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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING

Village Hall Auditorium
53 South La Grange Road

La Grange,IL 60525

Monday, September 8, 2008 - 7:30 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL
P r es ident E lizab eth Asp erger
Trustee Milce Horvath
Trustee Mark Kuchler
Trustee Mark Langan
Trustee Tom Livingston
Trustee James Palermo
Trustee Barb Vírolf

PRESIDENT'S REPORT
This is an opportunityfor the Village President to report on matters of interest or
coneern to the Village.

A. Oath of Office - Firefighter / Paramedic Daniel Rietveld

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS
This is the opportunityfor members of the øudience to speakabout matters that
are included on this Agenda.

OMNIBUS AGENDA AND VOTE
Matters on the Omnibus Agenda will be considered by a single motion and vote
because they already have been consideredfully by the Board at a previous
meeting or have been determined to be of a routine na,ture. Any member of the
Board of Trustees may request thøt an item be movedfrom the Omnibus Agenda
to Current Business þr separate consideration.

Ordinance - Variation - Side and Rear Yard Regulations for
Accessory Structures / John Edinger and Maria Niedos, 226 S.
Ashland

Ordinance - Variation - Fence Height on Corner Side Yard / 30 N
Brainard Avenue

Ordinance - Variation - Side Yard Regulations for Accessory
Structures / 1 N. Edgewood

2.

3

4

A.

B.

C.

AGENDA



Village Board Agenda- September 8, 2008 -Page?

Purchase - Public rWorks Department / Replacement Asphalt
Roller and Trailer

Purchase - Public V/orks Department / Replacement Dump Truck

Consolidated Voucher 080908

Minutes of the Village of La Grange Board of Trustees Regular
Meeting, Monday, August 25,2008

CURRENT BUSINESS
This agenda item includes consideration of matters being presented to the Board
of Trusteesfor action.

MANAGER'S REPORT
This is an opportunítyfor the Village Manager to report on behalf of the Village
Staffabout matters of interest to the Village.

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING MATTERS NOT ON AGENDA
This is an opportunityfor members of the audience to speak about Village
related matters that are not listed on this Agenda.

EXECUTIVE SESSION
The Board of Trustees may decide, by a roll call vote, to convene in executive
session f there are matters to discuss confidentially, in accordance with the
Open Meetings Act.

TRUSTEE COMMENTS
The Board of Trustees may wish to comment on any matters.

10. ADJOURNMENT

The Village of La Grange is subject to the requirements of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and
who require certain accommodations so that they can observe and/or participate in this
meeting, or who have questions, regarding the accessibility of the meeting or the
Village's facilities, should contact the Village's ADA Coordinator at (708) 579-2315
promptly to allow the Village to make reasonable accommodations for those persons.
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VILLAGE OF LA GRA}IGE
Fire Departuent

BOARD REPORT

TO: Village President, Village Clerk, and

Board of Trustees and Village Attorney

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager and

David W. Fleege, Fire Chief

DATE: September 8,2008

RE: OATH OX' OFFICE - FIREX'IGHTER/PARAMEDIC DAI\TIEL
RIETVELI)

With the most recent resignation of FirefighterlPa¡amedic Jason De Angelis in July 2008, a vacancy
was created in the La Grange Fire Deparhent. The La Grange Board of Fire and Police
Commissioners have appointed Mr. Daniel Rietveld to the position of Firefighter/Paramedic
efilective September 2, 2008.

Daniel is a licensed paramedic and certified firefighter. He has 4 years of fire service experience,
most recently as a Firefighter/Paramedic with the Crete Township Fire Departnent. He resides in
Beecher, Illinois.

We are pleased to present Daniel Rietveld to the Village Board and we invite him to step forward so

that Village Clerk Robert Milne can administer the oath of office.

â
þ
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TO

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Community Development Department

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees and Village Attomey

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Patrick D. Benjamin, Community Development Director

DATE: September 8,2008

RE: ORDINANCE - VARIATION - SIDE AND REAR YARD REGULATIONS
FOR ACCESSORY STRUCTURES/JOHN EDINGER AND MARIA NIEDOS.
226 S. ASHLAND

John Edinger and Maria Niedos, owners of the properly at 226 S. Ashland, have applied for a
variation from side and rear yard requirements for accessory structures in order to replace a detached
garage. According to the petitioner, the existing garage is an old horse stable in need ofreplacement.
There is also a large tree in the backyard that prohibits observing the required setbacks. The subject
property is located in the R-4 Single Family Residential District. The property in question is slightly
smaller than typical smaller properties with a lot depth of 124 feet.

Accessory structures must be setback a minimum of three (3) feet from the side and rear lot lines.
Currently, the detached garage is located one foot from the side and rear lot lines. According to the
petitioners, the house, driveway and garage were constructed in the current location on the properly
in the 1880s. The previous owners planted the existing mature tree adjacent to the garage

approximately 20 years ago. Without the setback variation, the garage would be located too close to
the mature tree and create difficult access for vehicles. Therefore, the applicants originally requested

a variation of two feet from both the rear and side yard setback to construct a20' by 23' garuge.

On July 17,2008 the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on this matter. During the
hearing some Commissioners felt that one criteria the Zoning Board needs to consider is granting the
minimum necessary variation to address the Petitioner's need and when there is a unique physical

condition, they have generally stuck to the22' by 22' as the standard garuge. The Commissioners
felt that they would feel more comfortable recommending the side yard variation, but preferred a

lesser rear yard variation. With this in mind the applicant amended their application at the hearing to
request a20 by 23 foot garage with a two foot variance from the side yard setback and a one foot
variance from the rear yard setback. At the public hearing the Commissioner making the motion to
grant the approval of the setback mistakenly stated a22footby 23 foot garage. It was the intention
of theapplicanttoconstruct a20by23footgarage. Inaddition,a22by23 footgaragewould
require a separate publication and separate variance from maximum garage size restrictions. It was

the Zoning Board of Appeals' intent to approve the setback variance and thus unanimously
recommend approval of the two foot variance in the side yard setback and a one foot variance in the

rear yard setback.

\å

Staff has prepared the attached ordinance authorizing the variation for your consideration.

h



VILLAGE OF I"A GRANGE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A ZONING VARIATION
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A DETACHED GARAGE

AT 226 S. ASHI"AND AVENUE

WHEREAS, John Edinger and Maria Niedos, are the owners (the "Owney'') of the
property commonly known as 226 S. Ashland Avenue, La Grange, Illinois, and legally
described as follows:

LotT in Block 10 in La Grange, being a Subdivision in the East % of the South West
L/e and a part of the North West % lying South of the Chicago Burlington and Quincy
Railroad in Section 4, Township 38 North, Range 12 East of the Third Principal
Meridian, in Cook County, Illinois.

(the "Subject Property"); and

WHEREAS, the Owner has applied for a variation from the side yard required for
accessory structures by Paragraph 3-110-G9 of the La Grange Zoning Code in order to
construct a detached garage on the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the La Grange Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing to
consider the application on JuIy 17, 2008, pursuant to proper public notice, and
recommended in its Findings and Recommendation dated July 17, 2008, that the variation
be approved; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees have reviewed the record of the
public hearing and the Findings and Recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals and
have determined that the application satisfies the standards set forth in the La Grange
Zoning Code for the grant of a variation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of
the Village of La Grange, Cook County and State of lllinois, as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this Ordinance as
findings of the President and Board of Trustees.

Section 2. Grant of Variation. The Board of Trustees, pursuant to the authority
granted to it by the laws of the State of Illinois and the La Grange Zoning Code, hereby
grants to the Owner a variation from the side yard standard for accessory structures of
Paragraph 3-110-Gg of the La Grange Zoning Code to reduce the side yard required on the
Subject Property by two feet and the required rear yard by one foot for a detached garage,
subject to all of the following conditions:

The variation is granted only to authorize construction of 20 feet by 23 feet
detached garage in substantial conformity with the design drawings and site
plan attached to this Ordinance as Exhibit A (the "Approved Design'). The
permit drawings to be prepared by the owner must conform to the Approved
Design. \

A.

\Å
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B. If the garage is constructed in violation of any term or condition of this
Ordinance, then the Village may order the garage to be demolished and may
rescind the approval granted by this Ordinance.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance willbe infullforce andeffectfrom and
after (a) its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form as provided by law, (b)
execution by the Owner, and (c) approval by the Village's Director of Community
Development of conforming plans for the garage as required by Subsection 2A of this
Ordinance.

PASSEDthis-dayof-2008,pursuanttoaro1lcallvoteasfollows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT

APPROVED by me this 

- 

day of 2008.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Robert N. Milne, Village Clerk

\"h
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
July 17,2008

President Asperger and
Board of Trustees

RE zoNrNG cAsE #s73 - yARIATI9N - SrpE ANp REAR YARD REGULATTONS
FOR ACCESSORY qTß.IIç.LURES - JOHN EpTNGER ANp MARrA NTEpOS -
226 S. ASHLAND

The Zoning Board of Appeals transmits for your consideration, its recommendations for a request
of zoning variation necessary to construct a detached garage at226 S. Ashland.

I. THE SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property in question is a residential lot, 50 foot width and a depth of 124 feet.

II. .. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SURROUNDING AR$A:

The subject property is located in the R-4 Single Family Residential District.

NI. VARIATIONS SOUGHT:

The applicant seeks a variation from Paragraph 3-110G9 (Side and Rear Yard Regulations
for Accessory Structures) of the Village of La Grange Zoning Code by 2.25 feet. Sub
Paragraph la-303E1(a) Authorized Variations, allows the reduction of any required yard
setback. The requested variation falls within the authorized limits of the Zoning Code.

IV.,,JTIERUBIIC.HEABING:

After due notice, as is required by law, (including legal publication, posting at the subject
property and courtesy notices to owners within 250 feet of the subject property) the Zoning
Board of Appeals held a public hearing on the proposed variation in the La Grange Village
Hall Auditorium on July 17, 2008. Present were Commissioners Nathaniel Pappalardo,
Rosemary Naseef, Charles Benson, Jr. (arrived at 7:38 p.m.), Kathy Schwappach and
Chairperson Ellen Brewin presiding. Also present was Community Development Director
Patrick Benjamin. Testimony was given under oath by the applicants. No objectors
appeared at the hearing and no written objections have been filed to the proposed variation.

Chairperson Brewin swore in John Edinger and Maria Niedos, owners of the property at
226 S. Ashland, who presented the application and answered questions from the $

þ
ú,



FF --ZBA Case#573
RE: 226 S. Ashland

variation - side and Reæ Yard Regulations for Accessory structures
July 17, 2008 - Page 2

Commissioners

Mr. Edinger stated that the garage is an old horse stable that is need of repair. He also
stated that there is a large tree in the backyard that prohibits observing the required
setbacks. He further stated that they are attempting to replace the garage exactly where
it is.

a

a

Mr. Edinger He stated that they have a shorter lot than most as it is only 124 feet deep,
whereas more of the standard lots are 125 feet deep. Although they could erect a sheà,
they prefer the garage. They do not want a third structure on their properfy.

Due to the age of the home, there is not a lot of storage in the house, just an old cellar.

a

' In designing the garage, they are going to clip the gables to match the existing house.

Chairperson Brewin solicited questions from the Commissioners:

' Commissioner Naseef asked if it was possible to be a22by 22 garage so it would not
have to go into the rear yard setback. Answer: They did think about that but they believe
that the grirage as designed would provide for a better appearance.

Chairperson Brewin asked if structurally the building was sound. Answer: It is
deteriorating, as you can tell by the paint lines in the siding. Being that it was an old
stable, it has a wooden floor and if you are up on the second floor, you can feel the
building sway.

Under the provisíons of the Zoning Ordinance, no variation shall be granted unless the
applicant establishes that carrytng out the strict letter of the provisions of thß code would
create a particular hardship or practical dfficulty. Such a showing shall requíre proof that
the variatíon sought satisfies certain conditions. The þttowing facts weie foind to be
evident:

!. Unique Physical Condition:

This zoning lot is typical of most single lots in the R-4 Single.Family Residential Zoning
District between Kensington and Madison, and Cossitt to 47th Street. The depth of thã
property, 124 feet, is slightly smaller than typical of the smallest lots in the Village, which
measure 125 feet. In addition, a mature tree is located between the house and garage

2. ...... NoJ Self-Created:

þq,.
A



FF --ZBA Case #573
RE: 226 S. Ashland

Variation - side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory structures
July 17,2008 - Page 3

According to the petitioners, the house, driveway and garage were constructed in the current
location on the property in the 1880s, and previous owners planted the existing mature tree
approximately 20 years ago. The petitioners purchased the property in 1986 have made no
changes to the property that would affect the location of the garcge.

3. Denied Substantial Rights:

A two-car garage is a right enjoyed by many residents in La Grange for automobiles and
storage. The petitioner wishes to enjoy the same rights as the neighbors and other village
residents. The Zoning Code requires a minimum of two parking spaces for single-family
residences.

4. Not Merely Special Privilege:

The petitioners seek to construct a two-car detached garage. The proposed garage would be
slightly smaller in area than the maximum allowable gross floor area of 484 square feet for
a garage on a zoning lot similar to the petitionerso property. However, the proposed garage
is 24 feet deep; typical two-car garages measure 20 - 22 feet deep.

5. Code and Plan Purposes:

The Zoning Code requires two parking spaces for every single-family residence, and the
Village does not allow overnight parking on the street. Therefore, the petitioners seek a
variance to construct a garage in which to park two vehicles. The proposed garage would
be 480 squa.re feet, which is smaller than the maximum allowable gross floor area, 4t4
square feet, for a garage on zoning lots the size of the petitioners' property.

6. Essential Character of the Area:

A two-car detached garage is in character with the surrounding area.

7. No Other Remedy:

According to the petitioners, without the setback variation, the garage would be located too
close to the existing mature tree and create difficult access for vehicles. One remedy to
maintain the required 3 feet for the rear yard setback would be construction of a 22Reet deep
garage. rWith the revised depth, the garage would still require a va¡iation from the requireã
side yard. In addition, the petitioners believe that a larger garage would allow addiiional
storage space; their property does not have a basement for storage space. One option for new
storage space on the subject property would be a 100 square feet storage shed.

h
\^

V. FINDINGS AND REC9WEIYÐATION: \D
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FF --ZBA Case #573
RE: 226 S. Ashland

Variation * Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures
July 17,2008 - Page 4

Commissiorter Pappalardo stated that one criteria the Zoning Board would consider is
granting the minimum necessary variation to address the Petitioner's need and therefore,
he is struggling with a one foot setback to both the rear and side yards. He is wondering
why a standard 22 by 22 garage could not be utilized and allow the extra space on the
side where the tree is.

Chairperson Brewin stated usually when there is a unique physical condition, they have
generally stuck to the22by 22 as the standard garage.

Commissioner Naseef stated she is more comfortable recommending a side yard variation
but not the rear yard. She stated she would not want to go into the rear yard two feet.
Commissioner Naseef asked if the applicant would be willing to consider a22by 23 foot
garage, granting only a one foot variance to the rear yard, rather than the two foot
variance. The applicant considered this request and agreed to amend the application to
request a22by 23 foot garuge with a two foot variance to the side yard setback and a one
foot variance to the rear yard setback.

There being no further questions or comments from the audience or the Commissioners, a motion
was made by Commissioner Schwappach and seconded by Commissioner Naseef that the Zoning
Board of Appeals recommend to the Village Board of Trustees approval of the application submitted
with zBA Case #573 and revised by the applicant to allow a22by 23 footgarage.

Motion Carried by a roll call vote (5/012).

a

o

AYE:
NAY:

ABSENT:

Benson, Pappalardo, Naseef, Schwappach, and Brewin.
None.
Brenson, Pierson.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the Zoning Board of Appeals recommend approval to rhe
Village Board of Trustees of the variation from Paragraph 3-110G9 (Side and Rear Yard Regulations
for Accessory Structures) of the Village of La Grange Zoning Code by 2 feetto the side yard and I
foot to the rear yard.

Respectfully submitted :

ZoningBoard of Appeals of the
Village of La Grange

tA^- ßrrrr;
ù

1\

u

BY
Ellen Brewin, Chairperson
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CA$E: ZßA#573 - John Ddínger and MarÍa Niedos, 226 S.Ashtand - Side & Rear yard
Regulations for Accessory Structures

q+çKqRqpNp

(Note: This Staff Report is solely bæed on information presented in the applÍcation and on a physical
inspection of subject property and environs, and is notlnfluenced Uy *i other circumstanse.)

The petitioners, John Edinger and Maria Niedos, wish to construct a 20 ft. wide by 24 fr. deep (4g0
squrue feet) two-car detached garage in the rear yard ofthe property at 226 S.esUand Avenuå. The
existing one-and-a-half car detached garage is cunently.rt¡uct aiproximately 1.0 ft. from the side
and rea¡ lot lines. According to the Zoning Code, the side and t * yard setbacks required for
deøched accessory stuctures is 3 ft.

In order to constn¡ct a,new two-car garage in the same location as their curent gtrage, the petitioners
seek avariation from Paragraph 3-l l0G9 (Side and Rear Yard Regulations forÃccJssory Smctures)
of the Zoning Code- The detached garage would encroach intã the required si¿e an¿ rr* y*á
setbacks by 2 ft. Subparagraph l4-303E1 (a) (Authorized Variations) allows rhe reduction of*y
required yard setback. The requested variation falls within the authorized limits ofthe Zoning Code.

VARIA'TIpN STÉA,NDARDS

þ considering a variation, be guided by the General Staridard as outlined in otu Zoning Code that
"No variation shall be granted pursuant to this Section unless the applicant shall establish that
carrying out the süict letter of the provisions of this Code would create a particular hardship or a
practical difficulty. Such a showing shall require proofthat the varíation being sought satisfies each
of the standards set forth in this Subsection.',

Unique Physical Condition - "The subiect property Ís exceptíonal as compared to other lots subject
to the same provísion by yealon of a unique physÍcql condítíon, ínctudìig presence of an exríting
use, structure, or sign, whether conþrmìng or nonconformíng; irregular or substandard shape olr
s^ize; exceptional topographicalfeatures; or other extraordinaryphysícal conditíons peculíar to and
ínherent in the subiect property that amount to more than a mere ínconvenience to-the owner and
that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal sítuatíon of the current owner of the
lot."

¡tris zoni-18 lot is t¡pical of most single lots in the R-4 Single Family Residential ZonirryDistrict
b-etrveen Kensingfon and Madison, and Cossitt to 47ú Street. The der;th ofthe property, li4 feet,is
slightly smaller than gpical of the smallest lots in the Village, which meas*e izs irrt. In additíon,
a mature tree is located between the house and garage.

a,
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S taff Evaluation Criteria

væiarion - síde *o *r"ÍlåTJ,'or33r:.i,trffi:
Not Self'Created ' "The aþresaíd uníque physícal condítion is not the result of any ,r:;l:,
ínaction of the owner or its predecessors ín title and exísted at the time of thte enactment of theprovisíons from whích a variation is sought or wal created by natural þråes or \uas the resilt ofgovernmental actìon, other than the adoptíon of thit Code, þr whìch ,o ,o*prnsationwos paid.,,

Accordíng to the petitioners, the house, driveway and garage were consür¡cted in the cr¡rrent location
on the property in thg 1880s, and previour o*neir planted the existing mature tree approxim ately 20yearl ryo' The petitioners purchased the properfy in 1936 have made-no changes to 

-the 
properry thatwould affect the location of the garage.

Denied Substantíat Rights ' "The cawyíng out of the strict letter of the provísìonfrom whích avariation is sought would deprìve the owner-of the subiect property o¡subitantíal rights ,o^*orly
enjoyed by owners of other lots subject to the same pioviiíonr.,,

A two-car garage is a right erfoyed by many residents in La Grange for automobiles and storage.
The petitioner wishes to enjoy the same righfs as the neighbors uñd othq village residents. Thehr*rgCode requires a minimum of two parking spaces õr single-family residJnces.

Not Merely Special Privilege - "The alteged hardship or dfficulty ís not merely the inability ofthe
owner or occupqnt to enioy some special prívilege or additional ríght not available to owneís or
occupants of other lots subiect to the same provísion, nor merely aiinabitity to male more money
from the use of the subject property; provided, however, that where the standards herein set out
exist, the exístence ofan economic hardshìp shall not be a prerequísîte to the grant ofan authorized
varíatíon."

The petitioners seek to constuct a two-cardetached garage. The proposed garage would be slightly
smaller ín area than the mædmum allowable gros looi*ru of ¿8ì rquõr r*ä ør u gu*gJon ä
zoning lot símilarto the pe-titioners' property. Ho*"uer, the proposed gåugr is z+ zut ¿irp;þi.r
two-car garages measure 20 -22 feet deep.

Code and Plan Purposes ' "The varìationwould not result ín a use or development ofthe subject
property that would be not ín harmony wíth the general and specífic purposeí¡or which this Code
and tle rrovßíonfromwhÌch avaríation ís sought were enacted oi thå sritroi plrp t and íntent of
the Offìcíøl Comprehewìve plan.,,

The Zoning Code requile¡ two parking spacj.s forevery single-familyresidence, and tlre Village does
not allow overnight parking on the sûeet. Therefore, the petitioners seek a variance to construct agallge in which to park two vehicles. The proposed gæìæ would be 480 square feet, whích is
smallerthan themaximum allowable gross flõorarea,484r{,rare feet, foragæaþ onzoninglotsthe
size of the petitioners' property.

ü,þ
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a

Staff Ëvaluatíon Criteria
ZßA#573 *226 S. Ashland

Variation. Side and Rear yard for Access. Structures

Page 3
Essential Character of the Area - "The varíatíon would not result ín a use or development oi the
subject property that:

lYould be materially detrinental to the pubtíc welfare or materíally injurious to the
enjoyment, use, development, or value ofproperty or ímprovements permitteã ¡n the vicinity;
or
lllould materíally ímpair an adequate supply of tíght and air to the properties and
improvements in the vícíniV; or
W_ould substantíally increase congestíon ín the publíc streets due to trafrc or parking; or
lltould unduly inøease the danger offlood or fìre; o,
Iltould unduly tax public utilíties andfacilítates in the area; or
llrould endanger the public heatth or safety.,,

A two-car detached garage is in character with the surrounding area.

No Other Remedy ' "There ìs no means othe-r than the requested variation by whích the atteged
hardship or dfficulty can be woided or remedied to a degree suficient to permít a reasonable usle of
the subject property.,,

According to the petitioners, without the setback variation, the garage would be located too close to
the existing mature tree and create difticult access for vehicles. 

-One-remedy 
to maintain the required

1 ftgt for the rear yard setback would be consüuction of a 22 feetdeep jarage. With the revised
depth, the garage would still require a variation from the required Ji¿" yä. [n addition, the
petitioners believe that a larger garage would allow additional storage rp*.itt .i, property does not
have a basement for storage space. One option for new storage rpu* on ttre-subject property would
be a 100 square feet storage shed.

b.

c.

d.

e.

"f

þq
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Application # EU
Date Filed: b/tblL

UARCO #

s6tlb4
TO THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES
VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE, ILLTNOIS

þlease ty¡re or print)
Applicatíon is hereby made by John Edinger and Maria Niedos

Address: 22ó S-. Ashland. Lasrangp..lL 6052{, Phone: _708.482.9CI38 home
312.828.8361 work
312.925.9495 cell

Email : EdingerJohn@sbcglobal.nel
John.A. Edin ger@USTfust. com

Ownerof property located at: same

Permanent Real Estate fndex No: rg-04-312-01g-0000 volume 076

Present ZoningClassification: R4 Sinele Farnily Residential,- ,-.- present Use:_, Residential

Ordinance Provision for Variation from Articte # 3-ll ofZoning Ordinancg to wit:

Side and rear regulations for accessory usage and stuctures

L Mtntmum Varl¡tion of Zoning requirement necessary to permit the proposed usg construction, or development:

Trvo (2) feet

l. The purpore therefor,

Construction of a replacement detached garage.

L The speciflc feature(s) of the proposed use, construction, or development that require a variation:

Side and rear yard distance to lot line.

$
h

t\'



BLnf Of $U,.RYFY,mttnt,he Theplat should show any existingbuildings on thepetirioned
property as well as any existing buildings on property immediately adjacent. It should also show any proposed new
constructíon in connectíon with the variation, including landscaping, fencing, etc.

l. Çet"lpf$l,$fn$dflr".d, The PetÍtioner must list below FACTS AND RnASONS substantially supporting e.pph of the
following conclusíons or the petition for variation cannot be granted. (if necessary, use additionãl-page)- 

-
a.Stateprap,Écaldffficultvor@createdforyouincarryingoutthestrictletterofthe
zoning regulations, to wit:

Due to the location of a mature tree and due to a non-standard (short) lot, in order to construct a two ca¡
detached g¿uage to rçlace a severely deteriorated existing 1.5 car garage, we are asking for a zoning
variation to construct the replacement garage along the existing lines that the current garcEerests on,
namely, a one (1) foot ofßet from both the side and back lot lines. The variance to the South lot líne (side of
garage) will allow us to be able to maneuver two ca¡s into the garage without interference from the tree or
gause damage to the root system of the tree. The variance to the West lot line (back of garage) will account
for the non-standard depth of the lot, namely 123.90 feet.

b. A reasonable return or use of your property is not possible under the existing regulations, because:

To build a new garage to replace the severely deteriorating existing gaf,age with a three foot offset would
result in either the loss of a mature tree or in not being able to construct a two crir garag€ with reasonable
ease ofaccess.

c. Your situ¿tion is unique (not applicable to other properties within that zoning district or area) in the
following respect(s):

The location of the mature tree and the non-standard depth of 123.98 feet (short) of the lot.

. U.niquç Plr¡¡sical Ço¡tdition. The subject property is exceptional as compared to other lots subject to the same
toYti* by reason of a unique physical condition, including presence of an existing use, süucture, or sign, whether
onforming or nonconforming; inegula¡ or substandard shape or size; exceptional topographical featues; or other
xtaordinary physical conditions peculiar to and inhercnt in the subject property that amount to more than a mere
tconvenience to the owner and that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation ofthe ounent own€r
fthe lot.

The lot ís unique due to a non-standard depth of 123.98 feet. Also, there is a mature tree in the
ackyard situated to severely reduce the space needed to park cars in a two car garage.

\q
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3'' Not.Self-Crealg!. The aforesaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action or inaction of the owner or
its predecessors in title and existed at the time of the enactment of the provisions *om which a variatíon is sought or
was created by natural forces or \ryas the result of govemmental action, õther than the adoption of thís Code, tor wtrictr
no compensation was paid,

The non'standard depth of the lot is a very old condition. The tree is newer than that but over 20 years
old and is nearly 2-l/2 feetin diameter.

4' Dçnie¡t Substantial Riehtp.. The carrying out of the strict letter of the provision from which a variation is sought
would deprive the owner of the subject property of substantial rights commãnly enjoyed by owners of other lots subjãct
to the sarne provision,

All of the surrounding lots have two car g¿¡râges. Constructing a two car garage on our lot is reasonable and
in-line with the surrounding lots. To not allow us . g*ugr of the sami size as the surrounding lots would deprive
us olsubstantial rights commonly enjoyed by our nrightórc. All three homeowners adjacent to the back corner of
the lot have signed staternents (attached) thai they haie no objections to our request for a two foot variance to build
a replacement garage along the lines of the existing ga¡age.

5' NglL¿ferelv Soecial Privileee. The alleged hardship or difficulty is not merely inability of the owner or occupant to
enjoy fome special privilege or additional right not available to owners or occupants of óther lots subject to the same
provision, nor merely an inability to make more money from the use of the subject property; provided, however, that
where the standards herein set out exist, the existence oian economic hardship súa[ not üe a prerequisite to the grant of
an authorized variation.

\ile are not seeking to build a garage that would give us any special privilege or additional rights not available tool!ïs or occupants of the surrounding lots as they all have two car garages. Not being able to build a garage*lgl$ to the garages on the surrounding lots wouid prevent us from-en¡o-yrng our property to the same extent as our
neighbors.

6' C.ode qRd llqn Purposes. The variation would not result in a use or development of the subject properfy that would
þe 

not in harmony with the general and specific pu{poses for which this Code *d th, provision tom wtricfr a variation
is sought were enacted or the general purpose and lntent ofthe Official Comprehensive plan.

lruet Our request to build a two car garage would be in harmony with the provision from which a variation is
nught. W'e a¡e seeking to comply by having a two car covered parking rpuär. The properly would comply with
naximum building 

9gverage, lot coverage, all other required yards anã muimum grors floor area of the detached
{arage provisions of the ZoningCode. The proposed dimensions of 20 feet wide by 2a feet deep and the offset of'he glrage door to the south side of the garage front a¡e the result of the mature tree in the back yard leading to a
reed to shift access to the garage by the carJas fa¡ south æ possible to allow for room to maneuver around the tee.
Reducing the size of the garage does not solve this problem as the need is to move the garage door and vehicle
raffic as far south, and as close to the lot line, as possible to avoid the tree.

$
I
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?. EssenLia! Chqractçf..çf the fuga. The variation would not result in a use or development on the subject property that:

(a) Would be materially detrimental to the publíc welfare or materially injurious to the enjoyment, use,
development, or value of property or improvements pennitted in the vicinity; or

(b) Would materially impair an adequate supply of light and air to the properties and improvements in the
víoinity;or

(c) V/ould substantially increase congestion in the public streets due to traffic or parking; or

(d) ïVould unduly increase the danger offlood or fire; or

(e) V/ould unduly tax public utilities and facilities in the area; or

(f) \ü/ould endanger the public health or safety.

Our proposed variation would not result in any of the above situations. Our construction of a two car garagewould
be in-line with the surrounding properties and would remove the existing severely deteriorated existing structure
that does serve as a home for raccoons under the wood floor. As per the attached drawings, our proposed structure
will be in keeping with the historic nature of the neighborhood. We would have it constructed by Blue Sky Builders
with a clipped gable at extra expense to match the clipped gable on the house. The garage will also have its door
offset south from direct center of the front of the garoge to further protect the mature tree. There will be a window
under the clipped gable to replicate the historic nature of the existing 1.5 car garage and to match the aesthetícs of
the hor¡se. The colors wot¡ld be matched to the color scheme of the house. Having the garage built along the one
foot offset of the existing garage would be in keeping with the historic nature of the area and the new garãge would
be in keçing with the two car garages built on the adjacent properties.

8. No Other Remedy. There is no means other than the requested variation by which the alleged hardship or difficulty
can be avoided or remedied to a degree sufiñcient to permit a reasonable use of the subject property.

Ihe existing garage is beyond repair. It has a wooden floor beneath which raccoons build homes. It leans, is
severely deteriorated and is becoming aû eyesore. Replacing it with only a new 1.5 garage is unreasonable as the
surrounding properties have two car garages. In addition, due to the lack of storage space in the main residence
(darnp, low cellar and pull-down stairs attic), storage space in the garage is necessary for bicycles and yard
quipment. We do not wish to cut down the matue tree or cause damage to the hee or its roots. However, due to
lhe hee and the sub-standa¡d short lot at 123.98 feet, there is insufficient room to maneuver two cars into a garage
n'ithout this variance. To minimize damage to the tree and its roots and to provide reasonable access to the garage,
we 8re request this two foot variance (which the neighbors do not object to, see attached) in order to constuct a new
l0 foot wide by 24 foot dee,p garage with the same offiset from the property lines as the existing garage. The

ilisting garage is 14.58 feet by 20,37 feet. The new garage will take an extra 183 square feet of spacé, or less than
l% of ttre lot total area, The house cov€rs approximately 1,100 square feet. The house and the new garage will
nver 1,580 square feet or approximately 25.5o/o of the total lot area, which is within code. The new garaged will be
ronsüucted with a clipped gable and window in keeping with the main residence, the garage it is replacing and with
he historic character of the neighborhood,

,)b
t\ ,b



NQTICE: 
- 
Thís application must be filed with the office of the Community Development Director, accompanied by

necessary data called for above and the required fïling fee of Five Hundred Dollars |SSOO.OO¡.

The above minimurn fee shall be payable at the time of the filing of such request. It is also understood that the applicant
shall reimburse the Village any additional costs over and above these minimums, which are incurred by the Víllage,
including but not limited to the following;

(a) Legal Publícation (direct cost);

(b) Recording Secretarial Services (direct cost);

(c) Court Reporter (direct cost);

(d) Administrative Review and Preparation (hourly salary times a multiplier sufñcient to
recover 100 percent ofthe direct and indirect cost ofsuch service);

(e) Document Preparation and Review (hourly salary times a multiplier sufficient to recover
100 percent ofthe direot and indirect cost ofsuch service);

(Ð Professional and rechnical consultant services (direct cost);

(g) I*gal Review, Consultation, and Advice (direct cost);

(h) Copy Reproduction (direct cost); and

(Ð Dooument Recordation (direct cost); and

(t) Postage Costs (direct cost).

Such additional costs shall be paid by the applicant prior to the Board of Trustees making a decision regarding the
request.

L the do hereby that I am the owner

A. Edínger
226 S. Ashland
IaGrangg lL60525

iubscribed and sworn to before me rhis /J*uu, 202.tr*,

uo IFICIAL SEAL

q.þ

***

MAI.IIA M. KNESEK
NOTARV PUBIIC, STATE OF IILINOIS

+

I

NotaryPublic) (Seal)

tvlY (OtlrMilSStON EXPIRES



(roR VILLAGE, USD ONLÐ

1. Filed with Office of the Community Development Director: (o - lþ-- ,2008 .

2. Transmitted to Zoning Board of Appeals at their meeting held:

1- 11 '08
3. Continuation (if any):

+. Notice of hearing published in l*b h,..þ on (o. Z 5 'O 8

t. Findings and Recommendation of Zoníng Board of Appeals referred to Village Board at Meeting of;

t. Final Action of Village Boa¡d for adoption of amending ordinances or denial ofapplicant's request at meeting
held:

l. Payment of expenses satisfied:

londitions Imposed:

,\'h

\USERS\CIMMOI,ÍDATATSYLVIA\Fonus ail Agplicílonñ{pplh¡rio¡ for Zon¡08 Vüiilio!.wpd
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APPUC.{UP. NS FOR ZOININq VARIATION

lVe are aware of the ZnrmeVariation being applied for by John &linger and Maria
Niedos of 226 s. Ashtand in tagrangc, IL regarding the minimum variation of
hningrequirements of two feet necessary to permit their proposed constuotion of a
new güage and we have no objectionto theirapplicæion.

Signed:

Name: L€Én-rE r- [rc-b\\rzÞ C-*t"oY
tzn.r,., ry , LL 6OS Ly

Address: ZLA t, Nrnr*rp, tqCf

Date: t 
lg loy

?J,T

,rþ
t^

a^
r



ApplrÇallpN$ FpR, zprNrNq yARrArroN

lVe are aware of the Zoning Variation being applied for by John Edínger and Maria
Niedos of 226 s. Ashtand ín lagrango, It, rãgarding the minimu¡n variation of
Zoningrequirements of two feet necãusary to prrnrit their proposed constructíon of a
now garage and we have no objection to their applicatíon.

t\nlt ru,*
þP*,

Signed:

Name:

Address:

f4a.l¿ T,

225 ç, C^lL"tnr¿ tMrL> ÇoSzi
Date: 6 -l- ot

"s
b
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AP_P.Uç,A, TrON$ FOR ãOrNrNc VAßI,ATI$g

lVe are awrue of the Zoning Variation being applied for by John Rtinger and Maria
Niedos of 226 s. Ashlând in Lagrange, IL regarding thc minimum varíatíon of
Ztrlrt]lrrg requirements of two feet necessary to permit their proposed constn¡ction of a
new garage and we have no objection to their application.

Signed:

Name:

Address:

erVC¿wy

Þ3 l.&nf4"t*
Date: Ja,,o 1ór

v\'
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TO

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Community Development Department

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees and Village Attorney

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Patrick D. Benjamin, Community Development Director

DATE: September 8,2008

ORDINANCE. VARIATION -FENCE HEIGHT ON CORNER SIDE YARD/
30 N. BRAINARD AVENUE.

Julie and Dan Judd, owners of the property at 30 N. Brainard Avenue, have applied for a variation
from fence requirements to construct a five (5) foot high fence in the corner side yard. The subject
property is located in the R-4 Single Family Residential District. The property is somewhat unique
compared to other lots in this zoning district because the corner side yard abuts Brainard Avenue, a

busy street with a high daily traffrc and pedestrian count, and the lot is inegular-shaped and narrows
to 4l feet in the rear yard. Typical lots are 50 feet wide.

The maximum allowable height for a fence located in a corner side yard is 3.5 ft. Construction ofthe
proposed fence would exceed the height requirements by 1.5 ft. Subsection 14-30381(i) of the
Zoning Code allows the increase of maximum allowable height and location of any fence by
variance. The requested variation falls within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

The petitioners have indicated that a fence with a height of 3.5 ft. would not provide the same
measure of privacy and safety. The narrow lot with a garage leaves no room for notmal back yard
usage. There is enough side yard for use, however, it is close to the sidewalk, with easy access to
their items in their yard. In addition, the subject properfy is located adjacent to a commercial district
with increased pedestrian traffic from the commuter train and pedestrian businesses in the immediate
area.

On August 21,2004, the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on this matter and voted to
recommend that the variation be granted as requested by vote of 4lll2.

RE:

Staff has prepared the attached ordinance authorizing the variation for your consideration.

ù
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

ORDINANCE NO. O. 08"

AN ORDINANCE ALLOWING ZONING VARIATION
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A FENCE AT 30 N. BRAINARD

WHEREAS, Dan & Julie Judd, o\¡¡ners of the property commonly known as 30 N.
Brainard, La Grange, Illinois, and legally described as follows:

Proposed lot 2 in proposed Gutekunst lesubdivision of Lot 1 of the plat of
consolidation of lots 165 and 166 in west end addition to La Grange, being a
subdivision of that part of the east half of the northeast quarter of Section 5,
Township 38 North, Range 12, east of the Third Principal Meridian lying
between the center line of Ogden Avenue and northerly line of right-of-way of
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railroad in Cook County, Illinois.

(The "Subject Property"); and

WHEREAS, the Owners have applied for a variation from Subparagraph g-

105D2&) (Fences - Location on Front and Corner Side Yards) of Chapter 154 of the
Village of La Grange Code of Ordinances in ordel to construct a fence having a height of
five (5) ft. located in the corner side yald on the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the La Grange Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing
to consider the application on August 21, 2008, pursuant to proper public notice, and
recommended in its Findings and Recommendation dated August 2L, 2008, that the
variation be approved; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees have reviewed the record of the
public hearing and the Findings and Recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals
and have determined that the application satisfies the standards set forth in the La
Grange Zoning Code for the grant of a variation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of La Grange, County of Cook, State of lllinois, as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incor"porated into this
Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.

Section2. Grant of Variatíon. The Board of Trustees, pursuant to the
authority granted to it by the laws of the State of Illinois and the La Grange Zoníng

0\q"



Code, hereby grants to the Owners a variation from Subparagraph 9-105D2&) (Fences -
Location on Front and Corner Side Yards) of Chaptet L54 of the La Grange Code of
Ordinances, solely for the pulpose of the construction of a five (5) ft. fence in the corner
side yard on the property, be hereby granted to the owners of the above-referenced
property in conformance with the application submitted to the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance will be in full force and
effect from and after (a) its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form as
provided by law, @) execution by the Owner, and (c) approval by the Village's Director
of Community Development of conforming plans for the fence.

PASSED this 

- 
day of 

-, 

2008, pursuant to a roll call vote as follows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by me this day of 2008.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Robert N. Milne, VILLAGE CLERK

g
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FTNqTNGS OF F'ACT

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

President Asperger and
Board of Trustees

RE

August 21,2008

ZONING CASE #572: VARIATION - FENCES - FRONT AND CORNER SIDE
YARD/JULIE & DAN JUDD.30 N. BRAINARD AVENUE

The Zoning Board of Appeals transmits for your consideration its recommendations for a
request of zoning variation necessary to construct a five foot high fence on the corner
side yard at the property at 30 N. Brainard Avenue.

I. THE SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property has a width of 59.30 feet in the front and 4I.2 feet in the rear and a

depth of 135.13 feet.

II. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SURROUNDING AREA:

The subject property is located in the R-4 Single Family Residential District.

III. VARIATIONS SOUGHT:

The applicants seek a variation from Paragraph 9-105D2 (Fences) of the Village of La
Grange Zoning Code. Subparagraph 14-30381(i) (Authorized Variations) allows the
increase of the maximum allowable height and location of any fence. The requested
variation falls within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

IV. THE PUBLIC HEARING:

After due notice, as is required by law, (including legal publication, posting at the subject
property and courtesy notices to owners within 250 feet of the subject property) the
Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on the proposed variation on August 21,
2008, in the La Grange Village Hall. Present were Commissioners Nathaniel Pappalardo,
Charles Benson, Jr., Nancy Pierson, Kathy Schwappach and Chairperson Ellen Brewin
presiding. Also present was Community Development Director Patrick Benjamin and

Community Development Clerk Joyce Gomolinski. Testimony was given under oath.
No objectors appeared at the hearing and no written objections have been filed to the
proposed variation.

s
ù
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FF - ZBA Case#572
30 N. Brainard Avenue
RE: Variation - Fences
August 21,2008Page2

Chairperson Brewin swore in Julie and Dan Judd, owners of the property at 30 N.
Brainard Avenue, who presented the application and answered questions from the Zoning
Board of Appeals:

Mr. Judd thanked the Comrnissioners for allowing a continuance in this matter.
Mr. Judd stated the lot is irregular. The narrow lot with a garage,leaves no room
for nonnal back yard usage. There is enough side yard for use, however, it is
close to the sidewalk, with easy access to their items in their yard.

o

a

a

o

a

a

There is a lot of transient traffic with trucks delivering goods and a three and a
half foot fence does not provide much security.

A higher fence also provides safety for their pet dogs, who can jump a 3 lz foot
fence.

Commissioner Pappalardo asked what the application states as to where the
fence is going to be placed. Answer: The fence starts eighty-six feet from the
actual back lot line. Commissioner Brewin does not want the fence to go into the
front yard. Director Benjamin stated the variance is for the corner side not the
front yard. The fence has to stop before the thirty-five foot setback.

Chairperson Brewin solicited questions from the Commissioners:

Commissioner Benson asked where the fence is to be located. Answer: The
fence will go along Arlington, 51 feet from the rear comer lot line of the 133 foot
lot and 70 feet off of Brainard.

Commissioner Pappalardo asked about the condition of the fence of the house
immediately to the west. Answer: It is a double lot and they have a fence, which
is within the zoning parameters. It is stone and \ryrong iron, three and a half feet
high.

Under the provísions of the Zoning Ordinance, no variation shall be granted unless the
applicant establíshes that canying out the strict letter of the provisíons of thís code
would create a particular hardship or practical dfficulty. Such a showing shall require
proof that the variation sought satisfìes certain conditions. The þllowing facts were
þund to be evident:

'ù:\

l. Unique Physical Condition:

,À



FF - ZBA Case #572
30 N. Brainard Avenue

RE: Variation - Fences

August 21,2008 Page 3
This zoning lot is atypical of lots in the R-4 Single Family Residential Zoning District.
The lot is inegular-shaped and narrows to 4l ft. in the rear yard. Typical lots a¡e 50 ft.
wide.

2. Not Self'-Created:

The petitioners recently purchased the property, which was subdivided by the previous
owner. They have recently constructed a new single family house and detached garage on
the property.

3. Denied Substantial Rights:

According to the petitioners, a fence with a 3.5 ft. height, as allowed by the Zoning Code,
would not provide the same measure of privacy and security for the corner side yard
adjacent to the business district across the street.

4 Not Merel v Sneciøl Privileøe:

According to the petitioners, the proposed fence would provide them with improved use of
the corner side yard, which is not a special privilege.

5. Code and Plan Purposes:

Granting the variance would allow the petitioners to enjoy a quieter and more private yard

6. Essential Character of the Area:

Granting this variation is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on the character of the
neighborhood.

7. No Other Remedy:

Other remedies would be to reduce the height of the fence in the comer side yard to 3.5

feet. However, according to the petitioners, the most feasible option to provide safety and
privacy for their house is with a 5 ft. fence along the corner side lot line.

V. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION:

Chairperson Brewin stated the Board tries to help residents who reside in
'opublic" comer lots (like the lots of 47th Street or by the hospital). Answer: The
high school and junior high are close by, but it is the transient traffic and

adjacent grocery store in the commercial district they are worried about, as

opposed to local residents.

ó

þ
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FF - ZBA Case#572
30 N. Brainard Avenue

RE: Variation - Fences
August 21,2008 Page 4

Commissioner Pierson stated she understands the situation, but feels there is not
a hardship. Mr. Judd said the hardship comes in with the irregular sized lot.
There is no normal back yard so they are making their side yard into their back
yard. They kept the detached garage as it was.

Benson, Pappalardo, Schwappach, and Brewin.
Pierson.
Brenson, Naseef.

Commissioner Benson said the lot abuts a commercial district and that makes the
situation unique.

Commissioner Pappalardo asked what is across from that lot. Chairperson
Brewin stated it is more apartment buildings than commercial. Commissioner
Pappalardo further stated that this lot has a mole predominant exposure to
commercial property and asked what the new land use plan is * is it slated to stay
commercial. Director Benjamin stated it is to stay commercial.

There being no further questions or comments from the audience or the Commissioners, a

motion was made by Cornmissioner Benson and seconded by Commissioner Schwappach
that the Zoning Board of Appeals recommend approval of the application submitted with
ZBA Case #572to the Village Board of Trustees.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the Zoning Board of Appeals recommend approval
to the Village Board of Trustees that a variation from Subparagraph 9-105D2(b) (Fences -
Location on Front and Corner Side Yards) be granted to allow the construction of a 5 foot
fence to be located in the comer side yard at 30 N. Brainard Avenue:

Motion carried by a roll call vote (41112).

a

o

AYE:
NAY:
ABSENT:

Respectfully submitted :

Zon\ng Board of Appeals of the
Village of La Grange DRAFT

b

BY:
Ellen Brewin, Chairperson

\À,
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STAFF REPORT

CASE: ZB^#572 - Julie and Dan Judd - 30 N. Brainard Ave - Corner Side Fence Height

BACKGROUND

Q'{ote: This StaffReport is solely based on information presented in the application and on a physical
inspection of subject property and environs, and is not influenced by any other circumstance.)

The petitioners, Julie and Dan Judd, wish to construct a five ft. high fence in the required comer side
yard of the subject property at 30 N. Brainard Avenue. The maximum allowable height for a fence in
the required corner side yard is 3.5 ft. According to the petitioners, the proposed fence would provide
a greater sense of privacy, security and control pedestrian cut-through traffic from the comlnuters and
businesses to the south. A building permit could not be issued, because the proposed fence would be
in excess of the maximum height permitted along the corner side lot line.

ln order to construct a five ft. high fence along the corner side yard, the petitioners seek a va¡iation
from Paragraph 9-105D2 (Fences) ofthe ZoningCode. Construction of the proposed fence would
exceed the height requirements by I .5 ft. Subparagraph 14-303E1(i) (Authorized Variations) allows
the increase of maximum allowable height and location of any fence. The requested variation falls
within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

vARTATTON-,$TANpARpS

In considering a variation, be guided by the General Standard as outlined in our Zoning Code that
"No variation shall be granted pursuant to this Section unless the applicant shall establish that
carrying out the strict letter of the provisions of this Code would create a particular hardship or a
practical difficulty. Such a showing shall require proof that the variation being sought satisfies each
of the standa¡ds set forth in this Subsection."

Unique Physical Condition - "The subject property is exceptional as comparedto other lots subject
to the same provísion by reason of a unique physical condition, including presence of an existing
use, structure, or sign, whether conforming or nonconforming; irregular or substandard shape or
size; exceptíonal topog'aphícalfeatures; ot'other extraordinaryphysical conditions peculiar to and
inherent in the subject property that amount to more than a mere inconvenience to the owner and
that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation of the current owner of the
lot."

This zoning lot is atypical of lots in the R-4 Single Family Residentìal ZoningDistrict. The lot is
inegular-shaped and narrows to 4l ft. in the rear yard. Typical lots are 50 ft. wide.

Not Self-Created - "The aforesaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action or
ínaction of the owner or its predecessors in title and existed at the time of the enactment of the
provisions from which a variation is sought or was creoted by natural þrces or was the result of
governmental action, other than the adoption of this Code, for which no compensation was paid."

1
t\
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#572 - 30 N. Brainard

Variation - Fence Height - Corner Side yard

Page 3

Granting this variation is not anticipated to have an adverse impact on the character of the
neighborhood.

No Other Remedy - "There is no means orher than the requested variation by which the alleged
hardship or difficulty can be avoided or remedied to a deg'ee sfficient to permit a reasonable use of
the subject property."

Other remedies would be to reduce the height of the fènce in the comer side yald to 3.5 feet.
However, according to the petitioners, the most feasible option to provide safety and privacy for their
house is with a 5 ft. fence along the corner side lot line.

-(b$q



APPLICåTIPN FO R-ZOJI Nç VARIATI ON
Application # 51)

Date Filed: t(- ì'c
UARCO #3 5trq

.IO 
TI.IE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OIì'IRUSTEES

VILLACE OF I-A C}RANGE. ILLINOIS

(please type or print)
Application is hereby rnade by

Address Jo N\ brnr'üôLD Phone: 1ot-511 - @15
Owner of properry locared at: I Ar.r røU r 5u lt( 5oþg

Permanent Real Estate Index No:

Present Zoning C lass i fìcation LW Presentuse: S,xK¿ l^ b Ua'o

Orrlinance Provision for Variation from Article # 7'¡05'ï)'ti) ot Zoning Ordinance, to wit

{. Mini¡num Variation of Zoning requirement necessary to permit the proposed use. constructìon, or development:

Ap e{tm 16" 0Y (æcí úe,çsf CIrrø (eq"Pt*h
'G't- A i o"lnL Lø'te¡ Ù Ò,F 5l fui* AL¿ "5 Cw P e ,c (uf (¡/v<

ALs? 2ç fe¿+ fp'nn SiTà oF /-,b't5e 'io fe-re ip+p¿Scchøu.
ì' rhep"'potltîii;", , z'1, rlø,c*í cvt*' g<- &^,*'0 br D¡Ls

b \rt,niV¡= D¿iu* Poþ,,"r\t,tc ilte*r-tpt ti 
Y"y^ AiLef5,(lz hne*'

c- &-Jeçt¿,nJ ,orå¡¿ Co,.Ã¿oL- *"n,-l> fi [rrt*vlz15 'Ð055 6 eN.ü 0*l .

l. Thc specifîc feature(s) of the proposed use, construction, or development that require a variation:

f e,.,1 fle,t É f tJ A ¿, ,+ l- ¿ ou % /ß 
tt 

ßJ ¿¡ Co& ç'/L

S I ,',¿r-l
io4 ltuc

t Fv:rr Y\

tn kn
Fo+, <l ,t, ¡þ c,g {

LA'l'OF SURV. Ð'.m-Us3. þ-s.submitted with applicatiçn. The plat should show any existing buildings on tlte petitioned

roperty as well as alty existirrg buildings on property irnmedialely ad.jncent. lt should also show any proposed new

onstnrctiorr in connection with the variation. including lanclscaping. l'encing. etc.

. -Ccncr:itl Stanclard. 'l-he Pctitioner nrusl list belou,FACTS AND II,IÌASONS srrbstnntiall¡'strpporting q!$.h tll'thc

\'0

t%{,\ fL 5l k.V É¿ uu,* ftatt CctNsrL

Frr*/, frn9 )l lee f Fnoø¿Yu/) dL
9tt

c\,



bllowing ccnclr¡sions or tlre petition lbr variation cannot be granted. (if'necessary, use additional page)

a. State n,raptiç,nl,4i,ü[çUltv or nfl,¡:liggl*,t.hnrylshin created f'or you in carrying out the strict letter of'the zoning
regulations. to wit:

tlç 3t'lu f oa* Ltvul'n{tvv'¡ Iç loo (o"-> fct'u J\o 5nrc\ 4 o4r

fÞeg Th¿ Lo.( ¡l-xe6,-løor\ lvltlR.S So,n< a1c ôç
9 úC l*u¿D Liirr^.:l¡ ¡ c k'r¿- llnrt-r * v f #r+y ffi

b. A reasonable retúrn or usc ol'your property is not possible rinder the existing regul/tiôns, because:

-fu ôÅ.Á \h*o q f[. bt- flayrrnr .ul" o,r- *tu t,/, lø8
fo r ,"J@¡fr*L 

Y fr"rl 9/h c€ fo* Fh,^,5 A cl t u ' tt c9 .

c. Your situation is unique (not applicable to other properties rvithin that zoning district or area) in the following
respect(s):

kn-y ¡ r$ D tn s-J- fivfÁ q fuw 7 /n¡+F¡"r c 
^rL

U¿\n,.i¿ A¡"0 06eeçknw. urj¿ hl" ll l4t {r< / Nttg dryfr,r/

/rr- p hnt < l*"I"J- C*B N ex*- +{a

6 tnTl 4t'teeL urtl'L èüøø'(','
ú P +vLt níaê à ou" /rr^Å

. Uniqpe Ph¡-sical Condition. The subject propertf is exceptional as compared to other lots subject to the same
rovision by reason of a unique physical condition, including presence of an existing use. structure. or sign, rvhether
onforming or nonconforming; irregular or substandard shape or size: exceptional topographical featuresi or other
xtraordinary physical conditions peculiar to and inherent in the subject propeny that amount to more than a mere
tconvenience to the owner and that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal siruation of the current o\\ner
f the lot.

W¿ h¡n¿ ft^r r íÁz1ul*,' Shil /6{' whttl ¿ S rry
J

,.l I '?'} wt 0a g- i- ttu*,,,- L¿+ I t¡ue b I L-! * ,h +iÅ

[*: \ttt?Ç¿ /r4t¿.1 0,L 5þ¿ll n- rrui{r'*t'lo þlt
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tp+ Coo v<,q *l* P*nl, "5 Åne * ftrr S-b¿r Pp Tc o,n s

Not Self-Created. The af'oresaid uniqr"re physical conditio¡r is ¡lot the result of any action or inaction of'the owner or
s predecessors in title and existed at the tinie ol'the enactment o1'the provisions from which a variation is sought or
as created by natr.rral ibrces or lvas the result of govemniental action. other than the adoption of this Code. for which
) compensation was ou'o -lk'oWoî¿*,u q I o 
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4. Denies!.Substantial Rights. The canf ing out of the strict letterof the provision fiom rvhich a variation is sought
would deprivc the orvner of the subject property of substantial rights commonly enjoyed by orvners of other lots subject
to the sarne provision. 5e( ?t c4--æÇ - 1 [^¿r¿ø A^¿ 'o¡ t ¿r- Lof> ,o ¡-l.L-,

(*+ l*,'"lr' -fhn^: 3' l" f*'r+ t'r" Carl'ett- Lò4 /*I

ftn cw

5. Not Mgrel.v Sp-e-cial Privilege. The alleged hardship or difficulty is not merely inability of the owner or occupant to
:njoy sorne special privilege or additional right not available to orvners or occupants of other lots subject to the same
crovision, normerely an inability to make more money from the use of the subject property; provided, however, that
rvhere the standards herein set out exist. the existence of an economic hardship shall not be a prerequisite to the grant of
mauthorizedvariation. r t. ./-Ì ^'th¿ rttreçulau Çhrc¿ r( lr+ ( tnnno-,¡ L v, ' ) tN Q€ku

Sîg¿e C fcnl €) A Co*t)ttr,rd '.r\""< 9""tuø v5a A€

5,Oe I*, rJ,îrù*rvzJ +" ¿)U"f ltn gn'nt 
-)

É,*.,',,5 A.-|ru'J-¿ðl'l\t ô+{-e-e Lu+S-15 Nor'w)DL ShtrN
A¡rÞ j 12e.

í. Code and Plan Purposes. The variation r.vould not result in a use or development of the subject property that rvould
)e not in harmony with the general and specific purposes fbr which this Code and the provision from which a variation
s sought were enacted or the general purpose and intent of the Oftìcial Comprehensive Plan.

Yrç l1 \zr.) ¿ ,l^ N d'Ê î< l"l+ t /! A .uSe ot^

Ato , x lo (rnø.k ,J), ni '^J o' lrl 4 of k ( N hn, nl, 
,

;;1.. lv q"'"r.-l A'^Å J[kc1 F,c- f:tnpsrv> orv bfu- +

I c-Þn\ o p"{4.0- Õf f tcrrAc Co'n'r f * /lztç,"< pur)

I. Essential Characler of the Area. 'fhe variation would not result in a use or development on the subject propety that:

(a) Would be materially detrimental to the public rvellhrc or nlalerially injurious to the enjoyment, use.
developnrent. or t¡¿tlue of property or improvenrents pernrittccl in thc vicinity: or

r! r¿ r{ ti 'ir * ËÈ,." o' kllr./. ¿;;(/ iil i.,il- U¿ ¡ N'(pt+I

$
ilo'n [i.." K,:iîi'Y J: iifä,:tln'Útq 
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(b,l Wou¡ld materiall¡' impair an adequatc supply ol'light ancl air to the properties and improvements in the
vicinity; or f.¡ a
(c) Would substantially íncreasc copgestion in the public streets due to traffic or parking; or

^)ô 
ç((<k

(d) would undury increasc the 

vrryood 
or fìre: or

(e) Wor¡ld unduly tax public utilities and fhcilities in the area; or
/.,Ò í,( æ-

(f) Would .nåung., tËe-pultic health or saf'ety. ^ , t y.\ , I
o nr c *o J 1!r- Ff rt"'"J^" 5M unlo .,(9 )1 ù+

V¿. ob i l-. €il i ^J A..7 N 47 b pØ,c€ .

l. Ng Other Remedy, There is no means other than the rcquested variation by ivhich the alleged hardship or diffìculry
:an be avoided or remedied to a degree sufficient to permit a reasonable use of the subject properry.

vu,þ\ a.,! +v vvl-t* ig" Ð.rA- \dÇt *rJ/,
.-þ",rp ,*b 6-^rJ }tÍf,,6 r-r- AJl,/.^ 3'1, kt /B

Ð¡Þ, b- B ¡e.Lti lu,r xcuègi- l" P^ae-r$

rttr*

{OTIÇE: This application must be fìled rvith the otfìce of the Conrmunity Development Direcror, accompanied by
lecessary data called for above and the required filing fÞe of Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00).

'he above minimum fèe shall be payable at the time of the fìling of such request. It is also understood that the applicant
hall reimburse the Village any additional costs over and above these minimums, rvhich are incurred by the Villag.,
ncluding but not limited to the following:

(a) Legal Publication (direct cost);

(b) Recording Secretarial Services (direct cost);

(c) Court Reporter (dilect cost);

(d) Administrative Review and Preparation (hourly salary times a multiplier sulÏìcient to
recover 100 percenl ol'the direct ancl indirect cost ol'sr.rch service)t

(e) Doctlmenl Preparation and Re vierv (hourly salary times a multiplier sulïìcicnt to rccovcr
100 percent of the direct and indirect cost ol'such sen,ice);

u,
þ
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(l) Prol'essional and Technical Consultant Services (clirect cost);

(g) Legal Review. Consultation, and Advice (direct cost);

(h) Copy Rcproduction (direct cost); and

(i) Document Recordation (direct cost); ancl

0) Postage Costs (direct cost).

Such additional costs shall be paid by the applicant prior to the Board of Trustees making a decision regarding the
request.

[, the undersigned, do hereby ceniry that I am the owner, or contract purchaser (Evidence of title or other interest you
have in the subject property, date of acquisition of such interest , and the specifTc nâture of such interest must be
¡ubm àpplication. ) and do hereby certify that the above statements are true and correct to the best of my
(now

v b J$. 6øa,¡uw.2Signature of or Contract Purchaser) (Address)

ci,rr [f\ 6rn.¿¿ 'fu
(Zip code) k> ZS(State)

iubscribed and sworn to before me this day of 20 ()l -_.

Notary blic) (Seal)

ù

OFFICIA¡. SÊAL
SYLV|A cOilzAtEZ

NOTARY PU8UC. SÍAT€ 0F ttuNOtS
MY COMi,fSSlo{ EXPIRES;Í t/lft0

.nclosures:

q s



l.

,".

.FOR VII.,LAGE USE ONLY)

Filed with Office of the Community Development Direcro rt b' Ò4 
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Transmitted to Zoning Board of Appeals at their meeting held:

20 0g

1 't1-08

Continuation (if any):

t. Notice of hearing published in l^k on: b.a S'08

Findings and Recommendation of Zoning Board of Appeals referred to Village Board at Meeting of:

Final Action of Village Board for adoption of amending ordinances or denial of applicant's request at meeting
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Payment of expenses satisfied:

londitions Imposed:

.lsfìRs('oÀlMoMD.'\'l',\rsïl.vrÁr.tbnn¡ rnd ,At¡pric¡riursv\rrrlricãriol lil zonin¡L virrirriorr rvprt

\{

a\
I



\e



.Þ
\

bJlz
l-
l(,'ôt-.
rcÊ

t.

lc{ âv
-*'
13ñ/

\c
abô)/

()*

.\o

5

f¡l
Þz
trl

Ê
Êi

z
p¿
F¡

,þ

j ì Ì...'

,il'

ir.!

a,- :,_J 
----=\

".¡
-1- +

,,à,)
T

s:'

59
J}

1 t
.a;

;1
,l

ffi .{c
-Uv^:'jI iLa:

BE
DRA¡N TO

TO

15J.79'
t88.8e'

-ù\c12'x12. YARD DRAIN
RtM=6¡12.20
l1W.=6¿t1.1O

,?'
ô.

@o
¡l)

q)0

bu"t 'aO

J)4f
b-'

35' -ro

"*i"NP
\c

" ¡')

ost

àa¡"
?ç--

.:'

¡ ,ì

.ri.

ì,

.."1,

'a'

-f!s
a!2.3i

o,

(g

uJ.¡'s'
€

- h7
E BENCTMÅRK:
'UARË CN WAL(

, !'ç

E
bÃXåL' I

l-
)

I

õ42.7

6'DrÀ

6u9

17.29'

N+
"i

.9 s1.21'

ì"".C

+
" Þcc wAL|(

INV=6

lNll !T

Rìlv1=

lNt/=659

STORM
Ritr{= 2

7

.!
10

642

to T^



añ
ì

ùl

5¿'

\\
t¡

N
s.

¡rl
\\
(\

t....

\(\

t /7ó.t

218

5t

4tst
I

ST \5\)

t()

$
I

N

0
q
\
Ì

$

6á

\r
)

t

'-!l'r1,1-t*. .. /z"
e.s'it. :;B

t'".t 'í ¿ti 
t'B ") ':t'':1 '3

/ 7v-:

. r.:l ¡) lj

\k
ü

G

,i
..:¡ ) .t,/

/7i ðo/
./ 1.:l rì /.:l

,,d, i o¿t\h
t,!i

ir.l

t:,
éii¿2ë Í!

50 7e -,1..,

..tt û,7

t 2.5
- c¡ ati

(r

t. ,'7Q-oaZca " ,,riz '¿¿' 7

tí-7 -a"B

61.80

\-¡

(.)
t(t

rfi

YWB ST 1
fi,

I
$ru//o IJ

(

¡

I
{

tq
fi')

tr¡
s
\t.
\9a

hì

t8

,AVE--'
s
N-\

a

$
a

5co

ft-

4'**
Jt"" R R

-1
Õt"t

t8,It I

..ool

Pl of
,+'¡ûó

1 il
\,
ri
I

a¿3
/ 6'l

4 - rro7

/á/'ee5

b
}3\

ñ

I

I

t.
rq

!
\r\r-
s.{

z2
----4,

;
rr)
f\

(...-
(J
\1
ti:;î
3

ebrJ
i
s
ñr

\I
:
\

'J
sl
N

I

::---¿

\
.r¡

cq
\
)

N
sl
t{\
<ì

\
)

c(.t
:¡-
1\

5a

'4
\:

ç.
+-

ra¡
vl

ì.)\
'\tJ
\))
\!

Þ
s
\\

s

4¡'.ií

!.¡

\_,\)
Nþ\

- a2/

/88.52 /9<g-

o

a

, 4o

-d20\
-^¡

2 o

61.

,.4u
Â,

5
si I 4

tO 3 52

.t'
I



IIlr

ir
,i

) ;.åC,ti ;ôw

R

li
l;

¡3

o

1i

t,tn Ê-

ô'ê

zos [8]?J

206

[Br 6J

207

¡J

fz

t-^-à.J

20r

203
t___ 

',

\

@

o
o@

(

e

6

o

¡)
e

E

õ

2no
@:

o
tl,

9

q

N

2

{ o

r-lz-



TO:

RE:

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Community Development Department

BOARD EPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees and Village Attomey

FROM: Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Patrick D. Benjamin, Community Development Director

DATE: September 8,2008

ORDINANCE - VARIATION . SIDE YARD REGULATIONS FOR
ACCESSORY STRUCTURES/I N. EDGE\ilOOD

Robert and Janice Derrickson, owners ofthe property at I N. Edgewood, have applied for variation
from corner side yard regulations and side yard requirements for accessory structures in order to
replace a detached garage which is original to the home. The subject property is located in the R-6
Single Family District.

The property in question is a two-family residential lot, 66.33 foot width in the front, 29.18 foot
width in the rear and a depth of 128.62 feet which is an atypical size and configuration for lots in the
aÍea.

The petitioners wish to replace the existing 20.15 ft.x22.25 ft. detached garage with a new 2l ft.by
24 ft. gange in approximately the same location. They also wish to construct an 8 ft. extension of
the garage roof to the (west), facing their house, to create a covered patio area.

Currently, the southeast corner of the existing garage is 7.5 ft. from the (soutþ lot line. This
encroaches into the required corner side yard of 17 feet by 9.5 ft. Construction of the proposed

detached garagewould maintain this same encroachment into the required comer side yard. Also, at

the southwest corner of the new structure, the garage roof extension over the new patio would
encroach 1.5 ft. into the required corner side yard. Therefore, the petitioners seek a variation from
Paragraph3-1l0c2(ComersideYard)oftheZoningCode. Subparagraph14-30381(a)(Authorized
Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard setback. The requested variation falls within
the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

In addition, the existinggarage is located approximately 2.58 feet from the (north) side lot line. In
order to construct a larger garcge in the same location, the ner'¡i garage would be closer to the lot line
with a 1.83 feet setback. Therefore, they seek a variation of I.l7 feet from the required side yard.

Subparagraph l4-303E1 (a) (Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard

setback. The requested variation falls within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

On August 21,2008, the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on this matter and voted

unanimously to recommend that the variation be granted as requested. One condition was noted that
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the Commissioners wanted to reflect that this action was not granting an approval to enclose the roof
extension over the patio now or in the future.

Staffhas prepared the attached ordinance authorizing the variation for your consideration.
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE

ORDINANCE NO. O.O8-

AN ORDINANCE GRANTING A ZONING VARIATION
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF A DETACHED GARAGE

AT 1 N. EDGEWOOD A\IENUE

WHEREAS, Robert Derrickson is the owner (the "Owner") of the property
commonly known as L N. Edgewood Avenue, La Grange, Illinois, and legally described
as follows:

Lot I in the Resubdivision of Lots 229,230,231 and232 in the West End addition to La
Grange, being a Subdivision of that part of the East half of the Northwest Quarter of
Section 5, Township 38 North, Range 12, East of the Third Principal Meridian between
the center line of Ogden Avenue and the Northerly line of the right of way of Chicago
Burlington and Quincy Railroad, in Cook County,Illinois.

(the "Subject Property''); and

WHEREAS, the Owner has applied for a variation from Paragraph 3-110C2
Corner Side Requirements and the side yard required for accessory structures by
Paragraph 3-110-Gg of the La Grange Zoning Code in order to construct a detached
garage on the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the La Grange Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing
to consider the application on August 21, 2008, pursuant to proper public notice, and
recommended in its Findings and Recommendation dated August 2L, 2008, that the
variations be approved; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees have reviewed the record of the
public hearing and the Findings and Recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals
and have determined that the application satisfies the standards set forth in the La
Grange Zoning Code for the grant of a variation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of La Grange, Cook County and State of lllinois, as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.

Section 2. Grant of Variation. The Board of Trustees, pursuant to the
authority granted to it by the laws of the State of Illinois and the La Grange Zoning
Code, hereby grants to the Owner variations from (1) corner side yard requirements of
Paragraph 3-100C2 of the La Grange Zoning Code by 9.5 feet (2) the side yard standard
for accessory structures of Paragraph 3-110-Gg of the La Grange Zoning Code to reduce
the interior side yard required on the Subject Property by 1.17 feet for a detached
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garage, subject to all of the following conditions:

The variation is granted only to authorize construction of 2I foot by 24
foot detached garage in substantial conformity with the design drawings
and site plan attached to this Ordinance as Exhibit A (the "Approved
Design"). The permit drawings to be prepared by the Owner must
conform to the Approved Design. This Ordinance does not grant any
authorization to enclose the roof extension depicted in Exhibit "4".

B If the garage is constructed in violation of any term or condition of this
Ordinance, then the Village may order the garage to be demolished and
may rescind the approval granted by this Ordinance.

Section 3. Effective Date. This Ordinance will be in full force and effect from
and after (a) its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form as provided by
law, (b) execution by the Owner, and (c) approval by the Village's Director of
Community Development of conforming plans for the garage as required by Subsection
2A of this Ordinance.

PASSED this 

- 

day of 

- 

2008, pursuant to a roll call vote as follows:

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

A.

APPROVED by me this _ day of 2008.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Robert N. Milne, Village Clerk
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FINDINGS OF FACT

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
OF THE

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
August 21,2008

President Asperger and
Board of Trustees

RE: ZONING CASE #575 - VARIATION - CORNER SIDE AND REAR YARI)
REGULATIONS FOR ACCESSORY STRUCTURES. ROBERT & JANICE
DERRICKSON. 1 N. EDGEWOOD.

The Zoning Board of Appeals transmits for your consideration, its recommendations for a request of
zoning variation necessary to construct a detached garage at I N. Edgewood.

L THE SUBJECT PROPERTY:

The subject property in question is a residential lot, 66.33 foot width in the fronto 29.18 foot
width in the rear and a depth of 128.62 feet.

II. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SURROUNDING AREA:

The subject property is located in the R-6 Single Family Residential District.

III. VARIATIONS SOUGHT:

The applicant seeks a variation from Paragraph 3-110G9 (Side Yard Regulations for
Accessory Structures) and 3-110C2 (Corner Side Yard Regulations forAccessory Structures)

of the Village of La Grange Zoning Code. Sub Paragraph l4-303E1(a) Authorized
Variations, allows the reduction of any required yard setback. The requested variations fall
within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

IV. THE PUBLIC HEARING:

After due notice, as is required by law, (including legal publication, posting at the subject
property and courtesy notices to owners within 250 feet of the subject property) the Zoning
Board of Appeals held a public hearing on the proposed variation in the La Grange Village
Hall Auditorium on August 21,2008. Present were Commissioners Nathaniel Pappalardo,
Nancy Pierson, Kathy Schwappach, Charles Benson, Jr. and Chairperson Ellen Brewin
presiding. Also present was Community Development Director Patrick Benjamin and

Community Development Clerk Joyce Gomolinski. Testimony was given under oath by the
applicants. No objectors appeared at the hearing and no written objections have been filed to
the proposed variation.

2
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FF --ZBA Case #575
RE: 1N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures
August 21,2008 -Page 2

Chairperson Brewin swore in Robert Denickson, owner ofthe property at I N. Edgewood,
who presented the application and answered questions from the Commissioners:

Mr. Denickson stated his current garage is falling down. It is original to the home and he
would like to replace it with a wider garage. The structure would not be going toward the
street or any neighbors.

Since the street runs on angle, agarage seventy feet from the lot line would have to be
moved over very close to the lot line to get the same sized garage as proposed,2l by 24
feet.

Chairperson Brewin solicited questions from the Commissioners:

Commissioner Schwappach asked about the eight foot extension of the garage roof to
create a covered patio. Answer: You cannot see this from the street. The current garage
has a gabled design so the new design is actually lower.

Chairperson Brewin asked ifthis wasthe smallest size garageto buildwhichwouldwork
for two cars. Answer: Can barely get two cars in the garage, and there is no place for
additional storage. It is difficult to get snow blower, lawnmower and two cars into the
garage.

a

a

a

a

a

a

Chairperson Brewin asked about the garage overhang and gutters going into the
neighbor's area. Answer: Neither the garage overhang nor gutters will be in the
neighbor's yard.

Commissioner Pierson asked if the petitioner had spoken with the neighbors to the north.
Answer: They are pleased with the project, trees were trimmed away from the power
lines and they are fine with that.

Commissioner Pappalardo asked about how close the garage is to the sidewalk. Answer:
the door faces the street and they would like to keep that there. The neighbor's garage is
further away, on the north side, and there is room to maintain the garage, 1.8 feet.

Commissioner Brewin asked if the petitioner would consider moving it to make it two
feet. Answer: This is only a couple of inches, moving it closer to the street, it becomes

diffrcult to park a vehicle there.

Under the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, no variation shall be granted unless the

applicant establishes that carrying out the stríct letter of the provisions of thß code would

L
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FF --ZBA Case #575
RE: I N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures
August 21,2008 - Page 3

create a partícular hardship or practical dfficulty. Such a showing shall require proof that
the variation sought satisfies certain conditions. The þllowing facts were þund to be
evident:

1. Unique Physical Condition:

This zoning lot is atypical of most comer lots in the Village. This lot is irregular in shape; it
measures only 29.18 feet wide at one end. Typical lots measure 50 feet in width. Required
yards on comer lots are larger than interior lots; the corner side yard requirement is 17 feet,
whereas the interior side is 5 feet.

2. Not Self-Created:

The petitioners purchased the property in April 2005. They have not made any improvements
to the property that would affect the location of the detached garage in the corner side yard.

3. Denied Substantial Rights:

This is a legal lot of record; however, it is an inegular shaped lot and the required yards for
this corner lot do not allow space for a two-car detached garage.

4. Not Merely Special Privilege:

The petitioner is asking for a2l ft.by 24 ft. (504 sq.ft.) two-car detached garage. On lots
similar in size to the petitioner's, a 600 sq. ft. three-car detached garage would be permitted.
According to the petitioner, the size of the existing garage cannot comfortably accommodate
their (2) vehicles. Additionally, there are no other storage sheds existing on the property.
Therefore, the request is not a special privilege.

5. Code and Plan Purposes:

The Zoning Code requires two parking spaces for each single family residence, and the
Village does not allow ovemight parking on the street. Therefore, the requested variation
would allow a detached garage in which to park two vehicles.

6. Essential Character of the Area:

The petitioners believe that the requested variation would not adversely affect the character
of the neighborhood. The petitioner would like to replace the garage which is substantially
deteriorated. A two car detached garage is in character with the surrounding area.

1

7. No Other Remedy:
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FF --ZBA Case#575
RE: 1N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures
August 21,2008 -Page 4

Currently, the property has a two car detached garage that is located a similar distance from
Hillgrove Avenue. This is a pre-existing, legal nonconformity. A variation is the only
possible course of action to build or repair/rebuild a new detached garage on the property.
The lot is na¡rower than most zoning lots in La Grange; therefore, sufficient space is not
available to meet the comer side requirements. Additionally, even if the existing garuge
depth of 20.15 ft. was maintained, the new garage would still not meet the interior (north)
yard requirement without moving the structure closer to Hillgrove Avenue.

The petitioners feel that the existing garuge is substantially beyond repair. They wish to
construct a new garage with a more modern design that accentuates the architectural style of
the neighborhood and enhances their propefy

V. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION:

Commissioner Benson stated that the lot was a unique physical situation because the lot
nanows at the back. The garcge can be moved, but it would be almost next to the house.

Commissioner Pappalardo stated that it appears the2.58 setback is changing to 1.83 feet
in this petition. It is encroaching more to the north lot line. Director Benjamin stated the
new garage will maintain 1.4 feet in the comer and it will encroach seven inches on to the
north lot line.

Commissioner Pappalardo asked if the space should be two feet between the garage and
the neighbor's lot line. Chairperson Brewin felt there might not be enough room to get to
the garage for maintenance purposes and would like it to be two feet.

a

a

a

a Commissioner Pappalardo felt the uniqueness of the shape of the lot made the variation
more than reasonable. The garage is situated toward the rear of the lot and consistent
with the character of the neighborhood.

Commissioner Pappalardo stated the garage being considered is only aZl by 24 foof
garage, with an eight foot overhang, which encroaches into the required side yard. He
would also like an acknowledgement that the variance is not granting approval for the
enclosure of the overhang.

There being no further questions or comments from the audience or the Commissioners, a motion
was made by Commissioner Pappalardo and seconded by Commissioner Pierson that the Zoning
Board of Appeals recommendto the Village Board of Trustees approval ofthe applicationsubmitted
with ZBA Case#575.

Motion Carried by a roll call vote (5/0/2).

a
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AYE:
NAY:

ABSENT:

FF --ZBA Case#575
RE: I N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures
August 21,2008 - Page 5

Pappalardo, Pierson, Bensono Schwappach and Brewin.
None.
Naseei Brenson.

BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the Zoning Board of Appeals recommend approval to the
Village Board of Trustees of the variations from Paragraph 3-110G9 (Side Yard Regulations for
Accessory Structures) and 3-1 10C2 (Comer Side Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures) ofthe
Village of La Grange ZonngCode.

Respectfu lly submitted :

ZoningBoard of Appeals ofthe
Village of La Grange

BY:
Ellen Brewino Chairperson

DRAFT
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STAFF REPORT

CASE: ZBA#575 - Robert and Janice Derrickson - I N. Edgewood Avenue - Corner Side
Yard and Interior Side Yard

BACKGROUND

(Note: This Staff Report is solely based on information presented in the application and on a physical
inspection of subject properly and environs, and is not influenced by any other circumstance.)

The petitioners, Mr. and Mrs. Derrickson, wish to replace an existing detached garageat the subject
properly at I N. Edgewood Avenue. They wish to replace the existing 20.15 ft..x22.25 ft. detached
garcge with a new garage in approximately the same location that is 2l ft. x24 ft. They also wish to
construct an 8 ft. extension of the garage roof to the (west), facing their house, to create a covered
patio area.

The southeast corner of the existing garage is 7.5 ft. from the (south) lot line. This encroaches into
the required corner side yard by 9.5 ft. The petitioner seeks a variation from Paragraph 3-110C2
(Corner Side Yard) of the 7-oning Code. Construction of the proposed detached garage would
maintain this same encroachment into the required comer side yard of 17 ft. by encroaching 9.5 ft. at
the southeast comer. At the southwest corner of the new structure, the garage roof extension over the
new patio would encroach 1.5 ft. into the required corner side yard. Subparagraph 14-303E1 (a)
(Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard setback. The requested variation
falls within the authorized limits of the ZoningCode.

In addition, the existing detached garage is currently setback approximately 2.58 ft. from the side
(north) lot line and 4.1 ft. from the rear (east) lot line. According to the ZoningCode, the side and
rear yard setbacks required for detached structures is 3 feet. In order to construct a new larger garage

in approximately the same location, the petitioners seek a variation from Paragraph 3-l 10-G9 (Side
and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structures) of the Zoning Code. The detached garage
would encroach into the required side (north) yard setback of 3 ft. by l.l7 ft leaving a remaining
setback of 1.83 ft. The existing setback of 4.1 ft. from the rear (east) lot line would be maintained.
Subparagraph 14-30381 (a) (Authorized Variations) allows the reduction of any required yard
setback. The requested variation falls with the authorized limits of the zoning code.

The petitioners also plan to relocate an existing 6 ft. high solid board fence that runs along the
sidewalk of Hillgrove Avenue. At a point 8.5 ft. west of the existing driveway, this fence angles into
the lot to meet with the southwest corner of the existing garcge. The fence will need to be relocated
such that at a point 10 ft. west of the existing driveway, it will angle into the lot to meet the
southwest comer of the new garage. Paragraph 9-105D2 (b) (Fence Location on Front and Corner
Side Yards) allows for this configuration.

ÅL
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#565-IN.Edgewood

Variation - Comer Side Yard
Page2

VARIATION STANDARDS

In considering a variation, be guided by the General Standard as outlined in our ZoningCode that
"No variation shall be granted pursuant to this Section unless the applicant shall establish that
carrying out the strict letter of the provisions of this Code would create a particular hardship or a
practical difficulty. Such a showing shall require proof that the variation being sought satisfies each
of the standards set forth in this Subsection."

Unique Physical Condition - "The subject property ß exceptíonal as compared to other lots
subject to the same provision by reoson of a unique physical condition, including presence of an
existing use, structure, or sign, whether conforming or nonconforming; irregular or substandard
shape or sìze; exceptional topographical features; or other extraordinary physical conditions
peculiar to and inherent in the subject property that amount to more than a mere inconveníence to
the owner and that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation of the current
owner of the lot."

This zoning lot is atypical of most corner lots in the Village. This lot is irregular in shape; it
measures only 29.18 feet wide at one end. Typical lots measure 50 feet in width. Required yards on
comer lots are larger than interior lots; the corner side yard requirement is 17 feet, whereas the
interior side is 5 feet.

Not Self-Created - "The aþresaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action or
inaction of the owner or its predecessors in title and existed at the time of the enactment of the
provisions from which a variation is sought or was created by natural þrces or was the result of
governmental action, other than the adoption of thß Code, þr which no compensationwas paid."

The petitioners purchased the property in April 2005. They have not made any improvements to the
property that would affect the location of the detached garage in the corner side yard.

Denied Substantial Rights - "The carrying out of the strict letter of the provisionfrom which a
variation is sought would deprive the owner of the subject property of substantial rights commonly
enjoyed by owners of other lots subject to the same provísion."

This is a legal lot of record; however, it is an irregular shaped lot and the required yards for this
corner lot do not allow space for a two-car detached garage.

Not Merely Special Privilege - "The alleged hardship or dfficulty is not merely the inability of the

owner or occupant to enjoy some special privilege or additional right not available to owners or
occupants of other lots subject to the same provision, nor merely an inabílity to malcp more money

from the use of the subject property; provided, however, thot where the standards hereín set out
exist, the exístence of an economic hardship shøll not be o prerequisite to the grant of an authorized
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#565 - 1N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side Yard
Page 3

variation."

The petitioner is asking for a2l ft.by 24 ft. (504 sq. ft.) two-car detached garage. On lots similar in
size to the petitioner's, a 600 sq. ft. three-car detached garcgewould be permitted. According to the
petitioner, the size of the existing garage cannot comfortably accommodate their (2) vehicles.
Additionally, there are no other storage sheds existing on the property. Therefore, the request is not a
special privilege.

Code and Plan Purposes - "The variation would not result in a use or development of the subject
property that would be not in harmony with the general and specífic purposes þr whích this Code
and the provisionfrom which a variation is sought were enacted or the general purpose and intent of
the Oficial Comprehensive Plan."

The Zoning Code requires two parking spaces for each single family residence, and the Village does
not allow overnight parking on the street. Therefore, the requested variation would allow a detached
garage in which to park two vehicles.

Essential Character of the Area - "The variationwould not result in ø use or development on the
subject property that:

Would be materially detrimental to the public welfore or materially injurious to the
enjoyment, use, development, or value ofproperty or improvements permitted in the vicinity;
or
Ilould materíally impair an adequate supply of light and air to the properties and
improvements in the vicinity; or
llould substantially inøease congestion in the public streets due to trffic or parking; or
llould unduly intease the danger offlood orfire; or
Would unduly tax public utilities andfacílitates in the area; or
Would endanger the public health or safety."

The petitioners believe that the requested variation would not adversely affect the character of the
neighborhood. The petitioner would like to replace the garage which is substantially deteriorated.
A two car detached garage is in character with the surrounding area.

No Other Remedy - "There is no means other than the requested variation by which the alleged
hardship or dfficulty can be avoided or remedied to a degree sufficient to permit a reasonable use of
the subject property."

Currently, the properly has a two car detached garage that is located a similar distance from
Hillgrove Avenue. This is a pre-existing, legal nonconformity. A variation is the only possible
course of action to build or repair/rebuild a new detached garcge on the property. The lot is narrower

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.
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Staff Evaluation Criteria
ZBA#565 - 1N. Edgewood

Variation - Corner Side Yard
Page 4

than most zoning lots in La Grange; therefore, sufficient space is not available to meet the corner
side requirements. Additionally, even if the existing garage depth of 20.15 ft. was maintained, the
new garage would still not meet the interior (north) yard requirement without moving the structure
closer to Hillgrove Avenue.

The petitioners feel that the existing garage is substantially beyond repair. They wish to construct a
new garage with a more modern design that accentuates the architectural style ofthe neighborhood
and enhances their properly.
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APPLIC{TIqN FOR ZONING VARIATION

Permanent Real Estate Index No: 18-05-220-019-0000 Vol. 77

Present Zoning Classification: 2-03 Residential Present Use: Residential

Application # 571
Date Filed: July 17.2008
UARCO * ç;'.; 7c 7

TO THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES
VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE, ILLINOIS

Application is hereby made by:

Address: I North Edsewood Avenue. LaGranse Phone: 708.352.5210 (home1847.877.5502 (Bob's cell)
Owner of property located at: 1 North Edsewood Avenue. LaGrange

Ordinance Provision for Variation from Article *3:ll!Gl-q-- of Zoning Ordinance, to wit:

3-rtoca_

A. Minimum Variation of Zoning requirement necessary to permit the proposed use, construction, or development:

Yes. Garage will be 2' wider into our yard to the west and 10" deeper into our yard to the north. Not
asking to extend towards neighbors driveway to the east or towards Hillgrove Avenue to the south.

B. The purpose therefor,
Demolish old garage and construct a newer more modern garage designed to accentuate the

neighborhoods architectural design. Furthermore, the new Hip style roof will be lower than the existing Gable
style roof allowing for better sightlines for the neighbors to the north and east.

C. The specifïc feature(s) of the proposed use, construction, or development that require a variation:
The proposed garage will be slightly wider and deeper than existing g^r^ge originally designed in the

1950's when most households only had one car.

PLAT OF SLIRVEY mustbe submitted with application. The plat should showany existingbuildingsonthepetitioned
property as well as any existing buildings on property immediately adjacent. It should also show any proposed new
construction in connection with the variation, including landscaping, fencing, etc.

Plat of survey should be on file as Ít has been submitted to the Village of La Grange by Steele & I¡eber on
our behalf with original request for building permit within the last two weeks.

"cq
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following conclusions or the petition for variation cannot be granted. (if necessary, use additional page)

a. state practical $ifficulty or particular hardshjp created for you in carrying out the strict letter of the zoning

regulations, to wit:
It is difficult to comfortably fit two vehicles in the gar?¡gein its present configuration and village

laws do not allow for over night parking of vehicles on neighborhood streets'

b. A reasonable return or use of your property is not possible under the existing regulations, because:

Of size and location limitations'

c. your situation is unique (not applicable to other properties within that zoning district or area) in the

following <

The street (Hillgrove) is on a severe aggregatewhich anglesto the backof the property puttingthe

garage too close to the lotìine ãccording to existing 
"oning 

laws that have changed since the original construction'

z. Unique physical Condition. The subject property is exceptional as compared to other lots subject to the same

provision by reason of a unique physical .onaitioi, including pr.rcnr. of an existing use, structure, or sign, whether

conforming.or nonconforming; inegular or substandard shapä or size; exceptional topographical features; or other

extraordinãry physical conditions peculiar to and inherent in the subject properly that amount to more than a mere

inconvenience to the owner and that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation of the current

owner of the lot.
yes. If Hillgrove Avenue rvâs not on such a severe angle the front of the existing and proposed

garâge would be in comPliance.

3. Not Self-Created. The aforesaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action or inaction of the owner or

its predecessors in title and existed at üre timè of the enactment of the provisions from which a variation is sought or

was created by natural forces or was the result of governmental action, óther than the adoption of this Code, for which

no compensation was paid
yes. dhen existing garage was built it met local zoning codes. It has fallen out of compliance over

the years as the zoning laws have changed.

4. penied Substantial Rights. The carrying out of the strict letter of the provision from which a variation is sought

would depríve the owner of the subject piopãrty of substantial rights commonly enjoyed by owners of other lots subject

to the same provision.
yes. There are other properties in the immediate neighborhood that have garages larger than the

proposed nerv garage design.

5. Not Merely Special privilege. The alleged hardship or diffîculty is not merely inability of the owner or occupant to

'n¡dditionairightnotavailabletoownersoroccupantsofotherlotssubjecttothesameprovision, no, r.r"iy an iñability to make ro-or. *on.y from the use of the subject property; provided, however, that

where the standards herein set out exist, the existence of an economic hardship shall notbeaprerequisitetothegrantof

an authorized variation.
No, As stated in question # 4, there are larger garages on properties of equal size in the immediate

neighborhood

L\- ¿.ú



6. code and plan purpoçes. The variation would not result in a use or development of the subjegt property that would

be not in harmony *t[ tr,, generar ,"d d;;ifî;-purpor., fT*îä ihis code and.lt" ptouition tiom which a variation

is sought *rr. rnur*;;;1ñ. generat o,öäï;-ffiir;].;, ol-ttre official comprehensive Plan'

No. we are not asking to move it . g".ugu croser aïù"lot lines on trrr rouût or east' The expansion of size

would be into current property's yard'

7. Essential character of the Area. The variation would not result in a use or development on the subject propefly that:

(a) would be materiaily detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious to the enjoyment' use'

development,orvalueofp,ope,ty-orimprovementspermittedinthevicinity;or

G) would materia'y impair an adequate suppry of light and air to the properties and improvements in the

vicinity; or

(c) Would substantially increase congestion in the public streets due to traffic or parking; or

(d) Would unduly increase the danger of flood or fire; or

(e)Wouldundulytaxpublicutilitiesandfacilitiesinthearea;or

(Ð Would endanger the public health or safety'

The requested variation would not affect the essential character of the area'

g. No other Remedy. There is no means other than the requested variation by which the alleged hardship or difficulty

can be avoided or rJ*"di.d to a degree sufficient to petmit a reasonable use of the subject property'

No' There is no other remedv thaii the requested variation for this new garage'

NOTICB: This application must be frled with the offìce of the community Development Director, accompanied by

necessary data calted for above and the required frling fee of Five Hundred Dollars ($500'00)'

The above minimum fee shall be payable at the time of the filing of such request' It is also.understood that the

applicant shall reirnburse the village any additional costs over and ãbou. these minimums, which are incuned by the

Village, including but not limited to the following:

(a) Legal Publication (direct cost);

(b) Recording Secretarial Services (direct cost);

(c) Court RePorter (direct cost);

(d) Administrative Review and Preparation (hourly salary times a multiplier sufficient to

recover 100 percent of the direci and indirect cost of iuch service); 
L,\qL\'



(e) Document Preparation and Review (hourly salary times a multiplier sufficient to recover
100 percent ofthe direct and indirect cost ofsuch service);

(f) Professional and Technical Consultant Services (direct cost);

(g) Legal Review, Consultation, and Advice (direct cost);

(h) Copy Reproduction (direct cost); and

(i) Document Recordation (direct cost); and

0) Postage Costs (direct cost).

Such additional costs shall be paid by the applicant prior to the Board of Trustees making a decision regarding the
request.

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the owner, or contract purchaser (Evidence of title or other Ínterest you
have in the subject property, date of acquisition of such interest, and the specific nature of such interest must be
submitted with application.) and do hereby certify that the above statements are true and conect to the best of my
knowledge.

Signature of

LaGrange

(Notary Public)

Illinois

I N. Edgewood

60525

(Seal)

20 otsubscribed and sworn to berore me this 1fl0", " Qt* [t

S

Enclosures: Plat of Survey on file with the Village of La Grange
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VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Department of Public V/orks

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees, and Village Attorney

FROM Robert J. Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Mike Bojovic, Assistant Director Public V/orks
Larry Lezon, Head Mechanic

DATE: September 8,2008

RE: PURCHASE _ PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT/RßPLACEMENT
ASPHALT ROLLER AND TRAILER

The FY 2008-09 Village budget provides for the replacement of the 1991 Mauldin 3-5
ton asphalt roller. The asphalt roller is used to compact asphalt patches in the street
caused by water leaks, sewer repair and curb and gutter replacement.

The cunent roller is very large and difficult to maneuver. Because the machine uses sheer
weight to compact the asphalt, it has a chain drive system to propel it which requires
frequent maintenance. It also has poor visibility for the driver and poor speed control.
There is no emergency stop or rollover protection.

New rollers use frequency vibration to compact the asphalt making them smaller and
easier to maneuver. They also have all standard safety features including emergency stop,
roll over protection and true hydrostatic drive for better speed control.

Competitive quotations were received from four vendors that were identified as being
able to provide the equipment as specified.

Below is a summary of the competitive quotations received for the roller

TO

VENDOR/CITY MODEL/PRICE TRADE.IN TOTAL PRICE
Volvo Construction-
Villa Park, IL

DD24 roller
$31,276

$3s0 $30,926

Martin Implement-
Orland Park, IL

Wacker-RD roller
$36,051

$3,000 $33,051

McCann-
Bolingbrook, JL

Cass-DV2O2 roller
$34,675

$900 s33,775

Patten Construction-
Elmhurst, IL

CAT CB24 roller
$36,798

$1,000 $36,798

FY 2OO8.O9 BUDGET
Equipment Replacement Fund
*Roller and trailer

$36,000*

t\'
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Purchase - Public Works Department /
Replacement Asphalt Roller and Trailer

Board Report - September 8, 2008 -Page}

Because the new rollers articulate in the middle, they do not have self storing dolly
wheels. Therefore, a trailer for the new roller will be needed. The trailer required is a 12
foot long, single arle, 7,000 pound tilt bed tlpe. Competitive quotations were requested
from three vendors capable of supplying the trailer per our specifications. We propose to
accept the low quote of $3,385 from Funk Trailer of Morris, Illinois.

The total cost of the roller ($30,926) and the trailer ($3,385) is $34,311. This is $1,689
under the budget of$36,000.

Vy'e recommend that the Village Board waive the competitive bidding process and
authorize staff to enter into an agreement with Volvo Construction of Villa Park, Illinois
for the purchase of aDD24 roller at a cost of $31,276 (less $350 for trade) for a total cost
of $30,926.

l{ :\eelder\el lie\Br d Rpt\DPtvVAsphaltRoller.doc
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TO

RE:

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Department of Public Works

BOARD REPORT

Village President, Village Clerk
Board of Trustees, and Village Attorney

FROM: Robert J.Pilipiszyn, Village Manager
Mike Bojovic, Assistant Director of Public Works
Larry Lezon, Head Mechanic

DATE: September 8,2008

PURCHASE _ PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT / REPLACEMENT
DUMP TRUCK

The FY2008-09 Village budget provides for the replacement ofthe 1990 Ford L8000 five -ton dump
truck for the Department of Public V/orks. This vehicle is one of the larger general utility trucks in
our fleet and is used for general hauling of dirt and gravel in the summer, and snow and ice control in
the winter. It is no longer cost-effective to maintain this vehicle; mechanical repairs have become
increasingly frequent and the floor in the cab is starting to rust.

A quote was obtained from Prairie International, in Springfield, Illinois, a dealer providing State
pricing for the purchase of a new 2009 International five ton dump with 310 horsepower engine.
The vehicle is equipped with an I I foot snow plow, salt spreader, and pre-wet system to apply
calcium chloride to the salt when the temperature drops below 20 degrees. This is a sole source
purchase because Prairie Intemational was the only dealer who was able to offer State bid pricing
on not only the cab and chassis, but also on the dump body and other equipment components
(snow plow package) which we required.

The following is a breakdown of cost:

Cab/Chassis $58,492
Dump body, snow plow, salt spreader with pre-wet system $38,063
Total $96,555

Trade-in 1990 Ford L8000 ($3,500)

Net Total Cost $93,055

FY 2OO8-09 BUDGET
Eq uipment Replacement Fund $93,000

o,I'

We anticipate delivery of the vehicle before the 2008 / 09 winter season.



Purchase - Public Works Deparünent / Replacement Dunrp Truck
Board Report - September 8, 2008 -Page?

We recommend that the Village Board accept the quote submitted by Prairie International of
Springfield, Illinois for a200g lnternational five-ton úmp truck in the amount of $96,555, less a
ûade-in of $3,500, for a net total cost of $93,055.

H:beldcr\ellie\Brdþt\DPWpurdræedunpruck.doc
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Fund

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
Disbursement Approval by Fund

September 8, 2008
Consolidated Voucher 080908

09/08/08
VoucherNo. Fund Name

09/05/08
Payroll Total

431,244.',15
0.00

14.00
0.00

2,655.63
19,159.30

238,091.44
25,046.50
23,148.67

0.00
0.00

9,535.66
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

01

21

22
23
24
40
50
51

60
70
75
80
90
91

93
94

General
Motor FuelTax
Foreign Fire lnsurance Tax
TIF
ETSB
Capital Projects
Water
Parking
Equipment Replacement
Police Pension
Firefighters' Pension
Sewer
Debt Service
SSA 4A Debt Service
SAA 269
SAA 270

198,163.42

14.00

2,655.63
19,159.30

206,995.55
4,407.10

23,148.67

2,588.44

233,080.73

31,095.89
20,639.40

6,947.22

457,132.11 291,763.24 748,895.35

We the undersigned Manager and Clerk of the Village of La Grange hereby certify
that, to the best of our knowledge and belief, the foregoing items are true and
proper charges against the Village and hereby approve their payment.

Village Manager Village Clerk

President Trustee

Trustee Trustee

Trustee Trustee

Y

Trustee

f-\



MINUTES

VILLAGE OF LA GRANGE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES REGULAR MEETING

Village Hall Auditorium
53 South La Grange Road

La Grange,lL 60525

Monday, August 25,2008 - 7:30 p.m.

I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

The Board of Trustees of the Village of La Grange regular meeting was called to order at
7:30 p.m. by President Asperger. On roll call, as read by Village Clerk Robert Milne, the
following were present:

PRESENT: Trustees Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, Palermo, and V/olf

ABSENT: None

OTHERS: Village Manager Robert Pilipiszyn
Assistant Village Manager Andrianna Peterson
Village Attorney Mark Burkland
Community Development Director Patrick Benj amin
Finance Director Lou Cipparrone
Assistant Public V/orks Director Mike Bojovic
Fire Chief David Fleege
Doings Reporter Jane Michaels
Chicago Tribune Reporter Joe Ruzich
Suburban Life Reporter Joe Sinopoli

PRESIDENT'S REPORT

A. Proclamation - Community Diversity Group 17th Annual Race Unity Rally

President Asperger proclaimed Sunday, September 14,2008 as Race Unity Day
and indicated that the lTth Annual Rally would be held in the Village Hall
Auditorium beginning at 3:00 p.m. President Asperger noted this as an annual
event for all to gather and celebrate diversity in the community. Trustee Langan
moved to approve the Proclamation, seconded by Trustee Horvath. Approved by
unanimous voice vote. President Asperger invited Linda Eastman of the
Community Diversity Group to comment on the item. Ms. Eastman encouraged
all to attend and participate in this annual event.

2.

6
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Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, August 25,2008 -Page2

President Asperger announced that the La Grange Business Association will be
conducting the "Lounging In La Grange" charity auction on Thursday, September 4. On
September 6 and 7 the V/est End Arts Festival will take place. Residents were reminded
to drive safely as school has resumed.

President Asperger explained that immediately following the regular Board meeting, a
presentation and the continued discussion of the La Grange Theater would commence.

3. PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS

Michael Rutkowski, 309 S. Kensington Avenue noted his presence and requested
permission to speak during the Board's discussion of his item on the agenda. Permission
was granted by President Asperger.

4. OMNIBUS AGENDA AND VOTE

A. Ordinance - Variation - Side and Rear Yard Regulations for Accessory Structure
/ John Edinger and Maria Niedos, 226 S, Ashland (President Asperger noted this
item has been removed from the agenda at the applicant's request.)

Authorization to Participate in the Northwest Municipal Conference (NWMC) /
Suburban Purchasing Cooperative 2008 Thermoplastic Street Marking Program
($16,862)

Authorization to Participate in the Northwest Municipal Conference (NWMC) /
Suburban Purchasing Cooperative 2008 Crack Sealing Program ($25,000)

Purchase - Fire Department Vehicle Radio / Intercom Communication Equipment
(Miner Electronics Corporation, Joliet, IL - $16,345)

Consolidated Voucher 08081 1 ($580,557.86)

Consolidated Voucher 080825 ($5 42,23 4.91)

Minutes of the Village of La Grange Board of Trustees Regular Meeting,
Monday, July 28,2008

It was moved by Trustee Langan to approve items B, C, D, E, F, and G of the
Omnibus Agenda, seconded by Trustee Kuchler. Approved by roll call vote.

Ayes:

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

Nays:
Absent:

Trustees Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, Palermo, V/olf
and President Asperger
None
None
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Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, August 25,2008 - Page 3

5. CURRENT BUSINESS

Ordinance (#0-08-21) - Variation - Ma:rimum Building Coverage / Michael
Rutkowski, 309 S. Kensington Avenue: Referred to Trustee Horvath

Trustee Horvath explained that Michael Rutkowski, owner of the property at 309
S. Kensington Avenue, has applied for a variation from maximum building
coverage in order to construct a two car garage. Trustee Horvath gave detailed
information relating to the request for this variation, noting that on July 17, 2008
the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing on this matter and the motion
to recommend that the variation be granted failed with three ayes and two nays, at
least four ayes are required to decide in favor of any application. Trustee Horvath
noted that two Commissioners were absent.

Reasons on the decision by the ZoningBoard of Appeals were identified. Trustee
Horvath stated that in accordance with State Statute, the approval of any proposed
variation which fails to receive the approval of the Board of Appeals will not be
passed except by the favorable vote of two-thirds majority vote by roll call of all
Trustees (four out of six Trustees) currently holding office.

It was moved by Trustee Horvath to approve the ordinance granting a zoning
variation for construction of a, garage at 309 S. Kensington Avenue, seconded by
Trustee Palermo.

Michael Rutkowski noted his desire to maintain the historic preservation of their
home while improving safer conditions by not having to back cars in and out. Mr.
Rutkowski presented the Board with signatures from surrounding neighbors in
favor of the variation, adding that the proposed plan would eliminate two existing
nonconformities.

Trustee Horvath concurred with the reasoning articulated by the three members of
the Zoning Board of Appeals who supported the variation. Also, Trustee Horvath
noted the lot size and elimination of non-conformities as additional reasons why
he supported this variation.

Trustee Wolf believes that a request to construct a 20 x 20 garage is reasonable
and indicated her favorable vote.

Trustee Livingston believes the Zoning Board of Appeals did a good job in
sorting out the facts. Trustee Livingston noted his support for the same reasons
stated by members of the Zoning Board of Appeals and the fact that non-
conformities would be remedied.

Trustee Palermo noted his favor

A.

U
ü

Trustee Kuchler felt that the request was appropriate for the lot.



Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, August 25,2008 -Page 4

Trustee Palermo inquired if applicants are informed of the required number of
votes needed for a positive recommendation by the Zoning Board of Appeals.
Patrick Benjamin Director of Community Development explained the process by
which applicants are advised by the Chair of the Commission.

Approved by roll call vote.

Ayes

Nays:
Absent:

Trustees Horvath, Kuchler, Langan, Livingston, Palermo, and
Wolf
None
None

6. MANAGER'S REPORT

Village Manager Robert Pilipiszyn explained the implementation of an upgraded
emergency notification system entitled, "CodeRed." The system has the ability to deliver
prerecorded telephone notifïcation information messages to notify, inform or instruct
residents and businesses on matters of public safety. Mr. Pilipiszyn clearly noted that
businesses and residents must register their contact information.

Mr. Pilipiszyn noted the final stages of the Gilbert Avenue V/ater Main Project and
thanked residents for their patience. The Burlington Avenue Vy'ater Main Project is
expected to begin this week and last approximately one month.

Painting of the Ogden Avenue railroad trestle is also close to completion.

Lastly, the free brush pick-up will begin on Tuesday, September 2 due to the Labor Day
holiday on Monday, September 1 at which time Village administrative offices will be
closed.

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS NOT ON AGENDA

Kathy Deane, 100 S. Ashland Avenue read an editorial printed in the Doings Newspaper
relevant to closed session meetings.

President Asperger feels the editorial was not thorough and stands by her personal
comments.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

TRUSTEE COMMENTS

Trustee Horvath reminded residents of the beginning of the school year and encouraged
safe driving habits.

8
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Board of Trustees Regular Meeting Minutes
Monday, August 25,2008 - Page 5

Trustee Kuchler expressed his favor to host a 5K run in the Village if an organization is
thinking about such an event.

Trustee Palermo expressed concerns with the brevity of Closed Session minutes and
would like to see more information going forward.

Trustee Langan commented on the number of public meetings held to discuss the theatre
proposal and encouraged President Asperger to meet with the editorial board.

Trustee Livingston noted the reason for closed sessions is to protect taxpayers and the
public, when sensitive matters need to be discussed, so that others cannot take advantage
by the disclosure of such information. He cited similarities to the process of accepting
sealed bids. Decisions are made in public. Trustee Livingston emphasized that the
Village wants to do it right and will continue to do so in the future.

10. ADJOURNMENT

At 8:20 p.m. President Asperger announced that a Special Village Board meeting would
be held to further discuss the proposed renovation of the La Grange Theatre after which
the Board would adjourn.

Elizabeth M. Asperger, Village President

ATTEST:

Robert N. Milne, Village Clerk

H :\eelder\ell ie\M inutesWB082508.doc

Approved Date
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