NOTE: MEETING IS BEING TAPED AND ALSO TELEVISED ON WIDEOPENWEST CHANNEL 6, AT&T CHANNEL 99, 3/
AND COMCAST CABLE SERVICES CHANNEL 10. ALL MATTERS ON THE AGENDA MAY BE DISCUSSED, AMENDED,
AND ACTED UPON.

Agenda
Village of Glen Ellyn
Village Board Meeting
Monday, February 13, 2012
8:00 p.m. — Galligan Board Room

Call to Order
Roll Call

Pledge of Allegiance to be led by Cub Scout Pack 52, Den 11, Lincoln Elementary
School.

Village Recognition:

A. DuPage County Sheriff Zaruba sent a letter of thanks to the Glen Ellyn Police
Department in appreciation for their assistance recently at a house fire in an
unincorporated area.

B. A resident wrote to express her appreciation to Police Chief Phil Norton for
coming to her aid and turning off a loud smoke alarm.

Audience Participation

A. Open:
Members of the public are welcome to speak to any item not specifically listed on
tonight’s agenda for up to three minutes. For those items which are on tonight’s
agenda, the public will have the opportunity to comment at the time the item is
discussed. In either case, please complete the Audience Participation form and
turn it in to the Village Clerk.

Consent Agenda

The following items are considered routine business by the Village Board and will be
approved in a single vote in the form listed below: (Trustee Hartweg)

A. Village Board Meeting Minutes:
1. January 23, 2012 Special Workshop
2. January 30, 2012 Workshop
3. January 30, 2012 Regular Meeting
B. Total Expenditures (Payroll and Vouchers) - $1,048,158.87.

The vouchers have been reviewed by Trustee Hartweg prior to this meeting.
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C.

Ordinance No. 6000, an Ordinance Approving a Construction Necessitated
Variation from the Maximum Rear Yard Impervious Surface Area Requirements
of the Zoning Code to Allow an In-Ground Swimming Pool for Property at 885
Glen Oak Avenue. (Planning and Development Director Hulseberg)

Ordinance No. 5995-VC, an Ordinance Amending Chapter 1 (Building Code) of
Title 4 (Building Regulations) of the Village Code of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
Illinois to Adopt the 2009 International Residential Code with Local Amendments.
(Planning and Development Director Hulseberg)

Motion to approve a construction contract with Globe Construction of Addison, IL,
for the 2011/2012 Sidewalk, Curb and Concrete Street Rehabilitation Program, in
the not-to-exceed amount of $68,000 (including a 9% contingency), to be expensed
to the FY 11-12 Capital Projects Fund. (Public Works Director Hansen)

Motion to accept a Reserve Policy as part of the Village of Glen Ellyn’s Financial
Policies, to be incorporated into the FY12 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report.
(Finance Director Wachtel)

Ordinance No. 6001, an Ordinance Designating the Property at 525 Forest Avenue,
Glen Ellyn, Illinois as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark. (4sst. to the Village
Manager Schrader)

Motion to approve the recommendation of Village President Pfefferman that Tracy
Heming-Littwin be appointed to the Plan Commission for a term ending December
31, 2014.

Village Manager Mark Franz and Planning and Development Director Staci Hulseberg
will present information related to the proposed Tax Increment Financing (TIF) District in
the Central Business District. Over the past several months, the Village has met all of the
statutory and procedural requirements necessary to designate the downtown as a TIF
District, including the formal public hearing which was held on January 9, 2012. The
final step in the designation of the TIF District is the adoption of three ordinances:
adoption of the TIF Redevelopment Plan, establishment of the Redevelopment Project
Area and adoption of tax increment financing. These ordinances must be approved within
a 14 to 90 day time period following the public hearing. (Trustee McGinley)

A.

Ordinance No. 6002, an Ordinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Illinois, Approving a Tax Increment Redevelopment Plan and Redevelopment Project
for the Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area;

Ordinance No. 6003, an Ordinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Illinois, Designating the Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area
Pursuant to the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act; and

Ordinance No. 6004, an Ordinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Illinois, Adopting Tax Increment Allocation Financing for the Central Business
District Redevelopment Project Area.



Village Board Agenda
February 13, 2012
Page 3

8. Reminders:

o The next Regular Village Board Meeting is scheduled for Monday, February 27,
2012, with the Workshop beginning at 7:00 p.m. and the Regular Board Meeting
beginning at 8 p.m. in the Galligan Board Room of the Glen Ellyn Civic Center.

e The Regular Village Board Workshop scheduled for Monday, February 20, has been
cancelled.

9. Other Business?
10.  Adjournment

11. Press Conference
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Special Village Board Workshop A_ b A
Glen Ellyn Village Board of Trustees /
Monday, January 23, 2012

Time of Meeting: 6:30 p.m.

Present: President Pfefferman; Trustees Cooper, Hartweg, Ladesic, Henninger,
McGinley and Friedberg; Village Clerk Connors, Village Attorney
Tappendorf.
Staff present: Village Manager Franz, Assistant to the Village Manager
Schrader, Planning and Development Director Hulseberg, Police Chief
Norton, and Village Planner Stegall.

1. Call to Order

President Pfefferman called the Board Workshop to order at 6:32 p.m. with a roll call.
Trustees Hartweg, Cooper, Henninger, Ladesic, Friedberg, and McGinley responded
“Here.”

2. District 87 Variation Requests

a).President Pfefferman welcomed everyone and thanked the Plan Commission for their
diligence during the eleven meetings concerning the District 87 variation requests. He also
thanked the members of the school district and Our Field Our Town for their cooperation
during the proceedings.

b).Village Attorney Julie Tappendorf gave a background of the process explaining that
the zoning variation application that was before the Plan Commission was the proper body to
decide the variations. The Plan Commission’s findings of fact were used to make a
recommendation to the Village Board. The Village Board adopted a schedule to consider the
Plan Commission’s recommendations. The Village Board’s meetings are not public
hearings. The Village Board has all the transcripts from the public hearings and it is not
necessary to redo those hearings. This evening the Village Board will hear comments, but
there will be time limits of three minutes for each speaker in addition to presentations from
the school district and Our Field Our Town. The referendum that will appear on the March
20 Village ballot only concerns the lights and not all the other variation requests. There were
comments in the press that some Village Board members had made up their mind, but that is
not the case.

¢).Village Manager Mark Franz announced that if individuals wanted to speak, the sign-
up sheets were in the hall outside the Board Room. If anyone did not sign up initially, but
wanted to make comments later in the meeting, they could add their names to one of the lists
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at the Clerk’s table during the meeting. At the proper time, people would be called to speak
in groups of three with a three minute time limit per person.

Planning and Development Director Staci Hulseberg presented background beginning with
the first variation requests for Memorial Field in 2010. The field is bounded by Crescent,
Park Boulevard, Park Row and the Union Pacific railroad tracks. The field is zoned CR
Conservation Recreation District. It is surrounded by R2 zoning on the north and east, CR,
R4 and R2 on the south and C5B on the west. School District 87, which is located to the
north, has applied for nine variations. Director Hulseberg detailed each variation requested,
reported the Plan Commission’s vote on the variations, and the conditions under which the
recommendations were made.

Based on the positive recommendation with conditions of the Plan Commission, Village staff
has prepared an ordinance approving the variations.

d).Ms. Jane Thorsen, Principal of Glenbard West High School, spoke giving a short
history of Memorial Field. The school district bought the land from the Glen Ellyn Park
District in 2000. In September 2010, artificial turf and other improvements were made and
in 2011 the district requested the variations now being considered for additional
improvements for 2012.

Patrick Brosman, architect for District 87, explained the inclusion of softball use and the
concept that the bleachers are proposed to be set back 7° from the property line due to the
sidewalk. He presented a rendering of the proposed gate and fencing; a site map indicating
that the batting cages would be located where the basketball area is now; and explained that
the permanent bleachers would be the same as the temporary ones are now. He held that the
proposed lighting would draw on new technology so that light spillage would be controlled.
He suggested that comparable areas were Nike Park in Naperville or College of DuPage.

The school district representatives stressed the hardship findings presented to the Plan
Commission and suggested that the advisory referendum would render unreliable results.
The school district felt that the improvements to Memorial Field would keep students on
campus and encourage extracurricular activities. They reported on the number of students
impacted and the school district agreed to abide by the Plan Commission conditions.

e).Jim Ozog, 485 Montclair, an attorney who has been representing Our Field Our Town,
and a Glen Ellyn resident who lives on Montclair, spoke on behalf of the OFOT organization.
He thanked the Village Board and Plan Commission for their time. He had three points he
wanted to make: 1. He supported the Plan Commission’s conditions outlined in their
recommendations; 2. Descriptions can be better; 3. Wait for the results of the advisory
referendum before making a decision. Noise created during the games will be loud and they
will change the character of the neighborhood. The field can be used without lights in the
summer, but the final decision will be made by the District 87 superintendent and no one
knows who that will be at this time. Mr. Ozog discussed the Plan Commission’s conditions.
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He expressed a lack of Plan Commission hardship findings. In his opinion, District 87 did
not show any title 9 complaints and no rights were being denied. The district only wanted to
maximize the field’s use. It also felt that the area fell into the definition of a sports court. He
asked that the Village Board address the Village Ordinance concerning this. He asked the
Village Board to wait for referendum results. He understood that it was too late to amend the
referendum question, but thought the voters of Glen Ellyn would know what the question
meant.

Don Pieda, a member of Our Field Our Town, spoke giving the reasons he moved to Glen
Ellyn and his observations regarding the situation. He commented that he became aware of
the school district’s request in January 2011. He went on to say that OFOT held meetings
that began with just a few residents, but as the organization continued to grow, the
referendum was conceived. It was his understanding that some athletes were told to remove
the OFOT signs that were in yards. He felt that registered voters who signed the petitions
should be heard in advance of the Village Board vote.

f).The Village Board discussed sport courts. The definition as it has been applied was
only to residential property and unless it is appealed, the ordinance as applied stands. It was
explained that if the field was a sports court, the school district would have to apply for
another variation. The Village Board asked questions of various presenters and Village staff.
The questions touched on safety concerns, parking, traffic, driver distraction, pedestrian
crossing, roadway parking, road and sidewalk improvements, third-part use of the lights, and
whether the school district could function with the 9 p.m. shut off time for the lights. The
school district would prefer a 9:30p.m. hard shut off time, but indicated they would respect
the 9 p.m. time. There was a general discussion regarding light spillage, but it was suggested
that Nike Park in Naperville would not give a real feel for spillage at this time because of the
snow on the ground.

At 9:00 p.m., President Pfefferman called for a short recess.
At 9:08 p.m., the meeting resumed with all Village Board members present as before.
g).Public comment was received by the Village Board. Speaking times were limited to
three minutes per person; three people were called at a time to speak. Speakers were

alternated between those for, those opposed, and those who were undecided. The following
people spoke in opposition to the variations as requested:

Rinda Allison, 537 Hillside Gina Meyers, 477 Montclair
Mary Ellen Walksler, 941 Crescent Thomas Kaprouski, 744 Willis
Kirk Burger, 755 Willis Rick Sims, 663 Crescent
Adrianne Gregory, 578 Lee Kathy Cornell, 678 Forest

Mary Beth Speer, 524 Longfellow

The following people spoke in favor of the variations as requested:

Alex Gorski, 376 N. Park Alex Lekalz, 445 Bryant
Bob Gorski, 376 N. Park Sally Goggin, 228 Merton
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Joyce Hetzel, 234 Sunset Paul Murphy, 656 Highview

Steve Gorwood, 222 Bryant

Eleanor Salimones, 626 Newton signed up to speak as undecided regarding the variations as
requested, but did not speak.

President Pfefferman thanked all who participated by attending both the Plan Commission
meetings and this evening’s meeting whether or not they chose to speak.

h).The Village Board stressed that they listen to everyone’s comments and outlined the
criteria they needed in order to make the decision. There was general discussion among
Village Board members concerning information they learned regarding the variation requests
thus far. Attorney Tappendorf explained that in Illinois, changes in zoning cannot be done
by referendum.

The Village’s lighting engineer and consultant, James Darnell, answered questions from the
Village Board regarding technical issues related to the proposed lights. He has seen Nike
Park in Naperville, and reported that although it is a bright spot, there is no light spillage.

President Pfefferman gave an explanation of the preliminary agenda for the rescheduled
Village Board meeting which will be held next Monday, January 30, 2012. A vote on all the
requested variations concerning Memorial Field is scheduled. Members of the public can
speak at next Monday’s meeting using the same format as this evening.

3. Adjournment

At 10:40 p.m., Trustee Ladesic moved and Trustee Cooper seconded a motion to adjourn
to Executive Session in Room 301 for the purpose of discussing pending litigation, the
appointment, employment, compensation, discipline, performance or dismissal of specific
employees, and setting the price for sale or lease of property, adjourning thereafter
without returning to open session. All voted “Aye.” Meeting adjourned.

Submitted by:

Suzanne R. Connors,
Village Clerk
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Regular Village Board Workshop
Glen Ellyn Village Board of Trustees
January 30,2012

Time of Meeting: 6:30 p.m.

Present: President Pfefferman; Trustees Hartweg, Ladesic, Henninger, Cooper,

1.

b)

McGinley and Friedberg; Village Clerk Connors. Village Attorney
Tappendorf. Staff present: Village Manager Franz, Assistant to the Village
Manager-Admin. Schrader, Public Works Director Hansen, Police Chief
Norton, Planning and Development Director Hulseberg.

Call to Order

President Pfefferman called the Board Workshop to order at 6:30 p.m. with a roll call.
Trustees Hartweg, Henninger, Cooper, Ladesic, McGinley and Friedberg, responded
“Here.”

District 87 Variation Requests

President Pfefferman outlined the procedure for public comment and the evening’s
meetings. He asked that those who wished to speak sign up at the table in the hallway. If
anyone wanted to speak, but had not signed up prior to the meeting, they were asked to
do so at the Clerk’s desk and they would be called upon after those who had already
signed up had spoken. If anyone wanted to speak, but had not signed up prior to the
meeting, they were asked to do so at the Clerk’s desk and they would be called upon after
those who had already signed up had spoken. President Pfefferman explained the rest of
the evening’s workshop agenda.

Those present who wished to speak with for, against, or undecided opinions concerning
the variation requests, and who had signed up prior to the meeting would be given 3
minutes each to speak.

The following individuals were opposed to one or more of the variation requests:

Frank Wiedner, 102 Joyce Ct. Cam Page, 206 Hill

Mary Ozog, 485 Montclair Eleanor Saliamonas, 626 Newton
Anna Ball, 708 Crescent Jan Raha, 679 Plum Tree

Tom Waters, 740 Grand Gina Meyers, 477 Montclair

The following individuals were in favor of one or more of the variation requests:
Debbie Burns, 215 Grandview Ted Burns, 215 Grandview
Rebecca Majewski, 1824 Wakeman, Wheaton

John Mineci, 418 N. Park Ed Bruere, 731 Hillside
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In response to a question from the floor, Police Chief Norton responded that enforcement
of the light shut off times could be when residents contacted 9-1-1 to report an infraction.
He was assuming that the lights would be on a timer and if there was a problem, the
police would contact someone at the school to take care of the problem. The police
would respond to calls for noise or trespassing complaints also.

3. CMAP Grant Request for Proposal Presentation

Planning and Development Director Staci Hulseberg presented information on the
$50,000 grant awarded to the Village from the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for
Planning (CMAP) to allow the Village to complete a downtown streetscape and parking
garage study. She described the contents of the proposed RFP to sent to consultants to
determine if they would be interested in performing the study and the procedure that is
followed before it goes to the Village Board. The Village would use a parking lot
consultant that would be selected using extensive advertising. The Public Works
Department is planning an open house with the results of the streetscape plan that would
include a proposed parking garage. The parking garage would not interfere with the
Historical District designation. Director Hulseberg detailed the proposed contents of the
RFP and explained that Village staff is seeking Village Board input regarding the
contents of the proposed RFP including proposed locations of possible sites for parking
garages that were recommended in the downtown plan. She asked for any language
changes that could be added expanding descriptions of what has to be done. In response
to questions, Director Hulseberg explained the various ways the public and downtown
business owners will be notified of the proposed downtown changes before the Village
brings anything to the Architectural Review Commission and the Plan Commission.

4. Other Items?

President Pfefferman asked if there were any other items to come before the Village
Board. No one came forward.

5. Adjournment

At 7:58p.m., Trustee McGinley moved and Trustee Cooper seconded a motion to adjourn
to the Regular Village Board Meeting in the Galligan Board Room. Upon roll call, all
voted “Aye.” Meeting adjourned.

Submitted by:

Suzanne R. Connors,
Village Clerk
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Call to Order

Village President Pfefferman called the meeting to order at 8:03 p.m.

Roll Call

Upon roll call by Village Clerk Connors, Village President Pfefferman and Trustees
Cooper, Friedberg, Hartweg, Henninger, Ladesic and McGinley answered, “Present.”

Pledge of Allegiance

Pledge of Allegiance was led by President Pfefferman.
Village Recognition

A. An email message was received from a resident complimenting Police Officer
Tom Staples and the DARE program. She stressed the importance of the
continuing program and what it has meant to her family for many years.

B. A Carol Stream resident called to express her appreciation to Police Officer Brent
Pacyga for his professional conduct during a traffic stop.

C. Police Officer Joseph Flores and Police Records Clerk Michelle Cahue received a
letter of thanks for assisting a local family with a sensitive issue involving their
elderly father.

D. Police Officer Bradley Booton and members of the Volunteer Fire Company were
complimented in a letter from a LaGrange Park family for assisting their daughter
in a recent emergency.

E. The Wheaton Police Department forwarded a letter of thanks to Police Officers
Emmanuel Berger and Ryan Cusack for their assistance recently with a large
number of offenders in a retail theft incident, leading to the successful
apprehension of many of them.

F. Police Officers Ryan Cusack and Stephen Miko received a letter of thanks from a
Darien resident, expressing his gratitude for their assistance with a local domestic
situation.

G. A note was received from a resident forwarding her thanks to Police Officer Tom
Staples for conducting a residential security survey and offering suggestions for
improvement.

H. The Village accepts the resignations of Tracy Flood from the Environmental
Commission, and Linda Dykstra and Julie McCormick from the Plan Commission
and thanks them for their service to the Village.
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Audience Participation

A.

Presentation from Julie Hollensbe, Program Manager, ComEd Smart Ideas,
regarding the Home Energy Savings Assessment Program which is a new program
for single family homeowners who are NICOR and ComEd customers. More
information is available on the NICOR website.

Tom Waters, 740 Grand, spoke regarding the three minute time limit imposed on
people who wished to address the Village Board on any topic. It was explained
that the three minutes is usually self imposed, but the clock used during the District
87 variation request presentations was to allow everyone a chance to speak and
still conduct other business at the meetings.

Mary Ozog, 485 Montclair, complimented President Pfefferman on the courtesy
extended to her and others during the District 87 variation discussions.

Consent Agenda

Village Manager Franz presented the Consent Agenda: Village President Pfefferman
called for questions and/or discussion of the items on the Consent Agenda.

A.

Village Board Meeting Minutes:

1. January 9, 2012 Special Meeting
2. January 9, 2012 Regular Meeting

Total Expenditures (Payroll and Vouchers) - $1,668,821.13.
The vouchers have been reviewed by Manager Franz prior to this meeting.

Approve the recommendation of Village President Pfefferman that the following
appointments be made for Boards and Commissions:

Capital Improvements Commission
Richard K. Burton — for a term ending December 31, 2012

Environmental Commission

Christina M. Clewlow — Student Commissioner for a term ending Dec. 31, 2014
Adrianne Gregory — for a term ending December 31, 2013

Tina T. Koral — for a term ending December 31, 2014

Historic Preservation Commission
Kelli E. Christiansen — for a term ending December 31, 2014

Plan Commission
Timothy D. Elliott — for a term ending December 31, 2014

Zoning Board of Appeals
Piotr Szczesniewski — Student Commissioner for a term ending Dec. 31,2014
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D.

Ordinance No. 5993-VC, an Ordinance to Amend the Liquor Control Code
Chapter 19 of Title 3 Section 12 (Restriction on Number of Licenses) of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois to Change the Number of Permitted Class C-1 and
D-2 Liquor Licenses.

Ordinance No. 5994, an Ordinance Approving a Variation from the Lot
Coverage Ratio Requirements of the Zoning Code to Allow a One-Story Addition
to the Existing House for Property at 588 Maple Street.

Trustee Henninger requested this item be removed from the Consent Agenda and
moved to later in the meeting for further discussion before a vote.

Ordinance No. 5995-VC, an Ordinance Amending Chapter 1 (Building Code) of
Title 4 (Building Regulations) of the Village Code of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
Illinois to Adopt the 2009 International Residential Code with Local
Amendments.

Trustee Ladesic moved and Trustee Cooper seconded the motion to table this item
and consider it at another meeting.

Upon roll call, Trustees Ladesic, Cooper, Friedberg, Hartweg, Henninger and
McGinley voted “Aye.” Motion carried. This item may be considered at a future
meeting.

Ordinance No. 5996-VC, an Ordinance Amending Chapter 1 (Building Code) of
Title 4 (Building Regulations) and other sections of the Village Code of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois Adopting the 2009 ICC International Building
Code with Local Amendments.

Approve an Intergovernmental Agreement between the Village of Glen Ellyn
and the Glen Ellyn Public Library to permit Library employees to park in the
Duane/Lorraine Parking Lot.

Trustee Friedberg moved and Trustee Henninger seconded the motion that Items A, B, C,

D, G, and H be considered routine business by the Village Board and be approved in a
single vote.

Upon roll call, Trustees Friedberg, Henninger, Cooper, Hartweg, Ladesic and McGinley
voted “Aye.” Motion carried.

Building and Zoning Official Joe Kvapil left the meeting at this time.

Ordinance No. 5997 — 671 Crescent Boulevard — to Allow Improvements to Memorial Park

Planning and Development Director Hulseberg presented information regarding the
request of Glenbard Township High School District 87, owner of Memorial Park (aka
Memorial Field) located at 671 Crescent Boulevard, for approval of variations from the
Glen Ellyn Zoning Code to accommodate proposed improvements, including new
impervious surfaces, bleachers, fencing, an ornamental gate, batting cage and lights.
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Village Attorney Tappendorf explained that the process is set out in State Statute and the
Village’s Zoning Code. The Village Board now is to decide about the variation requests
recommended by the Plan Commission. In State Statute 10-12-12, hardship is only one
portion, but the Village Zoning Code has guidelines. The Plan Commission applied the
standards to each variation request.  Planning and Development Director Hulseberg
displayed an exhibit of the area and detailed the variations requested. She gave a
complete list of each variation requested, the condition that applied to that request, if any,
and the Plan Commission vote as it applied to each variation. The Village’s lighting
consultant explained that Class 4 is the standard, but Class 3 that will be used at Memorial
Field is appropriate. Police Chief Norton explained that no specific parking plan has been
put in place as yet. They have been waiting for tonight’s vote.

Our Field Our Town President Kirk Burger spoke requesting that the Village Board wait
until the results of the advisory referendum were available before voting on the ordinance.

After discussion, each member of the Village Board provided their individual comments.
President Pfefferman thanked everyone for their thoughtful and deliberate collaboration
and compromise. It is a salute to the residents and makes Glen Ellyn such a fine place to
live.

Trustee Cooper moved and Trustee Ladesic seconded the motion that Ordinance No. 5997
be passed, an Ordinance Approving Variation Requests to Allow Improvements to
Memorial Park Located at 671 Crescent Boulevard to Accommodate New Impervious
Surfaces, Bleachers, Fencing, an Ornamental Gate, Batting Cage and Lights and
Amending Ordinance 5888 to Allow an Increase in the Total Square Footage of Accessory
Structures Permitted on the Property.

Upon roll call, Trustees Cooper, Ladesic, Friedberg, Hartweg, Henninger and McGinley
voted “Aye.” Motion carried.

Village Attorney Tappendorf left the meeting and Village Attorney Diamond sat in for the
balance of the meeting.

Ordinance No. 5994 — 588 Maple Street — Variation of the Zoning Code

At the request of Trustee Henninger, this item was moved from the Consent Agenda for
further discussion concerning the lot coverage ratio. Planning and Development Director
Hulseberg displayed a map of the location of the property and explained the variation
requested. She reported that the Zoning Board of Appeals closely questioned the drainage
issues and determined the increased lot coverage would not create a problem. They voted
unanimously, 4-0, to allow the variation. The owners of the property explained that their
lot is lower than their neighbors, and they have not had any flooding issues.

Trustee Friedberg moved and Trustee McGinley seconded the motion that Ordinance No.
5994 be passed, an Ordinance approving a Variation from the Lot Coverage Ratio
Requirements of the Zoning Code to Allow a One-Story Addition to the Existing House
for Property at 588 Maple Street.
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Upon roll call, Trustees Friedberg, McGinley, Cooper, Hartweg and Ladesic voted “Aye.”
Trustee Henninger voted “No.” Motion carried.

Ordinance No. 5998 —- 350 Duane Street - Denying a Special Use Permit Request

Planning and Development Director Hulseberg presented information on a request by
Mark Spandikow, owner of property located at 350 Duane Street, to allow outdoor storage
on the site.

Trustee Friedberg moved and Trustee Cooper seconded the motion that Ordinance No.
5998 be passed, an Ordinance Denying a Special Use Permit Request to Allow Outdoor
Storage at 350 Duane Street.

Upon roll call, Trustees Friedberg, Cooper, Hartweg, Henninger, Ladesic and McGinley
voted “Aye.” Motion carried.

Ordinance No. 5999 — 21W551 Bemis Road - License Agreement with New Cingular

Wireless PCS, LLC

Planning and Development Director Hulseberg presented information on this proposed
ordinance and license agreement. Approval of this ordinance will authorize a license
agreement with AT&T, represented by New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC, to allow the
installation and operation of a new 100-foot cellular monopole and equipment shelter at
the Glenbard Wastewater Authority Bemis Road plant. Representations of the monopole
from various angles on the Glenbard Wastewater property was displayed. The nearest
residence is 400’ away from the monopole. The annual revenue would be shared equally
by the Villages of Glen Ellyn and Lombard and there would be a 4% annual increase each
year. There is a five year renewal to the agreement. If the company or the municipalities
did not want to renew the agreement, the company would have to bear the cost of removal.

Trustee Hartweg moved and Trustee Friedberg seconded the motion that Ordinance No.
5999 be passed, an Ordinance Authorizing a License Agreement with New Cingular
Wireless PCS, LLC for the Installation and Operation of a Communication Base Station
and Appurtenant Antennae at the Glenbard Wastewater Authority Plant Located at
21W551 Bemis Road, Glen Ellyn.

Upon roll call Trustees Hartweg, Friedberg, Cooper, Henninger, Ladesic and McGinley
voted “Aye.” Motion carried.

Reminders

e The next Regular Village Board Meeting is scheduled for Monday, February 13,
2012, with the Workshop beginning at 7:00 p.m. and the Regular Board Meeting
beginning at 8 p.m. in the Galligan Board Room of the Glen Ellyn Civic Center.

Other Business?

There was no other business brought before the Village Board.
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Adjourn to Executive Session

At 11:23, Trustee Henninger moved and Trustee Hartweg seconded a motion to adjourn to
Executive Session in Room 301 for the purpose of discussing pending litigation returning
thereafter to open session and retaining the right to retaining the right to continue this
Executive Session at a later date without public notice. Upon roll call, Trustees
McGinley, Hartweg, Friedberg, Cooper, Henninger and Ladesic voted "Aye.” Motion
carried. Meeting adjourned to Executive Session.

Upon roll call, Trustees Henninger, Hartweg, Cooper, Friedberg, Ladesic and McGinley
voted “Aye.” Motion carried.

Reconvene from Executive Session

At 12:17 a.m. President Pfefferman, Trustees Cooper, Friedberg, McGinley, Hartweg, and
Ladesic returned to open session. Trustee Henninger was excused. The Regular Village
Board meeting was reconvened in the Galligan Board Room.

Adjournment

At 12:20 a.m. Trustee Friedberg moved and Trustee McGinley seconded the motion to
adjourn.  Trustees Friedberg, McGinley, Hartweg, Ladesic, and Cooper voted “aye.”
Meeting adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Suzanne R. Connors
Village Clerk



\

MEMORANDUM /4

TO: Mark Franz, Village Manager

FROM: Staci Hulseberg, Director of Planning & De¥gelgpment
Joe Kvapil, Building and Zoning Official

DATE: February 6, 2012

FOR: February 13, 2012 Village Board Meeting

SUBJECT: 885 Glen Oak Avenue — Construction Necessitated Variation

Background: The property owners, R. Michael and Valerie O’Dea, are requesting approval of a
construction necessitated variation from the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code, Section 10-5-5(B)4, Item 18, to
allow an in-ground swimming pool, previously constructed, with 52.6% impervious surface coverage
of the rear yard in lieu of the maximum permitted 50% impervious surface coverage of a rear yard.
The subject property is an interior lot on the south side of Glen Oak Avenue between Hill Avenue and
Spring Avenue in the R2 Residential District. The zoning and land use surrounding the subject
property is single-family residential.

The initial permit application plan submitted for the construction of this pool indicated the pool deck to
be 10 feet from the rear lot line. This plan was rejected since the pool would exceed the maximum
permitted impervious surface area in the rear yard. A revised plan was submitted that indicated the
pool deck to be 19 feet from the rear lot line which was in compliance. The permit was subsequently
approved and the pool was constructed. It was discovered during final inspections that the pool deck
was actually positioned 14 feet 2 inches from the rear lot line and exceeded the maximum impervious
surface area in the rear yard.

Notice of the public hearing was published in the Daily Herald on November 28, 2011. The Zoning
Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing on the requested construction necessitated variation on
Tuesday, December 13, 2011. At the meeting, no persons spoke in favor of or in opposition to the
variation request. The Zoning Board of Appeals voted on a motion to recommend approval of the
construction necessitated variation request which carried unanimously with four (4) “yes” votes and
zero (0) “no” votes.

Issues: The Zoning Board of Appeals was in favor of the construction necessitated variation
because they felt that there are practical difficulties or particular hardships in the application of the
Zoning Code regulations to this property. The ZBA found that the petitioners had considered all
reasonable options to correct the noncompliant conditions and found them to be either impractical or
unsafe. The pool contractor admitted the error in positioning the pool and explained that it was not an
intentional disregard of the zoning regulations. The ZBA also felt that the 68 square feet of excess
impervious surface in the rear yard had minimal impact on adjacent properties since it is not an above-
ground structure. The ZBA recommended that the actual constructed conditions be reviewed by a
Village Stormwater Engineer and if drainage improvements are required, the work must be completed,
inspected and approved prior to occupancy or use of the pool.

Action Requested: It is requested that the Village Board consider the petitioners' request, the
recommendation offered by the Zoning Board of Appeals, and any further evidence or testimony
presented at the Village Board Meeting and grant, deny or amend the variation request.




- Recommendation: In accordance with the recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals, staff has
prepared an ordinance to approve the requested variation.

Attachments:
e Minutes of ZBA meeting dated December 13, 2011
Photo of the Subject Property
Location Map
Ordinance
Notice of Public Hearing
List of Addresses
Petitioners’ Application Packet

CC: R. Michael and Valerie O'Dea
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Motion

Board Member Constantino moved, seconded by Board Member Ozog, to recommend
that the Village Board approve a variation from Section 10-4-8(E)1 of the Zoning Code at
588 Maple Street to allow the construction of a one-story addition to the existing home
that results in a lot coverage ratio of 22.2% in lieu of the maximum permitted lot
coverage ratio of 20%. The recommendation for approval is based on the neighbors’
approval of the request, no drainage issues exist, no adverse effects exist regarding light
or air and the proposed construction will be a minimal amount in excess of the lot
coverage ratio requirement. Board Member Constantino added that as a condition of
approval, all construction must meet the setback requirements of the property.

The motion carried unanimously with four (4) yes votes and zero (0) no votes as follows:
Board Members Constantino, Ozog, Fried and Chairman Garrity voted yes.

PUBLIC HEARING — 885 GLEN OAK AVENUE

A REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A CONSTRUCTION NECESSITATED
VARIATION FROM THE GLEN ELLYN ZONING CODE, SECTION 10-5-5(B)4,
ITEM 18, TO ALLOW AN IN-GROUND SWIMMING POOL, PREVIOUSLY
CONSTRUCTED, WITH A 52.6% IMPERVIOUS SURFACE COVERAGE OF THE
REAR YARD IN LIEU OF THE 50% MAXIMUM PERMITTED IMPERVIOUS
SURFACE COVERAGE OF THE REAR YARD.

(R. Michael and Valerie O’Dea, owners)

Staff Report

Building and Zoning Official Joe Kvapil stated that R. Michael and Valerie O’Dea, the
owners of the property at 885 Glen Oak Avenue, are requesting approval of a
construction necessitated variation from the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code, Section 10-5-
5(B)4, Item 18, to allow an in-ground swimming pool, previously constructed, with
52.6% impervious surface coverage of the rear yard in lieu of the 50% maximum
permitted impervious surface coverage of a rear yard. Mr. Kvapil stated that the subject
property is located in the R2 Zoning District and is defined as an interior lot on the south
side of Glen Oak Avenue between Hill Avenue and Spring Avenue. The zoning and land
use surrounding the subject property is single-family residential. Mr. Kvapil stated that
no variations have been granted for the subject property and several permits have been
issued for this property.

Mr. Kvapil stated that the originally submitted plans included a plat of survey that
indicated a pool setback of 10 feet from the rear lot line, and he displayed a plat of survey
which showed the 10-foot dimension. It was then determined by the Village Plan
Reviewer that the impervious surface would exceed the maximum of 50 percent allowed,
and the plan was not approved by the Building Department. Mr. Kvapil stated that a site
plan was resubmitted that corrected the non-compliant condition and moved the
swimming pool area farther from the rear property line so that the rear part of the pool
deck is scaled at 19 feet 1 inch from the rear property line. A building permit was
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subsequently approved and issued. Mr. Kvapil added that the originally rejected plat of
survey was also approved with a condition to refer to the site plan for pool and equipment
setbacks. Mr. Kvapil then stated that at a subsequent inspection, it was discovered that
the rear line of the pool deck area was constructed at a dimension of 14 feet 2 inches from
the rear property line which doesn’t correspond to the approved site plan of 19 feet 1
inch. Mr. Kvapil added that the maximum impervious surface area also was not met.
Mr. Kvapil stated that the petitioner was notified to either remove impervious surface
area in the rear year to bring it to the 50% maximum or proceed with the construction
necessitated variation. He displayed a diagram of the subject project and stated that 68
square feet of impervious surface would need to be removed to bring the project into

compliance.

Petitioners’ Presentation

Valerie and Michael O’Dea, owners of 885 Glen Oak Avenue, and Don and Cindy
Lauterbach, pool builders, 85450 River Drive, Naperville, Illinois were present. Ms.
O’Dea stated that they are approximately 55 feet over the allowed impervious surface and
she stated they passed an inspection at a critical point when they could have made
changes to correct the situation. She stated that if the pool deck concrete is removed, the
pool cover mechanisms will no longer be functional which is a safety hazard. She also
stated that if too much of the pool deck is removed, there will be no access to the pool
except for dirt or grass and that resale of the home would be difficult with no pool
decking. Ms. O’Dea stated that they have approached their neighbor to the south about
purchasing additional land, however, the neighbor was not interested in selling. She
stated that they have explored moving their garage, however, are not sure it would
survive a relocation. She distributed three letters from neighbors who verified that water
is not a problem in their area. Ms. O’Dea stated that her builders and she are ethical
people and would not have deliberately built the pool in the wrong location.

Responses to Questions from the ZBA

Mr. Kvapil responded to Board Member Fried that the Village has not found a product
that meets its standards for impervious surface requirements but that 50% paver and 50%
open space would be an acceptable alternative for this project. Board Member
Constantino asked if any objection was made by the Village prior to the final inspection,
and Mr. Kvapil stated that no errors were noted when inspections were done prior to the
concrete being poured. Ms. O’Dea responded to Board Member Constantino that they do
not feel they can remove the driveway apron due to a potential loss of integrity. Mr.
Kvapil responded to Board Member Ozog that no comments regarding the subject
variation request were received by the Village.

Persons in Favor of or in Opposition to the Petition

No persons spoke in favor of or in opposition to the petition.
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Comments from the ZBA

The ZBA members were supportive of the subject variation request. Although somewhat
conflicted, Board Member Constantino felt that it would be safer to allow the pool than to
repair it. He also stated that, in an effort to solve their problem, the petitioners
unsuccessfully attempted to purchase additional land or relocate the garage which is not
feasible. He also was concerned that the excavation discrepancy was not pointed out
during the plumbing inspection, Board Member Fried was concerned that the pool error
was made without the Village being aware of the problem and recommended inspections
as a project progresses. Board Member Ozog stated that it is important that the Village
look at projects with two parts, however, she was supportive of the project as she felt
there was no intent on the part of the pool builders or homeowners.

Motion

Board Member Constantino moved, seconded by Board Member Ozog, to recommend
that the Village Board approve a construction-necessitated variation from Section 10-5-
5(B)4, Item 18, of the Zoning Code at 885 Glen Oak Avenue to allow an in-ground
swimming pool, previously constructed, with a 52.6% impervious surface coverage of the
rear yard in lieu of a 50% maximum permitted impervious surface coverage of the rear
yard. The recommendation for approval was based on the fact that an automatic existing
safety cover would be rendered useless if any attempt to correct the problem was made at
the rear of the pool, the petitioners have attempted to solve the problem by purchasing
some property to the south, however, were unsuccessful, no drainage problem currently
exists, their existing garage is too old to be moved and the homeowner stated there was

no intention not to comply with the code.

Mr. Kvapil suggested that the homeowners be required to have the Village stormwater
engineer review a revised plan to see if any changes may be required because of the
different location of the impervious surface. Ms. Ozog questioned Mr. Kvapil’s
suggestion as there have been no water problems from the subject site since the pool was
built. Trustee Cooper added that he believed the Trustees would want an engineer to
review the project to determine if a further stormwater plan is necessary. Ms. O’Dea
added that although the pool cover was not intended to be installed to trap stormwater, its
740 feet of space traps water on top of the pool and the water is then pumped back into
the swimming pool or used to water plants in the yard. '

The motion carried unanimously with four (4) “yes” votes and zero (0) “no” votes as
follows: Board Members Constantino, Ozog, Fried and Chairman Garrity voted yes.

Trustee Report

Trustee Cooper spoke regarding two antennae projects located on the Cottage Avenue
Water Tower that were voted on at last night’s Village Board meeting. He also stated
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Village of Glen Ellyn

Ordinance No.

An Ordinance Approving a
Construction Necessitated Variation from the Maximum Rear Yard
Impervious Surface Area Requirements of the Zoning Code to
Allow an In-Ground Swimming Pool
For Property at 885 Glen Oak Avenue
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Adopted by the
President and Board of Trustees
Of the Village of Glen Ellyn
DuPage County, Illinois
this day of , 20

Published in pamphlet form by the authority of the
President and Board of Trustees of the Village of
Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, this

day of , 20




Ordinance No.

An Ordinance Approving a
Construction Necessitated Variation from the Maximum rear Yard
Impervious Surface Area Requirements of the Zoning Code to
Allow an In-Ground Swimming Pool
For Property at 885 Glen Oak Avenue
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Whereas, R. Michael and Valerie O’Dea, owners of the property at 885 Glen Oak Avenue,
Glen Ellyn, Illinois, which is legally described as follows:

Lot 3 in Mertz’s Division of Lots 2 and 3 in J. R. Smith’s Addition to Glen Ellyn, a

subdivision in Sections 12 and 13, Township 39 North, Range 10, East of the Third Principal

Meridian, in DuPage County, Illinois.

P.ILN.: 05-13-102-006
have petitioned the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn for a construction
necessitated variation from the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code, Section 10-5-5(B)4, to allow an in-ground
swimming pool, previously constructed, that results in an impervious surface coverage area of 52.5%
of the required rear yard in lieu of the maximum permitted impervious surface coverage area of 50%
of the required rear yard; and

Whereas, following due notice by publication in the Daily Herald not less than fifteen (15)
nor more than thirty (30) days prior thereto, and by mailing notice to all property owners within 250
feet of the subject property at least ten (10) days prior thereto, and following the placement of a

placard on the subject property not less than fifteen (15) days prior thereto, the Glen Ellyn Zoning

Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing on December 13, 2011, at which the petitioners



presented evidence, testimony, and exhibits in support of the variation request and no persons
appeared in favor of the variation and no persons appeared in opposition thereto; and

Whereas, based upon the evidence, testimony, and exhibits presented at the public hearing
on December 13, 2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals adopted findings of fact and voted on a motion
to approve the variation, which carried by a unanimous vote of four (4) “yes” and zero (0) “no,”
resulting in a recommendation for approval as set forth in its Minutes dated December 13, 2011,
appended hereto as Exhibit "A"; and

Whereas, the President and Board of Trustees have reviewed the exhibits and evidence
presented at the aforementioned public hearing and have considered the findings of fact and
recommendations of the Zoning Board of Appeals; and

Whereas, the President and Board of Trustees make the following findings of fact:
A. That the plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances, and that unintentional errors
were made in the construction of the swimming pool and that all practical options to correct the
errors were considered but caused practical difficulties and particular hardship upon the owner for
access, safety and security to and around the home;
B. That the construction necessitated variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of
the locality since the swimming pool is a common residential accessory structure that does not
extend above the ground and the use is consistent with recreational residential uses;
C. That the conditions upon which the construction necessitated variation is based would not be
applicable generally to other property within the same zoning district since the circumstances and

configuration of the swimming pool, the lot, and the home are unique to this property;



D. That the purpose of the construction necessitated variation is not based exclusively upon a
desire to make more money out of the property since the owners have expressed no intention for

further development or sale of the property;

E. That the construction necessitated variation will not be detrimental to the public welfare or
injurious to other property or improvements in the neighborhood in which the property is located
since the swimming pool is provided with the required safety cover and constructed in accordance
with the building codes;
F. That the construction necessitated variation will not diminish or impair property values
within the neighborhood since the swimming pool is a common residential property improvement;
G. That the construction necessitated variation will not create a nuisance since the setback for
this recreational use is in compliance with the zoning code;
H. That the construction necessitated variation is the minimum variation that will make possible
the reasonable use of the swimming pool since the noncompliant impervious surface area is not
excessive; and

Whereas, the President and Board of Trustees, based on the aforementioned findings of fact,
find it appropriate to grant the construction necessitated variation presented to the Zoning Board of
Appeals.

Now, Therefore, be it Ordained by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of
Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, in exercise of its home rule powers, as follows:

Section One: The minutes of the December 13, 2011 Glen Ellyn Zoning Board of Appeals

meeting, Exhibit "A" appended hereto, are hereby accepted, and the findings of fact and conclusions



set forth in the preambles above are hereby adopted as the findings of fact and conclusions of the
corporate authorities of the Village of Glen Ellyn.

Section Two: Based upon the above findings of fact, the President and Board of Trustees
hereby approve a construction necessitated variation from the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code, Section 10-5-
5(B)4, to allow an in-ground swimming pool that results in an impervious surface coverage area of
52.5% of the required rear yard in lieu of the maximum permitted impervious surface coverage area
of 50% of the required rear yard at 885 Glen Oak Avenue, Glen Ellyn, Illinois, which is legally
described as follows:

Lot 3 in Mertz’s Division of Lots 2 and 3 in J. R. Smith’s Addition to Glen Ellyn, a

subdivision in Sections 12 and 13, Township 39 North, Range 10, East of the Third Principal

Meridian, in DuPage County, Illinois.

P.IN.: 05-13-102-006

Section Three: This construction necessitated variation for an in-ground swimming pool is
granted upon the condition that the Village stormwater engineer review the final existing as-built
conditions for compliance with stormwater drainage requirements and that any required drainage
improvements be completed and approved by the Village strormwater engineer and that the
construction be completed in substantial conformance with the plans and Application for a
Construction Necessitated Variation signed on October 19, 2011 and received by the Planning &
Development Department on November 18, 2011 and the testimony and exhibits provided at the
December 13, 2011 Zoning Board of Appeals public hearing.

Section Four: The Building and Zoning Official is hereby authorized and directed to

reinstate the suspended building permit for the subject property, consistent with the construction

necessitated variation granted herein, provided that all conditions set forth hereinabove have been



met and that the proposed consiruction is in compliance with all other applicable laws and
ordinances. This grant of construction necessitated variation shall expire and become null and void
twenty four (24) months from the date of passage of this Ordinance unless all construction work in
reliance on this construction necessitated variation is completed within a twenty four (24) month
time period and construction is continuously and vigorously pursued provided, however, the Village
Board, by motion, may extend the period during which permit application, construction, and
completion shall take place.

Section Five: The Village Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to cause a copy of this
Ordinance approving the construction necessitated variation to be recorded with the DuPage County
Recorder of Deeds.

Section Six: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage,
approval, and publication in pamphlet form.

Section Seven: Failure of the owner or other party in interest or a subsequent owner or other
party in interest to comply with the terms of this Ordinance, after execution of said Ordinance, shall
subject the owner or party in interest to the penalties set forth in Section 10-10-18 "A" and "B" of the
Village of Glen Ellyn Zoning Code.

Passed by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, this

day of , 2011.

Ayes:
Nays:

Absent:



Approved by the Village President of the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, this day of

, 20

Village President of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois

Attest:

Village Clerk of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois

(Published in pamphlet form and posted on the day of ).
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

R. Michael and Valerie O’Dea, owners of the property at 885 Glen Oak Avenue, are requesting a
public hearing for a construction necessitated variation in accordance with Section 10-10-12 of
the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code. The owners have constructed an in-ground swimming pool
accessory structure that results in 52.6% impervious surface coverage of the rear yard. The
Zoning Code does not allow accessory structures to exceed 50% impervious surface coverage of
a rear yard. The Glen Ellyn Zoning Board of Appeals will conduct a public hearing to consider
this Variation on December 13, 2011 at 7:30 p.m. on the third floor in the Civic Center, 535
Duane Street, Glen Ellyn, Illinois. Anyone is welcome to attend.

The property owners are requesting approval of a construction necessitated variation from the

Glen Ellyn Zoning Code as follows:

1. Section 10-5-5(B)4, Item 18c.1, to allow an in-ground swimming pool and 52.6%
impervious surface coverage of the rear yard in liew-of the 50% maximum permitted
impervious surface coverage of a rear yard.

2. Any other zoning relief necessary to construct the project as depicted on the plans
presented or revised at the public hearing or at a public meeting of the Village Board.

The property is zoned R2, Residential District, and is legally described as follows:

Lot 3 in Mertz’s Division of Lots 2 and 3 in J. R. Smith’s Addition to Glen Ellyn, a subdivision
in Sections 12 and 13, Township 39 North, Range 10, East of the Third Principal Meridian, in

DuPage County, Illinois.
P.L.N.: 05-13-102-006

Plans related to the proposed project are available for public review in the Planning and
Development Department, Civic Center, 535 Duane Street, Glen Ellyn, Illinois. If you have
questions, please contact Joe Kvapil, Building & Zoning Official, at (630) 547-5244. For
individuals with disabilities who have questions regarding the accessibility of the meeting or
facilities, contact Harold Kolze, ADA Coordinator, at (630) 547-5209.

(Published in the Daily Herald on Monday, November 28, 2011)
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PIQUETTE JR, PAUL & DIANE
OR CURRENT OWNER

864 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

WINANS, JOHN R

OR CURRENT OWNER
860 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

PARKERSON, LAURA S
OR CURRENT OWNER
894 SMITH ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

UETTE JR, PAUL &

LEMMER, DONNA M
OR CURRENT OWNER
880 SMITH ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

DIKUN, DANIEL & LINDA
OR CURRENT OWNER
879 HILLSIDE AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

BENSON, TIMOTHY & CAROL
OR CURRENT OWNER

884 SMITH ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

SANDER, KEVIN R

OR CURRENT OWNER
872 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

CARTER, JANE M

OR CURRENT OWNER
854 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

HELLER, MICHAEL & RENEE
OR CURRENT OWNER

890 SMITH ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

SWANEY, JAMES M & LISA A
OR CURRENT OWNER

888 SMITH RD

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

FILMER, DANIEL E & JANE
OR CURRENT OWNER
390 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

KOCUREK, RICHARD & DIANE
OR CURRENT OWNER

390 GRANDVIEW AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

O'DEA, R MICHAEL
OR CURRENT OWNER
885 GLEN OAK AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

CARTER, NANCY T
OR CURRENT OWNER
400 N SPRING AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

STRAIT JR, LARRY & STACY
OR CURRENT OWNER

855 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

ELISCHER, WILLARD W
OR CURRENT OWNER
881 GLEN OAK

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

WILSON, S & J BRIZZOLARA
OR CURRENT OWNER

410 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

PALATINUS, STEPHEN
OR CURRENT OWNER
891 GLEN OAK

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

JOHNSTON, ROBERT E & EVAN

OR CURRENT OWNER
416 SPRING AVE
GLEN ELLYN 1L 60137

FESSENBECKER, PAUL G
OR CURRENT OWNER
393 GRANDVIEW

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

KENNEDY, TIMOTHY J& C
OR CURRENT OWNER
370 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

MC GILLOWAY, MARTINA
OR CURRENT OWNER
372 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

KEVIL lll, JOHN &JENNIFER
OR CURRENT OWNER

370 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

WELCH, J MICHAEL
OR CURRENT OWNER
366 SPRING AVE
GLEN ELLYN [L 60137

NOVAK, JAMES B & ELEANOR
OR CURRENT OWNER

355 GRANDVIEW AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN
OR CURRENT OWNER
535 DUANE ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137
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KUMMER, BRUCE

OR CURRENT OWNER
883 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

CHIN, GEORGE & BARBARA
OR CURRENT OWNER

401 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

GILLESPIE, JANET M
OR CURRENT OWNER
861 CRESCENT BLVD
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

PETERSON, WALTER D
OR CURRENT OWNER
710 LIBERTY AVE

ST CHARLES iL 60174

STAUDT, SUSAN

OR CURRENT OWNER
372 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN {L 60137

GLEN OAK COUNTRY CLUB
OR CURRENT OWNER
21W451 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

CAPOZZI, DEBORAH L
OR CURRENT OWNER
377 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

OLSON, RICHARD S
OR CURRENT OWNER
381 GRANDVIEW
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

LOTT, JASON

OR CURRENT OWNER
385 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN L 60137

BAYLESS, JEFFREYR & D
OR CURRENT OWNER
389 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

SCHLUETER, J & S STEVENS
OR CURRENT OWNER

861 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

WALSH, SEAN P

OR CURRENT OWNER
367 SPRING ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

SCHILLING, DONALD J & R
OR CURRENT OWNER
369 SPRING ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

MARAS, ROBERT & KATHLEEN
OR CURRENT OWNER

367 GRANDVIEW AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

UREVIG, KATHERINE
OR CURRENT OWNER
873 HILLSIDE AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

WITTMAN, CRAIG & JILL
OR CURRENT OWNER
384 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

NAFZGER, C W 11954-61
OR CURRENT OWNER
380 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

RILEY, SYLVIAE TRUST
OR CURRENT OWNER
384 GRANDVIEW AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

PRINCE, CATHERINE M
OR CURRENT OWNER
378 GRANDVIEW
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

STRINGER, RANDAL & KAREN
OR CURRENT OWNER

380 SPRING AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

SCHULTS, THOMAS J & JOSIE
OR CURRENT OWNER

375 GRANDVIEW AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

MARTE, JANINE

OR CURRENT OWNER
868 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

DAWSON, M ELIZABETH
OR CURRENT OWNER
869 HILLSIDE AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

GUSTAFSON, M & H JOHNSON
OR CURRENT OWNER

71 EXMOOR AVE

GLEN ELLYNIL 60137

INGOLD, MAUREEN E
OR CURRENT OWNER
376 SPRING AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

PETERSON, MARK P & SUSAN
OR CURRENT OWNER

887 HILL AVE

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

STONE, WILLIAM F & HELEN
OR CURRENT OWNER

912 WAVERLY RD

GLEN ELLYN {L 60137

MC GUIRE, DONALD &MAUREEN
OR CURRENT OWNER
876 SMITH ST

GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

MARTIN, MANDY

OR CURRENT OWNER
865 HILLSIDE AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137

FOSSEN, JOHN M

OR CURRENT OWNER
871 GLEN OAK AVE
GLEN ELLYN IL 60137



VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN

535 Duane Street o g 9 e 5 T e
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137 Lol W o b i
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APPLICATION FOR VARIATION F,ngg\xﬁé",:?'Tr |
VILLAGE OF G _u“ e
Note to the Applicant: This application should be filed with, and any questions regarding i,
should be directed to the Director of the Village Planning and
Development Department.

-

The undersigned hereby petitions the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, for one or more variations
from the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code (Ordinance No. 3617-Z, as amended), as described in this

application.
L. APPLICANT INFORMATION:
(Note: The applicant must comply with Section 10-10-10(B) of the Zoning Code).
Name: A, [Hictael & Valerie O Qe
Address: S35 Etezn Ozl A,
Phone No.: (o) Aipod — F 704
FaxNo.: _ pF0D 770 — 2720
E-mail:  \z7 /sy / 720 faoa0 o CO17) modex I7/9 @;/ﬂﬁaf)- o

Ownership Interest in the Property in Question: AV 2t s —

Diined spppe  (o—198

II. INFORMATION REQUIRED BY SECTION 10-10-10(B) OF THE ZONING CODE, [F
APPLICABLE

NOTE: All parties, whether petitioner, agent, attorney, representative and or
organization et al. must be fully disclosed by true name and address in
compliance with Section 10-10-10(B) of the Zoning Code. Disclosure
forms are attached for your convenience.



IV.

INFORMATION REGARDING THE VARIATION(S) REQUESTED:

Description of the variation(s) requested (including identification of the Zoning Code
provisions from which variation is sought) and proposed use(s):
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Estimated date to begin construction: 2, , 44 3 aring [ Sevommee— 2010

Names and addresses of any experts (e.g., planner, archltect engineer, attorney, etc.):
/‘t//// <~ T

LI / C/LK/&// LocreeFerback

EVIDENCE RELATING TO ZONING CODE STANDARDS FOR A VARIATION:

The following items are intended to elicit information to support conclusions by the ZBA
or PC and the Village Board that the required findings/standards for a variation under the
Zoning Code have been established and met. Therefore, please complete these items

carefully.

A. Standards Applicable to All Variations Requested:

1.  Provide evidence that due to the characteristics of the property in question,
there are practical difficulties or particular hardship for the applicant/owner
in carrying out the strict letter of the Zoning Code:

(LQQM@Q prexeadad im Erroer [ 2 st oA
d " .y I
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2. (a) Provide evidence that the property in question cannot yield a
reasonable return if permitted to be used under the conditions
allowed by the Zoning Code (i.e., without one or more variations):

7 : z s 2 B,
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(b)  Provide evidence that the plight of the applicant/owner is due to
unique circumstances relating to the property in question:
/ Y g




3.

Provide evidence that the requested variation(s), if granted, will not alter the
essential character of the locality of the property in question:
' Fone

9 lys / ot 7 2 / § /o

For the purpose of supplementing the above standards, the ZBA or PC, in making
its recommendation that there are practical difficulties or particular hardships,
shall also take into consideration the extent to which the evidence establishes or
fails to establish the following facts favorably to the applicant:

Provide evidence that the particular physical surroundings, shape or
topographical condition of the property in question would bring particular
hardship upon the applicant/owner as distinguished from a mere
inconvenience if the strict letter of the Zoning Code were to be carried out:

Provide evidence that the conditions upon which the petition for variation is
based would not be applicable generally to other property within the same
zoning district:

e gt sttt v i gt rcperty

Provide evidence that the purpose of the variation is not based exclusively
upon a desire to make more money out of the property in question:

Provide evidence that the alleged difficulty or particular hardship has not
been created by any person presently having an interest in the property in
question or by the applicant.

Provide evidence that the granting of the variation will not be detrimental to
the public welfare or injurious to other property or improvements in the
}hborhood in Wthh the property m question is located




' Potential safety risk by altering the deck diving board area to comply with required setback:

Removal of any concrete near the diving board would interfere with the supporting structure and
render the diving board mechanism less stable, as the diving board mechanism is bolted to the

concrete.

Eliminating all of the concrete in this area would result in the removal of the diving board.

In addition, the automatic/electric pool safety cover mechanics are anchored and integrated into
the concrete pool deck structure. Thus, by removal of the concrete decking, the safety cover is
rendered useless and non-functional. There is then no way to close the pool. This creates a
tremendous safety hazard. The very reason we “splurged” on this automatic cover was to achieve
and maintain the highest possible level of safety and responsibility.

With regard to moving the existing garage:

Our 60 year old wooden garage could not survive a move, nor can we afford to build a new one.
Our budget was exhausted with the pool, landscaping, fencing projects. Even if this were a
possibility, it would essentially result in a garage sitting in the middle of our yard.

It was suggested by the Village that we try to buy some of our neighbor's yard to the south. Only
a couple of feet. Qur neighbors use their yard for a variety of recreational activities. We did not

feel approaching them on this subject was appropriate.



6.  Provide evidence that the proposed variation will not:

a. [Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property;
. , /
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~ b. Substantially increase the hazard from fire or other dangers to the
property in question or adjacent property;

St Lo orron i 2D o S

c. Otherwise impair the public health, safety, comfort, morals or general
welfare of the inhabitants of the Village;
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d. Diminish or impair property values within the neighborhood,;
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f. Create a nuisance; or
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g. Results in an increase in public expenditures.

7. Provide evidence that the variation is the minimum variation that will make
possible the reasonable use of the land, building or structure.

8.  Please add any comments which may assist the Zoning Board of Appeals of
Appeals in reviewing this application.
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EVIDENCE RELATING TO FLOOD HAZARD VARIATION REQUESTS:

The following items must be completed only if the requested variation is from Chapter 6
of the Zoning Code (relating to Flood Hazard Land Use Regulations.) If no such
variation is being requested, the applicant should skip this section and complete Section
VII below.

A.

Items applicable only to variation requested from the requirements of Chapter 6 of
the Zoning Code (relating to Flood Hazard Land Use Regulations) that, if granted,
would result in a structure not being protected to the elevation of the base flood.

1.  Provide evidence that the structure is to be located on a lot contiguous to
and surrounded by lots with existing structures constructed below the base
flood level.

AL

7 VT

2. Provide evidence that the applicant has acknowledged that (a) such
construction below the base flood level will increase the risk to life and
property and that the applicant proceeds with knowledge of these risks; and
(b) any variation is contingent upon the applicant obtaining approval from
other agencies having jurisdiction when the variance violates the
requirements of such agencies.

AT 2

Items applicable only to variations requested from the requirements in Chapter 6
of the Zoning Code (relating to Flood Hazard Land Use Regulations) that, if
granted, would significantly impede or increase the flow and passage of
floodwaters.

1. Provide evidence that the use will not result in an increased flood height
greater than 0.1 feet within the designated regulatory floodway.

/A

A
77

2. Provide evidence that the resulting increase in the base flood elevations will
not affect any existing structures or utilities.
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Name and address of the legal owner of the property (if other than the applicant):

7 2

pAYEean

Name and address of the person or entity for whom the applicant is acting (if the
applicant is acting in a representative capacity):

A A

Is the property in question subject to a contract or other arrangement for sale with the fee
owner? (Circle "Yes" or "No")

YES ( I.‘IO)

If YES, the contract purchaser must provide a copy of the contract to the Village and
must either be a co-petitioner to this application or submit the attached Affidavit of

Authorization with the application packet.

Is the property in question the subject of a land trust agreement? (Circle "Yes" or "No")

S N@
YE (e

If YES, (1) either the trustee must be a co-petitioner or submit the attached Affidavit of
Authorization from the trustee to represent the holders of the beneficial interests in the
trust and (2) the applicant must provide a trust disclosure in compliance with "An Act to
Require Disclosure of All Beneficial Interests", Chapter 148, Section 71 et seq., lllinois
Revised Statutes, signed by the trustee.

IIL. PROPERTY INFORMATION:

Common address: 35 Glen Oalt e
Permanent tax index number: 05 — /3 — /00 —O0O0 @

Legal description: Lot 3B /mh /’Y)er‘/‘z AiviSipm ofF /0715

= ?1_3 1 TR Srmiths crddiFron S+ E&len E/\,/n 2
A Subdnts:0rm 11 SEctroms 12 oo I3 .

%zrzé,ofvnj crpal merv&aa._n 5 7%,1 Dupd?e_, Cocenty , I iN00sS,

Zoning classification:

Lotsize: (2o, 7ﬁ.x /@4'37 ft. Area: //, 152 )  sq. ft.

x (pé"x /5/12/

Present use: Single Faonily home




3. Provide evidence that the owners of the properties affected by the increased
base flood elevation are compensated for the resulting effect on property
values, and they give their written agreement to granting the variation.

AL L

/ V—r—7

4.  Provide evidence that the resulting increased flood elevations will not affect

any flood protection structures.
At L3

i

CERTIFICATIONS, CONSENT AND SIGNATURE(S):

I (We) certify that all of the statements and documents submitted as part of this
application are true and complete to the best of my (our) knowledge and belief.

I (We) consent to the entry in or upon the premises described in the application by any
authorized official of the Village of Glen Ellyn.

I (We) certify that I (we) have carefully reviewed the Glen Ellyn Zoning Variation
Request Package and applicable provisions of the Glen Ellyn Zoning Code.

[ (We) consent to accept and pay the cost to publish a notice of Public Hearing as
submitted on an invoice from the publishing newspaper. [ (we) understand that our
request will not be scheduled for a Village Board agenda until and unless this invoice is

paid.

Z?M/m @&

Signature of Applicant(s)

SO~ 79 — /f
Date filed




Return To:

U.S. BANK N.A.
1550 AMERICAN BLVD EAST
BLOOMINGTON MN 55425

Prepared By:

PEGGY HITTLE

U.S. BANK N.A.

16900 WEST CAPITOL DRIVE
BROOKFIELD, WI 53005

{Space Above This Line For Recording Data]

MORTGAGE

LOAN:# 7890637258

MIN 100021278906372581
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DEFINITIONS

Words used in multiple sections of this document arc defined below and other words are defined in Sections
3, 11, 13, 18, 20 and 21. Certain rules regarding the usage of words used in this document are also provided

in Section 16.

(A) "Security Instrument" means this document, which is dated AUGUST 26,2010
together with all Riders to this document.
(B) “Borrower" is

RAYMOND MICHAEL O DEA AND VALERIE H. O DEA . HUSBAND AND WIFE

Borrower is the mortgagor under this Security Instrument.
(C) "MERS" is Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. MERS is a scparatc corporation that is actmg

solely as a nominee for Lender and Lender's successors and assigns. MERS is the mortgagee under this
Security Instrument. MERS is organized and existing under the laws of Delaware, and has an address and
telephone number of P.O. Box 2026, Flint, MI 48501-2026, tel. (888) 679-MERS.

ILLINOIS - Single Family - Fannie Maeffreddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT WITH MERS Form 3014 1/01
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(D) "Lender" is U.S. BANK N.A.

Lenderisa NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
organized and cxisting under the laws of THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Lender's address is 4801 FREDERICA STREET. OWENSBORO. KY 42301

(E) "Note" means the promissory note signed by Borrower and dated AUGUST 26,2010 .
The Note states that Borrower owes Lender -
Dollars

(UsS. § ) plus interest. Borrower has promised to pay this debt in regular Periodic

Payments and to pay the debt in full not later than SEPTEMBER 1.2025
F) "Property" means the property that is described below under the heading "Transfcr of Rights in the

Property.*
(G) "Loan" mcans the debt evidenced by the Notc, plus interest, any prepayment charges and late charges

due under the Note, and all sums due under this Security Instrument, plus interest.
(H) "Riders" means all Riders to this Security Instrument that are cxecuted by Borrower. The following

Riders are to be executed by Borrower [check box as applicable}:

| Adjustable Rate Rider [ ] Condominium Rider [ 1 Second Home Rider
[__| Balloon Rider [_] Planned Unit Development Rider [ 114 Family Rider

[1 VA Rider ] Biweekly Payment Rider ] Other(s) {specify]

(@) "Applicable Law" means all controlling applicable federal, state and local statutes, regulations,
ordinances and administrative -rules and orders (that have the cffect of law) as well as all applicable final,
non-appealable judicial opinions.

@) "Community Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments" means all dues, fees, assessments and other
charges that are imposed on Borrower or the Property by a condominium association, homeowners
association or similar organization.

(K) "Electronic Funds Transfer" mcans any transfer of funds, other than a transaction originated by check,
draft, or similar paper instrument, which is initiated through an electronjc terminal, telephonic instrument,
computer, or magoetic tape so as to order, instruct, or authorize a financial institution to debit or credit an
account. Such term includes, but is not limited to, point-of-sale transfers, automated teller machine
transactions, transfers initiated by telephone, wire transfers, and automated clearinghouse transfers.

(L) "Escrow Items" mecaos those itcms that are described in Section 3.

(M) "Miscellaneous Proceeds” means any compensation, settlement, award of damages, or proceeds paid by
any third party (other than insurance proceeds paid under the coverages described in Section 5) for: (i)
damage to, or destruction of, the Property; (ii) condemnation or other taking of all or any part of the Property;
(iii) conveyance in lieu of condemnation; or (iv) misrepresentations of, or omissions as to, the value and/or

condition of the Property.
(N) "Mortgage Insurance" means insurance protecting Lender against the nonpayment of, or default on, the

Loan.

(O) "Periodic Payment" means the regularly scheduled amount due for (i) principal and interest under the
Note, plus (i) any amounts under Section 3 of this Security Instrument.

(P) "RESPA" mecans the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (12 U.S.C. Section 2601 et seq.) and its
implementing regulation, Regulation X (24 C.F.R. Part 3500), as they might be amended from time to time,
or any additional or successor legislation or regulation that governs the same subject matter. As used in this
Security Instrument, "RESPA" refers to all requirements and restrictions that are imposed in regard to a
“federally related mortgage loan” even if the Loan does not qualify as a “federally related mortgage loan”

under RESPA.

fLLINOIS - Single Family - Fannie Mae/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT MERS
@-GA(IL) (0810) Page 2 of 15 i Form 3014 1/01



(Q) "Successor in Interest of Borrower" means any party that has taken title to thé Property, whether or not
that party has assumed Borrower's obligations under the Note and/or this Security Instrument.

TRANSFER OF RIGHTS IN THE PROPERTY

This Security Instrument secures to Lender: (i) the repayment of the Loan, and all rencwals, extensions and
modifications of the Note; and (ii) the performance of Borrower's covenants and- agreements under this
Security Instrument and the Note. For this purpose, Borrower does hereby mortgage, grant and coavey
to MERS (solcly as nominec for Lender and Lender's successors and assigns) and fo the successors
and assigns of MERS, the following described property located in the PUBLIC RECORDS

[Type of Recording Jurisdiction] of DU PAGE COUNTY [Name of Recording Jurisdiction]:

LOT 3 IN MERTZ DIVISION OF LOTS 2 AND 3 IN J.R. SMITH S ADDITION
TO GLEN ELLYN, IN SECTIONS 12 AND 13, TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH. RANGB
10, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN. ACCORDING TO THE PLAT
SAID MERTZ DIVISION RECORDED AUGUST 29, 1923 AS DOCUMENT NO.
169073, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

THIS IS HOMESTEAD PROPERTY.

Parccl ID Number: 05-13-102-006-0000 which currently has the address of
885 GLEN OAK AVE (Street]
GLEN ELLYN (City}, Illinois 60137 {Zip Code]
("Property Address”):

TOGETHER WITH all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property, and all easements,
appurtcoances, and fixturcs now or hereafter a part of the property. All replaccments and additions shall also
be covered by this Sccurity Instrument. All of the foregoing is referred to in this Security Instrument as the
"Property.” Borrower understands and agrees that MERS holds only legal title to the interests granted
by Borrower in this Security Instrument, but, if necessary to comply with law or custom, MERS (as nomince
for Lender and Lender's successors and assigns) has the right: to cxercise any or all of thosc interests,
including, but not limited to, the right to foreclose and sell the Property; and to take any action required of
Lender including, but not limited to, releasing and canceling this Security Instrument.

BORROWER COVENANTS that Borrower is lawfully seised of the estate hereby conveyed and has
the right to mortgage, grant and convey the Property and that the Property is unencumbered, except for
encumbrances of record. Borrower warrants and will defend generally the title to the Property against all
claims and demands, subject to any encumbrances of record.

THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT combincs uniform covenmants for natiopal usc and non-uniform
covenants with limited variations by jurisdiction to constitute a uniform security instrument covering real
property.

UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender covenant and agree as follows:

1. Payment of Principal, Inferest, Escrow Items, Prepayment Charges, and Late Charges.
Borrower shall pay when duc the principal of, and interest on, the debt evidenced by the Note and any
prepayment charges and late charges due under the Note. Borrower shall also pay funds for Escrow Items

{LLINOIS - Single Family - Fannle Mae/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT WITH MERS
@D SA(L) wst0) Page 30f 15 init V0 Form3014 1/01
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MATERIALS INCLUDED:

ITEM

1.

Properly completed application

Fee Paid
Proof of ownership

Current Plat of Survey +
floodplain determination (in writing)

Legal description of property
(may be included in No. 4)

A description of the proposed use and/or
Variation, on a dimensioned site plan or plat,

with the outline of the building(s). The site plan
or plat need not be prepared by an architect or
engineer. (Elevations [drawings or exterior walls]
are requested).

Petition signed by neighbors (all within 250 feet)

CODE REFERENCE

10-10-10(A)1
10-10-12(A)5

Ord. No. 1904-Z,
10-10-10(B)
10-10-12(E)
10-6-3
10-10-12(A)2

10-10-12(A)4

Optional



OWNERSHIP BY A CORPORATION

Date:

Address:

Legal Description:

LIST ALL SHAREHOLDERS AND OFFICERS/DIRECTORS (AND % OF INTEREST
OWNED IN EXCESS OF 5% OF STOCK)

Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %
Name: Address: %

Name: Address: %




OWNERSHIP BY LAND TRUST

Date:
Address:
Legal Description:
TRUSTEE: TRUST NO.
Address:
LIST ALL BENEFICIARIES:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:
Name: Address:

Name: _Address:
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PLAT OF SURVEY
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Michael J. Emmert Surveys, Inc.
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mert Surveys, Inc., does hereby certify that we
= above described property and prepared the
vn. The legal description shown hereon is
rs. Refer to deed or title policy for building
ant or other restrictions which may sxist.
woted herecon shall not be assumed by scaling
s office shall not be respomnsible for future
ss all property corners are established by this

Vay of October, 2000
’V(/CZQ (,oz,',.,e(ﬂz

ois Land—Surveyor INo. 2499

President

¥ =z#ag

FInad
K— %Y

(QoiRivi e 8l -1a1La0
Y FONFSANG) 1748

LOT 3 IN MERIZ'S DIVISION OF LOTS 2 AND F IN J.R. SMTH'S
ADDITION TO GLEN ELLYN, A SUBDMSION IN SECTIONS 12 ANDT3,
TOWNSHIP 39 NQRTH, RANGE 10 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN, IN DuPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
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REVIEWED FOR CODE COMPLIANCI

Q AS NOTED
O FOUNDATION ONLY

ED SITE RAM Fork Peoll

M0 Lot
THIS REVIEW AND THESE

TO MEET ALL APPLI! CODE REQUIREMENTS.

DOCUMENTS, IF NOT
COMPLIANCE, SHALL NOT RELIEVE THE (()N\"ﬁ'lc 3
ARCHITECT OR CONTRACTOR OF THEIR RESPONSIBIL)

¥

2[51{2010
(Date)

Village of Glen Ellyn Permit No, Z.0 L0O 1O G
Tt . Z :

By:

Building and Zoning Official

Final Inspection Required For All Projects
Call 630-547-5250

original plat is in colors

Michael 3. Emmert Surveys, inc.
115 West Palatine Road
Paiatine, [1linois 60067-5103
O ffice 800/991-6898
Fax 991-4999
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- GENERAL zo.ﬂmm

2, NLETS TO BE LOCATED FOR PROPER CIRCULATION.
3. ALL LIGHTS, LADDERS, RAILS and REINFORCING SHALL BE COMTIONLY BONDED.
4. ALL CONCRETE FOOTINGS TO 8ET ON LNDISTURBED $OIL.

;
M
:

VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN

5. THE BYBTEM SUPFLYING MAKE UP WATER TO THE POOL SHALL BE N CONPORMANCE
WITH THE REGULATIONS of GLEN ELLYN.

6. BONOING WIRS CONTOUCUS, CLAMPED BVERY FIVE FEET end N CORNERS, with A FIVE
FOOT BTUB UP POR ALL DECK EGUIPHENT snd POOL LIGHT INCLUDING METALLIC POOL
ACCEBBORIES: ALL POOL EQUIFMENT UITHIN ' OF POOL, SHALL BE GROUNDED with i 2.2 o
CONTINIOUS BONOING THROUGHAUT POOL with GROWND CLAMPS A9 PER COOE, T 1

1 PUMP 410 LIGHT (UNDERUATER) TO BE INSTALLED ON GROUND PAULT INTERRUPTER T4, eoR LALd

BREAKER (GF)) i /
8, GRADES BURROINDING POOL DECK TO BE SUFKICIENT ELEVATION TO ALLOW 5} FRAME

DRANAGE AULIAY FROM RESIDENCE and POOL DECK FUER 84FETY COVER--

PROPERTY LINE 65'-0"

Naperville, IL. 60540
(630) 416-8200

THE SWIM STORE
1460 E. Chicago Ave.

T
& PGOL WATER TO BE SUPPLIED FROM EXIBTING HOSE BIBB with VACUIM BREAKER ultn @
MINPMUM 6° PREE FALL ABOVE THE DECK, %Jx
4

10, BOCL BHALL HAVE 4 RECIRCULATION SYSTEM uith AN HOURLY CAPACITY EQUAL 10
POOL YOLUME DIVIDED BY 18, Ls. FUMP SHALL HAVE A SUFFICIENT CAPACITY TD 00 !

DISCHARGE THE VOLUME OF WATER REGUIRED FOR AN (8) HOUR TURNOVER OF THE [ — N | A 1 \ PU ....... H I SRS e
POOL AGANST THE MAXIMUt KEAD N THE RECIRCULATING BYSTEM. LHEN POOL 18 10 ) 40" REAR $6TBACK FOR
BE EMPTIED WATER TO BE PUMPED OUT wlih INDIRECT CONNECTION TO STORM BEUER KT8 ALL SPOILS TO 1300 8 MPERVIOUS AREA
STOTEM, 't HAULED OFF 8ITE.

WL IPT VALVE REQUIRED FOR WATER SUPPLY.

AolE

EXPIRES I/30/10

L THE SURMNG POOL AREA BHALL 8¢ 83.55 eﬁoomo BY A 5
PROTECTIVE WALL, FENCE or OTHER BARRIER THE BARRIER BHALL NOT £.68TING FENCE TO BE --— 2 |
PROVIOE READY FOOTING FOR CLIMBING, dnd HALL PREVENT PASSAGE FMOVED and REFLACED (I, o\ gigd | == 398
THROUGH IT. THE ENTIRE BARRIER, NCLUDNG GATES, SHALL B +7th A B' ALUMINUM FENCE . prepdibelcaspdagiil
P e i e o o ; H
41 5°40° N HEIGHT MINIFUM, MEASURED ON THE NBIDE andl OUTBIDE. (2 CANVENENCE cUTLET e w JuocO DECK, Eect i§ , Lagecarha FLAR
) 1-3/4* SPACING BETUEEN VERTICAL MEMBERS, 2" FIOM WATERS EDGE /] ExioTs i
€)7° MAXIMPY CLEARANCE BETWEEN TWE GROUND ANO FENCE e L LTERR L SE

4_\ METER
@) 45" BETUEEN TOPS OF HORIIONTAL MEMBERS, LOCATE ON POOL, 8IDE s
2. ENTRANGE TO THE POOL AREA $HALL BE EQUIPPED uith A DOOR or GATE A~ — _

ced iy EXISTNG BRICK PATIO TO

| .c LaNmIckPING
Plan  NOT
SBMITIED
PETIo okl
NoT NcLupoeo
WP BR, Tk s
YELAT.

TIAT 1 BELF-CLOBING and SELF-LATCHING. POOL EQUIFMENT ON BELF-CLOBING / \&\

3. ACCESS GATES BHALL OPEN CUIUARD ALAY FROM THE FOOL ind SHALL BE <1 CONCRETE PAD SELF-LATGHNG GATE -
SELF CLOBING with SELF LATCHING DEVICES, THE RELEASE MECHANIS OF THE
SELF LATCHOG DEVICE SHALL BE LOCATED b4* ABOVE THE BOTICM OF THE
GATE, ACCESS GATE 8HALL MATCH THE REQUIREMENTS of THE BARRIER

|

PROFERTY L&

4, ALTERNATE LOCATION: LOCATE THE RELEASE ON THE POOL BIDE LOCATE BRICK ancl FRAME
and 3* FROM THE TOP OF THE GATE. MAXIMUM OPENING WITHIN 18° OF THE RESIDENCE
RELEASE SHALL BE LESS THAN 12",

EROSION CONTROL : EXTNG L0 s1ORT
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 6,2012
TO: Mark Franz, Village Manager 7

FROM: Julius Hansen, Ditector of Public Works

RE: 2011/12 Sidewalk Program and Conctete Street repairs

Background.
The Village removes and replaces sidewalk squares that are potential trip hazards. In addition, areas of
concrete streets and sections of curbing are selected for removal and replacement at the same time,

Bids were received on January 18, 2012. Five contractors submitted responsive bids with Globe
Construction of Addison, IL, submitting the low bid of $62,375.

Globe Construction was the low bidder of our 2008 Sidewalk Program in which Village-wide
sidewalk repairs were performed as well as the installation of new sidewalk on Buena Vista Drive.
Globe preformed excellent work. Project activities will be getting underway in late March or early
April with completion of the work scheduled for the end of April. The project will be managed and
inspected by the Public Works Department.

Issues.

Concrete work involving sidewalk, street patching and selective curb replacement are included in the
scope of work to reduce unit prices based on economies of scale. This work is completed at various
locations equaling nearly 5,000 square feet of sidewalk.

Recommendation.

A construction contract award to Globe Construction with program funding (including a 9%
contingency) in the amount of $68,000, is recommended. The 2011 sidewalk budget (excluding the
amount set aside for the proposed sidewalk on Crescent) is $50,000 with an additional $25,000
budgeted for the concrete roadway and curb repairs. Excerpts from the FY 11/12 Budget are attached.

Action Requested.
Motion to approve a construction contract with Globe Construction of Addison, IL, for the 2011/2012

Sidewalk, Curb and Concrete Street Rehabilitation Program, in the not-to-exceed amount of $68,000
(including a 9% contingency), to be expensed to the FY 11-12 Capital Projects fund.

Attachments.
* Memorandum from Jeff Petrigo

* Excerpts from the FY 11/12 Budget

Cc: Jeff Perrigo, Public Works Civil Engineer



MEMORANDUM

DATE: February 6, 2012
TO: Jultus Hansen, Directot of Public Works

FROM: Jeffrey D. Perrigo, Civil Engineer

RE: 2011/2012 Sidewalk, Curb and Concrete Street Repair Program —
Bid Analysis and Recommendation

The purpose of this memorandum is to recommend the construction contract award for the
2011/2012 Sidewalk, Curb and Concrete Street Repair Program. The Village has an annual sidewalk
program that addresses hazards identified throughout the previous year, as well as the installation of
new sidewalks, were appropriate. In addition to sidewalk, the program includes items to make repairs
to the Village’s concrete streets (structure box-outs, pavement sections) and miscellaneous damaged
curbs.

Bids were received on January 18, 2012. Five contractors submitted responsive bids with Globe
Construction of Addison, IL, submitting the low bid of $62,375. The bids are summarized below:

BIDDER BIDTOTAL | TORALAMOUNT
Globe Construction $62,375
Chicago Concrete $62,800
Schroeder & Schroeder $83,400 $75,000
Frazier Concrete $85,050
D’ Land Construction $86,000

A construction contract award to Globe Construction with program funding (including a 9%
contingency) in the amount of $68,000, is recommended. The 2011 sidewalk budget (excluding the
amount set aside for the proposed sidewalk on Crescent) is $50,000 with an additional $25,000
budgeted for the concrete roadway and curb repairs. Excerpts from the FY 11/12 Budget are attached.

Globe Construction was the low bidder of our 2008 Sidewalk Program in which Village-wide
sidewalk repairs were performed as well as the installation of new sidewalk on Buena Vista Drive. It
was a pleasure to work with them on that project and Public Works personnel are looking forward to
working with them again this year. Globe provided an excellent final product and worked well with
the residents and staff. Project activities will be getting underway in late March or early April with
completion of the work scheduled for the end of April. The project will be managed and inspected by
the Public Works Department.



Excerpts from the FY 11/12 Budget

9. Contract Street Maintenance: (FY10/11 Estimate - $82,000) - Provides funds for the
contract maintenance of Village streets for the following procedures and locations:

Contract Asphalt Street Patching (Skip Patching Program) $ 67,000
Engineering Oversight of Skip Patching Program 7,000
Resurfacing of Roadways near Deer Glen by Township 8,000

TOTAL $82,000

Contract Street Maintenance: (FY11/12 Budget - $225,000)

The proposed FY11/12 contract street maintenance work will include:

A. Asphalt Roadway Surface Treatments S 75,000
B. Asphalt Roadway Crack Sealing 45,000
C. Asphalt Street Major Patching Project 80,000
D. Concrete Curb & Street Pavement Repair 25,000
E. Concrete Street Grinding / Leveling 0
F. Concrete Street Joint and Crack Sealing 0

TOTAL $225,000

Sidewalk Program: (FY 11/12 Budget - $50,000) - The Crescent Blvd sidewal
(estimated cost of $190,000 will be deferred until FY13. The annual Vi sidewalk
installation and replacement program would be funded at a $50,000 4evel to repair
deteriorated sidewalk or provide new walk at locations throughout the Village as
determined by staff.



MEMORI/\NDUM

TO: Mark Franz, Village Manager 7%
FROM: Kevin Wachtel, Finance Director / ﬁ/

DATE: January 24,2012

RE: GASB 54 — the new fund balance

Background

The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) is the technical rulemaking authority for
governmental accounting in the United States. In 2009, the GASB issued statement number 54 changing
the language that we are required to use when presenting fund balance. The Village of Glen Ellyn is
required to implement this change for the current fiscal year, which ends April 30, 2012.

In December, the Village Board reviewed the cash reserve policy for the Water and Sewer fund. The
Village Board consensus at the December 5, 2011, meeting was to establish a $2,000,000 cash reserve
balance, annually indexed to the CPI or 3%, whichever is less.

Issues
For prior financial reports, the Village presented fund balance using terms such as reserved, unreserved,

designated, and undesignated. These terms were sometimes confusing to users of financial statements,
so the GASB established the statement to use language that makes more clear sense to technical and
non-technical users. The new language also helps identify the origin of specific restrictions on fund
balance dollars, rather than just the purpose for which those dollars may be used.

The new language incorporates the following definitions for the following fund balance categories:
Nonspendable, Restricted, Committed, Assigned, and Unassigned. In addition, this policy incorporates the
new policy statement for the Water and Sewer fund. These policies will be incorporated into our budget
policies, if approved.

The attached policy has been updated to reflect comments provided by our auditor to assure compliance
with current auditing standards.

Recommendation
Staff recommends adopting a reserve policy in accordance with GASB statement 54.

Action Requested
Staff requests that the Village Board adopt the attached policy, to be incorporated into the
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for the year ended April 30, 2012.

Attachments
¢ Draft Reserve Policy
e “GASB Statement Brings Greater Clarity and Consistency to Fund Balance Reporting”, March,
2009



Village of Glen Ellyn

Financial Policies

F. Reserve Policy
Definitions

Fund Balance — the difference between assets and liabilities in a Governmental
Fund.

Nonspendable Fund Balance — the portion of a Governmental Fund’s fund balances
that are not available to be spent, either short term or long term, in either form
(e.g., prepaid assets) or through legal restrictions (e.g., endowments).

Restricted Fund Balance - the portion of a Governmental Fund’s fund balances that
are subject to external enforceable legal restrictions as to what the fund balance can

be spent on.

Committed Fund Balance - the portion of a Governmental Fund’s fund balances with
self-imposed constraints or limitations that have been placed by formal action at the
highest level of decision making.

Assigned Fund Balance - the portion of a Governmental Fund’s fund balances to
denote an intended use of resources.

Unassigned Fund Balance - available expendable financial resources in a
governmental fund that are not the object of tentative management plan (i.e.
assignments). (Only in the General Fund, unless negative.)

Note: In non-governmental funds, management may decide to “assign” funds for a
specific purpose. This will be done as an internal budgeting procedure rather than
as a formal accounting entry. Creating a governmental fund automatically assigns
fund balance in that fund to the purpose of the fund.

1. The Village will maintain adequate cash reserves (unassigned fund balance) in its
operating funds (General Fund) in an amount equal to or greater than 25% of the
current year fund operating expense budget (excluding capital) for FY2012/13. In
following years, the target amount of cash reserves will increase by 1 percentage
point growing to 35% of current year fund operating expense budget (excluding
capital).

Adequate reserve balances are maintained to:
a. offset unexpected changes in operating revenues

b. provide sufficient cash flow for daily transaction volumes
c. provide a buffer for unexpected or emergency expenditures



Village of Glen Ellyn
Financial Policies

2. The Village will spend the most restricted dollars before less restricted, in the
following order:

Restricted,
Committed,
Assigned,
Unassigned.

Ll I .

3. The Finance Director will determine if a portion of fund balance should be
assigned and will document said assignment by a memorandum to the Village
Manager and appropriate disclosure in the audited financial statements.

4. ENTERPRISE FUNDS CASH RESERVES:

a. The Village will maintain $2,000,000 in cash reserves in the Water and
Sanitary Sewer Fund for FY2011/12, increased annually by the 12-month
change in the CPI-U (December before the beginning of the fiscal year) or
3%, whichever is less.

b. The Village will maintain adequate cash reserves in the Parking Fund,
Residential Solid Waste Fund, and Recreation Fund in an amount equal to
or greater than 25% of the current year fund operating expense budget
(excluding capital) for FY2012/13. In following years, the target amount
of cash reserves will increase by 1 percentage point growing to 35% of
current year fund operating expense budget (excluding capital).



- XGASB

Governmental Accounting Standards Board

of the Financial Accounting Foundation

March 2009

GASB Statement Brings Greater Clarity and
Consistency to Fund Balance Reporting

Fund balance refers to the difference between assets and liabilities in the
governmental funds balance sheet. This information is one of the most widely used
elements of state and local government financial statements.

Of central importance to the credit reviews performed by municipal bond
analysts, fund balance information also is used by taxpayer associations, research
organizations, oversight bodies, state, county and local legislators and their staffs, and
reporters. Financial statement users examine fund balance information to identify the
available liquid resources that can be used to repay long-term debt, reduce property
taxes, add new governmental programs, expand existing ones, or enhance the financial
position of the government.

The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) has found that, despite
its popularity and usefulness, the value of fund balance information is significantly
diminished by misunderstandings regarding the messages it conveys and inconsistency
in governments’ financial reporting practices.

In order to enhance how fund balance information is reported and improve its
decision-usefulness, in March 2009 the GASB issued Statement No. 54, Fund Balance
Reporting and Governmental Fund Type Definitions.

How Will Fund Balance Be Reported?

This Statement is designed to improve financial reporting by establishing fund
balance classifications that are easier to understand and apply. In essence, it
establishes a hierarchy based largely on the extent to which a government is bound to
observe spending constraints that govern how it can use amounts reported in the
governmental funds balance sheet.

Statement 54 establishes the following classifications depicting the relative
strength of the constraints that control how specific amounts can be spent:



e Nonspendable fund balance includes amounts that are not in a spendable form
(inventory, for example) or are required to be maintained intact (the principal of an
endowment fund, for example).

e Restricted fund balance includes amounts that can be spent only for the specific
purposes stipulated by external resource providers (for example, grant providers),
constitutionally, or through enabling legislation (that is, legislation that creates a new
revenue source and restricts its use). Effectively, restrictions may be changed or
lifted only with the consent of resource providers.

e Committed fund balance includes amounts that can be used only for the specific
purposes determined by a formal action of the government's highest level of
decision-making authority. Commitments may be changed or lifted only by the
government taking the same formal action that imposed the constraint originally.

e Assigned fund balance comprises amounts infended to be used by the government
for specific purposes. Intent can be expressed by the governing body or by an
official or body to which the governing body delegates the authority. In governmental
funds other than the general fund, assigned fund balance represents the amount
that is not restricted or committed. This indicates that resources in other
governmental funds are, at a minimum, intended to be used for the purpose of that

fund.

e Unassigned fund balance is the residual classification for the general fund and
includes all amounts not contained in the other classifications. Unassigned amounts
are technically available for any purpose. If another governmental fund has a fund
balance deficit, then it will be reported as a negative amount in the unassigned
classification in that fund. Positive unassigned amounts will be reported only in the
general fund.

How Have the Fund Type Definitions Been Clarified?

The Statement also is designed to improve the usefulness of fund balance
information by clarifying certain parts of the definitions of governmental fund types that
have led to confusion and adversely affected the interpretation of fund balance
information. It makes clear, for example, that special revenue funds are created only to
report a revenue source (or sources) that is restricted or committed to a specified
purpose, and that the revenue source should constitute a substantial portion of the
resources reported in the fund.

The basic definition of the debt service fund type remains essentially unchanged.
However, the terminology in the definition of the capital project fund type has been
clarified to focus on the broader, more consistently understood notion of capital outlays,
and to better capture the breadth of capital activities in today’s environment.



“Rainy~-Day” Funds

The GASB's research indicates that information about amounts set aside for
emergencies is very important to financial statement users. Because of the importance
associated with these balances, Statement 54 clarifies how rainy-day amounts can be
reported by treating stabilization arrangements as a specified purpose. Consequently,
amounts constrained to stabilization will be reported as restricted or committed fund
balance in the general fund if they meet the other criteria for those classifications.
However, stabilization is regarded as a specified purpose only if the circumstances or
conditions that signal the need for stabilization (a) are identified in sufficient detail and
(b) are not expected to occur routinely. Governments are required to disclose in the
notes key information about their stabilization arrangements, including the authority by
which they were established, provisions for additions to the stabilization amount, and
circumstances under which those amounts may be spent.

Some governments create stabilization-like arrangements by establishing formal
minimum fund balance policies. Because users are interested in information about
those minimum fund balance policies and how governments comply with them,
governments are required to explain their minimum fund balance policies, if they have
them, in notes to the financial statements.

What Other Note Disclosures Will Be Required?

Under Statement 54, governments will disclose their accounting policies that
indicate the order in which restricted, committed, assigned, and unassigned amounts
are spent, in circumstances when an expenditure is made for a purpose for which
amounts are available in multiple fund balance classifications. For example, a town may
have a state grant for public safety activities (restricted), proceeds from a portion of its
own property tax that the town council voted could only be used for public safety
(committed), and general revenues available for public safety spending (unassigned).
The disclosure would identify the order in which the town will spend those resources.
Governments already are required to make similar disclosures regarding restricted and
unrestricted net assets.

In addition, governments are required to describe the processes through which
they commit and assign fund balance amounts. Governments also are required to
disclose the purpose for each major special revenue fund—identifying which specific
revenues and other resources are authorized to be reported in each.

How Did the GASB Incorporate Constituent Feedback?

During the project that led to Statement 54, the GASB went through two rounds
of public comment, beginning with an Invitation to Comment that was issued in October
2006. The input received from constituents in response to that due process document
guided the development of changes that the GASB proposed in an Exposure Draft in
April 2008.



Though the final standards retain the basic reporting requirements presented in
the Exposure Draft, the GASB did make a number of changes based on public feedback
and further study that are worth highlighting. With respect to fund balance
classifications, the GASB significantly changed its proposal for reporting negative
balances (see the earlier definition of unassigned fund balance). The GASB decided
that deficits created as a result of overspending for a specific purpose should first
reduce amounts assigned to other purposes within the fund. After eliminating those
funds, a negative residual balance should be reported as negative unassigned fund
balance.

The GASB decided to eliminate the heading spendable because constituents
were concerned it might incorrectly be inferred that anything not classified as
nonspendable could be considered spendable for any purpose. Also, the GASB agreed
with constituents that the limited classification did not sufficiently convey the substance
of the classification and determined that the term committed would be a better term.

The GASB also clarified how a government should report when it does not have
an accounting policy guiding the order in which amounts from various fund balance
classifications are spent. For such governments, the Statement establishes a default
policy that should be applied, in which restricted amounts are used first, followed by
committed, assigned, and unassigned amounts in that order, for purposes of reporting
fund balance.

Finally, as mentioned previously, the GASB clarified terminology in the definition
of the capital projects fund type largely in response to feedback received from
respondents to the Exposure Draft.

When Do the Standards Take Effect?

Governments are required to implement Statement 54 for fiscal years first ending
June 30, 2011. Fund balance reclassifications should be applied retroactively by
restating fund balance for all prior periods presented in the financial statements.
Changes to the fund balance information presented for prior years in the statistical
section are not required, although retroactive application is encouraged. Early
implementation of Statement 54 is encouraged.



MEMORANDUM

TO: Mark Franz, Village Manager
FROM: Kiisten Schrader, Assistant to the Village Manager - ADM M

Michael Strong, Planning Intern

DATE: Februaty 7, 2012

RE: 525 Forest Avenue Glen Ellyn Local Landmark Designation

Background. On October 13, 2011, Vito Ippolito, property owner of 525 Forest Avenue,
submitted a nomination form requesting that the Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation Commission
consider designating his home as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark.

The property was built around 1906, and is a fine example of Victorian style architecture in the
Village. In 1992, a two-car detached garage and front porch were constructed on the property to
match the existing Victorian architectural style of the home, as well as the installation of a fence.
Therefore, the structure on the property is largely the same as when it was originally built. The
propetty is located on the east side of Forest Avenue between Anthony Street to the north and
Pennsylvania Avenue to the south in the R4 Multi-Family Residential District.

On November 9, 2011, the Historic Preservation Commission, pursuant to testimony and facts
presented by Mr. Ippolito, granted preliminary determination of landmark status to 525 Forest
Avenue. Upon receipt of written owner consent, a public heating was held during the January 26,
2012, regular Historic Preservation Commission meeting. At the conclusion of the public hearing,
the Commission unanimously approved a motion to recommend that the Village Board approve
landmark designation for the property.

Issues. The subject property is the first zoned R4 Multi-Family Residential to petition for landmark
status. Due to its historical and architectural value, it is a property that would be appropriately
recognized with landmark status. The only consideration that should be addressed is the impact that
preserving this property will have on future redevelopment of the atea. As a property in the R4
district, which allows for multiple-family dwellings, preserving the site may complicate any
redevelopment of the lot with adjacent propetties for a use compliant with the zoning district
permitted uses. However, Village staff does not feel that pursuit of landmark status would
significantly affect the neighborhood or future development of this area, because there are other
development opportunities for multiple-family dwellings in the adjacent CBD Service District. If the
propetty is landmarked, any future redevelopment of the site requiring demolition would require a
formal review and recommendation by the Historic Preservation Commission and approval by the
Village Board.

Recommendation. The Historic Preservation Commission recommends that the Village Board
consider designating 525 Forest Avenue as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark.
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Action Requested. The Village Board should consider the recommendation of the Glen Ellyn
Historic Preservation Commission to designate 525 Forest Avenue as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark.
An Ordinance approving this recommendation is attached.

Attachments.
e Report and Recommendation dated February 2, 2012 with Exhibits
e Ordinance

Cc: Staci Hulseberg, Planning and Development Director

Histotic Preservation Commission
Vito Ippolito, Property Owner

X:\Admin\ HistCommission\Landmarks\ 525 Forest\VB Memo - 525 Forest.doc



REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE GLEN ELLYN
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
ON THE REQUEST OF VITO IPPOLITO
FOR THE DESIGNATION OF THE PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 525 FOREST AVENUE
AS A HISTORIC LANDMARK

TO: The President and Board of Trustees, DATE: February 2, 2012
Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois

Background. Vito Ippolito (“Petitioner”), property owner of 525 Forest Avenue (“Property”),
filed a petition to have his home designated as a Glen Ellyn Histotic Landmark on October 13,
2011. On November 9, 2011, pursuant to the testimony and facts presented by the Petitioner, the
Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation Commission granted preliminary determination of landmark
designation to the Propetty. In accordance to the Glen Ellyn Histotical and Architectural Landmark
Presetvation Ordinance (#3825), a public hearing was held before the Historic Preservation
Commission on Thursday, January 26, 2012. The Histotic Preservation Commission heard
testimony, and issues the following Report and Recommendation to the Village Board.

I. Report:

A. Request.
The Petitioner is requesting landmark designation fot the property located at 525 Forest

Avenue.

B. Exhibits.
The following materials were submitted for review ptiot to the Historic Preservation
Commission meeting:

Exhibit 1: Histotic Landmark Nomination Form received on October 13, 2011, from
the Petitioner for the Property along with submittals.

Exhibit 2: Notice of Public Hearing published in the January 6, 2012, edition of The
Daily Herald.

Exhibit 3: Planning Report dated December 12, 2011.
Exhibit 4: Letter from Petitioner dated November 17, 2011.

Exhibit 5;: Minutes from the November 9, 2011, regular Historic Preservation
Commission meeting.

Exhibit 6: Minutes from the January 26, 2012, regular Histotic Preservation
Commission meeting.
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I1.

C. January 26, 2012, Regular Meeting.

Michael Strong, Staff Liaison for the Historic Preservation Commission, introduced the
request to the Commission. He referred to the nomination form, Notice of Public
Hearing, and the Planning Report. He noted that the Propetty was in a unique zoning
district, and was the first property to seek landmark designation in the R4 multi-family
zoning district.

D. Public Comment.
Kelli Christiansen (445 Turner) spoke in favor of the request. No members of the public
spoke in opposition of the request.

E. Discussion.
After conducting the public hearing, the Historic Presetvation Commission made the
following Findings of Fact pertaining to the Petitioner’s request for Landmark
Designation:

Fact 1. The property was most likely constructed in 1906 by Amos Chutchill, a
prominent builder from Glen Ellyn who established the Newton and Churchill
Company, who constructed between 25 and 30 homes in the Village.

Fact 2: The property is an example of the architectural style of this petiod, and is an
exemplification of this style distinguished by the quality of design, detail, materials, and
craftsmanship of the propetty.

Fact 3: Its identification with a petson ot persons who significantly contributed to
architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social ot other aspect of the heritage of the
Village of Glen Ellyn.

Fact 4: The previous owners have made improvements inside and outside of the
home in accordance to the architectural style of the period in which the home was
constructed. In 1992, a2 new porch was constructed to match the existing Victorian
architecture style of the home, as well as the construction of a detached garage.

Fact 5: The character of the area will not be adversely impacted by landmark
designation.

Recommendation:

On a motion made by Commissioner Salamunovich and seconded by Commissioner Wilson,
the Historic Preservation Commission recommends the Village Board approve the landmark
designation for the property located at 525 Forest Avenue based on the findings of fact
stated herein above. The motion carried with a vote of five (5) “Ayes,” zero (0) “Nays.”
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Date of Meeting: January 26, 2012

Present: Chairman Marks, Commissioners Loftus, Salamunovich, Saliamonas, Wilson,
Student Representative Buckton, Recording Secretary Soloman, Trustee Liaison
McGinley, Staff Liaison Strong

Excused: Commissioners Issac, Manak, Rasnic

Absent: None

Also Present: Vito Ippolito, Kelli Christianson

X:\Admin\HistCommission\Landmarks\525 F orest\VB-Report_Recommendation-525Forest.doc



GLEN ELLYN HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

HISTORICAL LANDMARK NOMINATION FORM
FOR INDIVIDUAL BUILDINGS OR ART OBJECTS

RECEIVED

Date Received

1. Name of Property/Site: \'; o
LLAGE ow
2. Address of Property: STAS .7\0 T EALELLY <

3. Attach photographs of the property site itself as well as important features (if available).

4. Is this property, or any part of it, listed on or nominated to the Illinois or the National
Register of Historic Places? Has the Glen Ellyn Historical Society placed an historical
plaque on the building?

Illinois Register National Register
_‘X Glen Ellyn Historical Society Plaque

5. Please indicate which of the following criteria apply to the property. (Check all that
apply). Explain in #6.

X Its value as an example of the architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or
other aspect of the heritage of the Village of Glen Ellyn, the State of Illinois, or the
United States;

Its location as a site of a significant historic event which may have taken place
within or involved the use of any existing improvements;

7\ _ Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to
architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or other aspect of the development of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, the State of Illinois, or the United States;

_Tts exemplification of an architectural type or style distinguished by innovation,
rarity, uniqueness or overall quality of design, detail, materials or craftsmanship;

Its representation of an architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or other
theme expressed through distinctive areas, districts, places, buildings, structures, works
of art or other objects that may or may not be contiguous;



Its unique location or distinctive physical appearance or presence representing an
established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community or the Village of
Glen Ellyn.

Other reasons. Please specify.

6. Additional details and history. Summarize why this property/site should be designated a
“Landmark.” Please indicate the year this building was constructed. ~ ZJ ‘
D(“@Cf*/ Y REBG NS SS 5SS ory el Ko 1T
'Ly A 20 s (éUf‘OA)ﬁLL = Wl Tl v I~
Rlsplered B «nennel g& Jheé [LlE Wy

Com mu/n,?
7. Name, address and telephone number of the property owner(s).

Name: /j‘% ‘Mfd// '7?
Address: Q. S~ Twrfés;- Auv€&
Area Code: £ 32  Phone Number: 7% & o 7 P

8. Name, address, telephone number and signature of person(s) submitting this nomination.
(Please attach additional sheets if necessary)

Name: S gL

Address:
Area Code Phone Number:

W / / ] 0/5//
Signifure Date

If you have questions, please phone the Village of Glen Ellyn staff liaison for the Historic
Preservation Commission at 630/469-5000.

Please return this form to:

Historic Preservation Commission
C/O: Staff Liaison

Village of Glen Ellyn

535 Duane Street

Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137

x:\admin\histcommission\historic preservation commission\landmarkapp.doc



DIED: JULY 15, 1922

A mos Churchill
- 1842-1922

Awmwvs Churehill, born on the Church-
ii farm north of Glen Bllyn, March
20, 1842, passed to his last rest at his
Ocean Park, Cal.,, Saturday,
July 15. Services were Ileld in Ocean
Park on Puesday. The renmins were
brought back here, with Mrs, Church-
ill accompanying. A fnal service will
be held at the ‘howme of his daughter,
Mrs. B. B. Curtis, o Hillside Ave,
this Saturday afternoon at  2:30
o'clpck. Interment will be in the Glen
Ellyn cemetery. .

Mr. Churchill was born, grew up and
lived his active lite in Glen Ellyn,
leaving here nine years ago for Cali-
fornin. He was a civil war soldier,
enlisting at the age of 19 in the 8th
Illinois Cavalry. ‘While he served he
ad five horses shot under him and
when the fifth horse was shot in the
battle of Malvern Hill, he received his
‘Hirst wound, the bullet striking his el-
bow. He was in the hospital with it
for a hundred days, and the elbow joint

home in

was removed. It left his arm in bad
condition and e was seunt home. Then.
a call was made for 100 men, he re-i
cruited thirty-four, took them along,
got Dby without an exaumination and
jserved the time.

In 1866 he and Marilla Dronson of
Wheaton were married. They were
the pax.ents of seven daughters. and
one som,; all of whom' but two giris are
living. '-'In addition they brought up
the two-children of one of‘ the daugh-
ters.

The daughters (leceased are Mrs.
Fanuie Matson, and Julia who djed in
infaney. Those surviving are: Mrs.
Jessie Curtis, of Glen Ellyn; Mrs. Jen-
nie Townson, Hesperia, Mich.% Mrs.
Josie Whittle, Oak Park; Mrs. J. B.
Lorbeer, Ocean Park, Cal.; Mrs. Rhoda
Aldrich, Hemmet, Calif., and the son,
Amos Churchill, Jr.,, also of Iemmet.

There are also surviving sixteen
grand children and ten great grand-
children.

Mr. Churchill was the cldest of his
family, and surviving him are his
brother, A. V. Churchill, of Oak Park,
and his sisters, bMrs. Nettie Clark, of
Jlen Ellyn, and Mrs. Hattie Wimpress
who lives north of town.

Mr. Churchill was in the lumber
husiness here for many years, estab-
lishing the present Newton and Buelh-
ke Company. 1t was kuown as the
Newton and Chumcehill Company, Mr.
Churchill being in  partnership with
Louis Newton, brother of the late Roy
Newton. He continued in the business
wmitil he sold his interests to Wm. I,
Bactbke.

He was a builder in the town erect-
ing in all between twenty-five aml
thirty houses. And anyone now who

‘buys a Charehill house knows that he

has a well-huilt home.

Mr. Churchill was an energetic work-
or in the Congregational church during
the yeiars of his life here. Ile was
jauitor for many years, and always had
a voice in its adwministration, serving
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resigning when he left the village for
Cnlifurnia.

In village affairs, he took an active
part serving on the ‘administrative
board for a long time. “tI was through
his efforts, when he was- president of
the ®oard that the desirable North-
western Station we have was brought
here. Once we had an old station,
something like YLombard’s, down at
Main Street. Mr. Churchill took the
matter up personally with railroad of-
ficials, induced them to buy that strip
of land for a park and érect the pres-
ent station. In the picture in the wait-
ing room, where the village fathers are
seated in chairs on the platform, Mr.
Churchill heads the row.

His Dhabits of activity were not put
off after lie went to Ocean Park, for
there he made hosts of friewls nud
acted as commander of the Ocean Park
G. A R. Post.

. Churehill did mneh f*oml in quiet
ways and many people in their hearts
know him as the practieal inspiration
of their start in life with homes. His
ehildren testify to his great kindness
and thoughtfuluess townrd them. Bven
during “his kst illness-—le has been
sn{fey(ng with cancer of the stomach
sined the winter—hie has insisted that
they stay with their homes and fami-
lies where they were needed instead
of coming to him. He knew of his ap-
proaching ¢leath and had all of his
hnsinesg affairs set in order. and had
made his plans for the last rites. He
asked that he be taken to the hone of
his daughter. and they are trying in
all things to fulfill his wishes.

At the time of going to press. the ar-
rangemoents for (he service had not
heen completed. hut it will he held
Saturday afternoon at 2:30 o'clock at

as a deacon for years and vears. only the Curtic home on Hillside Ave.
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AMOS CHURCHILL LAID"
TO REST BY HIS FRIENDS

Amos Churchill, 184214922, soldiex
of his nation in war time, and server
of lis country in peace time, was laid
to hix last rest in his native town on
Saturday afternoon with ceremonics
fitting to the man and the life he hail
led,

The howe of his daughter, Mrs. B.
B. Curtis of Hillside Ave, was
thronged with relatives and old tiwe
friends come to ofler their lInst
peets.  Music was provided by a quar-
tette composed of Mr. and Mrs. A
Steinberg, Mrs. Wilbur Cooper, and
Fred Lang who sang, “How Firm A

res-

Foundation,” and “Lead Kindly Light.™)
Mr. Steinberg sang as a solo Tenny !
son’s, lovely poem, “Crossing the Bar.”

Rev. Merrifield spoke and Prof.
Fisher, of Wlheaton College. old time
friend and former pastor of the Con-

gregational church, talked. L. C
Cooper, life-long friend -also spoke.

The two had beeu boys together. Mr.
Cooper who spoke of Mr. Churchill us
an older boy to .whom lie had always
looked up, feared be might not be able
to talk because of emotion for he said.
“Fe was like my own brother,” but
Ie regained his self-possession and
made a memorable address. .

Six men of the legion served as pall-
bearers, Isase Clark, John  Melvill
T.eslie Robey, Wesley Surkamer, Harald
Myers, and ‘fed Mayer of Lombard.
Old business and church colleagues
<erved as honorary pall-bearers, and
eight or nine G. A. R. wmewmbers were
present.

] as willing to lend his influence for a

amos Churchill

' Among others attending the services
were Mr. and Mrs. Bert Davison and
Miss Edna from Wilmette, Mr. and
Mrs. Jolm: Nelson, Lake Geneva, Henry
Vallette, Maywood; Heury Iawrence,
Itugea, and many friends from the
surrounding towus.

John Klein, an old soldier from
Winfield, who had dressed Mr. Charch-
ill's war wound, came. Another at-
tendant was Winslow Mabaffey, a
cousin from Palos Park who had not
heen in Glen Ellyn for forty years,
por seen Mr, Chnrehill for twenty-five,
who drove over with his married
daughter and her children.

Ten years ago the children of the
Churchill family presented Mr. Church-
ill with a silk flag for a birthday gift.
This was placed in his hands as though
he were lholding it and he was buried
with the colors he fought to defend
and lived to support. At the cemetery.
a flag whiclhh had belonged to an avia-
tor grandson in the war, Amos Whittle
who fell to his death on Ross Field,
wis beld over the grave as the caskot
was lowered in it. As the last act
in the ceremony a legion bugler lhlew
“Tups.” .

And so passed out from active living
one of Glen Ellyn's grent men, grent
in his long. useful sterling life. great
the rich memories of helpfulness,

in
kindliness. constructiveness which he
performed as well as preached. No

service was too hwmuble for his hands,
no cffort foo great for him to make.
When need arose he was as willing to
serve Dis chureh as janitor as to slt
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o its board of dircctors. He wis
girl to get her first school. as to in-
dice  the Northhwestern to give Glen
Llyn 2 good station,  Uis long yvears
i business in the Newton and Chureh-
ill .company, his Dbuilding of many
houses. lis progressive services 1or
many years on the village board and
as supervisor have left his lasting
stump on village life.

At - the time of his death, eighty
years old and ill, he was teaching a
Suday School claxs in Sauta Monica.
California. . )

Amos Churehill was a living ex-
emplar of ‘Robert Browuing’s great
lines, ’

- *Grow old -along with me,

The best is yet to be.

The last ot life for whieh the first
was planned.”







NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING BEFORE
THE GLEN ELLYN
HISTORIC
PRESERVATION

COMMISSION

An application has been
recelved by the Hisforic
Preservation Commission
to consider the property at
525 Forest Avenue for desig-
nation of historic landmark
status under the Village of
Glen Ellyn Historical and
Architectural Landmark
Preservation Ordinance
(Ordinance #3825-VC).

This property is being con-
sidered for designation of
landmark status for the foi-
lowing reasons:

1.1ts vaive as an exampie
of architectural, cultural,
economic, social or other as-
C@ct of the heritage of the

illage of Glen Ellyn, the
State of lilinols, or the
United States.

2.1ts identification with a
person or persons who sig-
nificantly contributed to
architectural, cuitural, eco-
nomic, historic, social or
ofher aspect of fhe develop-
ment of the Village of Glen
Ellyn, the State of iilinols,
or the Unifed States.

3.1ts exemfl ification of an
architectural type or style
distinguished by innovation,
rarity, uniqueness or overali
quality of design, detail,
materials or craftsmanship.

Before the Glen Ellyn Vii-
lage Board can consider the
application, the Historic
Preservation Commission
must conduct a public hear-
Ing. The Historic Preserva-
fion Commission wiil con-
sider the application at a
public hearing on Thursday,
January 26 at 7:30 p.m. in a
meeting room on the third
floor of the Civic Center, 535
Duane Street, Glen Ellyn, i1-

nois.
The subject property is le-
gally described as follows:
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the public hearing to listen
and be heard. information
related to the requests is
available for public review
in the Planning and Devel-
opment Department of the
Civic_ Cenfer, 535 Duane
Street, Glen Eilyn, 1iinois.
Questions related fo the re-
quests should be directed to
Michael Strong, Planning
Intern, 630-547-5248.

Individuals with disabil-
ities who plan to attend the
hearing and who reauire
certain accommodations in
order fo allow them fo ob-
serve and participate, or
who have questions regard-
Ing the accessibliity of the
meefing or facilities, are re-
quested to contfact the Vii-
lage 24 hours in advance of
the meeting.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING STAFF REPORT

TO: Historic Preservation Commission

FROM: Staci Hulseberg, Director of Planning & Developmen
Michael Strong, Planning Intern W

DATE: December 12, 2011

SUBJECT: 525 Forest Avenue — Landmark Designation

Historic Designation Planning Report: This Report is provided in accordance with Section 2-
13-5 of the Village Code which requires a report on planning considerations prior to the
designation of any structure or object as a Glen Ellyn Landmark.

Location/Request: The above-referenced home is located on the east side of Forest Avenue
between Anthony Street to the north and Pennsylvania Avenue to the south. The property
consists of one lot. The current property owner is Vito Ippolito who has requested landmark
designation in order to preserve the existing home.

Existing Structure: The following historical and architectural details about the home at 525
Forest Avenue were included in the application submitted by Vito Ippolito. The property is a
shingle-style Victorian home that was constructed by Amos Churchill in 1906. The home
features continuous wood shingles cladding the roof and walls, with shake-style shingles at the
peak of the roof on the front facade. The home features a steeply pitched roofline with cross-
gables and multilevel eaves, and one-over-one windows accented with cream window trim and
casing. Based on research conducted by the department, in 1991, a driveway and two-car
detached garage was built on the property. In 1992, a covered entry was expanded to an open
porch consistent with the architectural style of the home that features intricate Victorian
ornamentation. In 1994, a wooden picket fence was installed along the eastern perimeter of the

property.

Relationship _to Comprehensive Plan: The Glen Ellyn Comprehensive Plan designates this
parcel for Single-Family Detached Residential use, up to 5 dwelling units per acre. The
Comprehensive Plan also states that “...homes...that have historic and/or architectural interest
...add to the charm and character to the community. The Village should consider more formal
procedures for recognizing and designating structures and districts with historic value...Property
owners should be encouraged to retain and restore historic structures.” The designation of the
home at 525 Forest Avenue as a historic landmark would be consistent with the
recommendations of the Comprehensive Plan.

Zoning: The subject site is improved with a single family home but is located in the R4 Multi-
Family Residential District. The zoning district guidelines permit single-family dwellings as a
special use and not as a permitted use in the R4 District. The properties in the surrounding area
are zoned R2 and R4 and some of the surrounding properties border the C5B, CBD Service

|
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District. The surrounding lots are currently developed with single family, multiple-family, and
commercial buildings.

Effect on_the Neighborhood: Due to its historical and architectural value, it is a property that
should be appropriately recognized. According to the documents reviewed and the above report,
the only consideration that should be addressed is the impact that preserving this property will
have on the future redevelopment of this property and/or others in this area. As a property in the
R4 district, which allows for multiple-family dwellings, preserving this property may complicate
any redevelopment of the lot with adjacent properties for a use compliant with the zoning district
permitted uses, such as multifamily dwellings. Such future redevelopment in this area is unlikely
without the redevelopment of the subject property. However, we do not feel that pursuit of
landmark status would significantly affect the neighborhood or future development in this area,
because there are other development opportunities for multiple-family dwellings in the adjacent
CBD Service District. If the subject property becomes landmarked, future redevelopment of the
site requiring a demolition would require a formal review and approval by the Historic
Preservation Commission.

Planning_Consideration: A review of the information available in the Village files, the
Comprehensive Plan, and the zoning ordinance indicate that the home is appropriate for
designation as a Glen Ellyn Landmark for the following reasons:

1. The Comprehensive Plan indicates that historic properties such as 525 Forest Avenue
contribute to the character of Glen Ellyn because of its age, design, and construction.

2.  The structure is harmonious with the surrounding neighborhood.
3. This structure is largely the same as when originally constructed and it represents a
structure from that era. It is an exemplification of an architectural type or style

distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness or overall quality of design, detail, materials
or craftsmanship.

Requested Action: It is requested that the Historic Preservation Commission conduct a public
hearing for the requested landmark designation of the home at 525 Forest Avenue and vote to
make a recommendation to the Village Board for approval.

Cc:  Michele Stegall, Village Planner

X:\Admin\HistCommission\Landmarks\525 Forest\525 Forest Avenue Landmark Report.doc
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Historic Preservation Commission Minutes
from 11/09/11 Regular Meeting

in an unobtrusive spot and not a prominent feature. Commissioner Janninck stated that it is a
question of safety at this point. Chairman Marks asked for a motion to allow the home owners to
remove the existing chimney. Commissioner Janninck made a motion to allow the home owners
to remove the existing chimney, and Commissioner Saliamonas seconded. The motion carried
unanimously by a vote of 5-0.

B. 525 Forest Avenue — Preliminary Determination of Landmark Designation
Commissioner Manak returned at 9:10 p.m.

Chairman Marks introduced Vito Ippolito, home owner of 525 Forest Avenue, who has
submitted an application to the HPC for Local Landmark status. Chairman Marks stated that this
property is a great Victorian property and referred to the agenda packet for more information.
Chairman Marks asked Mr. Ippolito for background information on the house. Mr. Ippolito
stated that he bought the house about four to five months ago, and the quality of the house was
very evident. Mr. Ippolito stated that the house has a great layout and has the original wood
floors, a built-in china cabinet and detailed woodworking. Chairman Marks stated that the porch
is wonderful. Mr. Ippolito stated that he learned a great deal about the builder Amos Churchill
who was an impressive individual, and who was very important to Glen Ellyn’s early history.
Mr. Ippolito stated that the house does have a Glen Ellyn Historical Society plaque.

Commissioner Loftus stated that the plat originally showed an open porch until it was enclosed
around 1991. Commissioner Loftus stated that the house is about 90-95% original as it stands
today. Chairman Marks and Commissioner Manak stated that the pictures of the front of the
house are great.

Commissioner Manak stated that the application was filed on several criteria which are: Its value
as an example of the architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or other aspect of the
heritage of the Village of Glen Ellyn, the State of Illinois, or the United States; Its identification
with a person or persons who significantly contributed to architectural, cultural, economic,
historic, social or other aspect of the development of the Village of Glen Ellyn, the State of
Mlinois, or the United States (in reference to Builder Amos Churchill); Its exemplification of an
architectural type or style distinguished by innovation, rarity, uniqueness or overall quality of
design, detail, materials or craftsmanship (in reference to the Victorian style).

Commissioner Manak stated that the changes made from the original are minimal. Staff Liaison
Strong stated that the plat was included with the application after additional research was
conducted by the Planning Department. Mr. Ippolito stated that the addition was done in a way
that you could not tell that it was not a part of the original work.

Commissioner Manak made a motion to move forward with the preliminary determination of
Glen Ellyn landmark status for the property at 525 Forest Avenue, under Village Code Section 2-
13-3 under the criteria numbers 1, 3 and 4. Commissioner Loftus seconded, and the motion
carried unanimously by a vote of 6-0.



DRAFT

MINUTES
BOAD/COMMISSION: Historic Preservation DATE: 01/26/12
MEETING: Regular CALLED TO ORDER: 7:35 p.m.
QUORUM: Yes ADJOURNED: 9:10 p.m.
LOCATION: Glen Ellyn Civic Center
MEMBER ATTENDANCE: PRESENT: Chairman Marks,

Commissioners Loftus,
Salamunovich, Saliamonas, Wilson,
Student Commissioner Buckton

EXCUSED: Commissioners Issac,
Manak, Rasnic

ALSO PRESENT: Trustee Liaison
McGinley, Staff Liaison Strong,
Recording Secretary Solomon;
Audience participant Kelli
Christensen

1. Public Hearing Regarding Landmark Designation

Commissioner Loftus made a motion to open the Public Hearing at 7:35 p.m. regarding the
house at 525 Forest Avenue seeking designation of historic landmark status under the Village of
Glen Ellyn Historical and Architectural Landmark Preservation Ordinance. Commissioner
Saliamonas seconded the motion.

Staff Liaison Strong gave background on the house at 525 Forest Avenue for which the HPC
passed a motion at the November 9, 2011, regular meeting to grant preliminary determination of
Glen Ellyn landmark status for the property. He stated the application was filed on several
criteria which were listed within the nomination form.

Staff Liaison Strong stated that per the Planning Report found in the Commissioners packet, this
is the first home that has come forward for landmark designation in the R4 Residential District
which is zoned for multi-family use. He stated that even though the property is in the R4 District,
the Planning Department ultimately recommends that this property be considered for
landmarking. Staff Liaison Strong stated that future redevelopment of the site may still be
possible, but would require review and approval by the HPC.



Commissioner Loftus stated that the house is plaqued by the Glen Ellyn Historical Society and is
about 90-95% original as it stands today, except for the small addition made on the rear porch.
He stated that it does meet the criteria for a local landmark, and he does support it.

Commissioner Saliamonas stated that the home is beautiful and is an asset to the community.
Commissioner Wilson stated that it is exceptionally well-maintained and is a fine example of the
Victorian style. Commissioner Salamunovich stated that it exemplifies an architectural type or
style in the architectural Victorian style and is a great house all around.

Chairman Marks stated that the house also identifies with Amos Churchill who was a major part
of Glen Ellyn’s early history who built 25-30 houses in Glen Ellyn. He stated that he supports
this house being locally-landmarked and that he told Mr. Ippolito the HPC was very happy he
came forward to have this house landmarked.

Chairman Marks asked for a motion to recommend landmarking status for the property at 525
Forest Avenue. Commissioner Salamunovich made a motion to recommend Village of Glen
Ellyn landmarking status to the Village Board under the criteria that are listed above (criteria #1,
#3 and #4 on the application). Commissioner Wilson seconded, and the motion carried
unanimously by a vote of 5-0.

Chairman Marks asked for a motion to close the Public Hearing at 7:42 p.m. Commissioner
Loftus made a motion to close the Public Hearing to which Commissioner Saliamonas seconded.
The motion passed unanimously by a vote of 5-0.

2. Call to Order

Chairman Marks called the Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation Commission regular meeting to
order at 7:43 p.m., in the Civic Center at 535 Duane Street, Glen Ellyn, Illinois. Chairman Marks
stated that.

3. Approval of Minutes

Commissioner Loftus made a motion to approve the minutes of the November 9, 2011, regular
meeting and Commissioner Saliamonas seconded. This motion carried unanimously by a vote of
5-0.

4. Public Comment

None

5. New Business



Village of Glen Ellyn

Ordinance No.

An Ordinance Designating the Property
At 525 Forest Avenue, Glen Ellyn, IL
as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark

Adopted by the
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Of the
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DuPage County, Illinois
This day of » 20

Published in pamphlet form by the authority of the
President and Board of Trustees of the Village of
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Ordinance No.

An Ordinance Designating the Property
At 525 Forest Avenue, Glen Ellyn, IL
as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark

Whereas, Vito Ippolito, owner of the property commonly known as 525 Forest Avenue
(“Property”), Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, and legally described as follows:

THE NORTH 50 FEET OF THE WEST 140 FEET OF LOT 1 OF THE PLAT

OF LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38 OF THE

COUNTY CLERK’S ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SECTION 11, TOWNSHIP

39 NORTH, RANGE 10, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,

ACCORDING TO THE PLAT OF LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S

SUBDIVISION, RECORDED OCTOBER 16, 1903 AS DOCUMENT NO.

80145, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

P.IN. 05-11-312-001
has submitted a written request for Village of Glen Ellyn Historic Landmark Designation
for the property at said address in accordance with Chapter 13 of Title 2 of the Glen Ellyn
Village Code, known as the Historic Preservation Ordinance; and

Whereas, following due notice by publication in The Daily Herald not less than
fifteen (15) days nor more than thirty (30) days prior thereto, and following placement of
a placard on the subject property not less than fifteen (15) days prior thereto, Glen Ellyn
Historic Preservation Commission conducted a public hearing on January 26, 2012,
during which evidence, testimony, and exhibits were presented in support of the request
for Landmark Designation; and

Whereas, based upon the evidence, testimony, and exhibits presented at the

public hearing, the Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation Commission recommended that the

property be officially designated as a historic and architectural landmark, as set forth in

1



its Report and Recommendation dated February 2, 2012, a copy of which is appended
hereto as “Exhibit A”; and

Whereas, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn have
reviewed the evidence and exhibits presented at the aforementioned public hearing and
have considered the Report and Recommendation of the Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation
Commission and find that the property satisfies one or more of the criteria for designation
as a Glen Ellyn landmark as provided for in Section 2-13-3(A) of the Glen Ellyn Village
Code;

Now, Therefore, be it Ordained by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, in exercise of its home rule powers, as
follows:

Section One: The Report and Recommendation of the Glen Ellyn Historic
Preservation Commission, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, is hereby accepted, and the
findings and conclusions set forth therein and in the preamble above are hereby adopted
as findings of the corporate authorities of the Village of Glen Ellyn.

Section Two: The President and Board of Trustees hereby designate the property
located at 525 Forest Avenue in Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, as a Glen Ellyn
Local Landmark.

Section Three: The property is hereby determined to be a Glen Ellyn Local
Landmark because it satisfies the following criteria set forth in Section 2-13-3(A) of the
Glen Ellyn Village Code:

1. The property was most likely constructed in 1906 by Amos Churchill, a

prominent builder from Glen Ellyn who established the Newton and Churchill
Company, who constructed between 25 and 30 homes in the Village.

2



2. The property is an example of the architectural style of this period, and is an
exemplification of this style distinguished by the quality of design, detail,
materials, and craftsmanship of the property.

3. Its identification with a person or persons who significantly contributed to
architectural, cultural, economic, historic, social or other aspect of the heritage of
the Village of Glen Ellyn.

4. The previous owners have made improvements inside and outside of the home in
accordance to the architectural style of the period in which the home was
constructed. In 1992, a new porch was constructed to match the existing Victorian
architecture style of the home, as well as the construction of a detached garage.

5. The character of the area will not be adversely impacted by landmark designation.

Section Four: The determination of landmark designation is based upon the
owner’s written request and the evidence, exhibits, and testimony presented at the
January 26, 2012 Historic Preservation Commission public hearing including the
documents listed below, which are referenced herein as though they were attached hereto,
and said documents shall be filed with and made a permanent part of the records of the
Glen Ellyn Historic Preservation Commission:

1. Historic Landmark Nomination Form

2. Picture of the home on the property

3. Copy of the notice of the Public Hearing

Section Five: By virtue of its satisfying the criteria specified herein, the property
is hereby declared and designated as a Glen Ellyn Local Landmark, and the owners of
said property are requested to affix a plaque to the house denoting said designation.

Section Six: The Historic Preservation Commission is authorized and directed to send a

certified copy of this Ordinance and a summary report of the effects of designation to the owners

within ten (10) days of the passage of this Ordinance, and the Village Clerk is authorized and



directed to file or cause to be filed a certified copy of this Ordinance with the DuPage County
Recorder of Deeds, Milton Township Assessor, and appropriate Village departments.

Section Seven: The provisions and sections of this Ordinance shall be deemed to be
separable, and the invalidity of any portion of this Ordinance shall not affect the validity of the
remainder.

Section Eight: This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage,
approval, and publication in the manner provided by law.

Passed by the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, this

___ dayof , 20__, on first reading, second reading not being requested.

Ayes:

Nays:

Absent:

Approved by the Village President of the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, this _ day
of , 20

Village President of the Village
of Glen Ellyn, Illinois
Attest:

Village Clerk of the Village
of Glen Ellyn, Illinois

(Published in pamphlet form and posted on the day of )

X:\Admin\HistCommission\Landmarks\525 Forest\Landmark Ordinance - 525 Forest.doc



MEMORANDUM

TO: Honorable President and Board of Trustees
FROM: Mark Franz, Village Manager 7

DATE: February 7, 2012

RE: Proposed TIF District Adoption Ordinances

Background and Issues

The Village began the process of working towards the designation of a Tax Increment Financing
(TIF) District in the central business district in the fall of 2010. The process began with a Request
for Proposal for a TIF Feasibility Study to ensure the downtown was TIF eligible (which it is), for
which the Village hired Ehlers and Associates. Since that time, the Village and Ehlers have worked
to complete all of the necessary steps for TIF designation, including the publishing of requited
documents (TIF Redevelopment Plan and Project Report, Eligibility Report and Housing Impact
Study), as well as statutory notice and procedural requitements.

The most recent, and second to final step in the TIF designation process, was to conduct a public
hearing during the Special Village Board Meeting on Januaty 9, 2012. With this step completed, the
final step is the approval of three ordinances: adoption of the TIF Redevelopment Plan,
establishment of the Redevelopment Project Area and adoption of tax increment financing. These
ordinances must be approved within a 14 to 90 time petiod following the public hearing.

The Village Board is requested to review the prepared ordinances at the February 13 Village Board
Meeting. Further detail on the Village’s TIF District designation process is available on the attached
January 3 memo.

Action Requested
The Board is requested to review and approve the following ordinances at the February 13, 2012

Village Board Meeting:

1. Ordinance No. , an Ordinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois,
Approving a Tax Increment Redevelopment Plan and Redevelopment Project for the
Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area;

2. Otdinance No. , an Ordinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois,
Designating the Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area Pursuant to the Tax
Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act; and

3. Otdinance No. , an Otrdinance of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois,
Adopting Tax Increment Allocaton Financing for the Central Business District
Redevelopment Project Area.

Attachments
® January 3, 2012 memo: Proposed TIF District — Public Hearing (with attachments)
® Ordinances



Special Board Meeting
January 9, 2012
item No. 2

MEMORANDUM

TO: Honotable President and Board of Trustees
FROM: Mark Franz, Village Manager

DATE: January 3, 2012

RE: Proposed TIF District — Public Hearing

Background

Tax Increment Financing (TTF) is a tool that state law affords local governments to assist them in
restoting run-down, blighted areas, stimulating older neighbothoods, or jumpstarting economically
sluggish parts of the community. With a TIF District, local governments can make needed
infrastructure improvements and provide incentives to attract businesses and encourage investment
in the community without raising taxes. New businesses mean more jobs, more customers, and, in
turn, mote private investment. As a result, the TIF area itself improves and propetty values go up.
Without TIF benefits, many times a deteriorating area will not improve and property values will
continue to decline.

Glen Ellyn’s Proposed Downtown TIF District

The Downtown Strategic Plan (DSP), adopted in October 2009, creates a vision for the future of
downtown Glen Ellyn. The DSP recommends an implementation plan as well as a variety of
funding sources to putsue in order to fulfill this vision. One critical funding source recommended
for consideration was the designation of the Central Business District as a Tax Increment Financing
District. Based upon this recommendation, the Village contracted with Ehlers & Associates to
complete a feasibility study in April 2011. The completed report indicated that the Village’s Central
Business District is eligible for designation as a Tax Increment Financing District as a “blighted”
area and as a “conservation” area (by TIF statutory definition). A map of the proposed TIF
boundaries is attached, in addition to an overview of the DSP. Based on this report, the Village
Board directed staff to move forward with the process to designate the downtown as a TIF District.

Issues

TIF Process

State statute requites a number of actions that a municipality must take before it can designate an
area as a TIF District. Over the last several months, the Village has taken these necessaty actions
and is prepared to host a formal public hearing, which is the last step requited prior to the adoption
of ordinances designating the area as a TIF District. A summary of this process is provided in the
attached flow chart.

Communication

Throughout the TIF designation process, the Village has made every effort to keep the lines of
communication open with residents, taxpayers and property owners in and around the TIF District,
as well as with the other taxing bodies. Several public notices were published during the fall and
winter of 2011 in the Glen Elfyn News (January 9 Public Hearing Notice attached), as well as a variety
of mailings sent (including a cettified letter to evety resident in the district). In addition, the Village
held a public information meeting in October 2011 and met informally with representatives from



0] istrict — ic Heari January 3, 2012
Page 2

the taxing districts several times, both to provide information on the proposed TIF District and to
answer any questions.

Joint Review Board Meeting

Pror to conducting the public hearing to approve a redevelopment plan, the state statute requires
that a Joint Review Board (JRB) be convened. In accordance with the TIF Act, the Joint Review
Boatd consists of representatives from School Districts 41 and 87, DuPage County, the Glen Ellyn
Park District, Milton Township, College of DuPage, a public member and a representative selected
by the municipality. The JRB is required to make a recommendation, which is advisory and non-
binding, regarding the TIF area within 30 days after the JRB is convened.

The first JRB meeting was convened on Thursday, November 17, and discussion was reconvened
on December 8 and December 16. During these meetings, the representatives discussed the TIF
Redevelopment Plan and Project; and a) how it met the objectives of the TIF Act, b) the plan
requirements, c) eligibility criteria; and d) how the Village intends to use TIF funds. After board
deliberation, a motion was made recommending that the TIF Redevelopment Plan and Project
meets the criteria as requited by the TIF Act. The recorded vote for the motion was that the
recommendation be adopted by a majority of those members present and voting, by a 4-2 vote
(Representatives from Milton Township and College of DuPage did not attend any JRB meetings).
As such, the JRB’s positive recommendation carries. A copy of the Joint Review Board’s report is
attached, as well as the meeting minutes.

Questions raised during the JRB involved the proposed budget of the TIF District, how the budget
works and why the proposed budget is so much higher than the projected revenue of the TIF
District. Generally, while it is called 2 “budget”, it is intended to provide an upper estimate of
expenditures and does not commit the Village to undertake any particular budgeted costs as listed in
the Redevelopment Plan. It is anticipated that the Village will carefully stage Village expenditures
for Redevelopment Project Costs on a reasonable and proportional basis to coincide with
Redevelopment Project expenditures by private developess and the receipt of TIF revenues from the
Redevelopment Projects.

That said however, after the question was raised, the Village reviewed the budget and determined
that the Public Works Improvements line item could be reduced from $75 million to $50 million.
While the original budget of $75 million for PW Improvements was based upon the full amount of
PW projects proposed in the Downtown Strategic Plan ($76,256,000), a reduction to $50 million in
this line item still provides a comfortable margin for the Village to complete any improvements.
With this line item reduced, the overall proposed “budget” is reduced from $162 million to $137
million.  The updated budget still provides the Village with a reasonable budget for public works
improvements, while responding to concerns raised by the JRB. The updated budget is attached.

Next Steps

As all of the statutory notice and procedural requirements have been met, it is appropriate to
conduct the formal public hearing. No earlier than 14 days after the public hearing, the Village
Board may introduce and approve three ordinances necessaty to adopt the TIF Redevelopment
Plan, establish the Redevelopment Project Area and to adopt tax increment financing. These
ordinances may be prepared for the January 30 Village Board Meeting and will comply with the 14
day requirement.
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Immediately after passage of the ordinance designating the boundaries of the TIF District, the
Village Cletk must transmit the ordinances to the County Cletk. The County Clerk must determine
the most recently ascertained equalized assessed value (EAV) of each patcel of real property in the
TIF District, as well as the “total initial equalized assessed value” of the taxable real propetty within
the TIF District and provide a written certificate stating the TIF “base” EAV.

Summary
Tax Increment Financing is the most powetful economic development tool available to local

govemnments and is widely used nationally and in almost 400 municipalities around the State of
Illinois. Tax Inctement Financing offers local governments a way to revitalize their communities by
improving and/or expanding their tax base. By redeveloping blighted properties in our commercial
areas and attracting stable commercial growth, the Village can continue to strengthen the business
community, which is a key to Glen Ellyn’s overall success.

From a financial standpoint, property values are generally flat and some are declining in this area,
and reinvestment is only happening on a small scale. All taxing bodies would benefit from
stabilizing property taxes in the short-tetm and increasing property values in this area over the long-
term. This is not to say that the TIF would be a cure-all. In our current economy, decreasing
propetty values, a tighter money supply, and the overall recession make redevelopment more
difficult. These are the same reasons why facilitating development is necessary to ensure our
commercial areas remain strong.  Revitalizing downtown through public investment and
encouraging private investment is the most effective way to protect and enhance the downtown as a
critical Glen Ellyn asset.

Recommendation and Action Requested

The public heating has to be conducted before the Village Board can vote on the project. Once
complete, if the Board wants to proceed, staff will create the necessaty otdinances for an upcoming
Board Meeting. If you have any questions, or wish to receive an additional copy of the
Redevelopment Plan and Project, please do not hesitate to call

Attachment

Proposed TIF District Map

Downtown Plan Ovetview Powerpoint Presentation

TIF Process Flow Chart

JRB Minutes from November 17, December 8 and 16, 2011
TIF District Budget (tevised)

Joint Review Boatd Resolution and Recommendation
Public Hearing Notice

cc Staci Hulseberg, Planning and Development Directot
Kevin Wachtel, Finance Director
Kristen Schrader, Assistant to the Village Manager - ADM
Michele Stegall, Village Planner
Andrew Letson, Administrative Intern
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Joint Review Board Meeting

Downtown Plan Overview
December 8, 2011

g In the
will be undertaken by the
Village

Others will be undertaken by
private development
companies

Emphasis on public-private
partnerships

Downtown Plan
recommends that the Village
establish a TIF district to help
fund many of the projects
recommended In the Plan

Tax Increment Financing

tizehs > i
The Gy capergera - uded
Market conditions
Traffic and parking
Potential zoning code revisions
Downtown organizations and possible structure
Potential for site redeveiopmen
Infi and stry pe Imp
Character and baautification of the downtown
Strategic plan designed to guide development for the next 20 years.

Plan identifles 18 projects and initiatives that are short term (0tos
years], mid-term (6 to 10 years), and long term (11 to 20 years).

eylcdis

comprehensive study of the downtown.

moving forward with the
Downtown Plan and committed to reinvesting in the
downtown

ATIF would provide a source of funding for many of the
public infrastructure projects recommended in the
Downtown Plan

ATIF would provide funds that could be used to provide
incentives to developers to spur development

But for the TIF, many of the projects In the Downtown
Plan could not happen and the long term benefit from
Increased property values would not be reaflzed



© Construct a Greenway = Maintain and enhance the

recreational path system

© Construct a Pedestrian Underpass

= Relocate Fire Station and
Redevelop this Prime Corner in
Downtown

@ Analyze downtown traffic circulation
with the potential of converting streets
to two-way traffic

> Undertake Streetscape
improvements

— . | =
‘lzv.‘l :m.rau.m.r—- et

luon s
« Adopt Property Maintenance
Code

and Investment in the
downtown

Comamicn tmesty g s S ' .
E A!:lltn':ith pro;:rtv assembly o Streetscape and Parking Grant l—
| and slte preparation o Analyze Downtown Traffic \ bl
o Facllitate private downtown Clrculation System l LR e
building maintenance and o Expand administrative (vs. -l L -
modemization legisiative} approvals e |
o Promote the plan I
o Tax Increment Financing (TIF) _‘K_ [ Lj_ Quandin ey

District study )
< Alliance Branding Study



J ohitruct New Traln Station and
Create a Permanent D o (Timeline Not Yet Programmed)

®  Facilltate Private South Main Mixed-Use Development
Ei ge Bullding Mal, (Complete and Underway) (Timeline Not Yet P ) PRIGRITY
Establish a Historic Downtown District (Underway) @  Facllitate Private Residential Development on Church Property
Analyze Downtown Traffic System (Underway) m Not Yet Prog '
Review Zoning Code and Village Review Process (Projected 2012) PRIORITY
©  Construct Parking Structure South of the Tracks
New Public Signage and Streetscaping (Projected 2012) PRIORITY (Timefine Not Yat P )
Construct North D Gr v (Timeline Not Yet Programmed) Facilitate Potential Fire Department Rell and Redevelop of Site
{Timeline Not Yet ¢ d)

Maintain and Enhance Prairie Path System (Timeline Not Yet Programmed) ;
Construct North Parking Structure (Timeline Not Yet Programmed) PRIORITY

Faciiitate Private Mixed Use Development by Crescent and Gienwood
{Timeline Not Yet Prog d)




“Main Street Mixed-Use Redevelopment”

Description:
Coeirtict 12,000 8F of rataS J office with
ealdertial (38 units) over parking docks that wid
be purtially below grade. Tos residentisl andts will
be st beck trom the sbeet ot tesst 20 fent,
herefors, from the strest, 1t will appear bo be two
story bafidiag with two s0@oonl wiortes set back
from She street

All of the tand required la ownied by e Villaga,
whoss parking would be reptaced In the docks.
Cost:

$12,600,000

Revenue:

$18,100,000

Source of Funds:

Privats

Description:
muummmmapmm:
westof this ROW, tachuding an existing Vilags fot.
vmmwmhwmum
m-muum.’udwm
Cost:

$10,000,600- pasking deck
$5,000,000- rete bulding

Revenue:

TBD- packing dack
§7,160,000-retal buding

Source of Funds:

Privats
Yiltags of Glass ERyn
Federal/ DOt

Redevelopment of Church Parking Lot °

Description:
Constructtwe residentisl bubdings (34 unds) over
deiow grade. Buldieg wil 25pat o be 3 etoey &1
Qradssvaidentisl building from MBlsids Avests and
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DRAFT MINUTES
JOINT REVIEW BOARD MEETING
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT PROJECT AREA
VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN
535 Duane St., Glen Ellyn, IL. 60137
Thursday, November 17, 2011
2:00 PM

Call to Order
Maureen Barry, Ehlers and Associates, Inc. called the meeting to order at 2:03 p.m.

Roll Call of JRB Members

The following members were in attendance (see also attached sign in sheet)
Member Representative
DuPage County Paul Hoss

Village of Glen Ellyn Mark Franz

Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 Bob Ciserella

Glen Ellyn High School District #87 Chris McClain

Glen Ellyn Park District Dave Harris

The following organizations did not have a representative present:
Milton Township
College of DuPage

Others present included: Stewart Diamond, Ancel-Glink; Nancy Hill, Ehlers and
Associates, Inc.; Ann Riebock, Glen Ellyn School District #87; Jane Zaccaria

Selection of Public Member

A motion was made by Mr. Franz to nominate Jane Zaccaria as the public member. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Hoss. With no discussion, upon a voice vote of the
members present, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

Appointment of JRB Chairperson
A motion was made by Mr. Harris to nominate Mark Franz as the JRB Chairperson. The

motion was seconded by Mr. Hoss. Upon a voice vote of the members present, the
MOTION CARRIED unanimously.
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5. Overview of JRB Statutory Duties
Ms. Barry presented an overview of the Joint Review Board’s duties by state law. She

explained that by law one representative of certain taxing bodies are members of the Joint
Review Board and that the Board has specific duties. She explained these duties.

6. Review of Eligibility Study, Redevelopment Project and Plan
Ms. Barry reviewed the proposed Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area

and the Redevelopment Plan and Project Report and Eligibility Report. She summarized
the eligibility criteria and how the Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area
meets these criteria for TIF District designation as a Blighted Area for improved land and
vacant land and as a Conservation Area. She stated that the Redevelopment Project Area
is approximately 85 acres, in excess of the required minimum 1.5 acres required by the
TIF Act. She stated that the Redevelopment Project Area as a whole is adversely
impacted by the presence of blighted factors and conservation factors and these factors
are clearly present and reasonably distributed throughout the Redevelopment Project
Area. These factors go beyond normal redevelopment needs and TIF funds are necessary
to finance redevelopment activities. She stated there has been a lack of growth and
development through private investment, as outlined in the reports, and that but for the
intervention of the Village through tax increment financing the Redevelopment Project
Area is not likely to be redeveloped. She reviewed the goals of the Redevelopment Plan,
the Redevelopment Project Costs, and the certifications required by the Act.

7. Questions Regarding TIF, Redevelopment

Mr. McClain stated that one of the criteria to designate the vacant land in the project area
as blighted is to have a diversity of ownership. He asked if the TIF allow these properties
to be purchased by the Village. Ms. Barry stated that TIF funds may be used for the

acquisition of property.

Mr. Ciserella asked if the Village plans to use eminent domain to acquire those
properties. Mr. Franz said that the Village is not currently considering the use of eminent
domain.

Mr. McClain raised a concern regarding the lack of a planned budget and stated that one
would help to provide an idea to the members’ respective boards of how much money
would be brought in and spent through the TIF. Ms. Barry stated that due to the lack of
any projects currently on the table, that would be difficult to provide. However, budgets
will be included in all of the annual reports submitted to the members of the JRB. Mr.
Franz stated that the Project Costs are the maximum that could be spent by the Village in
each of the identified categories. All expenditures will be limited to the amount of
revenue brought in by the TIF.
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Mr. Hoss asked if the creation of a TIF district was in mind when the 2009 Downtown
Strategic Plan was created. Mr. Franz responded by saying that the idea of creating a TIF
district was proposed in the Downtown Strategic Plan and it was not planned prior. Mr.
Hoss asked if the plan will be used as the guiding document for any redevelopment
projects. Mr. Franz stated that is correct.

Dr. Riebock noted her concern regarding the lack of a solid plan for specific
redevelopment projects. Ms. Barry stated that characterization is more passive than what
will actually occur. The Downtown Plan has identified some areas for potential projects
and the Village will have the opportunity to send out requests for qualifications or
proposals to developers. This indicates that the Village has an idea of what it would like
to see happen, but many of these projects cannot become a reality without partnerships
with private developers.

Ms. Zaccaria asked if TIF funds could be used to market the existing businesses in the
downtown. Ms. Barry said that TIF funds cannot be used to market a specific project;
however they may be used to advertise the entire district.

Attorney Diamond stated that a question had been previously raised regarding the Project
Costs including a line for Public Buildings. This was included due to the possibility of
using TIF funds to assist with the redevelopment of the downtown fire station or
publicly-owned parking lots. There are not any current plans to use TIF funds to improve
any public buildings, such as the Civic Center, and a passage stating this can be included
in the JRB report.

9. Presentation of Ordinances
Attorney Diamond stated that the ordinances have not yet been drafted as he wanted to
see the direction in which this meeting’s discussion went. The ordinances will adopt the
Redevelopment Plan and costs, the Project Area, and will direct DuPage County to
provide the Village with the tax increment. He stated that he would provide the JRB with
copies of the draft ordinances at the next meeting.

8. Joint Review Board Discussion
Mr. McClain stated that this meeting served as a great opportunity to have some lingering
questions addressed. He did not have authority from his school board to vote on any sort
of recommendation regarding the documents discussed. He stated that he would like the
meeting to be continued so that he could take this information back to his school board
and receive any additional feedback. Mr. Ciserella agreed with Mr. McClain and stated
that he would like the same.
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10. Joint Review Board Report
This item was not discussed.

11.  Adjournment
A motion was made by Mr. Ciserella to continue the meeting and reconvene on

December 8, 2011 at 2:00 p.m. The motion was seconded by Mr. Hoss. Upon a voice
vote of the members present, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

Respectfully submitted by: Andrew Letson, Village of Glen Ellyn, Administrative Intern



Joint Review Board Meeting
Proposed Village of Glen Ellyn Central Business District TIF Redevelopment Project Area
November 17, 2011 — 2:00 P.M.

Meeting Agenda

I Call to Order (Village)

II. Introduction of Representatives
Member Representative.
DuPage County :; g‘k’/( (Ejg' /.S/ Z/J /) &)
Milton Township

Village of Glen Ellyn W

College of DuPage

Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 bﬂ b C .\$€ (M-“r'- / W W‘

Glen Ellyn High School District #87 Cheid MecLad
Glen Ellyn Park District - —

III.  Selection of Public Member

IV.  Selection of Chairperson

V. Review of Joint Review Board Procedures and Duties

VL TIF Plan and TIF Eligibility Criteria - Review

VII.  Review of Draft TIF Ordinances

VIII.  Questions/Comments (Chairperson)

IX.  Consideration of Recommendations to Village Board (Chairperson)
X. Review of Timetable and Next Steps

XI. Adjournment



DRAFT MINUTES
JOINT REVIEW BOARD MEETING
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT PROJECT AREA
VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN
535 Duane St., Glen Ellyn, IL 60137
Thursday, December 8, 2011
2:00 PM

Call to Order
Mark Franz called the meeting to order at 2:07 p.m.

Roll Call of JRB Members

The following members were in attendance (see also attached sign in sheet)
Member Representative
DuPage County Paul Hoss

Village of Glen Ellyn Mark Franz

Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 Bob Ciserella

Glen Ellyn High School District #87 Chris McClain

Glen Ellyn Park District Dave Harris

Public Member Jane Zaccaria

The following organizations did not have a representative present:
Milton Township
Coliege of DuPage

Others present included: Paul Keller, Ancel-Glink; Maureen Barry, Ehlers and
Associates, Inc.; Nancy Hill, Ehlers and Associates, Inc.; Staci Hulseberg, Village of
Glen Ellyn

Presentation of Ordinances

Attorney Keller described that the final step in the process is for the Village Board to
adopt three ordinances. The first ordinance approves the redevelopment plan, the second
approves the redevelopment project area and the third approves the use of tax increment
financing.

Mr. Franz requested that everyone take a couple of minutes and review the ordinances.
Once this was complete, he asked if anybody had any questions regarding the ordinances.
There were none.
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Questions/Comments

Mr. Franz stated that the last meeting was continued to allow for the member’s respective
boards to further discuss the proposed TIF district. He said that over the past three weeks
he has received a few questions about the overall vision for the district and if it would be
acceptable to the members, he would like Staci Hulseberg to present some information
about the Village’s vision for the downtown. The members agreed to this.

Ms. Hulseberg provided the group with a short PowerPoint presentation that discussed
how a TIF district would help the Village realize the goals of the Downtown Strategic
Plan, which was adopted by the Village in 2009.

Mr. McClain thanked Ms. Hulseberg for providing some clarification as to how the TIF
would assist the Village in realizing its goals for the downtown. He mentioned that the
presentation noted certain revenues for specific projects and wondered what type of
revenue that would be. Ms. Hulseberg responded that they are property and sales tax
revenue. She also noted that some of the potential redevelopment sites are currently
parking lots that currently do not pay property taxes, so any redevelopment would cause a
fairly significant increase in property tax revenue.

Ms. Zaccaria asked where money to help fund redevelopment projects will come from if
currently the equalized assessed value of the district is not increasing. Ms. Hulseberg
responded that the inflationary growth of the district will allow for some small
reinvestments. In addition, the Village can issue bonds to help pay for public projects.
Mr. Franz noted that partnerships with private organizations will help to provide some of
the needed funds.

Ms. Zaccaria asked if the taxpayers would be financially responsible for any bond that is
issued. Mr. Franz stated that bonds would be paid for by revenue generated by the TIF
and no tax increase would be necessary.

Ms. Zaccaria asked how the Village foresees the redevelopment starting. Mr. Franz stated
that there has been some interest from developers, but they are waiting to see if a TIF is
implemented. Ms. Hulseberg said that one of the first projects will be to install way-
finding signage throughout the downtown to make it more usable for customers. Ms.
Barry stated that the usage of TIF funds is restricted and the Village would need to go
through a “but for” analysis for every individual project before providing a developer
with assistance or an incentive,
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Ms. Zaccaria asked if individual projects would need to go before residents before they
begin. Ms. Hulseberg stated that all projects will still need to go through the regular Plan
Commission and Village Board process.

Mr. McClain stated that his board would need a bit more time to answer a few more
questions about what kind of projects will be completed and the impact that a TIF would
have on the other tax payers in their district. In addition, he stated that the 30 day
timeframe seems a bit condensed for a decision that would have a 23 year impact.

Mr. Ciserella stated that his school board echoes the same concerns as Mr. McClain’s and
that the presentation from Ms. Hulseberg was helpful in addressing some of those
questions. He stated that he would also support another continuation of the meeting until
after his school board has had the opportunity to discus the matter again.

Mr. Franz stated that he was concerned with continuing the meeting again. He wanted to
be sure that the Village could stay on track with the public meeting schedule and did not
want to miss any opportunity for redevelopment.

Mr. McClain stated that he wanted to continue the dialogue to help each of the boards
understand the issues and make an informed decision.

Mr. Hoss said that it may be beneficial to meet late next week to allow the school
districts’ boards to discuss the TIF district at their upcoming meetings.

Dr. Riebock stated that while Ms. Hulseberg’s presentation was helpful, it is still a bit
vague and more specifics are needed. Mr. Franz noted that the Village cannot really give
any more specific information about projects because any redevelopment will require a
partnership and we still do not know who the partner will be.

Ms. Zaccaria asked if the Village would take any redevelopment project that is proposed.
Mr. Franz stated that the Village has been working on an economic incentives policy.
Incentives will not be automatic and any proposals would need to show a return on
investment before they will be approved by the Village Board.

5. Consideration of Recommendation to Village Board

This item was not discussed.

6. Review of Timetable and Next Steps
This item was not discussed.
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7. Adjournment
A motion was made by Mr. McClain to continue the meeting and reconvene on
December 16, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. The motion was seconded by Mr. Ciserella. Upon a
voice vote of the members present, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.

Respectfully submitted by: Andrew Letson, Village of Glen Ellyn, Administrative Intern
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Joint Review Board Meeting

Village of Glen Ellyn
Proposed Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area (TIF)

December 8, 2011 — 2:00 P.M.

Continuation of Meeting Convened on November 17, 2011

Meeting Agenda

Call to Order (Chairperson)
Roll Call of Joint Review Board Members

Member

DuPage County

Milton Township

Village of Glen Ellyn

College of DuPage

Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 @b“"/ J/' C“seﬂdhﬂ'

Glen Ellyn High School District #37 VA 4'$ r1Cls,)

Glen Ellyn Park District >‘-"‘ 1 \T—g

Public Member Jq e COCAST @ _Jtwme Taeonp

Review of Draft TIF Ordinances (Village Attorney)
Questions/Comments (Chaitperson)

Consideration of Recommendations to Village Board (Chaitperson)
Review of Timetable and Next Steps

Adjournment



DRAFT MINUTES
JOINT REVIEW BOARD MEETING
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT PROJECT AREA
VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN
535 Duane St., Glen Ellyn, IL. 60137
Thursday, December 16, 2011
10:00 AM

Call to Order
Mark Franz called the meeting to order at 10:06 a.m.

Roll Call of JRB Members '
The following members were in attendance (see also attached sign in sheet)

Member Representative
DuPage County Paul Luaracella
Village of Glen Ellyn Mark Franz
Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 Bob Ciserella
Glen Ellyn High School District #87 Chris McClain
Glen Ellyn Park District Dave Harris
Public Member Jane Zaccaria

The following organizations did not have a representative present:
Milton Township
College of DuPage

Others present included: Paul Keller, Ancel-Glink; Maureen Barry, Ehlers and
Associates, Inc.; Nancy Hill, Ehlers and Associates, Inc.

Questions/Comments

Mr. Franz noted that the Village had provided each of the members with an FAQ and an
update to the presentation from the last meeting. On Monday, December 12 a decision
was made that the Village need not be present at either of the school district’s meetmgs to
answer any questions or address any concerns.

Mr. Franz discussed the reasons why the Village is proposing the use of tax increment
financing. He stated that it is the best tool available to municipalities to reinvest in their
community. A TIF district would not create any new taxes and would assist in increasing
the equalized assessed value of the properties in the downtown. In addition, it would help
fulfill the funding needs laid out in the Downtown Strategic Plan. A TIF district would



Joint Review Boagd December 16, 2011

Minutes

Page 2

help to stimulate growth in the downtown which will also help promote the Village as a
good place to live, work and play.

Mr. McClain thanked the group for agreeing to continue the meeting to allow his school
board to have more time to discuss the matter.

No questions were asked by any of the members.

Consideration of Recommendation to Village Board
Ms. Zaccaria stated that having reviewed the public record, planning documents and

proposed ordinances approving the redevelopment plan and project area, and finding that
the Area and Plan meet the Plan requirements, the eligibility criteria, and the objectives
of the TIF Act, she moved that the Joint Review Board approve and recommend the
implementation of the Central Business District Tax Increment Financing District as
proposed by the Village of Glen Ellyn. Mr. Harris seconded the motion.

Before making his vote, Mr. Ciserella made the following statement:

“At the direction of the Board of Education, School District 41 will be voting ‘no’ on the
motion to recommend approval of the Village of Glen Ellyn’s Central Business District
Tax Increment Financing (‘TIF’) Plan. While the School District is going to vote no, the
Board of Education strongly supports development of Glen Ellyn’s Central Business
District and is not necessarily against the use of TIF to help fund development. The
primary reasons for the School District’s vote are:

1. The lack of clear evidence in the TIF study that the downtown area meets the blighted
conditions of the TIF law.

2. The lack of any specific development plan to be funded by the proposed
$162,000,000 in TIF expenditures, which amounts to approximately $6,000 for every
resident of the Village.

3. The likely increase in the School District’s tax rates and the shifting of an increased
tax burden to residential and commercial properties outside of the TIF.

4. The use of School District tax dollars for public improvements which will not benefit
parts of the School District which are outside of the Village of Glen Ellyn.

The School District remains interested in working with the Village of Glen Ellyn to
provide for the development of the Central Business District through financing methods
like TIF and through intergovernmental agreements which would result in a less
significant impact on the School District than the $160,000,000 plan currently proposed
by the Village.”
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Mr. McClain echoed many of Mr. Ciserella’s comments and stated that School District
87 would have been in support of the TIF Plan had an intergovernmental agreement
regarding the share of surplus dollars been put in place.

Member Vote
DuPage County Yes
Village of Glen Ellyn Yes
Glen Ellyn Elementary School District #41 No
Glen Ellyn High School District #87 No
Glen Ellyn Park District Yes
Public Member Yes

The MOTION CARRIED 4-2.

After the voting was complete, Mr. Franz stated that Glen Ellyn residents have already
been burdened by TIF districts in other municipalities and the proposed TIF district
would provide a benefit to the residents living in Glen Ellyn. He also stated that the
proposed area makes up about 4% of School District 41°s total equalized assessed
property value and about .9% of School District 87’s total equalized assessed property
value. Therefore the impact on the rest of their districts will be very minimal.

Mr. McClain stated that the impact will be minimal, but there will still be an impact.

Ms. Barry noted that a document that serves as the report of the Joint Review Board that
will be passed around to the members for their signature. Attorney Keller mentioned that
the member’s signatures do not mean that they voted “yes,” but that the report is
accurate. All of the members signed the report.

5. Review of Timetable and Next Steps
Ms. Barry discussed the next steps in the process. She said that the report and draft

minutes will be provided to the Village Board for their review. A public hearing will be
held before the Village Board on January 9, 2012 at 7 p.m. The Village Board can take
action on the Ordinances previously discussed 14-90 days after the completion of the
public hearing.

Ms. Barry also stated that if the Village Board approves the ordinances, there will be an
annual Joint Review Board meeting to discuss the progress of the district.

Mr. Franz thanked everyone for their time.
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6. Adjournment
A motion was made by Mr. McClain to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded

by Mr. Ciserella. Upon a voice vote of the members present, the MOTION CARRIED
unanimously.

Respectfully submitted by: Andrew Letson, Village of Glen Ellyn, Administrative Intern



Joint Review Board Meeting

Village of Glen Ellyn
Proposed Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area (TIF)

December 16, 2011 - 10:00 A M.

Continuation of Meeting Convened on November 17, 2011
And Continued to December 8, 2011

eeti en

L Call to Order

IL Roll Call of Joint Review Board Members

Member Representative

DuPage County
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Village of Glen Ellyn %/M
College of DuPage ) N (

Glen Eliyn Elementary School District #41 ¢

‘ '
Glen Ellyn High School District #87 hris pHcct aon

Glen Ellyn Park District D— =
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III.  Questions/Comments
IV.  Consideration of Recommendations to Village Board
V. Review of Timetable and Next Steps

VI.  Adjournment



VL. REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT COSTS

Redevelopment Project Costs are defined within the Act and all costs to be paid or
reimbursed in the Redevelopment Project Area will conform to this definition.

Estimated Redevelopment Project Costs

A wide range of redevelopment activities and improvements will be required to
implement the Redevelopment Plan. The activities and improvements and their estimated
costs (2011 dollars) are summarized below. To the extent that obligations are issued to
pay for such Redevelopment Project Costs prior to, and in anticipation of, the adoption of
TIF and designation of the Redevelopment Project Area, the Village intends to be
reimbursed from Incremental Property Taxes for such Redevelopment Project Costs to
their fullest extent. These costs are subject to prevailing market conditions and are in
addition to total Redevelopment Project Costs.

Total Redevelopment Project Costs, described in this Redevelopment Plan, are intended
to provide an upper estimate of expenditures and do not commit the Village to undertake
any particular Redevelopment Project Costs.

While all of the costs in the budget are eligible Redevelopment Project Costs under the
Act and this Redevelopment Plan, inclusion herein, does not commit the Village to
finance all these costs with TIF funds.

(See notes below budget for additional information regarding Redevelopment Project
Costs.)

(1) Costs of studies, surveys, development of plans and specifications,
implementation and administration (annual administrative costs
shall not include general overhead or administrative costs of the
municipality that would still have been incurred by the
municipality if the municipality had not designated a
Redevelopment Project Area or approved a Redevelopment Plan)
of the Redevelopment Plan including, but not limited to, staff and
professional service costs for architectural, engineering, legal,
financial, planning or other services. $2,000,000

(2) Costs of marketing sites within the Redevelopment Project Area to
prospective businesses, developers, and investors. $1,000,000

(3) Property assembly costs, including, but not limited to, acquisition
of land and other property, real or personal, or rights or interests
herein, demolition of buildings, site preparation, site
improvements that serve as an engineered barrier addressing
ground level or below ground environmental contamination,
including, but not limited to, parking lots and other concrete or
asphalt barriers, and the clearing and grading of land. $30,000,000
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Costs of rehabilitation, reconstruction or repair or remodeling
of existing public or private buildings, fixtures and leasehold
improvements; and the cost of replacing an existing public
building pursuant to the implementation of the Redevelopment
Project, the existing public building is to be demolished to use
the site for private investment or devoted to a different use
requiring private investments; including any direct or indirect
costs relating to Green Globes or LEED certified construction
elements or construction elements with an equivalent
certification.

Costs of the construction of public works or improvements.

Costs of job training and retraining projects, including the cost
of "welfare to work” programs implemented by businesses
located within the Redevelopment Project Area.

Financing costs, including, but not limited to, all necessary and
incidental expenses related to the issuance of obligations and
which may include payment of interest on any obligations
including interest accruing during the estimated period of
construction of the Redevelopment Project for which such
obligations are issued and for not exceeding 36 months
thereafter and including reasonable reserves related thereto.

To the extent the Village, by written agreement, accepts and
approves the same, all or a portion of a taxing district's capital
costs resulting from the Redevelopment Project necessarily
incurred or to be incurred within a taxing district in
furtherance of the objectives of the Redevelopment Plan and
Project (impacts such as those on the Village may be
addressed through these funds).

Relocation costs to the extent that a municipality determines
that relocation costs shall be paid or is required to make
payment of relocation costs by Federal or State law or in order
to satisfy subparagraph (7) of subsection (n) of Section
11-74.4-3 of the Act.

Payment in lieu of taxes.

Costs of job training, retraining, advanced vocational
education or carcer education, including but not limited to
courses in occupational, semi-technical or technical fields
leading directly to employment, incurred by one or more
taxing districts, provided that such costs (i) are related to the
establishment and maintenance of additional job training,

$20,000,000
$50,000,000

$500,000

$7,500,000

$5,000,000

$3,000,000
$3,000,000

$500,000
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(13)

(14)
(15)

advanced vocational education or career education programs
for persons employed or to be employed by employers located
in a Redevelopment Project Area; and (ii) when incurred by a
taxing district or taxing districts other than the municipality,
are set forth in a written agreement by or among the
municipality and the taxing district or taxing districts, which
agreement describes the program to be undertaken, including,
but not limited to, the number of employees to be trained, a
description of the training and services to be provided, the
number and type of positions available or to be available,
itemized costs of the program and sources of funds to pay for
the same, and the term of the agreement. Such costs include,
specifically, the payment by community college districts of
costs pursuant to Sections 3-37, 3-38, 3-40 and 3-40.1 of the
Public Community College Act and by school districts of costs
pursuant to Sections 10-22.20a and 10-23.3a of the School
Code.

Interest cost incurred by a redeveloper related to the
construction, renovation or rehabilitation of a redevelopment

project. $3,000,000

Contributions to Schools as required by the Act for an

increased student population as a result of TIF Projects. $4,000,000
Construction Costs for Affordable Housing. $2,500,000
Contributions to Contiguous TIF’s. $5,000,000

Notes regarding Redevelopment Project Costs:

1
2
3)

4

5)

6)

7

All costs shown are in 2011 dollars.
Private redevelopment costs and investment are in addition to the above.

To the extent permitted by law, the Village reserves the right to adjust and transfer
budgeted amounts within the Total Redevelopment Project Budget among eligible
Redevelopment Project Costs.

Certain infrastructure work in connection with and appurtenant to the Redevelopment
Project Area can be undertaken under the Act.

Total budgeted costs exclude any additional financing costs, including interest
expense, capitalized interest, and any and all closing costs associated with any
obligations issued.

In the case where a private individual or entity received benefits under the Act for the
purpose of originating, locating, maintaining, rehabbing, or expanding a business
facility abandons or relocates its facility in violation of a redevelopment agreement,
the Village of Glen Ellyn reserves the right to collect reimbursement for funds
extended in accordance with the Act.

Inflationary costs may be realized according to the Act.
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VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN, ILLINOIS

RESOLUTION AND RECOMMENDATION OF JOINT REVIEW BOARD
CREATED AND CONVEYED PURSUANT TO ILLINOIS TAX INCREMENT

ALLOCATION REDEVELOPMENT ACT 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et. seq. (THE “ACT”)

To:  President and Board of Trustees
Village of Glen Ellyn
535 Duane St
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 60137
WHEREAS, the Joint Review Board convened pursuant to notice as provided in the Act

b
on November 17 and December 8, 2011, at the Village Hall, 535 Duane St., Glen Ellyn, Illinois,

A

and was attended by and composed of representatives of affected taxing jurisdictions within the
proposed redevelopment project area, a representative of the Village of Glen Ellyn and a public
member pursuant to the Act; and

WHEREAS, a public member of the Joint Review Board was willing to serve and was
duly selected by a majority vote of all Joint Review Board members, and a chairperson was duly
selected by the Joint Review Board by majority vote of all other Joint Review Board members;
and

WHEREAS, the Joint Review Board did carefully review and consider the public record,
planning documents and proposed ordinances designating the Downtown Tax Increment
Redevelopment Project Area, Redevelopment Plan and Redevelopment Project, and adopting
Tax Increment Financing to be adopted by the Village; the Downtown Redevelopment Plan and
Project, Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois, including the Eligibility Study for the aforementioned
Redevelopment Project and Plan, prepared by Ehlers and Associates, Inc., and after considering

all of said matters did agree by a vote of the members of the Joint Review Board that the

proposed Downtown Redevelopment Plan and Project, Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois be



approved and that the Downtown Tax Increment Redevelopment Project Area satisfies the
eligibility criteria defined in the Act and the Downtown Tax Increment Redevelopment Project
Area qualifies as a “blighted area” area as defined in the Act. Further, the Redevelopment Project
and Plan as presented are conformant with the requirements of the Act.

As such, the majority of the Joint Review Board did direct the chairperson of the Joint
Review Board to prepare and submit to the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of
Glen Ellyn, Illinois, its recommendation so finding.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the Joint Review Board does hereby submit
its advisory, non-binding recommendation to the Village of Glen Ellyn, Illinois that the proposed
Downtown TIF Redevelopment Plan and Redevelopment Project be approved and that the
Downtown Tax Increment Redevelopment Project Area satisfies the requirements of the Plan
and fulfills the objectives of the Act.

DATED this __day of 2011
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FIRST ORDINANCE

ORDINANCE No.

ORDINANCE
OF THE VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS,
APPROVING A TAX INCREMENT REDEVELOPMENT PLAN
AND REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT FOR THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn have
determined that it is desirable and in the best interest of the citizens of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
DuPage County, Illinois (the “Village”), for the Village to implement tax increment allocation
financing pursuant to the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, Division 74.4 of Article
11 of the Illinois Municipal Code, as amended (the "Act"), for a proposed redevelopment plan
and redevelopment project (the "Plan and Project") within a proposed redevelopment project area
(the "Area") described in Section 1(a) of this Ordinance, which Area constitutes in the aggregate
more than one and one-half acres; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 11-74.4-5 of the Act, the President and Board of
Trustees (the "Corporate Authorities") called for a public hearing relative to the Plan and Project
and the designation of the Area as a redevelopment project area under the Act for January 9,
2012; and

WHEREAS, due notice with respect to such hearing was given pursuant to Section 11-
74.4-5 of the Act, said notice being given to Interested Parties, affected taxing districts and to the
Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity of the State of Illinois on October 25,

2011, by publication on December 22, 2011, and December 29, 2011, to residential addresses



within 750° outside the Area on October 25, 2011, and to taxpayers within the Area on
December 13, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the Village, has convened a meeting of the Joint Review Board as required
by and in all respects in compliance with the provisions of the Act and on December 16, 2011,
the Joint Review Board voted to approve the Redevelopment Plan and Project; and

WHEREAS, the Corporate Authorities have reviewed the information concerning such
factors presented at the public hearing and have reviewed other studies and are generally
informed of the conditions in the proposed Area that could cause the Area to be a "blighted area"
as defined in the Act, or a Conservation Area as defined in the Act; and

On October 11, 2011, pursuant to the Section 11-74.4-6(e) of Act, the Village held a
public meeting regarding displacement of residents from the redevelopment project area; and

WHEREAS, the Corporate Authorities have reviewed the conditions pertaining to lack of
private investment in the proposed Area to determine whether private development would take
place in the proposed Area as a whole without the adoption of the proposed Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Corporate Authorities have reviewed the conditions pertaining to real
property in the proposed Area to determine whether contiguous parcels of real property and
improvements thereon in the proposed Area would be substantially benefited by the proposed
Project improvements; and

WHEREAS, the Corporate Authorities have reviewed the proposed Plan and Project and
also the existing comprehensive planning process for development of the Village as a whole to
determine whether the proposed Plan and Project conform to the existing comprehensive

planning process of the Village.



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, as follows:

Section 1. Findings. That the Corporate Authorities hereby find that the following

facts have been established by the preponderance of the evidence:

a. The Area is legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
incorporated herein as if set out in full. The general street location for the Area is described in
Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein as if set out in full. The map of the Area is
depicted on Exhibit C attached hereto and incorporated herein as if set out in full.

b. There exist conditions that cause the Area to be subject to designation as a
redevelopment project area under the Act and to be classified as a blighted area as defined in
Section 11-74.4-3(a) or as a Conservation Area as defined in Section 11-74.4-3(b) of the Act.

c. The proposed Area on the whole has not been subject to growth and
development through investment by private enterprise and would not be reasonably anticipated
to be developed without the adoption of the Plan.

d. The Plan and Project conform to the existing comprehensive planning
process for the development of the Village as a whole, as reflected in the Village’s zoning map.

e. As set forth in the Plan it is anticipated that all obligations incurred to
finance redevelopment project costs, if any, as defined in the Plan shall be retired no later than
December 31st of the year in which the payment to the municipal treasurer, pursuant to the Act,
is to be made with respect to the ad valorem taxes levied in the twenty-third calendar year after

the Area is designated.



f. The parcels of real property in the proposed Area are contiguous, and only
those contiguous parcels of real property and improvements thereon that will be substantially
benefited by the proposed Project improvements are included in the proposed Area.

Section 2. Plan and Project Approved. That the Plan and Project, which were the
subject matter of the public hearing held on January 9, 2012, are hereby adopted and approved.
A copy of the Plan and Project is set forth in Exhibit D attached hereto and incorporated herein
as if set out in full by this reference.

Section 3. Invalidity of Any Section. That if any section, paragraph, or provision of
this Ordinance shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the invalidity or
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, or provision shall not affect any of the remaining
provisions of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Superseder and Effective Date. All ordinances, resolutions, motions, or
orders in conflict herewith shall be, and the same hereby are, repealed to the extent of such
conflict, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage by the
Corporate Authorities and approval as provided by law.

ATTACHMENTS:

EXHIBIT A - Legal Description

EXHIBIT B - General Street Location

EXHIBIT C — Map of Redevelopment Project Area

EXHIBIT D — Redevelopment Plan and Project

PASSED this day of , 2012.

AYES NAYS ABSENT



APPROVED:

VILLAGE PRESIDENT

ATTEST:

VILLAGE CLERK



EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

THAT PART OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 10 AND THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF
SECTION 11, ALL IN TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 10, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 31 IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN
TERRACE SUBDIVISION, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED MAY 29, 1913 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 112265;
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID BLOCK 1 TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION
OF THE CENTERLINE OF NEWTON AVENUE; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND
SAID CENTER LINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 81.1 FEET
OF THE NORTH 262.1 FEET OF LOT 34 IN COUNTY CLERK’S SEVENTH ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF
SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 88057; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
WEST LINE OF THE EAST 75 FEET OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE TO
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 75 FEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 34 TO
THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 200 FEET OF LOT 22 IN OWNERS HOME SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 21, 1914 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 117996; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 100
FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 100 FEET OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE 200 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE
AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF WESTERN AVENUE; THENCE
EASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 24 IN BLOCK 17 OF COUNTY CLERK’S 2P
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88052; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE

OF SAID LOT 24 AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 25, 26, 27 AND 28 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE



NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 28; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT
28 TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID
NORTHERLY LINE TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 32 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 32 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID
LOT 32; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 32 AND THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 33 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 33;
THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 33 TO SAID NORTHERLY
LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 1 IN THE MEWS CONDOMINIUM SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 18, 2006 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER R2006-180271; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG
THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE
NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 40 IN SAID BLOCK
17 IN COUNTY CLERK’S 2"° ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 40 AND THE NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 41 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE
OF SAID LOT 3 AND THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF ANTHONY
STREET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF MAIN STREET;
THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE
OF LOT 3 IN BLOCK 1 IN SAID COUNTY CLERK’S 2"P ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE EASTERLY
ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 3 AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN SAID
BLOCK 1 AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST AVENUE;
THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE
OF LOT 2 IN LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED OCTOBER 16, 1903 AS
DOCUMENT NUMBER 80145; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE

TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT



2 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 5 IN SAID LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF
LOT 38; THENCE EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 5, THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 6, 7,
AND 8 IN SAID CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38 AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF
TO THE CENTERLINE OF PARK BOULEVARD; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE
TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN OWEN’S SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
APRIL 3, 1893 PER DOCUMENT NUMBER 51797; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT | IN BLOCK 11 IN COUNTY CLERK’S FIFTH
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88055; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE
SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE AND
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 2 IN SAID BLOCK 11 TO THE EAST LINE OF THE
WEST 55.6 FEET OF THE SOUTH HALF OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 50 FEET OF SAID SOUTH HALF OF LOT 2; THENCE WEST ALONG
SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 11; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE OF LOT 3 TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE WEST
ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT ! IN PHILLIPS SUBDIVISION,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED AUGUST 20, 1891 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 46325; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH
LINE OF SAID LOT 1 AND THE CENTERLINE OF APPIAN WAY TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST
AVENUE; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE
NORTH LINE OF LOT 9 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 OF BLOCK 12 OF THE ASSESSMENT DIVISION
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED APRIL 7, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 87151; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 9
AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 8, 7, 6 AND 5 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 5; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 5 TO THE CENTER
LINE OF HILLSIDE AVENUE; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF

GLENWOOD AVENUE; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE OF GLENWOOD AVENUE TO THE



EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 2 OF GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED AUGUST 22, 1873 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 16688; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID
EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 THRU 15 IN SAID
BLOCK 2 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST TO THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 3 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 12 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1| THRU 11 IN SAID BLOCK 3 TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHWEST TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT
4 IN BLOCK 5 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID
LOT 4 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 37 THRU 42 IN SAID BLOCK 5 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER
OF SAID LOT 37; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 37 AND NORTHERLY
EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF DUANE STREET; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID
CENTERLINE TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WEST LINE OF SAID EAST HALF OF LOT 31
IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN TERRACE SUBDIVISION; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
WEST LINE TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, ALL IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

05-10-411-040

05-10-411-035

05-10-411-041

05-10-411-036

05-10-421-001 THRU 006

05-10-410-018

05-10-410-019

05-10-410-035

05-10-410-032

05-10-410-033

05-10-410-029

05-10-410-030
05-10-410-034

05-11-310-035
05-11-310-078
05-11-310-037
05-11-310-038
05-11-310-055
05-11-310-059
05-11-310-079



05-11-329-010
05-11-329-008
05-11-329-007

05-11-310-044
05-11-310-021
05-11-310-022
05-11-310-061
05-11-310-049
05-11-310-050
05-11-310-051
05-11-310-057
05-11-310-060
05-11-310-029
05-11-310-030
05-11-310-031
05-11-310-032

05-11-338-001 THRU 032

05-11-311-006
05-11-311-005
05-11-311-011
05-11-311-012
05-11-311-013
05-11-311-016

05-11-334-001 THRU 108

05-11-312-011
05-11-312-012
05-11-312-013

05-11-318-004
05-11-318-005
05-11-318-003
05-11-318-011
05-11-318-012
05-11-318-001
05-11-318-006
05-11-318-007

05-11-335-001 THRU 095
.05-11-337-001 THRU 055
05-11-318-013

05-11-317-025
05-11-317-024
05-11-317-023
05-11-317-022
05-11-317-021
05-11-317-020
05-11-317-018
05-11-317-017



05-11-317-001
05-11-317-002
05-11-317-026
05-11-317-003
05-11-317-028
05-11-317-005
05-11-317-006
05-11-317-007
05-11-317-008
05-11-317-027
05-11-317-010
05-11-317-011
05-11-317-029
05-11-317-015
05-11-317-016
05-11-317-019

05-11-321-001
05-11-321-002
05-11-321-008
05-11-321-004
05-11-321-005
05-11-321-006

05-11-328-001
05-11-328-002
05-11-328-003
05-11-328-004
05-11-328-005
05-11-328-006
05-11-328-008
05-11-328-009
05-11-328-010
05-11-328-017
05-11-328-018
05-11-328-024
05-11-328-025

05-11-329-029
05-11-329-003
05-11-329-004
05-11-329-038

05-11-336-001 THRU 008

05-11-322-001
05-11-322-002
05-11-322-003
05-11-322-004
05-11-322-014
05-11-322-015
05-11-322-016
05-11-322-017
05-11-322-011
05-11-322-023
05-11-322-022
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05-11-322-024
05-11-322-025

05-11-327-001
05-11-327-002
05-11-327-003
05-11-327-004
05-11-327-005
05-11-327-025
05-11-327-007
05-11-327-008
05-11-327-024
05-11-327-011
05-11-327-023
05-11-327-026
05-11-327-016
05-11-327-012
05-11-327-021
05-11-327-022
05-11-327-015

05-11-326-001
05-11-326-002
05-11-326-035
05-11-326-040
05-11-326-041
05-11-326-042
05-11-326-043
05-11-326-006
05-11-326-007

05-11-325-001
05-11-325-002
05-11-325-003
05-11-325-004
05-11-325-005

05-11-320-001
05-11-320-002
05-11-320-003
05-11-320-004
05-11-320-005
05-11-320-006
05-11-320-016
05-11-320-017
05-11-320-015
05-11-320-010
05-11-320-011
05-11-320-012
05-11-320-013
05-11-320-014

05-11-313-011
05-11-313-004
05-11-313-005
05-11-313-006

12



05-11-313-010

05-11-316-008
05-11-316-007
05-11-316-005

05-11-314-001
05-11-314-006
05-11-314-002
05-11-314-007
05-11-314-003
05-11-314-008
05-11-314-004
05-11-314-005

05-11-315-001
05-11-315-006
05-11-315-007
05-11-315-008
05-11-315-009
05-11-315-010
05-11-315-002
05-11-315-003
05-11-315-004
05-11-315-005
05-11-315-022
05-11-315-023
05-11-315-021
05-11-315-020
05-11-315-019
05-11-315-018
05-11-315-017
05-11-315-016
05-11-315-011
05-11-315-012
05-11-315-013
05-11-315-014
05-11-315-015

05-11-323-006
05-11-323-001
05-11-323-002
05-11-323-003

05-11-319-004
05-11-319-001

05-10-417-002
05-10-505-004
05-11-505-002

05-10-411-002
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EXHIBIT B

GENERAL STREET LOCATION
EXHIBIT B

The Redevelopment Project Area (the "RPA") RPA is generally bounded by the streets in
the Downtown Business District of the Village. The RPA consists primarily of commercial uses.

14



EXHIBIT C

MAP OF REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
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EXHIBIT D

REDEVELOPMENT PLAN AND PROJECT



Trustee moved and Trustee seconded the motion

that said ordinance as presented and read by the Village Clerk be adopted.

After a full discussion thereof including a public recital of the nature of the matter being
considered and such other information as would inform the public of the nature of the business
being conducted, the Village President directed that the roll be called for a vote upon the motion
to adopt said ordinance as read.

Upon the roll being called, the following Trustees voted AYE:

The following Trustee voted NAY:

Whereupon the Village President declared the motion carried and said ordinance adopted,
approved and signed the same in open meeting and directed the Village Clerk to record the same
in full in the records of the Village President and Village Board of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
DuPage County, Illinois, which was done.

Other business not pertinent to the adoption of said ordinance was duly transacted at the
meeting.

Upon motion duly made, seconded and carried, the meeting was adjourned.

Village Clerk



STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)SS
COUNTY OF DUPAGE )

CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE AND MINUTES

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting Village Clerk
of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois (the “Village”), and that as such official I
am the keeper of the records and files of the Village President and Village Board of the Village
(the “Corporate Authorities”).

I do further certify that the foregoing is a full, true and complete transcript of that portion
of the minutes of the meeting of the Corporate Authorities held on the day of ,
2010, insofar as same relates to the adoption of an ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Illinois, Approving a Tax Increment Redevelopment Plan and
Redevelopment Project for the Central Business District
Redevelopment Project Area.

a true, correct and complete copy of which said ordinance as adopted at said meeting appears in
the foregoing transcript of the minutes of said meeting.

I do further certify that the deliberations of the Corporate Authorities on the adoption of
said ordinance were conducted openly, that the vote on the adoption of said ordinance was taken
openly, that said meeting was held at a specified time and place convenient to the public, that
notice of said meeting was duly given to all of the news media requesting such notice; that an
agenda for said meeting was posted at the location where said meeting was held and at the
principal office of the Corporate Authorities at least 48 hours in advance of the holding of said
meeting; that said agenda described or made specific reference to said ordinance; that said
meeting was called and held in strict compliance with the provisions of the Open Meetings Act
of the State of Illinois, as amended, and the Illinois Municipal Code, as amended, and that the
Corporate Authorities have complied with all of the provisions of said Act and said Code and
with all of the procedural rules of the Corporate Authorities.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my official signature and the seal of the Village,
this __ day of , 2012.

Village Clerk

(SEAL)



SECOND ORDINANCE

ORDINANCE No.

ORDINANCE
OF THE VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN, DUPAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, DESIGNATING THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA PURSUANT
TO THE TAX INCREMENT ALLOCATION REDEVELOPMENT ACT

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn have
determined that it is desirable and in the best interest of the citizens of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
DuPage County, Illinois (the “Village”), for the Village to implement tax increment allocation
financing pursuant to the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, of the Illinois
Municipal Code, as amended 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et seq. (the “Act”), for a proposed
redevelopment plan and redevelopment project (the “Plan and Project”) within a proposed
redevelopment project area (the “Area”) described in Section 1 of this Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Corporate Authorities have heretofore by ordinance approved the Plan
and Project, which Plan and Project were identified in such ordinance and were the subject,
along with the Area designation hereinafter made, of a public hearing held on January 9, 2012,
and it is now necessary and desirable to designate the Area as a redevelopment project area
pursuant to the Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, as follows:

Section 1. Area Designated. That the Area, as legally described in Exhibit A

attached hereto and incorporated herein as if set out in full by this reference, is hereby designated
as a redevelopment project area pursuant to Section 11-74.6 of the Act. The general street

location for the Area is described in Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein as if set



out in full by this reference. The map of the Area is depicted on Exhibit C attached hereto and
incorporated herein as if set out in full by this reference.

Section 2. Invalidity of Any Section. That if any section, paragraph, or provision of
this Ordinance shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the invalidity or
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, or provision shall not affect any of the remaining
provisions of this Ordinance.

Section 3. Superseder and Effective Date. That all ordinances, resolutions, motions,
or orders in conflict herewith shall be, and the same hereby are, repealed to the extent of such
conflict, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect immediately upon its passage by the
Corporate Authorities and approval as provided by law.

ATTACHMENTS:
EXHIBIT A — Legal Description
EXHIBIT B — General Street Location

EXHIBIT C — Map of Redevelopment Project Area

PASSED this day of , 2012.
AYES NAYS ABSENT
APPROVED:
VILLAGE PRESIDENT
ATTEST:
VILLAGE CLERK



EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION



THAT PART OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 10 AND THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF
SECTION 11, ALL IN TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 10, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 31 IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN
TERRACE SUBDIVISION, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED MAY 29, 1913 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 112265;
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID BLOCK 1 TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION
OF THE CENTERLINE OF NEWTON AVENUE; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND
SAID CENTER LINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 81.1 FEET
OF THE NORTH 262.1 FEET OF LOT 34 IN COUNTY CLERK’S SEVENTH ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF
SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 88057, THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
WEST LINE OF THE EAST 75 FEET OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE TO
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 75 FEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 34 TO
THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 200 FEET OF LOT 22 IN OWNERS HOME SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 21, 1914 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 117996; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 100
FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 100 FEET OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE 200 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE
AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF WESTERN AVENUE; THENCE
EASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 24 IN BLOCK 17 OF COUNTY CLERK’S 2NP
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88052; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE
OF SAID LOT 24 AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 25, 26, 27 AND 28 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 28; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT

28 TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID



NORTHERLY LINE TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 32 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 32 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID
LOT 32; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 32 AND THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 33 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 33;
THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 33 TO SAID NORTHERLY
LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT | IN THE MEWS CONDOMINIUM SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 18, 2006 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER R2006-180271; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG
THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE
NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 40 IN SAID BLOCK
17 IN COUNTY CLERK’S 2"° ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 40 AND THE NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 41 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE
OF SAID LOT 3 AND THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF ANTHONY
STREET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF MAIN STREET;
THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE
OF LOT 3 IN BLOCK 1 IN SAID COUNTY CLERK’S 2P ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE EASTERLY
ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 3 AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN SAID
BLOCK 1 AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST AVENUE;
THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE
OF LOT 2 IN LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED OCTOBER 16, 1903 AS
DOCUMENT NUMBER 80145; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE
TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT
2 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 5 IN SAID LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF

LOT 38; THENCE EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 5, THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 6, 7,



AND 8 IN SAID CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38 AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF
TO THE CENTERLINE OF PARK BOULEVARD; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE
TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN OWEN’S SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
APRIL 3, 1893 PER DOCUMENT NUMBER 51797; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 1 IN BLOCK 11 IN COUNTY CLERK’S FIFTH
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88055; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE
SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE AND
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 2 IN SAID BLOCK 11 TO THE EAST LINE OF THE
WEST 55.6 FEET OF THE SOUTH HALF OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 50 FEET OF SAID SOUTH HALF OF LOT 2; THENCE WEST ALONG
SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 11; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE OF LOT 3 TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE WEST
ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1 IN PHILLIPS SUBDIVISION,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED AUGUST 20, 1891 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 46325; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH
LINE OF SAID LOT 1 AND THE CENTERLINE OF APPIAN WAY TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST
AVENUE; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE
NORTH LINE OF LOT 9 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 OF BLOCK 12 OF THE ASSESSMENT DIVISION
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED APRIL 7, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 87151; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 9
AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 8, 7, 6 AND 5 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 5; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 5 TO THE CENTER
LINE OF HILLSIDE AVENUE; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF
GLENWOOD AVENUE; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE OF GLENWOOD AVENUE TO THE
EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 2 OF GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION,

BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF



RECORDED AUGUST 22, 1873 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 16688; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID
EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 THRU 15 IN SAID
BLOCK 2 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST TO THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 3 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 12 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 THRU 11 IN SAID BLOCK 3 TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHWEST TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT
4 IN BLOCK 5 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID
LOT 4 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 37 THRU 42 IN SAID BLOCK 5 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER
OF SAID LOT 37; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 37 AND NORTHERLY
EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF DUANE STREET; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID
CENTERLINE TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WEST LINE OF SAID EAST HALF OF LOT 31
IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN TERRACE SUBDIVISION; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
WEST LINE TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, ALL IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

05-10-411-040

05-10-411-035

05-10-411-041

05-10-411-036

05-10-421-001 THRU 006

05-10-410-018

05-10-410-019

05-10-410-035

05-10-410-032

05-10-410-033

05-10-410-029

05-10-410-030
05-10-410-034

05-11-310-035
05-11-310-078
05-11-310-037
05-11-310-038
05-11-310-055
05-11-310-059
05-11-310-079
05-11-329-010
05-11-329-008

05-11-329-007



05-11-310-044
05-11-310-021
05-11-310-022
05-11-310-061
05-11-310-049
05-11-310-050
05-11-310-051
05-11-310-057
05-11-310-060
05-11-310-029
05-11-310-030
05-11-310-031
05-11-310-032

05-11-338-001 THRU 032

05-11-311-006
05-11-311-005
05-11-311-011
05-11-311-012
05-11-311-013
05-11-311-016

05-11-334-001 THRU 108

05-11-312-011
05-11-312-012
05-11-312-013

05-11-318-004
05-11-318-005
05-11-318-003
05-11-318-011
05-11-318-012
05-11-318-001
05-11-318-006
05-11-318-007

05-11-335-001 THRU 095

05-11-337-001 THRU 055

05-11-318-013

05-11-317-025
05-11-317-024
05-11-317-023
05-11-317-022
05-11-317-021
05-11-317-020
05-11-317-018
05-11-317-017
05-11-317-001
05-11-317-002
05-11-317-026
05-11-317-003



05-11-317-028
05-11-317-005
05-11-317-006
05-11-317-007
05-11-317-008
05-11-317-027
05-11-317-010
05-11-317-011
05-11-317-029
05-11-317-015
05-11-317-016
05-11-317-019

05-11-321-001
05-11-321-002
05-11-321-008
05-11-321-004
05-11-321-005
05-11-321-006

05-11-328-001
05-11-328-002
05-11-328-003
05-11-328-004
05-11-328-005
05-11-328-006
05-11-328-008
05-11-328-009
05-11-328-010
05-11-328-017
05-11-328-018
05-11-328-024
05-11-328-025

05-11-329-029
05-11-329-003
05-11-329-004
05-11-329-038

05-11-336-001 THRU 008

05-11-322-001
05-11-322-002
05-11-322-003
05-11-322-004
05-11-322-014
05-11-322-015
05-11-322-016
05-11-322-017
05-11-322-011
05-11-322-023
05-11-322-022
05-11-322-024
05-11-322-025

05-11-327-001



05-11-327-002
05-11-327-003
05-11-327-004
05-11-327-005
05-11-327-025
05-11-327-007
05-11-327-008
05-11-327-024
05-11-327-011
05-11-327-023
05-11-327-026
05-11-327-016
05-11-327-012
05-11-327-021
05-11-327-022
05-11-327-015

05-11-326-001
05-11-326-002
05-11-326-035
05-11-326-040
05-11-326-041
05-11-326-042
05-11-326-043
05-11-326-006
05-11-326-007

05-11-325-001
05-11-325-002
05-11-325-003
05-11-325-004
05-11-325-005

05-11-320-001
05-11-320-002
05-11-320-003
05-11-320-004
05-11-320-005
05-11-320-006
05-11-320-016
05-11-320-017
05-11-320-015
05-11-320-010
05-11-320-011
05-11-320-012
05-11-320-013
05-11-320-014

05-11-313-011
05-11-313-004
05-11-313-005
05-11-313-006
05-11-313-010

05-11-316-008
05-11-316-007



05-11-316-005

05-11-314-001
05-11-314-006
05-11-314-002
05-11-314-007
05-11-314-003
05-11-314-008
05-11-314-004
05-11-314-005

05-11-315-001
05-11-315-006
05-11-315-007
05-11-315-008
05-11-315-009
05-11-315-010
05-11-315-002
05-11-315-003
05-11-315-004
05-11-315-005
05-11-315-022
05-11-315-023
05-11-315-021
05-11-315-020
05-11-315-019
05-11-315-018
05-11-315-017
05-11-315-016
05-11-315-011
05-11-315-012
05-11-315-013
05-11-315-014
05-11-315-015

05-11-323-006
05-11-323-001
05-11-323-002
05-11-323-003

05-11-319-004
05-11-319-001

05-10-417-002

05-10-505-004

05-11-505-002

05-10-411-002



EXHIBIT B

GENERAL STREET LOCATION

The Redevelopment Project Area (the "RPA") RPA is generally bounded by the streets in
the Downtown Business District of the Village. The RPA consists primarily of commercial uses.



EXHIBIT C

MAP OF REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
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Trustee moved and Trustee seconded the motion

that said ordinance as presented and read by the Village Clerk be adopted.

After a full discussion thereof including a public recital of the nature of the matter being
considered and such other information as would inform the public of the nature of the business
being conducted, the Village President directed that the roll be called for a vote upon the motion

to adopt said ordinance as read.

Upon the roll being called, the following Trustees voted AYE:

The following Trustees voted NAY:

Whereupon the Village President declared the motion carried and said ordinance adopted,
approved and signed the same and directed the Village Clerk to record the same in full in the
records of the Village President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage
County, Illinois, which was done.

Other business not pertinent to the adoption of said ordinance was duly transacted at the

meeting.

Upon motion duly made, seconded and carried, the meeting was adjourned.

Village Clerk



STATE OF ILLINOIS )

COUNTY OF DUPAGE )

CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE AND MINUTES

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting Village Clerk
of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois (the “Village”), and that as such official I
am the keeper of the records and files of the Village President and Board of Trustees of the
Village (the “Corporate Authorities”).

I do further certify that the foregoing is a full, true and complete transcript of that portion
of the minutes of the meeting of the Corporate Authorities held on the day of ,
2012, insofar as same relates to the adoption of an ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Nlinois Designating the Central Business District Redevelopment
Project Area Pursuant to the Tax Increment Allocation
Redevelopment Act.

a true, correct and complete copy of which said ordinance as adopted at said meeting appears in
the foregoing transcript of the minutes of said meeting.

I do further certify that the deliberations of the Corporate Authorities on the adoption of
said ordinance were conducted openly, that the vote on the adoption of said ordinance was taken
openly, that said meeting was held at a specified time and place convenient to the public, that
notice of said meeting was duly given to all of the news media requesting such notice; that an
agenda for said meeting was posted at the location where said meeting was held and at the
principal office of the Corporate Authorities at least 48 hours in advance of the holding of said
meeting; that said agenda described or made specific reference to said ordinance; that said
meeting was called and held in strict compliance with the provisions of the Open Meetings Act
of the State of Illinois, as amended, and the Illinois Municipal Code, as amended, and that the
Corporate Authorities have complied with all of the provisions of said Act and said Code and
with all of the procedural rules of the Corporate Authorities.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my official signature and the seal of the Village,
this __ day of , 2012.

Village Clerk

(Seal)



THIRD ORDINANCE

ORDINANCE No.

ORDINANCE
OF THE VILLAGE OF GLEN ELLYN,
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, ADOPTING TAX INCREMENT
ALLOCATION FINANCING FOR THE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Glen Ellyn have
determined that it is desirable and in the best interest of the citizens of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
DuPage County, Illinois (the "Village"), for the Village to implement tax increment allocation
financing pursuant to the Tax Increment Allocation Redevelopment Act, 65 ILCS 5/11-74.4-1 et
seq. of the Illinois Municipal Code, as amended (the "Act"); and

WHEREAS, the Village has heretofore approved a redevelopment plan and project (the
"Plan and Project”) as required by the Act by passage of an ordinance and has heretofore
designated a redevelopment project area (the "Area") as required by the Act by the passage of an
ordinance and has otherwise complied with all other conditions precedent required by the Act.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of the
Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois, as follows:

Section 1. Tax_Increment Financing Adopted. That tax increment allocation
financing is hereby adopted to pay redevelopment project costs as defined in the Act and as set
forth in the Plan and Project within the Area as legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto
and incorporated herein as if set out in full by this reference. The general street location for the

Area is described in Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein as if set out in full by this



reference. The map of the Area is depicted in Exhibit C attached hereto and incorporated herein
as if set out in full by this reference.

Section 2. Allocation of Ad Valorem Taxes. That pursuant to the Act, the ad

valorem taxes, if any, arising from the levies upon taxable real property in the Area by taxing
districts and tax rates determined in the manner provided in Section 11-74.4-9(c) of the Act each
year after the effective date of this Ordinance until the Project costs and obligations issued in
respect thereto have been paid shall be divided as follows:

a. That portion of taxes levied upon each taxable lot, block, tract, or parcel of
real property that is attributable to the lower of the current equalized assessed value or the initial
equalized assessed value of each such taxable lot, block, tract, or parcel of real property in the
Area shall be allocated to and when collected shall be paid by the county collector to the
respective affected taxing districts in the manner required by law in the absence of the adoption
of tax increment allocation financing.

b. That portion, if any, of such taxes that is attributable to the increase in the
current equalized assessed valuation of each lot, block, tract, or parcel of real property in the
Area shall be allocated to and when collected shall be paid to the municipal treasurer, who shall
deposit said taxes into a special fund, hereby created, and designated the "Central Business
District Redevelopment Project Area Special Tax Allocation Fund" of the Village and such taxes
shall be used for the purpose of paying Project costs and obligations incurred in the payment
thereof.

c. Tax Increment Allocation Financing shall continue for the period

authorized by the Act, unless earlier terminated by the Corporate Authorities.



Section 3. Invalidity of Any Section. That if any section, paragraph, or provision of
this Ordinance shall be held to be invalid or unenforceable for any reason, the invalidity or
unenforceability of such section, paragraph, or provision shall not affect any of the remaining
provisions of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Superseder and Effective Date. That all ordinances, resolutions, motions,
or orders in conflict herewith shall be, and the same hereby are, repealed to the extent of such
conflict, and this Ordinance shall be in full force and effective immediately upon its passage by
the Corporate Authorities and approval as provided by law.

ATTACHMENTS:

EXHIBIT A — Legal Description
EXHIBIT B — General Street Location

EXHIBIT C — Map of Redevelopment Project Area

PASSED this day of , 2012.
AYES NAYS ABSENT
APPROVED:
VILLAGE PRESIDENT
ATTEST:
VILLAGE CLERK



EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
THAT PART OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 10 AND THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF

SECTION 11, ALL IN TOWNSHIP 39 NORTH, RANGE 10, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,

DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE EAST HALF OF LOT 31 IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN
TERRACE SUBDIVISION, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SOUTHEAST QUARTER,
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED MAY 29, 1913 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 112265;
THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID BLOCK 1 TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION
OF THE CENTERLINE OF NEWTON AVENUE; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND
SAID CENTER LINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 81.1 FEET
OF THE NORTH 262.1 FEET OF LOT 34 IN COUNTY CLERK’S SEVENTH ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF
SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 88057; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE TO THE
WEST LINE OF THE EAST 75 FEET OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE TO
THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 75 FEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 34; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 34 TO
THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 200 FEET OF LOT 22 IN OWNERS HOME SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 10, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 21, 1914 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 117996; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID NORTH LINE 100
FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 100 FEET OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE 200 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 22; THENCE EAST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE
AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF WESTERN AVENUE; THENCE
EASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 24 IN BLOCK 17 OF COUNTY CLERK'’S 2"P
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88052; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE

OF SAID LOT 24 AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 25, 26, 27 AND 28 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE



NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 28; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT
28 TO THE NORTHERLY LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID
NORTHERLY LINE TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 32 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 32 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID
LOT 32; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 32 AND THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 33 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 33;
THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 33 TO SAID NORTHERLY
LINE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 1 IN THE MEWS CONDOMINIUM SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
SEPTEMBER 18, 2006 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER R2006-180271; THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG
THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE
NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 40 IN SAID BLOCK
17 IN COUNTY CLERK’S 2"° ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 40 AND THE NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 41 IN SAID BLOCK 17 TO
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 17; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE
OF SAID LOT 3 AND THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF ANTHONY
STREET; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF MAIN STREET;
THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE
OF LOT 3 IN BLOCK | IN SAID COUNTY CLERK’S 2" ASSESSMENT DIVISION; THENCE EASTERLY
ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 3 AND THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 4 IN SAID
BLOCK 1 AND EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST AVENUE;
THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE WESTERLY EXTENSION OF THE NORTH LINE
OF LOT 2 IN LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED OCTOBER 16, 1903 AS
DOCUMENT NUMBER 80145; THENCE EASTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE

TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT



2 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 5 IN SAID LUTHER AND CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF
LOT 38; THENCE EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 5, THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 6, 7,
AND 8 IN SAID CHURCHILL’S SUBDIVISION OF LOT 38 AND THE EASTERLY EXTENSION THEREOF
TO THE CENTERLINE OF PARK BOULEVARD; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CENTERLINE
TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 IN OWEN’S SUBDIVISION, BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
APRIL 3, 1893 PER DOCUMENT NUMBER 51797, THENCE WEST ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
SOUTH LINE OF LOT 1 TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 1 IN BLOCK 11 IN COUNTY CLERK’S FIFTH
ASSESSMENT DIVISION OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
JULY 3, 1906 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 88055; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO THE
SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE AND
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF LOT 2 IN SAID BLOCK 11 TO THE EAST LINE OF THE
WEST 55.6 FEET OF THE SOUTH HALF OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID EAST LINE TO
THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH 50 FEET OF SAID SOUTH HALF OF LOT 2; THENCE WEST ALONG
SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE EAST LINE OF LOT 3 IN SAID BLOCK 11; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID
EAST LINE OF LOT 3 TO THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH HALF OF SAID LOT 3; THENCE WEST
ALONG SAID SOUTH LINE TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1 IN PHILLIPS SUBDIVISION,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED AUGUST 20, 1891 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 46325; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH
LINE OF SAID LOT | AND THE CENTERLINE OF APPIAN WAY TO THE CENTERLINE OF FOREST
AVENUE; THENCE SOUTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE
NORTH LINE OF LOT 9 IN THE SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 OF BLOCK 12 OF THE ASSESSMENT DIVISION
OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED APRIL 7, 1906 AS DOCUMENT
NUMBER 87151; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID NORTH LINE OF LOT 9
AND THE NORTH LINES OF LOTS 8, 7, 6 AND 5 IN SAID SUBDIVISION OF LOT 6 TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID LOT 5; THENCE SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 5 TO THE CENTER
LINE OF HILLSIDE AVENUE; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID CENTERLINE TO THE CENTERLINE OF

GLENWOOD AVENUE; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID CENTERLINE OF GLENWOOD AVENUE TO THE



EASTERLY EXTENSION OF THE SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 IN BLOCK 2 OF GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION,
BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF SAID SECTION 11, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF
RECORDED AUGUST 22, 1873 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 16688; THENCE WESTERLY ALONG SAID
EXTENSION AND SAID SOUTH LINE OF LOT 16 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 THRU 15 IN SAID
BLOCK 2 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE WEST TO THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF LOT 12 IN BLOCK 3 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE
SOUTH LINE OF SAID LOT 12 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 1 THRU 11 IN SAID BLOCK 3 TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTHWEST TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF LOT
4 IN BLOCK 5 IN SAID GLENWOOD SUBDIVISION; THENCE WEST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID
LOT 4 AND THE SOUTH LINES OF LOTS 37 THRU 42 IN SAID BLOCK 5 TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER
OF SAID LOT 37; THENCE NORTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 37 AND NORTHERLY
EXTENSION THEREOF TO THE CENTERLINE OF DUANE STREET; THENCE WEST ALONG SAID
CENTERLINE TO THE SOUTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE WEST LINE OF SAID EAST HALF OF LOT 31
IN BLOCK 1 IN GLEN TERRACE SUBDIVISION; THENCE NORTH ALONG SAID EXTENSION AND SAID
WEST LINE TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, ALL IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

05-10-411-040

05-10-411-035

05-10-411-041

05-10-411-036

05-10-421-001 THRU 006

05-10-410-018

05-10-410-019

05-10-410-035

05-10-410-032

05-10-410-033

05-10-410-029

05-10-410-030
05-10-410-034

05-11-310-035
05-11-310-078
05-11-310-037
05-11-310-038
05-11-310-055
05-11-310-059
05-11-310-079



05-11-329-010
05-11-329-008
05-11-329-007

05-11-310-044
05-11-310-021
05-11-310-022
05-11-310-061
05-11-310-049
05-11-310-050
05-11-310-051
05-11-310-057
05-11-310-060
05-11-310-029
05-11-310-030
05-11-310-031
05-11-310-032

05-11-338-001 THRU 032

05-11-311-006
05-11-311-005
05-11-311-011
05-11-311-012
05-11-311-013
05-11-311-016

05-11-334-001 THRU 108

05-11-312-011
05-11-312-012
05-11-312-013

05-11-318-004
05-11-318-005
05-11-318-003
05-11-318-011
05-11-318-012
05-11-318-001
05-11-318-006
05-11-318-007

05-11-335-001 THRU 095

05-11-337-001 THRU 055

05-11-318-013

05-11-317-025
05-11-317-024
05-11-317-023
05-11-317-022
05-11-317-021
05-11-317-020
05-11-317-018
05-11-317-017
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05-11-317-002
05-11-317-026
05-11-317-003
05-11-317-028
05-11-317-005
05-11-317-006
05-11-317-007
05-11-317-008
05-11-317-027
05-11-317-010
05-11-317-011
05-11-317-029
05-11-317-015
05-11-317-016
05-11-317-019

05-11-321-001
05-11-321-002
05-11-321-008
05-11-321-004
05-11-321-005
05-11-321-006

05-11-328-001
05-11-328-002
05-11-328-003
05-11-328-004
05-11-328-005
05-11-328-006
05-11-328-008
05-11-328-009
05-11-328-010
05-11-328-017
05-11-328-018
05-11-328-024
05-11-328-025

05-11-329-029
05-11-329-003
05-11-329-004
05-11-329-038

05-11-336-001 THRU 008

05-11-322-001
05-11-322-002
05-11-322-003
05-11-322-004
05-11-322-014
05-11-322-015
05-11-322-016
05-11-322-017
05-11-322-011
05-11-322-023
05-11-322-022



05-11-322-024
05-11-322-025

05-11-327-001
05-11-327-002
05-11-327-003
05-11-327-004
05-11-327-005
05-11-327-025
05-11-327-007
05-11-327-008
05-11-327-024
05-11-327-011
05-11-327-023
05-11-327-026
05-11-327-016
05-11-327-012
05-11-327-021
05-11-327-022
05-11-327-015

05-11-326-001
05-11-326-002
05-11-326-035
05-11-326-040
05-11-326-041
05-11-326-042
05-11-326-043
05-11-326-006
05-11-326-007

05-11-325-001
05-11-325-002
05-11-325-003
05-11-325-004
05-11-325-005

05-11-320-001
05-11-320-002
05-11-320-003
05-11-320-004
05-11-320-005
05-11-320-006
05-11-320-016
05-11-320-017
05-11-320-015
05-11-320-010
05-11-320-011
05-11-320-012
05-11-320-013
05-11-320-014

05-11-313-011
05-11-313-004
05-11-313-005
05-11-313-006



05-11-313-010

05-11-316-008
05-11-316-007
05-11-316-005

05-11-314-001
05-11-314-006
05-11-314-002
05-11-314-007
05-11-314-003
05-11-314-008
05-11-314-004
05-11-314-005

05-11-315-001
05-11-315-006
05-11-315-007
05-11-315-008
05-11-315-009
05-11-315-010
05-11-315-002
05-11-315-003
05-11-315-004
05-11-315-005
05-11-315-022
05-11-315-023
05-11-315-021
05-11-315-020
05-11-315-019
05-11-315-018
05-11-315-017
05-11-315-016
05-11-315-011
05-11-315-012
05-11-315-013
05-11-315-014
05-11-315-015

05-11-323-006
05-11-323-001
05-11-323-002
05-11-323-003

05-11-319-004
05-11-319-001

05-10-417-002

05-10-505-004

05-11-505-002

05-10-411-002



EXHIBIT B

GENERAL STREET LOCATION

The Redevelopment Project Area (the "RPA") RPA is generally bounded by the streets in
the Downtown Business District of the Village. The RPA consists primarily of commercial uses.



EXHIBIT C

MAP OF REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA
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Trustee moved and Trustee seconded the motion

that said ordinance as presented and read by the Village Clerk be adopted.

After a full discussion thereof including a public recital of the nature of the matter being
considered and such other information as would inform the public of the nature of the business
being conducted, the Village President directed that the roll be called for a vote upon the motion
to adopt said ordinance as read.

Upon the roll being called, the following Trustees voted AYE:

The following Trustees voted NAY:

Whereupon the Village President declared the motion carried and said ordinance adopted,
approved and signed the same in open meeting and directed the Village Clerk to record the same
in full in the records of the Village President and Village Board of the Village of Glen Ellyn,
DuPage County, Illinois, which was done.

Other business not pertinent to the adoption of said ordinance was duly transacted at the
meeting.

Upon motion duly made, seconded and carried, the meeting was adjourned.

Village Clerk



STATE OF ILLINOIS )

COUNTY OF DUPAGE )

CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE AND MINUTES

I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting Village Clerk
of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County, Illinois (the “Village”), and that as such official I
am the keeper of the records and files of the Village President and Village Board of the Village
(the “Corporate Authorities”).

I do further certify that the foregoing is a full, true and complete transcript of that portion
of the minutes of the meeting of the Corporate Authorities held on the day of
, 2012, insofar as same relates to the adoption of an ordinance entitled:

AN ORDINANCE of the Village of Glen Ellyn, DuPage County,
Illinois, Adopting Tax Increment Allocation Financing for the
Central Business District Redevelopment Project Area.

a true, correct and complete copy of which said ordinance as adopted at said meeting appears in
the foregoing transcript of the minutes of said meeting.

I do further certify that the deliberations of the Corporate Authorities on the adoption of
said ordinance were conducted openly, that the vote on the adoption of said ordinance was taken
openly, that said meeting was held at a specified time and place convenient to the public, that
notice of said meeting was duly given to all of the news media requesting such notice; that an
agenda for said meeting was posted at the location where said meeting was held and at the
principal office of the Corporate Authorities at least 48 hours in advance of the holding of said
meeting; that said agenda described or made specific reference to said ordinance; that said
meeting was called and held in strict compliance with the provisions of the Open Meetings Act
of the State of Illinois, as amended, and the Illinois Municipal Code, as amended, and that the
Corporate Authorities have complied with all of the provisions of said Act and said Code and
with all of the procedural rules of the Corporate Authorities.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my official signature and the seal of the Village,
this __day of , 2012.

Village Clerk

(SEAL)



