordinance

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Pollock described this consideration as follows: the
petitioner requests approval of a preliminary and final plat of subdivision for the above referenced
property. The plat proposes to reconfigure two lots. The two existing lots both have frontage on
Drew Avenue. The reconfiguration would result in the two lots both having frontage on 75th Street.
The petitioner also requested certain variations from the Subdivision Ordinance. Specifically, the
Subdivision Ordinance requires that all subdivisions provide certain infrastructure improvements.
In this case, the developer/subdivider is responsible for street improvements on the adjacent side
of Drew Avenue and 75th Street. Required improvements include pavement widening, curb and
gutter, sidewalks and parkway trees on the adjacent side of both streets. The developer asks for a
waiver of these requirements.

Chairman Trzupek asked the petitioner to confirm for the record that no further variations were
necessary to make the lots saleable. The petitioner confirmed that this was correct.
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Commissioner Hoch asked about the flooding in the area of Drew Avenue. Mr. Pollock said that
engineering and stormwater considerations were part of the subdivision process but were not part
of the scope of the Plan Commission review.

Mark Thoma, 7515 Drew, said that the stormwater considerations should be seriously considered
for the benefit of the neighbor of the proposed subdivision. Chairman Trzupek noted this for the
record.

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Scott and SECONDED by Commissioner Praxmarer
to recommend that the Board of Trustees approve the preliminary plat of subdivision for the
proposed subdivision adjacent of Drew Avenue and 75" Street (known as Balac Subdivision) and
approve a variation to waive the requirements for installing curbs and sidewalks subject to the
following conditions:

1. Compliance with the submitted plat of subdivision.

2. Payment of a fee equal to the engineer's estimated cost of street and sidewalk
improvements with said fee going into the Village's capital and sidewalk funds for
future street maintenance and future sidewalks within the Village.

3. Planting of the required parkway trees for each lot prior to issuance of a Certificate
of Occupancy for each of the two homes.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:

AYES: 6 — Scott, Praxmarer, Hoch, Grunsten, Broline, and Trzupek
NAYS: 0 — None

MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.

S-03-2017:  Sign Ordinance Amendment; Non-Commercial Sign Regulation, continued
from September 18, 2017

As directed by Chairman Trzupek, Mr. Walter described this consideration as follows: this
consideration was continued from the September 18, 2017 meeting of the Plan Commission. The
purpose was to inform the Plan Commission of the details of the Supreme Court case Reed v. Town
of Gilbert (henceforth: Reed) and how the ruling affects the Burr Ridge Sign Ordinance. The Reed
ruling made content-based regulation of non-commercial signs unconstitutional.

Commissioner Grunsten asked if the ruling affects signs that dealt with sports and activities at
schools. Mr. Walter said that those signs would be permitted under the amendments.

Commissioner Broline asked about defining the placement of signs, specifically related to the
proposal of one sign per lot. Mr. Walter said that it was ultimately up to the Plan Commission to
recommend a policy that would allow for non-commercial signs to be permitted on private
property while also controlling sign pollution.

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Hoch and SECONDED by Commissioner Grunsten to
recommend that the Board of Trustees adopt the recommended amendment to the Burr Ridge Sign
Ordinance.

ROLL CALL VOTE was as follows:
AYES: 6 — Hoch, Grunsten, Scott, Broline, Praxmarer, and Trzupek
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NAYS: 0 — None
MOTION CARRIED by a vote of 6-0.
VI. FUTURE SCHEDULED MEETINGS

Mr. Walter summarized the public hearings currently filed for the November 6, 2017 meeting as
follows: a continuation of Z-11-2017 (VIP Paws) and S-04-2017 (Hampton Social). V-03-2017, a
fence variation at 95155 Madison Street (Piska), is also scheduled.

VII. ADJOURNMENT

A MOTION was made by Commissioner Hoch and SECONDED by Commissioner Scott to
ADJOURN the meeting at 9:55 p.m. ALL MEMBERS VOTING AYE, the meeting was
adjourned at 9:55 p.m.

Respectfully
Submitted:

Evan Walter, Assistant to the Village Administrator



MEMORANDUM

TO: Village of Burr Ridge Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM: Evan Walter
Assistant to the Village Administrator

DATE: October 30, 2017

RE: Z-11-2017; 15W308 Frontage Road (VIP Paws): Special Use and Findings of
Fact; continued from August 21, September 4, and October 2, 2017

The representatives for petition Z-11-2017 (VIP Paws) have informed staff that they have elected
to withdraw their petition for a special use to operate a kennel at 15W308 Frontage Road. If the
petitioners wish to pursue this request in the future, they will be required to re-file with the Village.



V-03-2017: 9S155 Madison Street (Piska); Requests variations from Section 1V.J of the Burr Ridge
Zoning Ordinance to permit a six-foot tall fence in an interior side yard that is less than 50 percent

open.

HEARING:
November 6, 2017

TO:
Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM:
Evan Walter
Asst. to the Village Administrator

PETITIONER:
Iwona Piska

PETITIONER STATUS:
Property Owner

PROPERTY OWNER:
Iwona Piska

EXISTING ZONING:
R-3 Residential

LAND USE PLAN:
Recommends SFR

EXISTING LAND USE:
Single-Family Residential

SITE AREA:
0.56 Acres

SUBDIVISION:
South Hinsdale Estates

MBI




Staff Report and Summary
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Page 2 of 3

The petitioner is Iwona Piska, property owner of 9S155 Madison Street. The petitioner requests
variations from Section IV.J of the Burr Ridge Zoning Ordinance to permit a six-foot tall fence in
an interior side yard that is less than 50 percent open.

In Figure 1, the red line represents the property line of 9S155 Madison; the dotted orange line
represents the area in which fences are permitted; the green line represents the location of the
proposed fence requested by the petitioner. Please note that the petitioner also seeks to install a
short fence perpendicular to the property line in the side yard.

Figure 1; 95155 Madison Street Site Plan

Public Hearing History

In 1993, a variation was granted for 95155 Madison to permit the lot be 90 feet wide instead of
100 feet. This variation was granted to all lots facing Madison Street between 80" and 81 Street
after they were force-annexed and re-zoned to their present designation.

Public Comment

The property owner of 95165 Madison, who shares the property line with the petitioner on which
the proposed fence would be built, has submitted a letter of support for the petitioner’s request
(Exhibit B). No other comments have been received.

Applicable Zoning Ordinance Section(s)
The applicable portions of Section IV.J of the Burr Ridge Zoning Ordinance are as follows:

e Fences shall be permitted, unless otherwise provided herein, along the rear lot line and
along the side lot lines extending no further toward the front of the lot than the rear wall
of the principal building on the lot. The portion of the fence located to the side of the
house does not conform to this regulation.
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e Open fences are defined as a fence, including gates, which has, for each one-foot-wide
segment extending over the entire length and height of the fence, 50 percent of the surface
area in open spaces which afford direct views through the fence. The proposed fence has
6 inch solid slats with approximately 1 inch between slats, thus not complying with this
regulation.

e Fences in residential districts shall be not more than five feet in height measured from the
ground level at the lowest grade level within five feet of either side of the fence. The
proposed fence is 6 feet tall.

The petitioner proposes to remove and replace the existing fence that is similarly sized and located
on the property. The fence appears to have been built prior to annexation into Burr Ridge and thus
is legally non-conforming. The Zoning Ordinance permits maintenance of non-conforming fences
and similar structures but does not permit removal and replacement. The intent of the Zoning
Ordinance is to bring non-conforming structures into compliance once the useful life of the
structure is exhausted.

Findings of Fact and Recommendation

The petitioner has provided findings of fact which may be adopted if the Plan Commission is in
agreement with those findings. If the Plan Commission chooses to recommend approval of the
variances, they should be approved subject to the site plan and fence elevation (Exhibit C)
submitted by the petitioner.

Appendix

Exhibit A — Petitioner’s Materials

Exhibit B — Letter from Property Owner of 95165 Madison Street
Exhibit C — Proposed Fence Elevation



EXHIBIT A

RECENFD
VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE SEP 9 7 2017

PETITION FOR PUBLIC MEARING VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE
PLAN COMMISSION/ZONING BOARD OF APPEALE

" ADDRESS OF PROPERTY: DS 155 /{1/\11; $0U 31‘: PIN #_ PNYQ2€ /0] 004
r—-—-—.—-——-———-—-—-—.— —s
I GENERAL INFORMATION I
PETITIONER: TwoAs  Pisik A
(All correspondence will be directed to the Petitioner)
PETITIONER'S ADRESS 45155 Madisen St Duosnr le?x 1L 608527

PHONE: 347-424-5853
EMATL: __jy_v};ﬂ Pﬁ_@yﬁm Coam .

PROPERTY OWNER : STATUS OF PETITIONER: OWAe

OWNER'S ADDRESS: PHONE:

PROPERTY INFORMATION

PROPERTY ACREAGE/SQ FOOTAGE: EXTSTING 7ONTNG: K=&  SPVL
EXTSTING USE/TMpROvEMENTS: S ETC Hpae—

SUBDIVISION: §auh, {'Hf\sdok, G htes

A CURRENT PLAT OF SURVEY WITH LEGAL DESCRIPTION MUST BE ATTACHED

DESCRIPTION OF REQUEST

PLEASE INDICATE THE TYPE OF PUBLIC HEARING REQUESTED AND PROVIDE A DETAILED
| DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED SPECIAL USE, REZONING, TEXT AMENDMENT, OR VARIATION(S)
INCLUDING A REFERENCE TO THE APPROPRIATE ORDINANCHEH SECTION(S) AND REGULATION(S):

rd
J:I Special Use Rezoning l:l Text Amendment | V] Variation(s)

Leassts yurimne Yo Pt o bnie in en pdenin s e,

Please Provide Written Description of Request - Attach Extra Pages If Necessary

The above information and the attached Plat of Survey are true and accurate to the best "
of my knowledge. I understand the information contained in this petition will be used

in preparation of a legal notice for public hearing. I acknowledge that I will be held
responsible for any costs made necessary by an error in this petition.

) woge DiSha N6-27- 2007

Petitioner’s Signature : Date Petition is Filed

—

e —
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RECEIVED

STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 0CT 2201
) SS VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE
COUNTY OF WILL ) —

AFFIDAVIT OF TITLE

The undersigned affiant, being first duly sworn, on oath says, and also covenants with and

warrants to the grantee hereinafter named:
That affiant has an interest in the premises described below or in the proceeds thereof or is
the grantor in the deed dated , ../ /5 70/5 to  CHRISTOPHER = GREGORCZYK,

grantee, conveying the following described premises:

LOT 24 IN SOUTH HINSDALE ESTATES, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF
SECTIONS 25 AND 36, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JULY 12,
1946 AS DOCUMENT 501930, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

That no labor or material has been furnished for premises within the last four months that is
not fully paid for.

That since the title date of APRIL 24, 2015, in the report on title issued by FIDELITY
NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, affiant has not done anything that could in any
way affect the title to premises, and no proceedings have been filed by or against affiant, nor has
any judgment or decree been rendered against affiant, nor is there any judgment note or other
instrument that can result in a judgment or decree against affiant within five days from the date
hereof.

That all water taxes, except the current bill, have been paid, and that all the insurance
policies assigned have been paid for.

That this instrument is made to induce, and in consideration of, the said grantee's
consummation of the purchase of premises.

Further affiant sa eth not.

SN

EUGEKE J. GRISIUS, TRUSTEE OF THE EUGENE J. GRISIUS AND RITA G. GRISIUS
LIVING TRUST DATED SEPTE)[RER 18, 1999

PR N
RITA G. GRISTUS, TRUSTEE OF THE EUGENE J. GRISIUS AND RITA G. GRISIUS LIVING
TRUST DATED SEPTEMBER 18, 1999

OFFICIAL SEAL.
SUBSCRIBED AND SWO o BEFORE ME M sl e
THIS 1(,, DAYOF _\_ht, ,2015. My Commission Explres Sop 11,2015
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LEGAL NOTICE

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plan Commission and Zoning Board of Appeals of the
Village of Burr Ridge, Cook and DuPage Counties, [llinois, will conduct the following Public Hearing
beginning at 7:30 p.m. on Monday, November 6, 2017, at the Burr Ridge Village Hall, 7660 County
Line Road, Burr Ridge, 11linois 60527.

1. The Plan Commission/Zoning Board of Appeals will hold a public hearing to
consider a request by Iwona Piska for two variations pursuant to Section IV.J of the Burr Ridge
Zoning Ordinance to permit a fence in an interior side yard that is less than 50% open. The petition
number and property address is V-03-2017: 98155 Madison Street and the Permanent Real Estate
Index Number is: 09-36-101-004.

The Plan Commission/Zoning Board of Appeals reserves the right to continue said hearings from
time to time as may be required without further notice, except as may be required by the [llinois
Open Meetings Act.

BY ORDER OF THE PLAN COMMISSION/ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS OF THE
VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE, COOK AND DUPAGE COUNTIES, ILLINOIS.

GREG TRZUPEK
CHAIRMAN

MEMBERS: MIKE STRATIS, DEHN GRUNSTEN, LUISA HOCH, GREGORY SCOTT,
MARY PRAXMARER, AND JIM BROLINE.







1935205001 0935205029 .
Randolph Properties LLC CCC Burr Ridge LLC
Korman Lederer

51Shore Drive
) 3100Dundee Road No. 116
Burr Ridge, IL 60527 Northbrook, IL 60062

1935205002 0935205035

Randolph Properties LLC VIP Morgan LLC
51Shore Drive 9700ak Lawn Avenue
Burr Ridge, IL 60527 Elmhurst, IL 60126
1935205003 0935205036 _
Packaging Design Corporation Sparrowhawk Chicago Ind
101Shore Drive 377E. Butterfield Road Unit 280
Burr Ridge, IL 60521 Lombard, IL 60148
735205004 packaging Design Corporation 0935203037 8040 Madison LLC
CTLTC MBOB 2929 Korman Lederer
10S. LaSalle Street Ste 2750 3100Dundee Road No. 116
Chicago, IL 60603 , Northbrook, IL 60062
1935205005 packaging Design Corporation 0735205038 La Salle National 113122
Cook Financial LLC - Korman Lederer
5600N. River Road No. 150 3100Dundee Road No. 116
Rosemont, IL 60018 Northbrook, L 60062
1935205006 0935205039 8080 Madison LLC

Village of Burr Ridge
7660S. County Line Road
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

Korman Lederer
3100Dundee Road No. 116
Northbrook, IL 60062

1935205020 0935205040 .
Plaza Court 57 LLC CCC Burr Ridge LLC
Korman Lederer

40118N. 107th Street
3100Dundee Road No. 116
Scottsdale, AZ 85262-33%0 Northbrook. IL 60062

1935205024 . 0936100012 ’
Boggmidizzgr';c Schoo! District No. 62
3100Dundee Road No. 116 7@3@&3&?{"%?;?
Northbrook, IL 60062 !
1935205027 , 0936101001
CCE()E;’;; IT_ISdgeerel;LC John & Helen Walker
3100Dundee Road No. 116 BL?:VR?igsSeOfE S(;cg%ezt1
Northbrook, IL 60062 ge
dnt
1935205028 . 0934101002
LaSalle Eoiazr;aie%aer:zr‘lm?;?;‘l o i Dawn Boerema
B8005S. Madison Street
3100Dundee Road No. 116 Burr Ridge, IL 60521

Northbrook, IL 60062




1936101003

19367101004

1936101005

¥236101006

19346101007

1936101008

1936101009

1936101010

236101011

1236101012

John J. Janis
35141 Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Christopher Gregorczyk
95155Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

John & Gail Serafin
240Bianca Lane
Yuma, TN 38390

He & Nin Li Yuan
95177Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Brian R. Sladek
15W73780th Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Patrick & Deborah Grealish
15W72180th Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Keith J. Egentowich
15W70380th Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Thoams & K Siwinski
15W67180th Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Donna Jackson
15W65180th Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Lillian Chalupa
15W73881st Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

0936101013

0934101014

09346101015

0936101016

0936102001

0936102002

0934102003

0935102004

0936102005

g
0934102006

FUNE 3

=

RW & D M Edelhauser
15W72081st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

Stephen & Margaret Mudjer
15W70081st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

Helen Voelz
15W67081st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

William G Goss
15W65081st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Nicholas & M Emanuele
95201Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Christina M Rylander
95227Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Matilda Bakalik
Linda Voznak
95255Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Frank Voznak
95255Madison Street
Hinsdale, iL 60521

Vaclav & Jana Uhlir
9527 1Madison Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Richard & L Ritchey
15W77082nd Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60521




1936102007

1936102008

1936102009

¥936102010

19346102011

1936102012

1935102015

19346102016

1936102017

1936102018

Marcella L Thezan
15W73781st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Richard & Mark Albaugh
15W71581st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Heather C Upchurch TR
15W70781st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Albert Paveza TR
15W67781st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Denise A Neri
15W66181st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

L & F Bakopoulos Tzimas
15W64581st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Karel & Leticia C Ondra
15W74082nd Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Amir Badr
15W72082nd Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

Peter & Patricia Gebauer
15W71082nd Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Kenneth C Norkus
15W67682nd Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

0934102019
ATQG Trust Co 78-077
1S. Wacker Drive Unit 24FL
Chicago, IL 60606

0936109020
Ralph & E Wakerly
20Lake Ridge Court
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

0936107021
Henry & Beth Kluck
21Lake Ridge Club
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

0936109069
Maria Duran
64181st Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60527

0936109077
Lake Ridge Club Association
25 1/2Lake Ridge Club
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

0936109078

Burr Ridge Park District
1054745 Madison Street
Burr Ridge, IL 60521

A
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VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE

MEMORANDUM

TO: Village of Burr Ridge Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM: Evan Walter
Assistant to the Village Administrator

DATE: October 30, 2017

RE: Board Report for November 6, 2017 Plan Commission Meeting

At its October 9, 2017 and October 23, 2017 meetings the following actions were taken by the
Board of Trustees relative to matters forwarded from the Plan Commission.

S-05-2017: 775 Village Center Drive (Kohler); The Board of Trustees concurred with the Plan
Commission and approved an Ordinance granting a variance for a sign larger than 50 square feet.

Z-14-2017: 11650 Bridewell Drive (McNaughton Development); The Board of Trustees
concurred with the Plan Commission and approved an Ordinance granting a special use for an R-
5 Planned Unit Development on 19.76 acres consisting of 44 single family homes with private
streets and commonly owned open space between homes, while also concurring with the condition
that a 5-foot sidewalk with a 5-foot parkway be included on the inner section of the roadway.

































S-04-2017: 705 Village Center Drive (Hampton Social); Requests variations from the Village Center PUD to
permit building signs of greater than 50 square feet per street frontage and to permit a sign without
individual letters affixed directly to the storefront; continued from October 2, 2017.

HEARING:
November 6, 2017; continued
from October 2, 2017

TO:
Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM:
Evan Walter
Asst. to the Village Administrator

PETITIONER:
Hampton Social

PETITIONER STATUS:
Current Tenant

PROPERTY OWNER:
Burr Deed LLC

EXISTING ZONING:
B-2 Planned Unit Development

LAND USE PLAN:
Recommends Mixed, Downtown
Uses

g *

EXISTING LAND USE:
Village Center — Retail,
Restaurants, Office, and Condos

SITE AREA:
20 Acres

SUBDIVISION:
Burr Ridge Village Center

AVAILABLE PARKING:
Village Center Parking




Staff Report
S-04-2017: 705 Village Center (Hampton Social); continued from October 2, 2017
Page 2 of 2

This petition was continued from the October 2, 2017 meeting of the Plan Commission. The
petitioner is Hampton Social, a restaurant that is opening at 705 Village Center Drive. The
petitioner is requesting a variation from the Village Center PUD to permit two wall signs exceeding
100 square feet in total area and that are not individual letters. The petitioner is also intending to
erect a blade sign that would comply with the sign regulations.

Applicable PUD Requlations

Hampton Social is permitted to have three wall signs; one facing Village Center Drive, one facing
LifeTime Drive, and one on the back of the building. Each sign may be up to 50 square feet in area
and each sign is required to be individual letters pinned to the building facade. If illuminated, the
wall signs must be halo lit with opaque lettering. Hampton Social does not propose to illuminate
their signs facing Village Center Drive and Lifetime Drive. Hampton Social’s signs require the
following variations from the Village Center PUD Sign Regulations:

Sign Area

Hampton Social proposes one wall sign on each of their two street frontages. The square footage
of each proposed sign is approximately 144 square feet (Exhibit B).

As a corner tenant in the Village Center, Hampton Social is permitted to install wall signs that are
larger than 50 square feet by transferring part of the unused sign area from other tenants to their
storefront subject to review by the Plan Commission and approval by the Board of Trustees.
Tenants in the Village Center are permitted one square foot of building sign area for each lineal
foot of storefront or tenant space width with a minimum of 25 square feet and a maximum of 50
square feet towards a building sign. For example, if a storefront was 35 feet wide and permitted
35 square feet for a building sign, but installed a 28 square foot sign, a balance of 7 square feet of
building signage would be available to the corner and anchor tenants of the Village Center beyond
their permitted 50 square feet per street frontage. Staff has determined that a balance of 504 total
square feet of signage is available to corner and anchor tenants, therefore sufficient square footage
is available to the petitioner and other tenants.

Sign Design

The petitioner is proposing to paint a crest onto backgrounds, which would be affixed to the
storefront walls. Thus, the two proposed signs do not comply with the requirement for individual
letters attached directly to the building.

Public Hearing History

In 2017, Hampton Social was granted a special use approval for the use of a restaurant with
alcoholic beverage sales and live entertainment (Ordinance A-834-09-17).

Findings of Fact and Recommendation

If the Plan Commission chooses to recommend approval of the variations, they should be granted
subject to compliance with the submitted plans.

Appendix
Exhibit A — Petitioner’s Materials
Exhibit B — Proposed Sign Elevations
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S-08-2017: 7020 County Line Road (Busey Bank); Requests variations from the Burr Ridge Sign
Ordinance to increase the amount of permitted signage on the lot of record and to permit a wall
sign at 7000-7020 County Line Road.

HEARING:
November 6, 2017

TO:
Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM:
Evan Walter
Asst. to the Village Administrator

PETITIONER:
Busey Bank

PETITIONER STATUS:
Current Tenant

PROPERTY OWNER:
Sheryl Sinclair

EXISTING ZONING:
B-1 PUD

LAND USE PLAN:
Recommends Commercial Uses

EXISTING LAND USE:
Commercial Building

SITE AREA:
1.5 Acres

—_ e

SUBDIVISION:
Oak Grove

AVAILABLE PARKING:
44 Spaces




Staff Report
S-08-2017: 7020 County Line Road (Busey Bank)
Page 2 of 2

The petitioner is Busey Bank, a financial institution located at 7020 County Line Road. The
petitioner requests a variation to increase the amount of permitted signage to 428 square feet and
to permit a wall sign in addition to existing ground signs on the lot of record at 7000-7020 County
Line, known as the Oak Grove subdivision. Busey Bank has entered into a business partnership
with Burr Ridge Bank and Trust and is re-branding the property as part of the merger.

The parcel at 7020 County Line Road is part of the same lot of record as two other parcels with
free-standing buildings: MB Financial Bank (7000 County Line Road) and Rogy’s Learning Place
(7010 County Line Road). These three parcels comprise the Oak Grove subdivision, which was
built in 1993. In the maps on the cover page, the red lines represent the Oak Grove subdivision,
while the dotted yellow line represents the parcel at 7020 County Line Road. Under the Sign
Ordinance, each lot of record in the Village is permitted to have 100 square feet of signage.

There are four existing ground signs in Oak Grove totaling 384 square feet (plus one entryway
ground sign). The existing sign includes one ground sign for MB Financial Bank, one ground sign
for Rogy’s Learning Place, and two ground signs for the subject building. The proposed sign
would be a third sign for the subject building and would be located on a north-facing wall at 7020
County Line Road; an exact location is shown in Exhibit A.

Public Hearing History

Three previous hearings have been held related to the Oak Grove subdivision at 7000-7020 County
Line Road. The first was held in 1993; two variations were approved to permit multiple ground
signs totaling 278 square feet rather than 100 square feet as well as two ground signs instead of
one for the parcel at 7020 County Line Road. The second was held in 1994, which amended the
variance and increased the permitted amount of signage in Oak Grove to 351 square feet. The third
was held in 1997, which further increased the permitted amount of signage in Oak Grove to 384
square feet (Exhibit C).

Findings of Fact and Recommendation

If the Plan Commission chooses to recommend approval of the variations, the variation should be
made subject to compliance with the submitted plans.

Appendix

Exhibit A — Petitioner’s Materials
Exhibit B — Proposed Sign Elevation
Exhibit C — S-05-1997
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S-09-2017: 880 Village Center Drive (Design Bar); Requests a variation from the Village Center
PUD to permit the placement of storefront signs outside of the established sign zone.

HEARING:
November 6, 2017

TO:
Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM:
Evan Walter
Asst. to the Village Administrator

PETITIONER:
Leslie Bowman

PETITIONER STATUS:
Current Tenant

PROPERTY OWNER:
Burr Deed LLC

EXISTING ZONING:
B-2 PUD

LAND USE PLAN:
Recommends Mixed, Downtown
Uses

EXISTING LAND USE: @
Village Center — Retail,
Restaurants, Office, and Condos

SITE AREA:
20 Acres

SUBDIVISION:
Burr Ridge Village Center

AVAILABLE PARKING:
Village Center Parking




Staff Report
S-09-2017: 880 Village Center Drive (Design Bar)
Page 2 of 3

The petitioner is Leslie Bowman, owner of Design Bar, an interior design firm relocating to 880
Village Center Drive from another location within the Village Center. The petitioner is requesting
a variation from the Village Center PUD to permit storefront signs outside of the established sign
zone at their new location and to use signs that are not individual letters attached directly to the
building.

The Village Center PUD states that “all storefront signs must be located within the established
sign zone” and that wall signs must be individual letters attached directly to the building. The
petitioner states in their Findings of Fact that the variation for the location of'the signs is necessary
due to the presence of parkway trees near the storefront blocking sight lines to the established sign
zone above the property; the petitioner has included pictures of this in ther application. In
response, the petitioner is proposing placing their storefront signs below the established sign zone
and on the endcap of their property.

Design Bar is proposing to install two storefront signs, one facing Village Center Drive and one
facing Opus Drive. Design Bar is permitted to install two storefront signs and both are within the
maximum square footage permitted for this location. In Figure 1 below, the established sign zone
for the storefronts at 880 Village Center Drive is shown in green with the proposed location and
elevation of Design Bar’s signs outlined in red.

Public Hearing History

No previous variations or public hearings have occurred regarding 880 Village Center Drive.

Findings of Fact and Recommendation

If the Plan Commission chooses to recommend approval of the variation, the variation should be
made subject to compliance with the submitted plans. Staff recommends that if Design Bar is
permitted a variance to place signs in the proposed locations, signs should be prohibited within the



Staff Report
S-09-2017: 880 Village Center Drive (Design Bar)

Page 3 of 3

traditional sign zone above 880 Village Center to prevent sign clutter. The management company
for the Village Center has approved the proposed locations and sign elevations.

Appendix
Exhibit A — Petitioner’s Materials
Exhibit B — Proposed Sign Elevations






The Design Bar
Request for Sign Variance
Findings of Fact

Section 55.40 of the Burr Ridge Sign Ordinance

a. The conditional sign request is in harmony with the general purpose and
intent of the Sign Ordinance. Because of the limited view in the mall of the
stores located at the north end of the Village Green, we are requesting a
variance to install signs at eye level so that shoppers may know that The
Design Bar has relocated to the north end of the village green. Since there
has been almost 10 years of vacancy down at that end of the mall, it is
essential to let customers know The Design Bar has relocated there. The
store is currently across from the Eddie Bauer store and because of the
existing trees and tree lines located on the Village Green a typical store sign
above the store will not be visible from most vantage points within the mall.
(See photos labeled “Current Obstructed Veiws....”). The mall has approved
the concept of the signage and such approval letter is attached. We believe
that the sign is appealing and in line with the high-end aesthetics of the mall
and creates an anchor for the vacancy at the north end of the mall.

b. The plight of the petitioner is due to unique circumstances due to the fact
that the tree lines along the village green block the view of the store fronts
located along the area. The typical store sign as approved by the Village of
Burr Ridge allows for signage to be placed above the tenant’s front doors and
that area is not visible for The Design Bar’s new location at 880 Village
Center Drive. It is unique in the fact that no other area within the mall has
the amount of tree density as the village green does.

c. The variation is necessitated by practical difficulties due to the fact that the
typical location for a sign (as approved by Village of Burr Ridge) is not visible
to customers visiting The Village Center.

d. The sign does not alter the character of the locality. The Design Bar took into
consideration the current aesthetics of the mall, the architecture as well as
the interiors of the space to ensure that it all fits within the high end
Juxurious community in which it resides.

Section 55.42 of the Burr Ridge Sign Ordinance
a. The conditional sign request is in harmony with the general purpose and

intent of the Sign Ordinance. Because of the limited view in the mall of the
stores located at the north end of the Village Green, we are requesting a
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VILLAGE OF BURR RIDGE
%? MEMORANDUM
TO: Village of Burr Ridge Plan Commission
Greg Trzupek, Chairman

FROM: Evan Walter, Assistant to the Village Administrator

DATE: October 31, 2017

RE: PC-08-2017; 6330 County Line Road; Requestfor Private Sanitary Sewer
System

The owner of the property at 6330 County Line Road has applied for a permit for a new home.
Section IV.L of the Burr Ridge Zoning Ordinance requires all new homes “shall be served by
public or community sewer and water systems.” For properties in areas that are not served with
public sewers, private or individual sewage disposal (septic) systems may be permitted subject to
review by the Plan Commission and approval by the Board of Trustees.

Section IV.L further states that approval to build a new home with a private sanitary sewer system
may be recommended by the Plan Commission and approved by the Board of Trustees if it is
determined “that it is impractical to extend public or community sewer ...to serve the area, and (b)
there is an irrevocable commitment by the owners of the lot that connections shall be made to a
public or community sewer ....system not less than six months after any such system has been
installed or extended to serve the lot. This section of the Zoning Ordinance also requires that lots
with private sewer systems be at least 150 feet wide and one acre in area.

The subject property complies with the lot size requirements for a private sanitary sewer system.
The attached letter from the property owner includes the context of their request and a description
of no less than six potential options pursued by the property owner to connect to the public sewer
system. The estimates of costs of connection for the six options range from $75,000 to $175,000
versus $55,000 for the private system. The property owner and their engineer have met with the
Village Engineer on this matter; the primary issue in this matter has been the difficulties related to
receiving the necessary easements to connect to a public sewer system. Although aline item review
of the cost estimates for each of the six scenarios to connect to the public system was not done, the
Village Engineer has indicated that the estimates for the six options are within an expected range.
The property owner also has provided a copy of the approval of the private sanitary sewer system
by the Illinois Department of Health.

Regardless of cost, the Village Engineer believes that it is not practical to connect this home to the
public sewer due to challenges related to property access. Thus, Village staff has no objection to
allowing the proposed home to be built with a private sanitary sewer system.

Page 1 of 1
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October 30, 2017

J. Douglas Pollock

Village Administrator

Village of Burr Ridge

7660 County Line Road, Burr Ridge, IL 60527
dpollock@burr-ridge.gov

Re: Gibbons Residence 6330 County Line Road — Sanitary Connections
Dear Mr. Pollock,

Having lived in the nearby Village of Western Springs for the past 20 years where my wife Erin & | have
been raising our three children since their births, we have come to the point in our lives where our
intentions to build a dream home have materialized. We canvassed a wide swath of suitable land sites
and found what we feel is an amazing piece of property at 6330 County Line Road. Aiding in no small
part to the decision to purchase this property were the close vicinity of Erin’s parents, Matt & Joyce
Walsh. Our shared intentions to be close, and stay close, to family is what ultimately drew us to Burr
Ridge.

We have designed what we feel is a truly unique and beautiful home that we, our neighbors, and this
community can be proud of for generations to come. As it stands, however, we’ve reached an impasse
in our pursuit of this vision and as such are requesting a variance to current Village approvals.

No building permit will be issued we are told without an acceptable solution for the treatment of
sanitary services. For the past 6 months we ( Erin & I, our home builder, Genesis Engineering, Walsh
Construction, et al ) have been exhausting various ways to tie-in to the existing sanitary network to the
satisfaction of the Village. In our efforts, we identified the cost, schedule, and feasibility impacts for 6
separate options. Below is a summary of each, all of which and then some were discussed at length
during an Oct. 25th in-person meeting with Village Engineer Dave Preissig, his team, and representatives
of Flagg Creek WRD:

Option 1 — Force Main Connection South into Cabernet Ct ( Flagg Creek )

Proposed 170 LF of 6” PVC gravity line from house to lift station on Gibbons property. 180 LF of 2” force
main to proposed manhole north side of court. Negotiate private use of public easements.

Direct Costs: $150,000

Indirect Costs: Unknown — Existing Owner Concessions, Legal Fees, Restoration,
Ongoing Maintenance & Liability, etc.

Pre-Construction Schedule: Unknown - Negotiations w/ Cab Ct. Owners and public utilities,
Documentation, Burr Ridge & Flagg Creek approvals etc.

Construction Schedule: 4 weeks

Feasibility: Not possible: Too many public easements to cross, concerns with force

main adjacent to private residents, ongoing liability, etc.

929 West Adams Street, Chicago, lllinois 60607
P: 312.563.5400 F: 312.563.5467 www.walshgroup.com
An Equal Opportunity Employer, Disability/Veteran




Directional Drill 2” force main to one of several manholes ( 150-200LF? ). Similar to Option 1 concerns
but would also have to contend with multiple residents, their Club Board, and a highly developed /
landscaped area for proposed alignment.

Direct Costs: $125,000

Indirect Costs: Unkown — Existing Owner Concessions, Legal Fees, Restoration, Ongoing
Maintenance & Liability, etc.

Pre-Construction Schedule Unknown - Negotiations w/ BR Club Owners, Documentation, Burr
Ridge Village, Club & Flagg Creek approvals etc.

Construction Schedule: 4 weeks

Feasibility: Not possible: Concerns with force main adjacent to private residents,

ongoing liability, etc.

)

247 LF 6” PVC gravity line under CLR via 20” auger casing. 305 LF 8” PVC open cut gravity line to existing
manhole along Longwood. 2 ea. New manholes proposed along the route. We met with Justine Skawski
and Joe Schuessler of MWRD on Oct. 12" at the downtown HQ. Making this connection would require
an Extra-Territorial Agreement to be entered into between MWRD and Village of BR. Full Board
approvals required on both sides. Our property would have to be officially annexed into MWRD
jurisdiction via CMAP full Board approval. A comprehensive waste water system tax “reconciliation”
would need to be performed as a resuit of the switch over.

Direct Costs: $75,000

Indirect Costs: Unknown — Legal, permitting and processing fees, restoration, plus a
one-time usage fee assessed by MWRD of $30,000 ( $7,500 per acre )

Pre-Construction Schedule: Unknown — 6 months minimum seemed to be the consensus

Construction Schedule: 2-4 weeks

Feasibility: Cost and schedule prohibitive ( particularly schedule )

)

239 LF 6” PVC gravity line from house to lift station @ southeast corner of property. 227 LF 2” force
main underneath CLR via combo of directional drilling and open cut to existing manhole. Similar to
Option #3, making this connection would require an Extra-Territorial Agreement to be entered into
between MWRD and Village of BR. Full Board approvals required on both sides. Our property would
have to be officially annexed into MWRD jurisdiction via CMAP full Board approval. A comprehensive
waste water system tax “reconciliation” would need to be performed as a result of the switch over.

Direct Costs: $120,000
Indirect Costs: Unknown — Legal, permitting and processing fees, restoration, plus a
one-time usage fee assessed by MWRD of $30,000 ( $7,500 per acre )



Pre-Construction Schedule Unknown — 6 months minimum seemed to be the consensus
Construction Schedule: 4 weeks
Feasibility: Cost and schedule prohibitive ( particularly schedule )

on Plainfield Rd. south of Unite

238 LF 6” PVC gravity line from house to proposed lift station @ CLR. 1147 LF 2” force main to proposed
manhole. 500 LF 8” PVC gravity line to existing manhole. 227 LF 2” force main underneath CLR via
combo of directional drilling and open cut to existing manhole. We’re told this will require Dupage Co.
and IDOT approvals.

Direct Costs: $175,000

Indirect Costs: Unknown — Legal, permitting and processing fees, restoration, traffic
control in ROW, etc.

Pre-Construction Schedule Unknown

Construction Schedule: 6 weeks

Feasibility: Cost and schedule prohibitive

1014 LF 6” PVC via gravity line from our house along north property line of both 6330 CLR and 6301 EIm
St. The vegetation along 6301 is very dense. Possibility to directional drill in just 6301 only. This would
add to direct costs.

Direct Costs: $75,000

Indirect Costs Unknown — 6301 Owner Concessions, Legal Fees, Restoration, Ongoing
Maintenance & Liability, etc.

Pre-Construction Schedule Unknown — Negotiations w/ 6301 Owner, Documentation, Burr Ridge &
Flagg Creek Approvals etc.

Construction Schedule 2-4 weeks

Feasibility: Unknown --- no contact made with current owner

Below is a summary of the attempts we have made thus far to get in contact with whom we believe are
the Owners of 6301 Elm St:

3 voice messages have been left with landlords Michael & Jean Regan @ 630-908-7281 ( 2 from
our realtor starting last Thursday 10/18 and 1 from me 10/25 )

1 written note was left in their mailbox @ 321 Elm St. by our realtor early week of Oct. 23rd.

1 in-person introduction by myself to the Regan’s “office manager” who answered the door at
321 Elm St. on 10/25. | left my contact info for Michael Regan to call me.

1 in-person introduction attempt with the residents at 6301 Elm St. by me on 10/25. A
retirement-aged woman spoke to me from behind her door while peeping out the window,



stating there was alot of crime in the area and she deferred to her husband. | left my contact
info under her door mat per her instructions. This was a very uncomfortable encounter.

e 1 phone call from Village of Burr Ridge Police Dept. on 10/25 notifying me that a resident from
6301 EIm St. had reported suspicious activity on her property earlier that day.

| think it's evident that we have made extraordinary attempts trying to find a suitable sanitary
connection. In doing so, we’ve exhausted thousands of dollars and lost critical schedule days as the
building permit process awaits a solution. As the likelihood of success has grown increasingly bleak,
however, we have been exploring alternative onsite waste-water solutions.

Although the thought of a septic-type system initially was off-putting, my wife & | have become
increasingly impressed the more we learn about today’s latest technological advances as it relates to
performance, health & safety, and aesthetics. Please see attached documentation from Carl’s Septic for
a detailed explanation of what is possible for our site.

Direct Costs: $55,000 — pending final system design

Indirect Costs: $1k / year ongoing maintenance — pending final system design
Pre-Construction Schedule: 4 weeks for Dupage Co. approvals

Construction Schedule: 2 weeks

Feasibility: Recent precedents for similarly approved systems in the region

As you can hopefully appreciate, Erin & I are stunned to be in the position we’ve found ourselves. Even
the most cost effective solution at this point is still 5x more expensive than a traditional sewer
connection made for most typical new homes ( $10k-$15k is a reasonable budget we have been told ).

Clearly our property has been left largely isolated from any nearby sanitary networks, which is why we
are asking for a variance from the Village with regards to an onsite system and that this matter be
placed onto the Plan Commission Agenda for November 6, 2017. In spite of the added costs of such a
solution, however, we are willing to make the investment in order to gain a building permit for a
beautiful and unique new home, and to become meaningful members of the Village of Burr Ridge for
years and years to come.

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to hearing from you on next steps.

Michael Gibbons
cell: 312 #35- 2320

Attachments

Cc: Erin Gibbons

Jack George — Akerman

Rich Bondarowicz — SMART Construction
Rich W — SMART Construction

Kim Nicoll = Genesis Engineering
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