VILLAGE OF

Est. 1873

VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Tuesday, August 15, 2017
7:30 P.M.
MEMORIAL HALL — MEMORIAL BUILDING

. CALL TO ORDER

. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

a) Regular Meeting of July 11, 2017
b) Special Meeting of August 3, 2017

. CITIZENS’ PETITIONS (Pertaining to items appearing on this agenda)*

. VILLAGE PRESIDENT’S REPORT

. SWEARING IN OF NEW POLICE CHIEF

. PUBLIC HEARING - 122 W. Walnut Street, certain improvements in a required front yard

. FIRST READINGS - INTRODUCTION

Items included for First Reading - Introduction may be disposed of in any one of the following ways:
(1) moved to Consent Agenda for the subsequent meeting of the Board of Trustees; (2) moved to
Second Reading/Non-Consent Agenda for consideration at a future meeting of the Board of
Trustees; or (3) referred to Committee of the Whole or appropriate Board or Commission. (Note
that zoning matters will not be included on any Consent Agenda; all zoning matters will be afforded
a First and a Second Reading. Zoning matters indicated below by **.)

Administration & Community Affairs (Chair Hughes)
a) Accept and Place on File the Post-Issuance Tax Compliance Report
b) Approve paid time off in the amount of 37.5 hours per fiscal year for permanent part-
time employees who annually work at least 21 hours per week and have been
employed with the Village of Hinsdale for at least one year

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)
c) Approve a Resolution approving the 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing construction
contract Change Order #1, to reduce the contract value by an amount not to exceed
$19,033 to ALamp Concrete Contractors

Zoning & Public Safety (Chair Stifflear)
d) Approve an Ordinance Approving a Lot Size Variation for Property Located at 435
Woodside Avenue, Hinsdale, lllinois — Matt Bousquette/Kris & Tracy Parker — Case
Number V-04-17




9. CONSENT AGENDA
All items listed below have previously had a First Reading of the Board or are considered Routine***
and will be moved forward by one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless
a member of the Village Board or citizen so request, in which event the item will be removed from the
Consent Agenda.

Administration & Community Affairs (Chair Hughes)

a) Approval and payment of the accounts payable for the period of July 18, 2017, through
August 15, 2017, in the aggregate amount of $3,014,516.31 as set forth on the list
provided by the Village Treasurer, of which a permanent copy is on file with the Village
Clerk***

b) Approve an Ordinance Authorizing Transfers of Appropriations within Departments and
Agencies of the Village for the Fiscal Year May 1, 2016 to April 30, 2017 (First Reading
—July, 11, 2017)

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)

c) Award Bid #1632 for various Roof Replacements and Improvements at various Village
facilities to Olsson Roofing in an amount not to exceed $318,416.36 (First Reading —
July 11, 2017)

d) Award year one of Bid #1635 for Street Sweeping Services to Lake Shore Recycling
Systems in the year one amount of #36,500, with approval to utilize the fully budgeted
amount of $47,660***

e) Award the replacement of Forestry Chipper Truck Unit #16 to Utility One Source in the
amount not to exceed $87,591***

f) Waive the competitive bidding requirement and utilize the State of lllinois Joint
Purchasing Agreement with Rush Truck Centers of Illinois to approve the purchase of a
2018 35,000 G.V.W.R. dump truck, snow plow and salt spreader with pre-wetting
system in an amount not to exceed $159,052***

g) Award the bid the 50/50 Sidewalk Program, Section 17-00000-01-GM, to Strada
Construction in the amount not to exceed $73,836

10. SECOND READINGS / NON-CONSENT AGENDA - ADOPTION
These items require action of the Board. Typically, items appearing for Second Reading have been
referred for further discussion/clarification or are zoning cases that require two readings. In limited
instances, items may be included on the Non-Consent Agenda that have not had the benefit of a First
Reading due to emergency nature or time sensitivity.****

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)

a) Approval of the Village's commitment to reimburse School District 181 for the Village’s
cost share associated with construction of the new shared parking deck at Hinsdale
Middle School located at 100 S. Garfield Street, Hinsdale (First Reading — July 11,
2017); and Approve a Change Order for the cost of the tie back system****

Zoning & Public Safety (Chair Stifflear)

b) Approve an Ordinance Approving an Amendment to a Special Use Permit to Change
Hours of Operation at a Physical Fitness Facility in the B-3 General Business Zoning
District at 230 E. Ogden Avenue** (First Reading — July 11, 2017)

c) Approve an Ordinance Approving a Site Plan and Exterior Appearance Plan for a New
Animal Hospital at 722-724 N. York Road, Hinsdale, lllinois — Hinsdale Animal Hospital
— Case Number A-40-2016** (First Reading — July 11, 2017)
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11. DISCUSSION ITEMS
a) Downtown Construction update
b) Update on proposed I-294 Tollway expansion

12. DEPARTMENT AND STAFF REPORTS
a) Treasurer's Report
b) Police
c) Fire
d) Parks & Recreation
e) Economic Development
f) Community Development
g) Engineering
h) Public Services

13.REPORTS FROM ADVISORY BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS
14. OTHER BUSINESS

15.NEW BUSINESS

16. CITIZENS’ PETITIONS (Pertaining to any Village issue)*

17. TRUSTEE COMMENTS

18.CLOSED SESSION-5 ILCS 120/2(c) (1)/(2)/(3)/(5)/(8)/(11)/(21)
19. ADJOURNMENT

*The opportunity to speak to the Village Board pursuant to the Citizens’ Petitions portions of a Village
Board meeting agenda is provided for those who wish to comment on an agenda item or Village of
Hinsdale issue. The Village Board appreciates hearing from our residents and your thoughts and
guestions are valued. The Village Board strives to make the best decisions for the Village and public input
is very helpful. Please use the podium as the proceedings are videotaped. Please announce your name
and address before commenting.

***Routine items appearing on the Consent Agenda may include those items that have previously
had a First Reading, the Accounts Payable and previously-budgeted items that fall within
budgetary limitations and have a total dollar amount of less than $500,000.

****|tems included on the Non-Consent Agenda due to “emergency nature or time sensitivity” are
intended to be critical business items rather than policy or procedural changes. Examples might
include a bid that must be awarded prior to a significant price increase or documentation required
by another government agency to complete essential infrastructure work.

The Village of Hinsdale is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.
Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require certain accommodations in
order to allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting, or who have questions regarding the
accessibility of the meeting or the facilities, are requested to promptly contact Darrell Langlois, ADA
Coordinator, at 630-789-7014 or by TDD at 630-789-7022 to allow the Village of Hinsdale to make
reasonable accommodations for those persons.

Website http://villageofhinsdale.org
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MINUTES OF THE MEETING
July 11, 2017

The regularly scheduled meeting of the Hinsdale Village Board of Trustees was called to order by
Village President Tom Cauley in Memorial Hall of the Memorial Building on Tuesday, July 11,
2017 at 7:30 p.m., roll call was taken.

Present: President Tom Cauley and Trustees Michael Ripani, Luke Stifflear, Gerald J. Hughes,
Matt Posthuma and Neale Byrnes

Absent: Trustee Christopher Elder

Also Present: Village Manager Kathleen A. Gargano, Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director
Darrell Langlois, Assistant Village Manager/Director of Public Safety Brad Bloom, Police Chief
Kevin Simpson, Deputy Police Chief Eric Bernholdt, Deputy Police Chief Tom Lillie, Deputy Fire
Chief Tim McElroy, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner Robb McGinnis,
Director of Public Services George Peluso, Village Planner Chan Yu, Administration Manager
Emily Wagner, Management Analyst Jean Bueche and Village Clerk Christine Bruton

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

~ President Cauley led those in attendance in the Pledge of Allegiance

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Corrections were made to the draft minutes; Trustee Stifflear moved to approve the minutes of
the regular meeting of June 13, 2017, as amended. Trustee Byrnes seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: Trustee Hughes

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

CITIZENS’ PETITIONS

None.

VILLAGE PRESIDENT’S REPORT

None.
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SWEARING IN AND RECOGNITION OF POLICE DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL

President Cauley introduced new Police Officer Kyle Heneghan and read his biography. Officer
Heneghan was sworn in.

President Cauley recognized Detective Thomas Krefft and Detective Kevin Lackey, who are
recipients of the Meritorious Police Service Award. The awards were presented. President
Cauley thanked them for their meticulous police work in the recent homicide of Andrea Urban and
added that the community is grateful to have them as members of the Hinsdale Police

Department.
FIRST READINGS - INTRODUCTION
Administration & Corhmunity Affairs (Chair Hughes)
a) Approve an Ordinance Authorizing Transfers of Appropriations within Departments

b)

and Agencies of the Village for the Fiscal Year May 1, 2016 to April 30, 2017

Trustee Hughes introduced the item and explained this is an annual ‘housekeeping’ matter.
After the close of each fiscal year, accounts are adjusted to reflect actual spending.

The Board agreed to move this item to the consent agenda of their next meeting.

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)

Award Bid #1632 Various Roof Replacements and Improvements to Olsson Roofing
in an amount not to exceed $318,416.36

Trustee Byrnes introduced the item stating this item addresses the replacement of various
roofs of municipal buildings throughout the Village. He explained that $288,000 was
budgeted, with contingencies budgeted at $30,000. He noted other capital expenditures
are under budget at this time. Director of Public Services George Peluso confirmed that
bidding the items as one project results in better pricing. He added that he does not think
the contingency funds will be spent. Discussion followed regarding deferring this
maintenance, but doing so would not save any money. Mr. Peluso believes with proper
maintenance, the useful life of the Public Services building roof should be about 40 years.
The Board agreed to move this item to the consent agenda of their next meeting.

Approval of the Village’s commitment to reimburse School District 181 for the
Village’s cost share associated with construction of the new shared parking deck at
Hinsdale Middle School located at 100 S. Garfield Street, Hinsdale

Trustee Byrnes introduced the item and explained that the Board had been prepared to
approve the initial funding amount for the Village share of the parking deck, but it has come
to the Village's attention that following some changes in design, the cost estimates are
substantially higher. As a result of the larger parking deck, additional foundation work is
required at an additional cost. A fire suppression system was not part of the original
design, but it is still not confirmed if it is required. He anticipates that firmer numbers will be
available by the special Village Board meeting scheduled for next week. This meeting has
been scheduled for the purpose of approving the parking deck project costs.

Mr. John Doherty, owners representative for the Village, addressed the Board and
explained that the school district has agreement with the architect and for construction, to
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d)

which the Village will contribute their portion. At some point both parties will come to an
agreement with the contractor as to what the maximum price of deck will be. This will
probably happen by October, until then the exact price is fluid. He explained that there are
several elements that come into play, including contingencies and risk mitigation factors.
Until the design is completed, it is fluid and the estimate is not a guaranteed number.
Village Manager Kathleen Gargano explained that an independent third party is reviewing
price estimates. The contractor is providing a cost estimate, and the Village will, too. She
believes this has had a positive impact on controlling the budget to date.

President Cauley added that at the April 12" Village Board meeting the anticipated cost of
the larger deck was $4.5 million. It will be more, but we don’t how much more yet. The
Village needs a better idea of the cost before the Board can approve. Due to the fact that
the Village portion of the deck is below grade, there are additional costs. The first dollars
paid are the Village’s; this is an uncomfortable situation, but there is no way around it.
President Cauley stated we are working toward an Intergovernmental Agreement with
District 181, but would like a letter of agreement to cover the process until then. The
Village would like to be a part of the bidding process moving forward, and would like to a
third party to mediate who pays some of the costs that might not be shared. This document
could be incorporated into a future IGA.

Mr. Kerry Leonard, representing D181, and Mr. Peter Kuhn from Bulley and Andrews
addressed the Board. Mr. Leonard said the delay caused by the litigation played havoc
with the schedule, and prime construction time was lost. The temporary parking lot should
be completed in August, but foundation work needs to start as soon as possible. Mr. Kuhn
said fencing will go in this week, and the retention system work will begin on July 24™.

Dr. White, school superintendent said the school board will move the letter of agreement
forward as quickly as possible, although meeting schedules are challenging.

Discussion followed regarding how quickly a third party mediator could resolve a dispute;
neither party wants to hold up the project. A draft memorandum of understanding will be
drawn up within the next couple days and all will have seen it in advance of their next
meetings. Dr. White said District 181 will call a special meeting, as well.

Zoning & Public Safety (Chair Stifflear)

Approve an Ordinance Approving an Amendment to a Special Use Permit to Change
Hours of Operation at a Physical Fitness Facility in the B-3 General Business Zoning
District at 230 E. Ogden Avenue

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item relating to a special use permit for a physical fithess
facility known as Shred415, located west of Koshgarian Rug Cleaning. Shred415’s parking
is on the south side of the building next to a residential neighborhood. The applicant is
requesting to change the opening time from 6:00 a.m. to 5:00 a.m. Due to the proximity to
residences, there were conditions placed on the original approval of a fitness facility in this
district, one of which was that no class would begin before 6:00 a.m. All other conditions
have been met; there have been no complaints from neighbors. In fact, the neighbors
contiguous to the property have given their blessing to the earlier start time request.

Mr. Peter Coules, attorney representing Shred415, addressed the Board stating his client
has been in business for two years. He reported that Mr. Steve Cashman, Plan
Commission Chair, personally talked to area neighbors and found they had no issues with
the request. Mr. Coules stated this is a request for an improvement to their business.
Discussion followed regarding parking. President Cauley suggested approval be granted
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with the condition that should the Village receive complaints, the early start time could be
revoked. Mr. Coules stated his client would have no issue with this condition. Village
Planner Chan Yu will make this change to the ordinance.

The Board agreed to move this item forward for a second reading at their next meeting.

Approve an Ordinance Approving a Site Plan and Exterior Appearance Plan for a
New Animal Hospital at 722-724 N. York Road, Hinsdale, lllinois — Hinsdale Animal
Hospital — Case Number A-40-2016

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item and summarized the extensive review process this
matter has received from the Village Board, the Plan Commission and the Zoning Board of
Appeals. After a second reading on this item, the applicant would be able to get permits to
begin the project. He noted that the materials before the Board include elevations for all
sides of the building, interior layouts for all floors, and a tree preservation and landscape
plan. He also noted that the new building footprint is smaller than the existing building, and
the front yard setback is the same.

Mr. Mike Matthys, architect for the project, addressed the Board. He illustrated for the
Board updated renderings of the building, and provided samples of the brick and cast stone
that will be used on the exterior. He described the elements used to create architectural
interest on the building. He pointed out the kennel areas are on the west side of the
building. Trustee Stifflear added that special windows for noise reduction are being used,
and the Plan Commission has unanimously approved this plan. Further, no residence
abuts the property. Trustee Stifflear added he believes this will be a great building and fine
addition to York Road.

The Board agreed to move this item forward for a second reading at their next meeting.

CONSENT AGENDA

Administration & Community Affairs (Chair Hughes)
Trustee Bymes moved Approval and payment of the accounts payable for the period of
June 14, 2017 through July 11, 2017, in the aggregate amount of $1,639,448.58 as set
forth on the list provided by the Village Treasurer, of which a permanent copy is on file
with the Village Clerk. Trustee Hughes seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

The following items were approved by omnibus vote:

b) Amendment of an Application Service Agreement between the Village of Hinsdale

c)

and Aptean, Inc. (First Reading — June 13, 2017)
Approve an Ordinance Amending Subsection 3-3-13A of the Village Code of Hinsdale
Related to the Number of Liquor Licenses (Discussion ltem — June 13, 2017)
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Zoning & Public Safety (Chair Stifflear)

d) Approve an Ordinance Amending Section 6-12-3 of the Village Code of Hinsdale to

b)

allow for the installation of stop signs for north and southbound traffic on Garfield
Street at Walnut (First Reading — June 13, 2017)

Trustee Stifflear moved to approve the Consent Agenda, as presented. Trustee
Posthuma seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

SECOND READINGS / NON-CONSENT AGENDA - ADOPTION

Administration & Community Affairs (Chair Hughes)
Annual Appropriations Ordinance for Fiscal Year 2017-18 (First Reading — June 13,
2017)
Trustee Hughes moved to approve the Annual Appropriations Ordinance for Fiscal
Year 2017-18. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Approve an Ordinance authorizing and providing for the issue of approximately
$9,900,000 General Obligation Bonds (Sales Tax Alternate Revenue Source), Series
2017A, for the purpose of providing for certain public infrastructure projects, the
pledge of certain sales tax revenues and the imposition of taxes to pay said bonds,
and the sale of said bonds to the purchaser thereof (Public Hearing — June 13, 2017)
Trustee Hughes introduced the item and said the bonds were priced today. Mr. Kevin
McKenna, from Spear Financial, addressed the Board stating the bids went well, and
added it was helpful that lllinois passed the State budget. He explained the bond ratings
included in the Board materials. Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director Darrell
Langlois added the results were consistent with projected interest rates.

Trustee Hughes moved to Approve an Ordinance authorizing and providing for the
issue of approximately $9,900,000 General Obligation Bonds (Sales Tax Alternate
Revenue Source), Series 2017A, for the purpose of providing for certain public
infrastructure projects, the pledge of certain sales tax revenues and the imposition
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of taxes to pay said bonds, and the sale of said bonds to the purchaser thereof.
Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None ‘

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Waive the First Reading and Approve a Resolution Designating Hinsdale Bank and
Trust as a Public Depository and Authorizing Withdrawal of Municipal Public Moneys
Trustee Hughes introduced the item and explained that BMO Harris is no longer offering
coin counting for their customers. This is a problem for the Village because of the parking
meter coins. The item is on the agenda without benefit of a first reading due to the time
urgency and the need to find an alternate solution for coin counting. Hinsdale Bank and
Trust will provide the service, if we deposit $250,000 with them. Mr. Langlois said when the
audit is complete the Village will go out for RFP for full banking services. This is a stop gap
measure, pointed out President Cauley.

Trustee Hughes moved to Waive the First Reading and Approve a Resolution
Designating Hinsdale Bank and Trust as a Public Depository and Authorizing
Withdrawal of Municipal Public Moneys. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)
Approve a Resolution approving and accepting a plat of subdivision to consolidate
the properties commonly known as 540 Dalewood Lane in the Village of Hinsdale,
County of Cook, lllinois (First Reading — June 13, 2017)
Trustee Byrnes introduced the item that relates to the consolidation of properties on
Dalewood Lane. He added that area residents have been notified, and there has been no
objection.
Trustee Byrnes moved to Approve a resolution approving and accepting a plat of
subdivision to consolidate the properties commonly known as 540 Dalewood Lane in
the Village of Hinsdale, County of Cook, lllinois. Trustee Posthuma seconded the
motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder
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Motion carried.

Approve a Resolution Approving. the 2017 Resurfacing Construction Contract
Change Order Number 1 in the Amount not to Exceed $42,000 to ALamp Concrete
Contractors

Trustee Byrnes introduced the item to enhance the business area at Village Place, which
will include bricks and cement, and stamped concrete on the edges. Mr. Peluso added the
center drive lane will be replaced with concrete.

Trustee Byrnes moved to Approve a Resolution Approving the 2017 Resurfacing
Construction Contract Change Order Number 1 in the Amount not to Exceed $42,000
to ALamp Concrete Contractors. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

_ Zoning & Public Safety (Chair Stifflear)
Approve an Ordinance Amending Section 9-104 (“Off Street Parking”) of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code as it Relates to Regulation of the Location of Secondary
Access Drives to Commercial Properties (First Reading— June 13, 2017)
Trustee Stifflear introduced the item that will prohibit new driveways from commercially
zoned properties exiting to residential streets.
Trustee Byrnes moved to Approve an Ordinance Amending Section 9-104 (“Off Street
Parking”) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it Relates to Regulation of the Location of
Secondary Access Drives to Commercial Properties. Trustee Stifflear seconded the
motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Approve an Ordinance Amending Section 5-105 (“Special Uses”) of the Hinsdale
Zoning Code to Allow Educational Services as Special Uses in the B-2 and B-3
Business Zoning Districts (First Reading — June 13, 2017)

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item and commented that currently only musical tutoring is
allowed in these districts; this ordinance will capture other types of businesses. As a
special use, a public hearing would be required to evaluate the intensity of use of any future
applications. The Plan Commission unanimously recommended approval of this item.
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Trustee Stifflear moved to Approve an Ordinance Amending Section 5-105 (“Special
Uses”) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code to Allow Educational Services as Special Uses
in the B-2 and b-3 Business Zoning Districts. Trustee Byrnes seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Approve an Ordinance Approving Variations Relative to Construction of a New
Commercial Building for Use as an Animal Hospital at 724 N. York Road, Hinsdale,
lllinois — Anthony Kremer, D/B/A Hinsdale Animal Hospital — Case Number V-02-17
(First Reading — June 13, 2017)

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item that will approve two variations recommended by the
Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA). One is for floor area ratio (FAR) of 40 not 35, and the
other is to waive the required 10’ foot landscape buffer on the south side. It was noted that
the property to the south of the subject property is a medical office that is currently for sale
or lease.

Trustee Stifflear moved to Approve an Ordinance Approving Variations Relative to
Construction of a New Commercial Building for Use as an Animal Hospital at 724 N.
York Road, Hinsdale, lllinois — Anthony Kremer, D/B/A Hinsdale Animal Hospital —
Case Number V-02-17. Trustee Posthuma seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

Approve an Ordinance Approving Variations Relative to Construction of a New
Shared Parking Deck at Hinsdale Middle School at 100 S. Garfield Street, Hinsdale,

- lllinois — Community Consolidated School District #181/ Village of Hinsdale — Case

Number V-03-17 (First Reading — June 13, 2017)

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item that will approve variations recommended for approval
by the ZBA for an increase in FAR and reduced landscape buffering. Trustee Stifflear
moved to Approve an Ordinance Approving Variations Relative to Construction of a
New Shared Parking Deck at Hinsdale Middle School at 100 S. Garfield Street,
Hinsdale, lllinois - Community Consolidated School District #181/ Village of Hinsdale
— Case Number V-03-17. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder
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)

b)

Motion carried.

Approve an Ordinance Approving a Major Adjustment to a Site Plan and Exterior
Appearance Plan to Add a Parking Deck for a New Middle School at 100 S. Garfield
Street, Hinsdale, lllinois — Community Consolidated School District #181/ Village of
Hinsdale (First Reading —June 13, 2017)

Trustee Stifflear introduced the item that relates to the proposed 319 space parking deck.
At the May 10" Plan Commission meeting, requests concerning landscaping, brickwork,
planter boxes and the relocation of ADA parking spaces were discussed and recommended
to the Board. The Trustees were satisfied with the recommendations at the first reading of
this item.

Trustee Stifflear moved to Approve an Ordinance Approving a Major Adjustment to a
Site Plan and Exterior Appearance Plan to Add a Parking Deck for a New Middle
School at 100 S. Garfield Street, Hinsdale, lllinois — Community Consolidated School
District #181/ Village of Hinsdale. Trustee Byrnes seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Elder

Motion carried.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

Temporary Use — Café la Fortuna

Ms. Gargano reported that beginning tomorrow Café la Fortuna will have a coffee cart in the
breezeway at the train station serving coffee and breakfast items. Café la Fortuna is located
in Village Place; this is a temporary use during the construction in that area. The manager of
Casa Margarita has been informed and there is no conflict. The Village Attorney has drawn
up an agreement, insurance is in place, and BNSF has no problem with the arrangement.

Refuse Contract

Ms. Gargano began discussion stating that when the extension on the existing refuse contract
was approved a couple years ago, there was a discussion of service delivery at that time.
Administration Manager Emily Wagner reported that our contract with the existing refuse
company has been in place for ten years, and it is prudent to look at the market at this time.
Management Analyst Jean Bueche is in the process of doing a fee survey which will appear in
Manager's Notes. It was noted that the existing contract expires in April 2018. President
Cauley agrees this a good idea; Trustee Hughes suggested surveying residents to determine
what services may be wanted by residents. Trustee Posthuma would like resident input on
curbside vs. back door pickup. Ms. Wagner will draft questions for the survey, and report
back to the Board. It was suggested the survey be simple, possibly 3-4 questions, and that
the size of the garbage cans be evaluated.
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¢) Downtown Construction update
Mr. Peluso reported that Stage 1 pavement removal has been completed, curb and gutter
work is continuing. He explained that traffic will be flipped next week, the project is on
schedule, and feedback has been positive. Ms. Gargano outlined the weekly communication
updates at local businesses which includes flyers and information kiosks. Mr. Peluso stated
the accelerated work is on schedule for November completion. /

d) Update on proposed I-294 Tollway expansion
Ms. Gargano reported that she and Mr. Bloom attended the tollway’s Central Planning
meeting. The expansion draft plan isn’'t expected until early fall. She explained the Village is
now a member of the Central Tri-State Corridor Planning Council, an advisory board, and will
be invited to all future planning meetings to hear discussion. President Cauley commented
this is a good avenue for future information.

DEPARTMENT AND STAFF REPORTS

a) Police

b) Fire

c) Parks & Recreation

d) Economic Development
e) Community Development
f) Public Services

g) Engineering

The report(s) listed above were provided to the Board. There were no additional questions
regarding the contents of the department and staff reports.

REPORTS FROM ADVISORY BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

No reports.
OTHER BUSINESS
None.
NEW BUSINESS
None.

CITIZENS’ PETITIONS

None.
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TRUSTEE COMMENTS

Trustee Hughes reported details from the quarterly meeting of the Finance Commission held two
weeks ago, wherein they discussed 1) water rates, and 2) Master Infrastructure Plan (MIP)
acceleration.

Water rates: Trustee Hughes provided background stating Village water rates were raised in
2010 to reflect DuPage Water Commission significant rate increases. The water utility had not
been well-managed from a rate setting point of view, but it is still not self-sufficient because water
revenues don’t cover operating and capital maintenance expenses. The Board asked the
Commission for suggestions for the Board to review regarding water rate structure and levels. He
noted there is a mismatch between the fixed and variable components of this ‘business’. The
direction for the Commission is to form a sub-committee that would include two commissioners to
work with staff. They would go back to Commission with their recommendation for their input,
and then to the Village Board in October.

President Cauley questioned the goal of this exercise; it is clear the water business will never be
self-sustaining as capital expenditures for the foreseeable future will be higher than water rates to
cover cost of delivery. Discussion followed. Mr. Langlois explained the goal could be to eliminate
the minimum billing and charge a flat fee to water customers no matter usage. Trustee Hughes
added the calculation of the appropriate fee is a numbers exercise and can be determined, but
we should figure out elasticity of demand and look at other communities for possible solutions.
Mr. Langlois added costs such as reading meters, software and processing could be divided
equally between all users. He added there has been no rate increase since 2015; perhaps
incremental increases over a period of time would be advisable to stay ahead of the curve.
Trustee Hughes reminded the Board of the issue of equity; the water business serves households
outside of Hinsdale, as well.

MIP and accelerated MIP: Trustee Hughes provided background and explained that the
Finance Commission had been very much involved in the development of the original MIP which
was adopted in 2009. It was updated in 2012, and this Board has made a major change in 2017
with the accelerated program. There was discussion at the Finance Commission meeting about
how they can be helpful. It was determined that another subcommittee would be created
consisting of two Finance Commission members and two Village Trustees. Trustees Posthuma
and Ripani have agreed to participate. Mr. Langlois said he is still recruiting Finance Commission
volunteers. Trustee Hughes elaborated stating the original objective of the MIP was a catch-up
plan, and to determine a fixed amount to allocate so as not to fall behind again. He talked about
the assumptions that were made at that time; eliminate poor or failed roads and a reconstruction
vs. a resurfacing schedule. He added that resident satisfaction is a factor, as well. The Village
needs an updated plan that will give us the confidence that by the time we’re done and caught up,
we will know what it will take year in and year out so we don't fall behind again. Trustee Bymes
added that in terms of assumptions, we will have better data and information moving forward.

Trustee Hughes noted the Finance Commission asked about the Board’s position regarding
parking and looking more aggressively at parking fees. He informed them that the goal is to
determine parking rates that will allocate our inventory to the highest and best use for residents
and shoppers. The Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) plan has only been
partially implemented, and we will have a new tool after the completion of the parking garage.
This will affect our options, so it is premature to worry about this now, but the Board will be
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working on how the inventory gets used. President Cauley reminded the Board that parking rates
have been used to manage parking, and have not historically been a revenue generator. The
Board may want to change that philosophy, there will need to be a discussion, but not until the
deck is up and running.

Trustee Stifflear noted that with regards to the Hinsdale Meadows project, the Board had
approved the general concept plan, and tomorrow the Plan Commission will set a date to begin
detailed plan review. He added that lots of specifics will be reviewed by the Plan Commission
before the Village Board looks at the plans. He suggested if anyone has any feedback, to direct
that to Plan Commission Chair Steve Cashman or to himself.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the Board, President Cauley asked for a motion to
adjourn. Trustee Elder moved to adjourn the regularly scheduled meeting of the Hinsdale
Village Board of Trustees of July 11, 2017. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.
AYES: Trustees, Ripani, Stifflear, Hughes, Posthuma and Bymes
NAYS: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Trustee Elder
Motion carried.
Meeting adjourned at 9:36 p.m.

ATTEST:
Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING
August 3, 2017

The specially scheduled meeting of the Hinsdale Village Board of Trustees was called to order by
Village President Tom Cauley in Memorial Hall of the Memorial Building on Thursday, August 3,
2017 at 7:31 p.m., roll call was taken.

Present. President Tom Cauley and Trustees Chriétopher Elder, Michael Ripani, Luke Stifflear,
Matt Posthuma and Neale Byrnes

Absent: Trustee Gerald J. Hughes

Also Present: Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director Darrell Langlois, Assistant Village
Manager/Director of Public Safety Brad Bloom, Village Engineer Dan Deeter, Village Planner
Chan Yu, Management Analyst Jean Bueche and Village Clerk Christine Bruton

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

President Cauley led those in attendance in the Pledge of Aliegiance

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS

President Cauley recommended the" appointment of Ms. Sandy Wiliams to the Historic
Preservation Commission for a three-year term to expire in April 2020. She noted that Ms.
Williams has been very involved in the community and has served on other Village commissions.
Trustee Elder moved to approve the appointments to Village Boards and Commissions, as
recommended by the Village President. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees Elder, Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Hughes

Motion carried.

CITIZENS’ PETITIONS

None.
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DISCUSSION ITEMS
Discussion & consideration of parking deck cost estimates

President Cauley introduced the item for discussion and provided background information, stating
the biggest issues during his 10 years on the Board have been the state of the roads and the lack
of parking in downtown Hinsdale. The Hinsdale Middle School proposal eliminated 50 spots on
Washington. The Village quickly met with District 181 staff to determine if a parking deck option
was possible to address the 50 space loss, and solve the more general parking issue. Cost
estimates for a large and small deck were developed; $4.5 million for the large deck and $2.78
million for the small deck. These estimates were used by the Board when they agreed to move
forward with the larger deck. In July, the estimate for the large deck was revised to $5.4 million.
The larger deck will require additional excavation and foundation work that is attributable to the
Village portion of the deck, estimated at $700,000. At their meeting of July 11", the Board
discussed the matter, and agreed to approve, contingent on the approval of a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) with District 181. A special meeting was scheduled on July 20" to
approve the funding and the MOU, but was cancelled because of unreliable cost estimates. The
Village retained a third party firm to review and verify the new cost estimates. After review and
some modifications, specifically the planter boxes, the cost difference between the large and
small decks was greatly reduced. The special meeting tonight has been convened to advise the
community what was happening, and to determine whether the Board prefers the small deck
option at this time; the cost difference between the two decks is estimated to be $900,000-$1
million. Additionally, the Board can determine if the additional cost is justified. The large deck will
provide a total of 319 spaces, with 189 for the Village on the lower deck; the smaller deck
provides a total of 248 spaces, with 115 allocated to the Village. President Cauley pointed out
that the full deck is available on weekends, evenings and summer, but studies show the parking
deficit occurs between 10:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. on weekdays. The larger deck would provide 74
more spaces during that period. The smaller deck might be adequate, but the facts aren't
available to determine what is actually necessary. Board consensus has been to err on the side
of the larger deck, because this is a once in a lifetime opportunity to provide additional parking in
the Central Business District (CBD).

President Cauley commented on the urgency to approve this so the District 181 can begin
construction as soon as possible, but the Board will need to discuss how to finance the deck they
choose. Possible funding options might include additional bonds, reduction in future
infrastructure work on the roads and/or a ‘catch-up’ year, rental of Village spaces to commuters if
not used by shoppers, an increase in the Food & Beverage tax, a Special Service Area (SSA) for
property owners in the CBD, or increasing parking rates in general. Some discussion of these
options followed.

President Cauley stated this item needs a second reading of the Village Board, but the Board was
unable to schedule a date for a special meeting because of difficulty getting a quorum. However,
he polled the Board to get a sense of the direction they wanted to take. Board members present
unanimously agreed to move forward with the larger deck option. Trustee Stifflear confirmed that
the costs before the Board have been confirmed by all parties, and President Cauley stated he is
comfortable with these numbers.

Mr. John Doherty, Village owners representative, addressed the Board stating the Village's
independent estimator has reviewed the numbers, and all are in agreement with the cost and
scope of the project. He added that the process worked as the Village hoped it would. Trustee
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Byrnes asked if there were any major issues that might arise. Mr. Doherty responded that built
into the estimates on both sides are contingency amounts, but the biggest concern would be bad
soil. Some borings have been done, but they can’t be done under the existing building.

Trustee Ripani added that how this is paid for should be discussed as soon as possible and
believes that because the parking concern is primarily driven by merchants and employees, he
believes the merchants should be directly responsible for some of the cost.

President Cauley stated this item will move forward for a second read, but he can give the school
assurances the larger deck will be approved.

Ms. Beth Barrow, 319 N. Washington, addressed the Board stating she feels the larger deck is
a win-win for the community. She congratulated the Board on their decision.

President Cauley added that no one has complained about how the parking deck is going to look,
it is in the ideal location, and will be attractive.

Dr. White, D181 Superintendent, addressed the Board, thanked them for their consideration and
is looking forward to collaboration with the Village.

Mr. John Karstrand, President of the Chamber of Commerce and Chair of the Economic
Development Commission, addressed the Board stating he would like to go on record that
those agencies he represents are heavily in favor of more parking. He referenced 1950
newspapers the Chamber found that included articles complaining about downtown Hinsdale
parking. He thanked the Board for their support.

Melissa Waters, Hinsdale Furriers, is pleased with the Board's decision, and agrees that
business owners should absorb some of the cost, however, if they are going to pay for the
additional parking, they will need assurance that the spaces will remain for merchant use.

Mr. Kerry Leonard, representing D181, stated that they are looking through old records and
foundation drawings for the existing middle school, and if they find any information regarding soil
testing at that time, he will pass that on to the Village Board.

The Board agreed to move this item forward for a Second Reading at their next meeting.

FIRST READINGS - INTRODUCTION

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)

a) Approval of Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between Community
Consolidated School District 181 and the Village of Hinsdale — Parking Deck
Construction Project
President Cauley introduced the item and noted that the school board had approved the MOU
at their meeting of July 14". He added that this interim document will carry both parties until
and Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) is drawn up. Discussion followed regarding whether
to move this forward for a second read, or to approve the item because of the urgency, and
because the matter had been discussed at the last Board meeting.

Trustee Elder moved Approval of Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between
Community Consolidated School District 181 and the Village of Hinsdale — Parking
Deck Construction Project. Trustee Stifflear seconded the motion.
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AYES: Trustees Elder, Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Hughes

Motion carried.

CONSENT AGENDA

Administration & Community Affairs (Chair Hughes)

Trustee Elder moved Approval and payment of the accounts payable for the period of
July 11, 2017 through July 18, 2017, in the aggregate amount of $1,096,994.13 as set
forth on the list provided by the Village Treasurer, of which a permanent copy is on file
with the Village Clerk. Trustee Ripani seconded the motion.

AYES: Trustees Elder, Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Hughes

Motion carried.

SECOND READINGS / NON-CONSENT AGENDA - ADOPTION

Environment & Public Services (Chair Byrnes)
Approve a request from Bulley & Andrews for a waiver of the 8:00 a.m. construction
start time to 7:00 a.m. Monday through Friday
President Cauley introduced the item, Trustee Byrnes explained the request is for work
through December 31, 2018. The request is driven by the fact that school starts at 7:55 a.m.,
and workers will be able to avoid some of the student rush hour time with an earlier start.
Mr. Peter Kuhn from Bulley and Andrews, addressed the Board and stated they have notified
the neighbors within 250’ feet of the area and have received no response at all. Additionally,
monthly neighborhood coffees will be held throughout the project to inform and discuss any
issues. The next one is Friday, and they have held two so far. Approximately 15-20 people
have been in attendance at each. Discussion followed and the Board concluded they would
prefer this item come back for review in 60 days following the start of work on August 14™.
Trustee Elder moved to Approve a request from Bulley & Andrews for a waiver of the
8:00 a.m. construction start time to 7:00 a.m. Monday through Friday, with a Board
review in 60 days. Trustee Stifflear seconded the motion. '

AYES: Trustees Elder, Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Hughes

Page 4



Village Board of Trustees
Special Meeting of August 3, 2017
Page 5 of 5

Motion carried.

CITIZENS’ PETITIONS
None.

TRUSTEE COMMENTS
President Cauley announced that the 12-year old Little League All Stars have won, and will be
heading to Indianapolis for regionals.

STAFF REPORTS
Village Engineer Dan Deeter reported the discovery of a sink hole at Sixth Street and Stough,
stating this was the worst he’d seen at 9’ feet deep and a radius of 20’ feet. The cost of
remediation is $18,500, which has been done by ALamp. They repaired the sanitary sewer and
added stone to the hole to shore it up. It will be concreted over, and repaved.
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business before the Board, President Cauley asked for a motion to

adjourn. Trustee Elder moved to adjourn the specially scheduled meeting of the Hinsdale
Village Board of Trustees of August 3, 2017. Trustee Stifflear seconded the motion.

- AYES: Trustees Elder, Ripani, Stifflear, Posthuma and Byrnes

NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Trustee Hughes
Motion carried.

Meeting adjourned at 8:22 p.m.

ATTEST:
Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk
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AGENDA ITEM # 35 Chor

VILLAGE OF

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Est. 1873 Finance
AGENDA SECTION: First Reading — ACA
SUBJECT: Post Issuance Tax Compliance Report
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FROM: Darrell Langlois, Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director W |

Recommended Motion

Move to Accept and Place on File the Post-Issuance Tax Compliance Report

Background
In August 2012 the Village Board adopted a Bond Recordkeeping Policy based on the advice of

Chapman and Cutler, Village Bond Counsel. The purpose of the policy is to document due diligence
practices related to the Village's tax exempt bond issues. As the designated Compliance Officer, on
an annual basis | am required to issue a report to.the Village Board indicating whether or not the
Village is in compliance with various policies.

Discussion & Recommendation
Attached is the report | have prepared indicating that, to the best of my knowledge, the Village is in
compliance with all policies and laws related to all tax exempt bond issues of the Village.

Budget Impact
None

Village Board and/or Committee Action
None

Documents Attached
1. Post-Issuance Tax Compliance Report
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS
COuUNTY OF DUPAGE )

POST-ISSUANCE TAX COMPLIANCE REPORT

To:  President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties,
Illinois '

Pursuant to my responsibilities as the Compliance Officer as set forth in a Bond Record
Keeping Policy (the “Policy”) adopted by the President and Board of Trustees (the “Board”) of
the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties, Illinois (the “Village”), on the 7th day of
August, 2017, I have prepared this report after reviewing the Village’s contracts and records to
determine whether the Tax Advantaged Obligations (as defined in the Policy), comply with the
applicable federal tax requirements. In accordance with the proceedings and agreements under
which the Tax Advantaged Obligations were issued, the Village has covenanted generally to take
all action necessary to comply with the applicable federal tax rules and regulations relating to the
Tax Advantaged Obligations, including covenants necessary to preserve the excludability of
interést on the Tax Advantaged Obligations from gross income for federal income taxation
purposes. The following sets forth a summary demonstrating the Village’s compliance with such

covenants and expectations.

(@) Records. 1 have in my possession all of the records required under the
Policy.

(b)  Arbitrage Rebate Liability. 1have reviewed the agreements of the Village
with respect to each issue of the Tax Advantaged Obligations. At this time, the Village
does not have any rebate liability to the U.S. Treasury.

(¢)  Contract Review. | have reviewed copies of all contracts and agreements
of the Village, including any leases, with respect to the use of any property owned by the
Village and acquired, constructed or otherwise financed or refinanced with the proceeds
of the Tax Advantaged Obligations and other records. At this time, each issue of the Tax
Advantaged Obligations complies with the federal tax requirements applicable to such
issue, including restrictions on private business use, private payments and private loans.

compliance report from finance director 08072017



(d)  IRS Examinations or Inquiries. The Internal Revenue Service (the “IRS”)
has not commenced an examination of any issue of the Tax Advantaged Obligations. The
IRS has not requested a response to a compliance check, questionnaire or other inquiry.

Based upon the foregoing, I believe that the Village is currently in compliance with the
applicable tax law requirements and no further action is necessary at this time. This repbrt will
be entered into the records of the Village and made available to all members of the Board at the
next regular meeting thereof.

Respectfully submitted this 7th day of August, 2017.

o Uaste g2

,Qlompliange Officer
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REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Administration

VILLAGE OF

‘Est. 1873

AGENDA SECTION: First Reading - ACA

SUBJECT: Approval of paid time off benefits for permanent part-time employees
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FROM: Emily Wagner, Administration Manager

Recommended Motion

Move to approve paid time off in the amount of 37.5 hours per fiscal year for permanent part-
time employees who annually work at least 21 hours per week and have been employed with
the Village of Hinsdale for at least one year.

- Background
Recently, the Village has experienced challenges with recruiting, hiring and retaining part-

time employees. Feedback received from candidates during the interview process and exit
interviews is that applicants are seeking benefits in these part-time roles, namely paid time
off. Please keep in mind that the Village’s part-time employees typically work up to 29 hours
per week, and full-time, non-exempt, administrative employees work 37.5 hours per
week. Because the difference between the hours of a full-time and part-time employee is
only 8.5 hours, the Village would like to offer pro-rated paid time off benefits to part-time
employees based on the number of hours worked and tenure in the organization.

Discussion & Recommendation
The Village conducted a survey of other municipalities with regard to part-time employee
benefits. The results were mixed with half of the respondents indicating that they provided
benefits and half that did not. Of the communities that provide benefits, the general theme is
that paid time off is provided in proportion to the number of hours worked and provided after a
pre-determined period of service.

Upon consideration, the Village is recommending the following program parameters:
- Only permanent part-time employees would be eligible to accrue paid time off (this
means seasonal/temporary/intern employees would not be eligible)
- Eligible part-time employees would have to work at least 21 hours per week
consistently and regularly as part of their job description
- Eligible part-time employees would accrue 37.5 hours of paid time off after one year of
continued service to the Village on a pro-rated basis
o The time period of one year was selected as this is the length of the Village’s
probationary period
o The amount of one week of vacation was selected because it is half of the
vacation time that full-time non-exempt employees may accumulate upon hire
o Because part-time employees have a flexible schedule that may fluctuate
between 21 and 29 hours per week, it is recommended to offer 37.5 hours for
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VILLAGE OF

Esc. 1873

all eligible part-time employees versus creating a calculation based on the
number of actual hours worked per year
- Eligible part-time employees would be required to use the paid time off by the end of
the fiscal year (similar to the restriction of the use of personal time for full-time
employees) as a “use it or lose it” policy
- The 37.5 hours would reset at the start of the fiscal year annually for eligible part-time
employees; because eligible part-time employees would be unable to carry unused
time off into the next fiscal year, the program allows these employees access to all
37.5 hours effective May 1
- Eligible part-time employees would be allowed to use this paid time off for any matter,
including being sick or taking vacation
- The paid time off would be required to be used within the fiscal year to avoid an
employee attempting to create a bank of hours
- Eligible part-time employees who separate employment with the Village would be paid
out any unused time at the date of resignation

It is not anticipated that the Village will incur any additional overtime costs by requiring
additional staffing during a part-time employee’s absence. In the example of Community
Service Officers (CSOs), because they cannot exceed 29 work hours in a single week due to
the regulations of the Affordable Healthcare Act, the Village will not schedule additional CSOs -
to work more, but instead the shifts may be altered on a temporary basis. In the case of other
part-time employees, such as Administrative Assistants, the Department will make
accommodations and have other employees assist during the time off.

Budget Impact

Attached please find a list of permanent part-time employees, seven of whom would be
eligible to receive the paid time off benefit effective immediately. If all current eligible part-
time employees were paid out today at their maximum hourly accrual, the cost impact would
be $5,690. However, the odds of all seven eligible part-time employees resigning immediately
and being paid out at the maximum hourly amount is very low. Additionally, the “use it or lose
it” aspect of this policy prohibits eligible part-time employees from carrying over hours and
creating a bank.

The Village is in the process of recruiting two permanent part-time Finance Clerks who would
be eligible for this benefit should they work at the Village for at least one year. The vacation
time pay out dollar amount would increase annually with any wage increases approved by the
Village Board.

Village Board and/or Committee Action
N/A

Documents Attached
- List of permanent part-time Village employees
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Finance/Administratin B

Village of Hinsdale .
Permanent Part-Time Positions

Not eligible - under one

Utility Billing Clerk/Cashier $21.00 07/25/17 year tenure

Not eligible - under one
Accountant $28.00 11/07/16 year tenure

Not eligible - under one
Accounts Payable $19.00 06/26/17 year tenure

Police

Not eligible - under 21
Accreditation Manager $33.98 09/15/09 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
Investigative Aide $41.96 05/10/11 hours per week

Investigative Assistant

$20.80

01/07/13

hours per week

Not eligible - under 21

Not eligible - nder one "

Community Service Officer | $16.56 01/30/17 year tenure
Fire

Not eligible - under 21
Secretary $22.06 10/11/11 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
Fire Prevention $31.85 02/06/12 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
Fire Inspector $30.60 07/06/15 hours per week

Public Services

Not eligible - under one

Mechanic's Helper $16.56 01/09/17 year tenure

Commuity Development

Parks & Rcreatin

Not eligible - under 21

Ballroom Instructor P.T. $20.00 12/18/87 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
KLM Event Host $15.92 08/20/01 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
KLM Event Host $15.64 11/01/06 hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
KLM Event Host $15.75 11/20/06 hours per week

] Assistat LLdge Manaer

8/10/2017

02/29/16

hours per week

Not eligible - under 21
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Public Services & Engineering

'AGENbA SECTION: | First Read - EPS

SUBJECT: 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing Construction Change Order Number 1
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FROM: Dan Deeter, PE Village Engineer

Recommended Motion

Approve “A resolution approving the 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing construction contract
change order number 1 to reduce the contract value by an amount not to exceed $19,033 to A
Lamp Concrete Contractors”.

Background

On June 13, 2017, the Board of Trustees awarded the 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing
Construction contract to A Lamp Concrete Contractors.

Discussion & Recommendation

Change orders incurred since the beginning of construction are described in Attachment A of
the Resolution. Some change order quantities are based on estimates only. Final payouts will
be dependent upon actual work done.

Budget Impact

The Village of Hinsdale is utilizing funds through the MIP project to pay for any additional work.
Village Board and/or Committee Action
N/A

Documents Attached

1. Resolution
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
RESOLUTION NO.
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE 2017 ACCELERATED
RESURFACING CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT CHANGE
ORDER NUMBER 1 TO REDUCE THE CONTRACT
VALUE BY AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $19,033
TO A LAMP CONCRETE CONTRACTORS
WHEREAS, the Village of Hinsdale (the “Village”) and A Lamp Concrete Contractors (‘A
Lamp”) have entered into that certain Contract (the “Contract”) providing for the construction of
the 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing Project; and
WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village hereby find that the.
circumstances said to necessitate this Change Order were not reasonably foreseeable at the
time the Contract was signed, the Change Order was germane to the original Contract as
signed, and the Change Order is in the best interest of the Village of Hinsdale and authorized
by law;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the President and Board of Trustees of the

Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Cbunties and State of lllinois, as follows:

Section 1. Recital. The foregoing recitals are incorporated herein as findings of the

President and Board of Trustees.

Section 2. Approval of Change Order. The Change Order is hereby approved in

the form attached (Exhibit A) to this Ordinance and by this reference incorporated herein.
Section 3. Final_Determination. This Resolution shall constitute the written
determination required by Section 33E-9 of the Article 33E of the Criminal Code of 1961, as
amended and shall be retained in the Contract file as required by said Section.
Section 4. Execution of Change Order.  The Village Manager is authorized to

execute the Change Order on behalf of the Village.



Section 5. Effective Date. This resolution shall be in full force and effective from and

after its passage and approval.

PASSED this day of | 2017.
AYES: |

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of 2017.

Village President

ATTEST:

Village Clerk



Exhibit A

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
CHANGE ORDER
Project: 2017 Accelerated Résurfacing Construction Change Order No. 1
Location: Various Streets . Contract No. - N/A
Contractor: A Lamp Concrete Contractors Date: 08/15/17

Page 1 of 3

l. A. Description of Changes Involved:

1 Replacement of damaged lateral storm sewer in the vicinity
of 741 S. Stough Street

2 Install concrete collars on utility frames.

3 Private sump pump / down spout connection to public storm
sewer at 843 S. Washington.

4 Zone 1 Line ltem Reconciliation

5 Parkway restoration behind the back of curb.

6 Time & Materials to fill holes in the concrete base of S.
Stough Street.

B. Reason for Change:

1 Investigation while adjusting storm inlets showed that the
storm sewer was damaged and impeding drainage.

2 Field investigation found weak support around utility
structures in the street which would cause rapid
deterioration of the new pavement around these structures.
The addition of concrete "collars” will extend the life of the
street.

3 Connected previously unidentified sump pump / down spout
at 843 S. Washington to proposed drain tile in the public
right of way. That portion of the drain tile constructed on
private property was paid for by the resident. This and other
sump pump connections in the vicinity will reduce nuisance
sump pump discharges onto the 000- block of E. Ninth
Street.

4 Line item reconciliation upon completion of Zone 1 (the area
south of 55th Street).



Project:
Location:
Contractor:

C.

2017 Accelerated Resurfacing Construction Change Order No. 1

Various Streets Contract No. - N/A
A Lamp Concrete Contractors Date: 08/15/17
Page 2 of 3

5 The design engineering consultant, HR Green, omitted
restoration of grass areas behind the curb from the contract.
Staff has coordinated unit costs for parkway reseeding and
sodding at an average cost of $15.50. The average cost for
other 2017 projects range from $14 - $18. This is an
expense that the Village would normally incur on a project.
Parkway restoration is normally conducted in the fall where
the weather is condusive to lawn growth.

8 Holes were previously placed in the concrete base to inject
materials to level the slab. These holes impact the
structural strenght of the surface hot mix asphalt and need
to be filled to extend the life of the street.

Revision in Contract Price: - Total Addition: $ (19,032.80)
Addition $  5,000.00
Additon $ 7,500.00
Additon $ 1,213.20
Deduction $ 74,246.00
5 Additon $ 40,000.00
6 Additon $ 1,500.00

HOON=

. Adjustments in Contract Price:

A
B.

Original Contract Price: 5,6504,275.00
Net (addition)(reduction) due
to all previous Change Order

No.__ $ -
Contract Price, not including = $ 5,504,275.00
this Change Order

(Addition)(Deduction) to Contract Price

due to this Change Order $ (19,032.80)
Contract Price including this

Change Order $ 5,485,242.20




Project: 2017 Accelerated Resurfacing Construction
Location: Various Streets

Contractor:; A Lamp Concrete Contractors

Accepted:

Contractor: A Lamp Concrete Contractors

By:

Signature of Authorized Representative
Village of Hinsdale:

By:

Signature of Authorized Representative

Change Order No. 1

Contract No. - N/A
Date: 08/15/17
Page 3 of 3

Date

Date



AGENDA ITEM #ﬁ

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Community Development

VILLAGE OF

Est. 1873

AGENDA SECTION: First Reading - ZPS

SUBJECT: Consideration of a Request for Variation-435 Woodside

MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017

Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building

M: o
Fro Commissioner

Recommended Motion
Approve an Ordinance Approving a Lot Size Variation for Property Located at 435 Woodside
Avenue, Hinsdale, lllinois — Matt Bousquette/Kris & Tracy Parker — Case Number V-04-17

Background
In this application for variation, the applicant requests relief from the Minimum Lot Area set

forth in section 3-110(E) in order to subdivide the property and create a buildable lot on
Woodside Avenue. The specific request is for 9,908 square feet of relief. As the Zoning
Board of Appeals has the authority to grant only up to a 10% reduction in lot area under the
provisions set forth in section 11-503(E)(1)(c), the request will heed to move on to the Board
of Trustees as a recommendation.

Discussion & Recommendation

On June 21, 2017, following the conclusion of the public hearing, the Zoning Board of
Appeals of the Village of Hinsdale (“ZBA”), on a motion by Member Podliska, seconded by
Member Connelly, recommended approval of the requested variation on a unanimous vote of
6-0.

Budget Impact
N/A

Village Board and/or Committee Action

Documents Attached
1. Draft Ordinance
2. Approved Findings of Fact and Recommendation
3. Transcript
4. ZBA Application
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A LOT SIZE VARIATION FOR PROPERTY LOCATED
AT 435 WOODSIDE AVENUE, HINSDALE, ILLINOIS — MATT BOUSQUETTE/KRIS &
TRACY PARKER - CASE NUMBER V-04-17

WHEREAS, The Village of Hinsdale has received an application (the
“Application”) seeking a lot size variation (the “Requested Variation”) from Matt
Bousquette, Property Owner, and Kris and Tracy Parker, Contract Purchasers
(collectively, the “Co-Applicants”) of the property located at 435 Woodside Avenue. The
Requested Variation involves the relocation of an existing residence (the “Existing
Residence”) that currently straddles the lot line between the 435 Woodside property
(referred to herein as the “South Lot") and property located at 444 E. Fourth Street
(referred to herein as the “North Lot”), to the South Lot, which would facilitate
redevelopment of the North Lot with a separate residence following a subdivision. The
North Lot and South Lot together are referred to herein as the Property. The Requested
Variation is sought relative to the South Lot pursuant to Section 3-110 of the Village of
Hinsdale Zoning Code, in order to allow a lot of less than 30,000 square feet; and

WHEREAS, the South Lot is legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, the Application has been referred to the Zoning Board of Appeals of
the Village, and has been processed in accordance with the Zoning Code, as amended,
and

WHEREAS, on June 21, 2017, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Village of
Hinsdale held a public hearing pursuant to notice given in accordance with State law
and the Zoning Code, relative to the Requested Variation; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals, after considering all of the testimony
and evidence presented at the public hearing, recommended approval of the Requested
Variation, subject to certain conditions, on a vote of six (6) in favor and zero (0)
opposed; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals has filed its report of Findings and
Recommendation regarding the Requested Variation in Case Number V-04-17 with the
President and Board of Trustees, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit B and
made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale have
reviewed and duly considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Zoning Board
of Appeals, and all of the materials, facts, and circumstances related to the Application;
and
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WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees find that the Application
satisfies the standards established in Section 11-503 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code
governing variatons._

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees
of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of lllinois, as follows:

SECTION 1: Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance by this reference as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.

SECTION 2: Adoption of Findings and Recommendation. The President and
Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale approve and adopt the findings and
recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals, a copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit B and made a part hereof, and incorporate such findings and recommendation
by reference as if fully set forth herein.

SECTION 3: Variation and Conditions. The President and Board of Trustees,
acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of Illinois and
Subsection 11-503(A) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, grant the Requested Variation to
Section 3-110 of the Zoning Code, to allow a lot size of less than 30,000 square feet at
the South Lot/435 Woodside Avenue, as legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto
and made a part hereof, subject to the following conditions:

1. That the Existing Residence, currently located in part on both the North
Lot/PIN 09-12-221-008, and the South Lot/PiNs 09-12-221-006 and 09-12-221-009, be
successfully relocated entirely to the South Lot; and

2. That as part of the subdivision of the collective Property on which the
Existing Residence currently sits, and as part of the conveyance of the South Lot,
approximately 3,000 square feet of land currently making up part of the North Lot be
conveyed to the land currently making up the South Lot, for the purpose of achieving a
South Lot size of approximately 20,000 square feet and an approximate 1 to 5 ratio of
the square footage (or a maximum of 5,827 square feet of FAR) of the principal
structure to the square footage of the overall South Lot; and

3. That following the relocation of the Existing Residence, subdivision and
conveyance, the Parkers, as contract purchasers, apply for landmark status for the
Existing Residence.

The Variation granted by this Ordinance shall be regarded as conditional until all three
(3) of the above conditions have been satisfied, and no building permits for any work on
the collective Property (other than for work related to the relocation of the Existing
Residence) shall issue until such time as all three (3) of the above conditions have been
satisfied. Should any of the above conditions fail to be complied with, the Variation shall
terminate, this Ordinance shall become null and void, and the collective Property shall
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again be regarded as a single zoning lot that may only host a single residential dwelling,
absent additional zoning relief.

SECTION 4: Severability and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. If any-section, ——————

paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid, the invalidity of
such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect any of the other provisions
of this Ordinance, and all ordinances, resolutions or orders, or parts thereof, in conflict
with the provisions of this Ordinance are to the extent of such conflict hereby repealed.

SECTION 5: Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from
and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the manner
provided by law.
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PASSED this day of 2017.

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by me this day of 2017 and attested by the
Village Clerk this same day.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk
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EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SOUTH LOT

LOTS 18 AND 19, TOGETHER WITH THAT PART OF THE VACATED STREET
LYING EAST OF AND ADJOINING SAID LOT 19 MEASURED 33.07 FEET ON
NORTH AND 33.68 FEET ON SOUTH, IN THE RESUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 8 IN
WILLIAM ROBBINS’ PARK ADDITION TO HINSDALE, A SUBDIVISION OF THE
SOUTH 2 OF THE SOUTHEAST %s OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH,
RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS.

COMMONLY KNOWN AS 435 WOODSIDE AVENUE, HINSDALE, ILLINOIS

PINS: 09-12-221-006-0000 and 09-12-221-009-0000
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EXHIBIT B

FINDINGS OF FACT
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS TO
THE VILLAGE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES

ZONING CALENDAR NO.  V-04-17

APPLICATION: For a Lot Size Variation from Section 3-110 of the
Village of Hinsdale Zoning Ordinance ‘

CO-APPLICANTS: Matt Bousquette, Property Owner & Kris & Tracy
Parker, Contract Purchasers

PROPERTY OWNER: Matt Bousquette

PROPERTY: 435 Woodside Avenue, Hinsdale, lllinois

HEARING HELD: June 21, 2017

SUMMARY OF REQUEST AND RECOMMENDATION: The Village of Hinsdale has
received a request from Matt Bousquette, Property Owner, and Kris and Tracy Parker,
Contract Purchasers (collectively, the “Co-Applicants”) of the property located at 435
Woodside Avenue for a lot size variation (the “Requested Variation®). The Requested
Variation involves the relocation of an existing residence (the “Existing Residence”) that
currently straddles the lot line between the 435 Woodside property (referred to herein as
the “South Lot”) and property located at 444 E. Fourth Street (referred to herein as the
“North Lot"), to the South Lot, which would facilitate redevelopment of the North Lot,
following a subdivision, with a separate residence. The North Lot and South Lot
together are referred to herein as the Property. The Requested Variation is sought
relative to the South Lot pursuant to Section 3-110 of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning
Code, in orderto allow a lot of Iess than 30,000 square feet.

Following a public hearing held on June 21, 2017, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the
Village of Hinsdale (“ZBA”) recommended approval of the Requested Variation on a
unanimous vote of six (6) in favor and zero (0) opposed, with one (1) member absent.

PUBLIC HEARING: At the public hearing on the Requested Variation held on June 21,
2017, Kris Parker, one of the Applicants, testified that he and his family had a contract
‘to purchase the Existing Residence on the Property, and had been renting and living in
the Existing Residence since December, 2016. The Existing Residence was de3|gned
by architect Harold Zook, and is approximately 4,100 square feet in size.

Mr. Parker testified that the Property is currently 50,000 square feet and that unless the
Existing Residence is allowed to be relocated to the South Lot, and the North Lot is then
allowed to be separately developed, the Existing Residence will be demolished,
because it is unrealistic for anyone to take on the mortgage payment and tax burden of
owning a 4,100 square foot home on a 50,000 square foot lot. He further testified that
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the Ex:stmg Residence is in desperate need of a new foundation and will need to be
elevated to accommodate those repairs, or located to a new foundation elsewhere on
the Property. Mr. Parker aiso testified that current owner of the Property, Matt

Bousquette, regularly receives offers for the Property as a single lot from people who
would tear down the Existing Residence and build a much larger home on the Property.
Mr. Parker testified that the South Lot, once subdivided from the North Lot, would be the
second largest lot on Woodside, and that the Parkers would be pursuing landmark
status of the Existing Residence in the future once it is relocated. In response to an
inquiry from Chairman Neiman, Mr. Parker stated that if the Requested Variation is
approved, the Parker's will commit to pursue landmark status for the Existing
Residence.

Co-Applicant Matt Bousquette testified that during the period of 2004 to 2017, every
single home on Woodside other than on certain properties owned by him were
demolished and rebuilt as a new house, or expanded to the maximum allowable size of
the structure on the lot. Mr. Bousquette purchased the Property as a place for his family
to live while his house on a neighboring lot was being renovated. In November, 2016,
the renovations were complete, and he and his family moved next door to 448 E. Fourth
Street and put the Existing Residence on the Property up for rent. He discussed his plan
to reposition the Existing Residence to the South Lot so that the North Lot could be
separately developed, his approach of the Vlllage about that idea, and the efforts he
and the Parkers undertook to reach out to people in the neighborhood about their plan.
Mr. Bousquette testified that the Requested Variation would not negatively affect the
character of the neighborhood, would actually enhance property values in the
neighborhood, and would not increase traffic on Woodside. He further testified that 90%
of the people who had signed a petition opposmg the Requested Variation had lots that
do not meet the minimum lot size set forth in the Zoning Code, and that economics
dictate that if the Requested Variation is not granted, he will be left with no alternative
but to demolish the Existing Residence and to sell the Property for development of a
single large residence.

Dennis Parsons, architect for the Co-Applicants, testified to the ability of the Co-
Applicants to move the Existing Residence and to position it on the South Lot in
conformance with all bulk standards, should the Requested Variation be granted. The
Existing Residence is proposed to be moved 100 feet; rotated 180 degrees, and placed
on a new foundation. The lot is to be regraded, and a new driveway and new utilities will
be installed. Staff confirmed that based on a preliminary review, lot area is the only bulk
standard for which a variation is needed if the Existing Residence were to be
repositioned on the South Lot.

Attorney Mark Daniel, on behalf of the Co-Applicants, asserted that the various
standards for a variation have been met in this case. The practical difficulty involves the
preservation of the Existing Residence despite the economic circumstances of an
existing small home on a large lot, and the fact that the Residence needs a new
foundation. The unique physical conditions include the irregularly-shaped lot, the
architectural significance of the Existing Residence, the flow of water on the Property
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that goes through the original foundation and into the basement of the Existing
Residence, and the history of subdivisions on the block and in the Village. Mr. Daniel
stated that the practical difficulty was not self created, but was instead the result of the

history of subdivisions and development on the Property in 1929 that resulted in a
50,000 square foot lot hosting a 4,100 square foot home, conditions which were not
created by the Co-Applicants. Mr. Daniel further stated that the Co-Applicants would be
denied substantial rights if they were denied the opportunity to relocate the Existing
Residence onto a lot that, with the Requested Variation, would still be the second
largest lot on the block, with what could be the smallest home on the block. Similar relief
has been provided to others, and the Requested Variation is, therefore, not a special
privilege, and the Existing Residence, as relocated if the Requested Variation were to
be granted, would be in harmony with the surrounding neighborhood. The division of the
Property will increase overall property taxes in the Village, and utilities and facilities are
ample. Finally, he stated that there is no other remedy available that would preserve the
Existing Residence given the economic realities of the current real estate market.

Ten (10) members of the public spoke in support of the Requested Variation. They
testified to, among other things, the importance of preserving the Existing Residence,
the fact that the Existing Residence would be demolished based on current real estate
market economics if the Requested Variation is not granted, that the Existing Residence
can be successfully relocated, and the fact that the Existing Residence helped to
establish the historic district in which it is located. The Parkers real estate attorney
testified to the fact that there is a binding real estate contract for purchase of the
Existing Residence in effect, subject to the Requested Variation being granted.

Four (4) members of the public spoke in opposition to the Requested Variation. They
testified to, among other things, the Zoning Code'’s statement that the R-1 District allow
for lower density residential use and larger lot sizes, that approxumately 3,000 square
feet would need to be deeded to the South Lot from the North Lot in order for the
relocated Existing Residence to meet the rear yard setback should the Requested
Variation be granted, that granting the Requested Variation is likely to lead to additional
similar requests, that no unique physical conditions exist on the Property, that Mr.
Bousquette purchased the Property knowing it was a large lot with a smallish residence
on it and likely knew the foundation had problems that approval of the Requested
Variation would give the Co-Applicants relief not previously given to anyone in the R-1
District, that the Co-Applicant’s would be receiving a special privilege merely because of
the significance of the Existing Residence, that granting of the Requested Variation
would increase congestion on Woodside, and that no attempt to market the Property
with the home as-is has been attempted, so another remedy does exist. Other concerns
voiced by opponents included additional flooding as a result of an additional house, and
the inconvenience of construction. Another individual testified about other homes

designed by Zook that were being renovated and preserved in the area.

It was clarified by Village Staff that in order to meet the rear yard requirement on the

South Lot should the Requested Variation be granted, and once the Existing Residence
is relocated, it would be necessary to deed over approximately 3,000 square feet from
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the North Lot to the South Lot. The deeding over of the approximately 3,000 square feet
is part of the plan that has been submitted by the Co-Applicants to the Village.

There being no further questions or members of the public wishing to speak on the
application, the Public Hearing was closed. -

The members of the ZBA then offered their views on the Requested Variation. Following
discussion, Member Podliska made a motion to recommend approval of the Requested
Variation to the Board of Trustees, seconded by Member Connelly, subject to the
following conditions:

s That the Existing Residence, currently located in part on both the
North Lot/PIN 09-12-221-008, and the South Lot/PINs 09-12-221-
006 and 09-12-221-009, be successfully relocated entirely to the
South Lot; and

« That as part of the subdivision of the collective Property on which
the Existing Residence currently sits, and as part of the
conveyance of the South Lot, approximately 3,000 square feet of
land currently making up part of the North Lot be conveyed to the
land currently making up the South Lot for the purpose of
achieving a lot size of approximately 20,000 square feet and an
approximate 1 to 5 ratio of the square footage (or a maximum of
5,827 square feet of FAR) of the principal structure to the square
footage of the overall lot; and

o That following the relocation, subdivision and conveyance, the
Parkers, as contract purchasers, apply for landmark status for the
existing home,

The Parkers acknowledged that they were in agreement with all three conditions.
The vote on the motion was six (6) in favdr, zero (0) opposed, and one (1) absent.

FINDINGS: In making its recommendation of approval, the ZBA makes the following
Findings as to the Requested Variation:

1. General Standard: The ZBA found that carrying out the strict letter of the provisions
of the Zoning Code would create a particular hardship or a practical difficulty, based on
satisfaction of the additional standards that follow below.

2. Unique Physical Condition: In this case, the Property consists of a unique
combination of the overall lot size and the existing position of the Existing Residence
itself, the architectural significance of the Existing Residence, and the fact that the
Existing Residence will be relocated within the Property and will therefore be preserved.
The size of the existing residence relative to the overall size of the Property, in the
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opinion of the ZBA, places the Residence and Property in a position of economic
conflict that can be resolved through the granting of the Requested Variation with the
conditions stated.

3. Not Self-Created: A number of factors, including the large size of the Property and
the size of the Existing Residence, have combined to create the current unigue
situation, none of which were created by the Petitioners.

4. Denial of Substantial Right: The application of the strict letter of the Zoning Code
provisions from which the Requested Variation is sought would deprive the owner of the
right to preserve the Existing Residence.

5. Not Merely Special Privilege: The immediate neighborhood has lots of similar size
to the South Lot, for which the Requested Variation is sought, and the relocated Existing
Residence will be substantially smaller than others in the area. Even with the
Requested Variation, the ratio of the Existing Residence, once relocated, to the South
Lot, with the conditions specified, will be an appropriate 1 to & ratio. The ZBA finds that
the granting of the Requested Variation, with the conditions specified herein, will not
result in a special privilege.

6. Code And Plan Purposes: The Requested Variation would result in a use or
development of the South Lot that would be in harmony with the general and specific
purposes for which the Zoning Code and the provision from which the Requested
Variation is sought were enacted. Specifically, the Requested Variation, with the
conditions specified herein, will result in the smallest house in the immediate
neighborhood being located on the second largest lot in the immediate neighborhood.
The Existing Residence, which in the opinion of some members of the ZBA, defines the
neighborhood, will, with the condmons specified herein, be preserved.

7. Essential Character Of The Area: The ZBA finds that the Requested Variation will
not alter the essential character of the area. Among other things, the granting of the
Requested Variation, with the conditions specified herein, may result in the landmarking
of the Existing Residence, which both supporters and opponents of the Requested
Variation desire to see preserved. In addition, the relocation of the Existing Residence
upon approval of the Requested Variation will, with the conditions specified herein,

result in the smallest house in the immediate neighborhood being located on the second
largest lot in the immediate neighborhood, in harmony with the neighborhood.

8. No Other Remedy: The Requested Variation is the only available remedy that will
realistically result in both the preservation of the Existing Residence and allow a
reasonable use of the Property as a whole. The only other economically reasonable
alternative is demolition of the Existing Residence and sale of the Property for
construction of what is likely to be a very large new residence.

RECOMMENDATIONS: Based upon the foregoing Findings, the ZBA, by a vote of 6-0,
recommends to the Board of Trustees the APPROVAL of the Requested Lot Size
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Variation sought by the Co-Applicants for the Property at 435 Woodside, in the R-1
Residential Zoning District, subject to the following conditions:

» That the Existing Residence, currently located in part on both the
North Lot/PIN 09-12-221-008, and the South Lot/PINs 09-12-221-
006 and 09-12-221-009, be successfully relocated entirely to the
South Lot; and

¢ That as part of the subdivision of the collective Property on which
the Existing Residence currently sits, and as part of the
conveyance of the South Lot, approximately 3,000 square feet of
land currently making up part of the North Lot be conveyed to the
land currently making up the South Lot, for the purpose of
achieving a lot size of approximately 20,000 square feet and an
approximate 1 to 5 ratio of the square footage (or a maximum of
5,827 square feet of FAR) of the principal structure to the square
footage of the overall lot; and

s That following the relocation, subdivision and conveyance, the
Parkers, as contract purchasers, apply for landmark status for the
existing home.

Signed: L (7, '-&%“'ﬁp
Rabert Neithan, Chair
Zoning Board of Appeals
Village of Hinsdale
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )

) ss:

COUNTY OF DU PAGE )
BEFORE THE HINSDALE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
In the Matter of:

435 Woodside,
Case No. V-04-17.

)
)
)
)
)

CONTINUED REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had and
testimony taken at the hearing of the
above-entitled matter before the Hinsdale zoning
Board of Appeals, at 19 East Chicago Avenue,

Hinsdale, Illinois, on June 21, 2017, at the

hour of 6:30 p.m.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:
MR. ROBERT NEIMAN, Chairman;
MR. MARC C. CONNELLY, Member;
MR. KEITH GILTNER, Member;
MR. JOHN F. PODLISKA, Member;
MR. JOSEPH ALESIA, Member; and

MR. GARY MOBERLY, Member.
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ALSO PRESENT:

MS. CHRISTINE BRUTON, Deputy Village
Clerk;

MR. ROBB McGINNIS, Director of
Community Development;

12
had described previously as Lots 18 and 19 in
the Block 8 resubdivision. We will present Matt
Bousquette, wnc's the owner of both the north

lot where the Zook house is currently and the

10
11
12

MR. MICHAEL MARRS, Village Attorney;

MR. MARK DANIEL, Attorney for
Applicants;

MR. MATT BOUSQUETTE, Applicant;
MR. KRIS PARKER, Applicant;
MS. TRACY PARKER, Applicant;

MR. DENNIS PARSONS, Witness for
Applicants.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Let's open the Public
Hearing in Case V-4-17, 435 Woodside Avenue.

Let me begin with a general
statement, and this is surely personal opinion,
and if anybody else wants to weigh in here, I
welcome the other board members.

A lot of us moved to Hinsdale
because we liked the old feel of the
neighborhood, wasn't like other towns.
Personally, I tend to err on the side of
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south lot.
We will also present Dennis Parsons

very briefly to talk about code compliance. 1
don't think there's any dispute with code
compliance with the exception of the one
variance, which is a lot area variance, 30,000
square feet ¢own to 20,000 approximately 500
square feet. We u./ill have Joe Abel as a
planner. I wil also be providing some
testimony in r.hjs proceeding.

Vlich that, I'd like Kris Parker to
step up. I'll iry to interject questions, if
necessary, at the end of the testimony so we can
try to keep this efficient.

MR. PARKER: Chairman Neiman and the
rest of the beard members, I apologize in
advance, this sratement is a little long and

odds of me gatting through it smoothly are
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preservation, if owners want to preserve

something, particularly homes of historic value.
We have standards for those -- for variances as
the one being requested this evening. We have
read and digested many letters for and against.

The question on the variance before
us is whether the applicant has met those
criteria in the code for the variance that would
allow them to move the Zook house from the north
lot to the south lot and then build a new home
on the north lot.

So I'd like Mr. Daniel, or the
owners or the tenants, whomever in whatever
order you would like to tell us what -- explain
to us, for the record, what the variance that
you are requesting is and why you meet the
criteria.

MR. DANIEL: Thank you, again. Tonight
we are going to present Kris Parker, who is one
of the tenants in the Zook house currently at
444 East Fourth Street. He's one of the

contract purchasers of the Woodside lot that we
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13
probably low. And to our friends who showed up
to be here tosight, also thank you, It means a
lot to us to se2 you guys here and support and
confidence. Thank you very much.

There's a lot of other people who
wanted to lend their support who weren't able to
be here and v:hose letters weren't able to make
it into the packet. We have copies of those
latters. Tlijust jump into the statement in
the interest ¢f time,

I'm Kris Parker, this is my wife
Tracy. We liva in the Zook house that's being
discussed hera today, We live there with ouf
two children, #arrick, 10 years old and
Mitchell, 7 yeas old and our dog Ryder, 2 years
old. We have jived there since December 12th
and the Zook nouse is not just a historic,
significant ans beautiful building to us. It's

indeed all of those things, but to our family

the Zook houze is something much more important.

It is our home,

iYe are here today because we would

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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14
like your help staying in our home and making
sure that the structure itself is around for
generations to come. I'm sure everyone feels
connected to their home and you should know that

16
discussion about large lot sizes being central
to the character of this town. On the surface,
I can appraciate that. This area does have
large lots. Here's one thing though. We are
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for us this connection is a strong one.

When I was little, we visited the
Edsel Ford house, a beautiful Cotswold design in
St. Claire Shores, Michigan. I was awestruck.
The ivy-covered stone exterior and the great
wood staircase made huge and, apparently,
lasting impressions on me. I could hardly
imagine having a home like that someday.

Fast forward 35 years or so. After
living in Hinsdale for a while, we noticed the
Zook on 444 East Fourth while driving to a party
on nearby County Line. A beautiful Cotswold
just like the Edsel Ford home but right here in
our town. What happened a couple short months
later was something out of a movie.

I'll show you guys. This is
actually the Edsel Ford home. This is the Zook
on Fourth Street. Similarities pretty striking.
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not proposing to change that. We believe we
already have a lot that is perfectly in keeping
with those other ones. Heck, even 91 percent of

the people that signed the petition to preserve

lot sizes have a lot that is too small to

conform tc the 30,000 square foot requirement.
59 percent cf those people have lots that are
smaller than what we are proposing.

i hope the intellectual dishonesty
of those facts troubles you as it does me.
Worse yet, this misguided view works in direct
opposition o preserving the character and charm
of R-1 and greater Hinsdale.

In simple terms, do we really want
people that live on lots smaller than 20,000
square feet to tell other people that 20,000 is
not enough? Maybe it's like that Groucho Marx
quote, They don't want to belong to a club that
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(Indicating.)

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Hold it up to the
camera.

MR. PARKER: Our house on Monroe, which
had been on the market for 8 months and 52
showings, was finally sold with a 30-day close.
After almost six years, it was time for us to
move.

in discussing our pending search
with a friend at the gym, she mentioned that
there was a house on Fourth we might want to
rent while we look for something permanent. We
checked it out and found that the house she
suggested was that very same Cotswold we had
been admiring from afar. We introduced
ourselves to Matt and he gave us a tour.

Once we had been inside, the
infatuation of the house became a love affair.
Matt shared his vision for saving Zook's
Cotswold. We went back to our place and quickly
agreed this was a no mere rental, this was home.

We're going to hear lots of
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17
would accept them as a member.

I know there are people that want
Hinsdale to be exclusive, but I hope they could
see that they have taken things too far when
they are saying that a lot larger than their
own, hurts the character of their district. And
I pray we are not willing to let that type of
hypocrisy lead us to an interpretation of code
that could resuit in the foss of one of the
prime examples of R. Harold Zook's work, the
beautiful Cetswold on Fourth Street that my
family loves and fives in and that was used to
qualify R-1 as a historic district. I sincerely
hope that we are better, smarter, and
legitimately more respectful of our history and
of the special thing we have here in Hinsdale
than this weuld suggest.

For starters, I hope we can all
agree that i we are not allowed to build on the
south lot, this house will be demolished. How
do I know that’ I know that because the owner
is convinced that nobody will want to take on
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18
the mortgage payment and tax burden that come
with an oversized lot of 50,000 square feet to
simply enjoy living in a 4,000 square foot home.
That buyer is most definitely a unicorn existing

20
business affairs with such little regard to
financial reality. Either way, we should not
expect that the owner is so inclined. As you
will hear from him directly, he is not. Simply
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only in fantasy. Even if you could find someone
that is not scared off by the prodigious

mortgage and taxes that would be required to own
both the north and south lots, he or she would
still go running upon learning that the house,
while in otherwise outstanding condition, is in
desperate need of a new foundation and will need
to be elevated to accommodate those repairs or
located to a new foundation elsewhere on the
property.

Again, as the couple that lived
through eight months of showings to sell a home
that was tailor-made for young families leaving
the city and as such had a very large universe
of possible buyers, we feel very confident
telling you that the owner is correct. A 4,000
square foot home on a leaky foundation with
50,000 square feet of land and the mortgage and
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put, if we do not receive approval to proceed
with our praject, it is certain that the Zook
house will be demolished and what a loss that
would be.

For those of you who don't know the
history of this house, before Matt owned it, it
was the longtime residence of Al and Lila Self.
They were a tremendously well-liked and
respected couple and they were extremely
generous toward their community. They endowed
many fellowships and trusts, were active and
ardent supporters of their beloved alma mater
and Lila was particularly involved with the
Hinsdale Historical Society. Her passion?
Documenting and preserving the great work of R.
Harold Zock.

As Tracy and I fight to maintain
something of the legacy the Selfs left us, we
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19
taxes that come with is not going to be a quick
turn.

It's also important to understand
that Matt receives offers regularly to sell the
land as a single lot, These offers come from
people who would teardown the Zook home and
build a much larger house on the lot, more than
three times the size of the Zook home. If Matt
accepts one of those offers, he wili make more
money than if he sells the lot in two pieces.

There is that small but vocal group
suggesting that Matt should wait and try to sell
this house or sell it for less than it's worth
so that someone would buy it and rehab it.
Again, it's tough to view these comments as
intellectually honest. Were they in Matt's
place, would they be willing to burn through
their own money to wait for the unicorn buyer or
let go of one of their own assets for less than
full value? I guess I just struggle to believe
that these people would be able to afford to
live in Hinsdale if they really conducted their
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21
hope that &ll of you will consider not only our
obligation to repay their efforts but how
unfortunate an irony it would be to see Lila's
own home destroyed when there was a family
willing to save it and to do so on their own
dime.

There's some other things we hope
you will keep in mind tonight. There's a letter
of the law &nd a spirit of the law. None of the
zoning code you are asked to interpret is meant
to be used to prevent us from preserving our
history. Nene of it was meant to grant
privilege to some at the expense of others.

“he south lot fails to conform to a
standard that only 8 percent of homes in R-1
district actuaily meet. How can it be called a
standard if 92 percent of homes don't meet it?

The lot we seek to buy is actually
the second largest on Woodside and would be the
single large:t if it had another 800 square

The homes on the block are

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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generally the same size as ours so we would have
a better ratio of fand to lot. In no way can
anyone claim this is a case of shoehorning a
home into an undersized lot.
we don't need to talk about.

The two lots, the north on Fourth
and the south on Woodside are actually more in
keeping with the lot sizes on those streets than
the 50,000 square feet the home sits on now. An
argument could be made that we are simply
rightsizing these lots in order to better match
the neighborhood.

We would also be making sure that
this house is truly preserved by pursuing
landmark status not just saving a facade or
chimney or some other token gesture toward
preservation,

Similarly, this house has stood for
almost 90 years without an addition and our
project assures it never needs one as the home
itself is more than adequate for a family of

24
1 house tha: has been recognized for contributing
2 significantly to the district's beloved look and

3 feel,
4 ~ Onemore thing. Matt, thank you.

5 Despite the cost you have incurred, character
attacks you have endured and red tape that seems

6

7 to have bean invented just for you, your

8 patience should be rewarded. We know that you
9 have multiole options and we are grateful that

wawen 10 we are part of the one you chose for now.
11  Members ¢f the ZBA, I hope you will share these
12 sentiments and support the appeal.
13 In close, please allow us the use
14
15
16
17 decision.
18
19
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of the soutn lot, a lot like those around us are
allowed to have and enjoy. Please reverse -- we
don't have ko talk about the village manager's

Please, don't set us on a course
that results in another lost Zook. Please,

don't force our family from our home. Thank

MR. DANIEL: Just one question.
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four presently and will be even more so when
sitting atop a new and finished basement,
something it has never had in its history.

We truly believe our project is a
win for everyone, including those who came
before us. It beautifies Woodside by clearing
up an ugly collection of trees and growth and
replaces it with a beautiful stone and slate
Zook house and manicured yard. Instead of
remaining interrupted and unfinished, Woodside
will now appear both more vibfant and complete.

The Zook house fits perfectly with
the character of Woodside and complements the
stone homes that would be on either side after
its relocation. We will be reducing not
increasing access to Woodside by one driveway.
We would be improving the drainage situation on
Woodside. _

Given all the above, I have learned
that the project would improve the property
values on Woodside. Makes sense, doesn't it?
Last, but not least, we would be protecting a

25
When you say desperately in need of
a new foundation, does that relate to water,
whatever the cause is?

MR. PARKER: Yes.

MR. DANIEL: So you have water
infiltration through the foundation into the
basement?

MR. PARKER: Yes.

MR. DANIEL: Okay. Thank you.
e 10 MR. MARRS: Mr. Chairman, can I

11 interject a comment on behalf of staff for you
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12 guys to keep in mind?
13 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Please.
14 MR. MARRS: Okay. I don't doubt the

15 sincerity of the Parkers and I think they have
16 every intention of moving the house, preserving
17 it, maybe evan landmarking it so it's protected
18 in the future, but I think it's important from
19 the standpoint of interpreting the variation

ws= 20 standards that you keep in mind that it's not a
21 landmark structure and if you grant the

22 variation, there's nothing to stop its
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26
demolition. There's nothing currently in your
code that would prevent it from being demolished

in the future.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: No. But we could, as

28
reasons why you had the first hour of testimony.
Had you bought our appeal, had'you
accepted that issue and not dealt with the
vacancy question the way you did, tomorrow we

a condition of granting the variance, putin a
provision that says that the Zook house, when
moved to the south lot, shall not be torn down;
correct?

MR. MARRS: I don't disagree with that.
I'm just pointing out that from a pure
standpoint of the standards, it's not landmarked
today.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Understood. Thank
you, Mr. Marrs.

MR. PARKER: I just wanted to say that
we would be willing to sign something that says
that that is something we are committed to and I
have already told people and I'm a man of my
word. So if we are granted the variance, we are
going to be pursuing landmark status.

I do have a question. As you guys

know, we are your biggest fans. We have been at
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would hava been discussing the redevelopment
agreement. The village would have been
obligated to move trees in the parkway. We
would have been obligated to move the Zook
house. I justdon't want you to lose sight of
that --

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Mr. Daniel, can we
focus on the issue at hand, please? Please.
It's been a long evening already. We spent
hours reading your 68 page brief. Enough.

MR. ALESIA: It is enough. It's more
than enouch.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: You were doing so
well, Mr. Daniel.

Mr. Bousquette, please?

MR. BOUSQUETTE: Good evening. Thank
you for your time. My name is Matthew
Bousquette. I'm here tonight as the last
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27
a lot of your meetings. I have never seen the
village attorney involved in any of the
variation requests. Is that --

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: No. I thinkin
fairness, Mr. McGinnis frequently gives us
advice when we are in the middle of a variance
hearing and I think that's all Mr. Marrs was
pointing out. Ididn't take Mr. Marrs' comment
as advocating one way or the other, he was just
pointing out a fact. But it's a fair concern
and a fair point.

MR. MARRS: Right. I certainly did not
mean to imply that the village doesn't want the
house preserved. That's not true.

MR. DANIEL: If I can also clarify that
there was no implication that efforts were not
made to commit us to a path of preserving the
Zook house.

Prior to submitting the request for
interpretation, we had inquired specifically
about a redevelopment agreement that would
govern those two lots and that's one of the main

O ® N O Gl S W N =

asam 10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
o 20
21
22

29
attempt to save the Zook house at 444 East
Fourth Street by repositioning it on Woodside.
Two buildable lots, one on Woodside and one on -
Fourth Street.

I thought that I would provide a
little background as to why we are here tonight.
In July of 2008, I purchased a lot at 445 East
Woodside, which is immediately adjacent to the
proposed lot to.the Zook house. At the time, it
was just ar empty lot, as the seller had torn
down the existing house prior to my purchase.

Just to refresh everybody's memory,
it's this lot right here. So here's my house on
Fourth Streat. This lot right here, this is
Woodside. You want to see it in a bigger
picture, you can see it's this lot here,
(Indicating.) So when we refer to 445 Woodside,
it's a vacan: lot and that's the size of it and
you can see where it's located. Thank you.

Since the purchase, this lot has
remained empty, It grafts trees and a wooden

fence. At the same time I also purchased 448

KATHLEEN W, BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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30
East Fourth Street, which backed to Woodside,
and they would have shared adjoining fences but
theré's no fence. So you guys understand the
two pieces the way they are together? Great.

32
slowed the progress of any renovation we were

doing in our house.
In an effort to stop the madness,

we purchased 444 East Fourth Street, which is
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Today Woodside has served as an
additional backyard for our house, Unlike most
homes in the neighborhood, this created a large
green space with trees creating a uniquely large
backyard. I paid $1,050,000 to enjoy that
additional green space by that extra lot and
leave it vacant. ‘

During the years 2004 to 2017,
while our lot on Woodside remained vacant, every
single home on the Woodside block with the
Woodside address was éither demolished and
rebuilt as a new house or expanded. In all
cases the houses were expanded to the maximum
allowable size of the structure to the lot.

So just to say it again. During
the time period from 2004 to 2017, while my lot
remained vacant and green, every other house on
the street with the exception of one that was
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the Zook home, which is next door to the house
that we were renovating. It was hopefully to
provide us a permanent place for my family so we
weren't moving every nine or ten months and
hopefully vas going to ailow us to oversee the
renovation and complete it much faster.

In November of 2015, we completed
the renovation and moved next door into 448 East

- Fourth Street and put 444 East Fourth Street,

the Zook house, up for rent, .

In May of 2016, I attended the
historic preservation board workshop and asked
in the public @ & A of the board and consultant
Susan Benjamin what they suggested I do
regarding @ possible repositioning of the Zook
home. I was given a contact for a house mover
by the members of the board at that time.

{n June of 2016, I presented to the
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31
demolished and rebuilt to the maximum FAR with
the exception of one which was renovated to the
maximum FAR. ‘

In terms of my home purchase at 448
East Fourth Street, unlike the vast majority of
the homes in town, at that time I sought to
renovate the house instead of knocking it down.
It would have been much quicker and much cheaper
to knock it down and start over, however, we
liked the way it fit in the neighborhood.

The renovation of the house took
much longer than expected due to unforeseen
circumstances, including a contractor who
bankrupt his company in the middle of the
renovation with all the prerequisite
subcontractor payment issues.

While the house was under
construction, we rented a local Hinsdale house.
Unfortunately for us, it sold within the year.

It then happened again. We ended up moving five
times in five years with three kids five years

old. It was a nightmare. And obviously that
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33
board of trustees and asked them if they would
conceptually support the use of two lots to
reposition the Zook house if I was able to find
somebody to renovate it and move it because
obviously, it would be very time consuming to go
down a rouze if they weren't In favor of it. At
that point in time, the direction I interpreted
was at least favorable.

Inlate fall, I found a buyer, the
Parkers, that guaranteed to move the house and
restore it. { signed a contract with them and
that's wherzs we are in terms of the history.

You should know that the Parkers
and I conducted an outreach effort over a number
of months to members of the neighborhood and the
community regarding our desire to reposition the
Zook house. Coffees, tours, drinks, food, °
anything anybody wanted to do. We wanted to
make sure averybody understood and had the
opportunity to understand our motivation and
what the prsiect was all about.

Jnfortunately, there were a number
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34
of people who appear to be against it who did
not take us up on that opportunity. And
instead, they chose to use the public forum via
letters and petitions to address their comments

36
that the placement of the Zook house on Woodside
would dest-oy the essential character of the
neighborhcod. In moving the Zook house onto
Woodside would negatively effect the character

-
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rather than discussing it with me.

I want you to know honestly, it
makes me unbelievably uncomfortable to talk in
pubiic and address the comments targeted at me,
my family, the aspirations, the scope of the
project, but given the amount of misinformation
- and disinformation that I read in some of the
documents provided to you, which I also got a
copy of, I find myself no other alternative than
to address them in public here now,

v What I found was, unfortunately,
several themes. So it seemed to me that people
who were not in favor of the project instead of
sitting down and spending the time with me
walking through it got together to have several
themes in terms of why it's a bad idea.

The first theme -- basically the
first theme submitted was that it ignored
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of the neignborhood overali.

I started researching from a
financial ard aesthetic standpoint both.
Financially, I learned from several real estate
agents that placement of a 4,000 square foot
Zook home on a 20,000 square foot lot on
Woodside would actually enhance the values of
the street rot destroy them. It would be the
smallest hcuse on the second largest lot.

So then I turned to the negative
aesthetic possibilities and what every single
person -- as we know, everybody is entitled to
their own ozinton of what they like and what
they don't I'ke. I admit that.

1 have an incredibly difficult time
thinking thet the Zook house would be destroying
the value of the neighborhood. And in
particular, end I, again, I hate to do this, but
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35
everything that occurred on Woodside prior to
their individual purchases. They presented a
position as if life started on the street when
they arrived. For example, correspondence to
you suggest because my home on Woodside, the
Woodside lot was demolished before they moved
onto the block, it shouldn't count for its
historical density and the addition of another
house would be unfair.

As I mentioned earlier, every other
house on the street was demolished or renovated.
In each case, green space and trees were reduced
in favor of larger structures, and in each case
drawing construction traffic as each house
underwent construction.

Now that all the houses are
complete, I guess what they are saying all done;
we are full. Sorry, no more room on the street.
Obviously, all I'm asking you to do is consider
my request in historical context of a longer
period of time on Woodside.

The second general theme suggested

@ N O G A W RN -

i §
[ T N R - J - S v N W N O G 4
= O W N N A W N = O

22

37
I need to gise you some context.

One of the objections is that we
would be ru ring the neighborhood. And when we
first moved into the Zook house, one morning we
were awoken by a number of loud saws and we
watched ovar a two-day period as workers
deforested tha lot at 425 Woodside. It was one
of the most densely-wooded lots in the
neighborhocd, a stunning architecturai
significant Fome set deep in an unobtrusively on
down slope iot. Once the lot was striped of
over a dozen mature trees and well-seasoned
ornamentals, the 3,300 square foot house was
demolished. What followed changed our
neighborhocd forever,

The beautiful topography of the
down slope ot was built up into an enormous
bare mountiin of dirt like you see in strip-
mining operations. Then on top of the mountain
for the next yvesar was constructed a structure.
So at the erd of two years the neighborhood now
had to conten: with the structure that was a

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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38
maxed out house in excess of 8,500 square feet,
approximately twice the size of every other home
on the street, towering over the neighbors on
Fourth Street on its nonconforming lot.

40
MR. BOUSQUETTE: The lot, this lot is
400 square feet larger than what we are
proposing hzre and the house is twice the size.
Or 800 square feet larger. It's 21,000.
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If you will permit me for one
second. So this was the original house as you
can see on Fourth Street that was there and you
can see a picture of the backyard. This is it
standing on the street. You can see the down
slope lot of what's there. And I apologize for
my pictures. Another view again from Woodside
of that lot. This is the aerial view of the
same original house on Woodside. (Indicating.)

This was the inside and you can see
the beautiful trees that you can see outside
each of the windows of the house. This is
looking out of the kitchen into the backyard of
that house, We used to call it the Morton
Arboretum house. (Indicating.)

Another picture of the same
backyard looking out of the house. This is now
under construction. Anything green was
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MR. MOBERLY: I'm just trying to get a

perspective,
MR. BOUSQUETTE: The third theme is
that repositioning the Zook house would increase

" traffic on the relatively narrow Woodside Road.

I currently own a driveway on
Woodside which is shared by 444 and 448. I had
an additional driveway for 445 Woodside; it was
removed when the house was demolished. So
essentially right through here you can see this
is basically it. (Indicating.) That was a road
that was given to these two houses and that sort
of services both of these guys. There was a
separate driveway off of this lot right here
onto Woodside but when the house was knocked
down, that was taken out. (Indicating.)

Any placement of the Zook house on
Woodside should not increase the number of cars
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39
demolished as the house was being constructed.

Here is the end product. There's
the end product with no longer a down slope.
It's about 5 or 6 feet higher and I think that
the point here we were making earlier is it has
created water problems for other people in the
neighborhood. And there it is in the back.
(Indicating.)

Again, everybody has a right of
their own personal opinion on what they think is
right or wrong but I have a difficult time
hearing that that contributes to the
neighborhood and putting the Zook house next
door to that would destroy it.

MR. GILTNER: Matt, can you just point
out where that 425 is on there?

MR. BOUSQUETTE: Yes. Itis right
here. Here is -- 06 and 09 are the 2 lots we
are proposing to put it on. This is that house
right here. (Indicating.)

MR. MOBERLY: Do you know how many

square feet is that lot?
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as the Zook home currently already has access to
Woodside from its garage. Moreover, if the
opportunity exists for concerned neighbors to
mitigate travel by simply using their primary
driveway on Sixth Street instead of the
secondary cne on Woodside. ‘

Frankly, it was stunning to me to
read a directive that I needed to remove my
driveways from 444 and 448 to Woodside. In
fact, to the best of my knowledge, that drive's
existed in thatlocation for more than 100
years.

MR. MOBERLY: Who told you you had to
move the drives? When was that?

MR. BOUSQUETTE: It's letters that you
got from neighbors suggesting that I --

MR. OBERLY: Okay. I'm sorry. But
there was no official directive from the
president?

MR. BOUSQUETTE: No.

MR. MOBERLY: Okay,

MR. BOUSQUETTE: It's kind of the
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common theme when I read through the stuff it
basically says we have ours, no more room for
yours and please remove it despite it's been
there a hundred years.

44

1 homes in the R-1 district aren't 30,000 square

2 feet. Isuspect that the 20,000 square foot lot

3  on Woodside would probably exceed the average
4 ot in the R-1 district. Here's from doing my
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My fourth general theme is that if
I place any structure on my land, that it will
ruin the green views and the open spaces that
they currently benefit from,

As I noted earlier, I paid more
than a million dollars for the extra yard on
Woodside and kept it empty to enjoy the backyard
greenery and mature trees. The Zook house as
well next door came at a significant premium for
lots 18 and 19. Those lots -- I had to pay an
additional sum to own those lots as well.

Without question, my neighbors have
benefited, in some cases for years, from my
investment in 30,000 extra square feet of
greenery. 30,000 extra square feet of greenery.
In fact, my lots are the only ones on the street
with significant amount of mature foliage left.

The only ones.

5 own survey. Again, everybody has their own

6 point of view. I'm just giving you mine,

7 The fifth theme is that I lack an

8 understanding what to do with my own property,
8 which I enjoyed that one. It appears that the

anses 10 petition crafters have done the neighbors a

11 terrible disservice. It's my understanding that
12 there is a belief that they will be able to

13 force my family into an end result of their

14 liking at the end of this.

15 In the submission to the board,

16 there's a laundry list of specific directives on

17 how and what [ could do with my house. I can't
18 really think that it's appropriate to have one

19 neighbor dictate every detail what the home

20 should look like and even where the garage

21 should go.
22 So to disband the alternative set
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[ thought about it -- in my own
mind I thought perhaps the fact that your trees
are destroyed by making a larger house, I don't
think I should be required to supplement what
you destroy. If you want more trees, more {and,
buy it. I was kind of shocked.

I had the opportunity to review the
petition. The first thing that popped out of my
mind was that 90 percent of the people that
signed the petition objecting to the Zook house
have lots that don't meet the minimum
requirement by code.

And even more interesting was the
majority of them have lots that are smaller than
the one I proposed for the Zook home. And so
that's just a lot of gobbledegook words. How do
you boil that down into something to think about
it. I thought of it as I don't want to live
next door to somebody who has what I have. And
I just found that stunningly ironic.

I spent the -- as we know, we have
already talked about that 90 percent of the

45

1 of facts and for the sake of clarity in today's

2 real estate market, I am thrilled to have a

3 buyer who desires to save and renovate the Zook
4 house in its entirety not the facade as it

5 happened with the Robbins house on Sixth Street.
6 But if the Zook house cannot be

7 moved, simple economics dictate it will be

8 demolished and the land on Woodside will be

9 built upon and the best of my knowledge, the
10 village has acknowledged that this is reasonable
11 and completely legal option. Is that not true?

12 MR. McGINNIS: That's correct.
13 MR. BOUSQUETTE: Thank you.
14 The sixth theme is that the

16 approval to reposition the Zook house will set a
16 precedent that will have the entire Robbins

17  district torn down as builders reap with

18 profits.

19 These facts don't support the

oo 20 hysteria. First, Mr, Chairman, as you have

21 pointed out in previous meetings, each decision

22 is a stand-alone decision based upon unique
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circumstances.
Secondly, as I'm sure you are aware
for Hinsdale's own study, that there aren't that
many lots with the 100 by 120, plus 30,000 that
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they could even go divide. So if so?e@yisays
I want to go divide my lot in half, you are
going to need -- the frontage doesn't exist.

Moreover, the concept that hundreds
of houses straddle multiple lots of record and
that each one is at least 70 by 125 in the
Robbins R-1 district is again not factually
correct,

You should know, and I did this on
my own, so it's nonscientific. I went every
single street with the lots of record and the
zoning map and I found that there are
approximately 14 houses in total in the Robbins
historic district that would meet those
requirements that straddle 2 lots of record,
that each lot would be at least 70 by 125 in the
R-1 district. Of those 14 homes 8 of those

exist very large, very new, extremely expensive
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Hinsdale right now. Right now in Hinsdale there
are 41 homes for sale for more than $2.5
million, In the past 4 months 5 have sold. At

4 that rate of sale, it would take 2 years to sell

the existing inventory of houses for sale
without a single new home coming on the market.

At $3 million, which this would be,
things are even more dismal. There are 26 homes
for sale, on2 has sold in the past 3 months. At
that rate of sale, it would take 6 years to sell
the existing homes that are for sale assuming no
other home came on the market.

Further, a number of older homes
which finally did sell took long periods of time
to sell, sold significantly below the asking
price and more importantly, in a lot of cases
sold for less than the land was worth.

The submission cites you the recent
sale of the Zook house at 46 County Line as
proof my Zeok would sell. The estate of the
owners of the house sold the property for 70

percent of the list price and well below the
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mansions and in one case one is under
construction. That leaves 6 lots. One of them
is mine. That leaves 5 others that might, I say
might, benefit from your decision should it
become precedent.

So there's the proclamation that we
stand on the edge of destruction as Hinsdale's
rebelling are slightly overstated.

The seventh theme is that I never
marketed my property appropriately and that if I
did so, I would find a buyer for the home in its
current location who would be willing to buy it
and renovate it to the neighbors' approval and
of course move my driveway to Fourth Street and
close the other driveway and keep all the other
greenery.

It's easy to ignore the reality
when it doesn't cost you anything. In fact,
this fantasy narrative appears to be meant for
them to profit on their investments.

Here's the unfortunate facts. And

they are unfortunate for all of us here in
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price of raw land at $44 a foot.

Much has been heralded about the
Hinsdale founder's house, the Robbins' house, or
known as ths Judy Biggert house, which after 8
months sold for 63 percent of its list price and
was sold for less than land value. And, other
than the front 2 rooms of the house, have been
destroyed and it rises behind it an enormous,
gigantic house. ‘

Further, I understand that the
marketing of my house was accused of being
subpar. So{ thought I would look at some
marketing efforts of others to see what I was
missing. So what I did was look at older houses
in my neighbiorhood who were marketed by what are
considered the old-house specialists, I guess.
So here they are. We will start with 425
Woodside.,

MR. PODLISKA: Sir, is this discussion
going to helg us determine whether you have met
the criteria that we have to look at in order to

determine wk.ather a variation --
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MR. BOUSQUETTE: Yes, it wil.
MR. ALESIA: How?
MR. BOUSQUETTE: In terms of the
individual criteria that -- it will go through

52
got the block offsefs for Woodside per the code
and came up with a front yard of 36-foot
5 inches as the average setback. We put 50-foot
rear yard, which is also the requirement in the
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the individual criteria in a minute.

MR. PODLISKA: We would appreciate it
if you go to that now because that's what we
need to hear about,

MR. DANIEL: 6, 7, 8 is what your
testimony ties to. ‘

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I think what we are
trying to get at, Mr. Bousquette, is while the
historical background of the other lots and the
real estate values may be interesting as a side
bar, the question before us, two and a half
hours into the meeting, is whether you meet the
8 criteria for us to grant the variance. And so
if you could get to that point so we could
address the issue at hand, it would help.

MR. BOUSQUETTE: I think it should tie
6, 7, 8 in the criteria.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Okay. Please, keep
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R-1 districz and we were able to fit the house
on there with a 30-foot side yard on one side
and a 28-foot side yard on the other. So it's
well over the side yard requirements.

Then we looked at allowable FAR and
we are over a thousand square feet under on our
FAR by maving the house there, and we looked at
the building coverage and we are allowed 5,000
feet. We cnly cover 2,700 with the building.

So we are well under all of these numbers, So
the density on this lot is much less than any
new house would ever be. So we felt very
comfortable with this proposition.

[ think the village is very
fortunate to have someone who is willing to move
this house and restore this house on their
nickel. This s not a light undertaking. This
is a major undertaking to pick this house up,
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in mind that if it doesn't tie into it real
soon, I'm going to ask you or --

MR, BOUSQUETTE: So I'll sit down.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I didn't mean to cut
you off. It's just we are trying to get to the
substance of the issue before us. If you would
like to address the criteria, we would be more
than willing --

MR. BOUSQUETTE: No. That's okay.
I'll sit down. Thank you.

MR. DANIEL: At this time, I'd like to
ask Dennis Parsons to step to the podium and
just pose a handful of questions. I think
everybody knows Dennis. I'm not going to spend
your time on the introduction of background.

There is.one plan that Dennis
prepared that's part of the packet. It's
attachment G in the appeal. Itis also the site
plan.

MR. PARSONS: I was approached by
Mr. Bousquette and the Parkers to see if this
would work. So we took lots 18 and 19 and we
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rotate it 180 degrees and move it 100 feet up
the hill and put it on a new foundation and to
regrade and put a new driveway in and everything
else that gees along, new water service, new
sewage, evarything else that goes along with
moving this house. This is no small
undertaking. So we should be thanking the
Parkers for saving this house because without
them, it's gane, and it's gone forever.

Any ather questions about density
or FAR?
(No response.)

MR. DANIEL: I believe Mr. McGinnis has
also confirmed that the lot area is the only
issue that ws are dealing with with the
placement of the home on the Zook house as shown
on the site glan. I'm not sure if you want to
confirm that viith Mr, McGinnis.

MR. MOBERLY: Confirm: Yes or no?

MR. McGINNIS: Based on preliminary
look, it appears to fit well within the confines
of this lot,

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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MR. DANIEL: At this point in time, I'd
like to touch on some of the general standards
that you have heard about.
The particular hardship. You heard

: 56
difficulty when it comes to preserving the

house.
Are there unique physical

conditions involving the property. You have a
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about comparisons of lot size, land-to-building
ratio. You heard about comparisons to homes in
a situation where the home is demolished and the

~house is sold as vacant land for redevelopment,

how long the listing periods are with respect to
2 price points, $2 million and $3 million.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Mr. Daniel, could you
please take us through the standards for a
variation.
MR. DANIEL: It's your first standard.
Your first standard is particular hardship and
practical difficulty, Mr. Chairman, F1.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: No, the first
standard is general standard; the second is
unique physical conditions. They are spelled .
out in Exhibit F of the variance application.
Will you, please, go through those.
MR. DANIEL: No variation shall be
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fantastic kome that is worth preserving. The
footprint is under 2,700 square feet. You have
an irregularly-shaped lot. You have one that
was originally a situation where in 1984 forward
they encountered multiple lots of record in the
district. We have addressed that, But you have
the ability to place the Zook house on Woodside.
The extraordinary physical
condition is refated to not only the home but
the location of the home and the path of the
‘flow of the water that is getting through the
foundation. You heard that from Mr. Parker.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Let me ask you a
quick question. In Exhibit F, the statement is
unique physical condition justifies the
variances that the property was originally
subdivided well before the current code was

adopted.

P N O AW N =

©

svoe 10
11

- 12
13

14

15

16

17

18

19
s 20
21

22

55
granted pursuant to this section unless the
applicant shall establish that carrying out the
strict letter of the provisions of this code
would create a particular hardship. That is
what I was on. Thank you.

On practical difficulty, you have a
couple and a willing seller that is willing to
allow the relocation of a home that everybody
treasures. You heard about the background
personally to the Parkers.

You heard that in this circumstance
the home needs a new foundation. This is one
answer for that. When it comes to practical
difficulty in historic preservation in Hinsdale,
you also heard significant testimony about lots
sold and listings and the general effect of the
zoning ordinance on lots in the historic
district. Most of them are demoed, built to the
maximum FAR behind the facade in some cases.
The entire block was affected according to
Mr. Bousquette's testimony. Here you have
preservation. And they do face practical
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Could you put a little meat on that
bone and explain to us how that meets the
physical condition criteria?

MR. DANIEL: With respect to that
condition we do have -- it's a two-part
question. I did not bring the 1871 plat that we
used ‘in the orior case. The 1871 plat
considered 2 homes on that lot.

In1894, which is the second plat,
it created 19 lots of record. At the time your
corner lots couldn't exceed 50 feet so the lots
naturally héd to be joined with others. The
subdivisionin 1894 and up to the point of 1929
would have required 2 homes on a lot that had a
corner to the north with Oakwood Place and
Fourth Streat and a corner to the south between
Woodside and Oakwood Place.

Sothe original planning is much
more consistent with having two homes, one up
north and cne to the south. That's what you saw
in the Sailo-'s subdivision from 1969.

In the Sailor's subdivision you
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carved up essentially the west half of the block
and you put homes back to back in between the
subject property and Oak Street, the home on Oak
Street. It is unique in light of its

60

area that .ve are speaking of --

MR. PODLISKA: So that it's not a
special privilege; right?

MR. DANIEL: It's not a special
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surroundings and internally.
Denied substantial rights. I'm

‘sorry, not self-created. These owners didn't

play a role in Sailor's platting the block.

These owners didn't play a role in the
redevelopment of 425, They didn't play a role

in the development of a circumstance where 92 to
94 percent of the R-1 lots are nonconforming and
where they are stuck with a 50,000 square foot
fot for one home,

{he circumstance develops from the
history that is very likely fortuitous. We all
recognize the encroachment of the home is de
minimus. It exists but it's de minimus. The
home was built in 1929 under different
conditions.

During the variance hearing, I
referred to a decision on where the home would
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privilege. It has been granted to others.

MR. PODLISKA: And it's in harmony with
the surrounding community. I think you have
established that as well.

MR. DANIEL: I believe so, yes.

When it comes to code and plan
purposes, i just reviewed your comprehensive
plan, the cifficulties that you have had
encouragirg historic preservation which is now a
voluntary matter. This house will be dedicated
to that, Thatis one of the planning purposes
contemplazed overall in the comprehensive plan.

Nith respect to the essential
character of the area, there are a number of
things that Mr. Bousquette addressed. One thing
he did not -ouch on at great length is
stormwate aut we all know the countywide
stormwate- and flood plain ordinance controls
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be planted on the property and the potential for
a waiver. And because the potential of the
waiver was there whether it was granted or not
meant that a rear yard didn't have to be on that
north fot. Well, those were the conditions in
1929. Those were different times. Hinsdale has
changed its code quite a bit.

What developed from 1929 forward is
not the creation of Mr. Bousquettc or the
Parkers. Yes, they bought the property. But
that's about all they did. The potential for
relocating the home is unique.

MR. PODLISKA: Could you move on to
denied substantial rights, please?

MR. DANIEL: Denied substantial rights.
You heard, again, that 8 percent of the owners
of property in the R-1 district meet the bulk
requirement we are trying to get a variation
from.

We are trying to proceed with the
second largest lot on the block and what could
be the smallest home on the block. The wide
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and the village is not gaing to allow a
violation of that.

Thare Is no increase in danger of
flood or fire. When it comes to taxing public
utilities anc facilities in the area, those are
ample.

The lots have been separately
assigned p 1 numbers so that there have been
three pin n:mbers assigned, one for what is
essentially the north and two for the south
lots. The tva south lots have always been
assessed as vacant land. Those south lots will
create a beq:fit to the taxing bodies in town,
It will be vecant land plus a valuable structure
that is seperately assessed.

No other remedy. We have tried.
You saw me sweating up. here during the first
part of the A ght. We tried. We have exhausted
our efforts. There is no other remedy.

in this instance you have heard
that Mr. Bo_squette faces a decision in the face

of a denial 1f to try to sell the lot at a

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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percentage of land value. You heard that with
regard to the Biggert house. You heard that
with regard to a handful of others. Lots or
homes, parcels on the market for a long period

64
neighborkood.
With respect to the ability to
impose conditions, thereis a provision in the
code that allows you to do that, and I believe
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of time, selling below the land value, set aside
the structure, selling below the land value. 70
percent of asking value he mentioned.

Are we seeking the minimum
variation? When you look at the block, the
minimuim variation is defined by two contexts.
You look at what's necessary next door to create
some uniformity and you try to match the rear
lot lines.

In the circumstance of this
particular lot, the 20,500 and so square feet
that we are dealing with matches other lots
approved in the 1969 Sailor's subdivision and
again exceeds 54 to 58 percent of the lots in
the petition. It depends on whether you view
the petition by name of the assignee or by lot
owned. But this lot is in substantial
conformity with the trend of development.
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it is a fair condition to reflect the sworn
testimony from Mr. Parker and Mr. Bousquette
about preservation.

I want to thank you for your time.

I'll be happy to answer questions that you have
or the neighbors may have as well.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I guess it's now time
to hear any public comment pro or con unless the
owners or any of the other people who have been
helping the owners and tenants would like to add
anything.

{No response.)

Any members of the public who would
like to speak pro or con come on up. Please,
state your name for the record.

MR. HOOKS: My name is Harold Hooks,-

‘Junior. I raside at 125 Hillcrest for the last

3,4 years; Prior to that, about 10 years, at
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I brought Joe Abel here tonight to
talk about the difficulties in the R-1 districts
and the importance of the variation and the
importance of a lot of things that Mr. Parker
and Mr. Bousquette laid out for you. I think
it's important that they covered their basis.
They covered a lot of what Joe might say.

Joe participated some time ago in a
survey of all the R-1 lots. That's where we get
our 92 to 94 percent figure. It related to the
Ryan parcel, 901 South Park. At that point in
time, it was quite clear that the village did
not have any disagreement with Mr. Abel's
conclusion that 92 to 94 percent of the lots in
the R-1 district are nonconforming and primarily
in relation to the minimum lot area.

MR. PODLISKA: You seem to be going
over a lot of the same ground, counsel. Can you
wrap it up?

MR. DANIEL: Yes, Ithink I can. I
think the merits are met. We have met the

minimum variation; it won't upset the
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522 East Third Street on 2 nonconforming lots of
R-1,

I'm here just to support that I'd
like to save the Zook.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Thank you.

Come on up.

MS. BRADEN: I'm Alexis Braden. I live
at 436 East First Street. Thank you, Commission
and Board anc to you, Mr. McGinnis, for
educating me on this one when I came to the
village to see you.

I'll keep this short given I have
spoken at the orevious historical preservation
commission meeting.

I'm a R-1 resident. My husband and
I 'through Jokn Adams and Paul Primau of
Homecrafters have extensively rehabbed a home
built in the '50s on a lot smaller than this
30,000 requirement. I point this out because
contrary to statements made by members of the
historical praservation commission, there are
smaller lots in R-1, This goes back to the
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video that you probably watched. As people
know, 90 percent of lots in R-1 are below the
30,000 square feet.

We are talking about 100 feet

68
significance. This home contributes alt of
those things. Would a new build contribute
these things? Would a new build enhance the

general architectural and historic significance

29 37 290
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roughly. 100 feet to preserve a Zook home.
Last month alone our R-1 district saw two
historic homes torn down to accommodate new
construction, one on Fourth and one on Garfield.

We all know what's going to happen
here. Given the enormous lot size and property
taxes, no one is going to keep this home
standing. They may say they will, but the
demolished historic home on Third known as the
pink hame was an absolute proof point to the
contrary.

I encourage you to take a tour of
the home so you can see firsthand that it's in
mint condition minus this foundation work.

Speak to the moving companies involved. They
have given their expert opinion on how this home
could, without a doubt, withstand a move. Speak

to experts on how drainage issues could be
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of this area? Ithink not. I think proof of
what we have seen that's happened here in the
last couple of years, especially on Woodside, is
proof of that.

‘ As an architectural historian, I
would hate to see this home demolished. The
village of Hinsdale has gone to great lengths to
tout the character of its town even so far as
workingAwith the Hinsdale Historical Society to
develop an app that allows people to take a
walking tour of the Zook homes.

We have the Parkers here committed
community members who would like to retain and
enhance this home without negatively impacting
its neighbors. This is a win-win, And it would
seem to me that in a town so committed to its
history that it established a historic
preservation commission, that such a group would
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resolved and drastically improved with this
move. Speak to the trustees of the historical
society, which I'm a former truétee, on why Zook
is so important to our village.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Anyone else?

MS. BARCLAY: Good evening. My name is
Sarah Barclay. I reside at 606 East Third
Street. So just a few blocks from the home in
question. I also have a master's degree in
architectural history from the University of
Virginia so this is a topic of particular
importance to me. I'm obviously here in support
of the relocation of this home.

Something is going to be built. So

what does the village of Hinsdale want to see?

What are its priorities? That's a concern for

me as a member of this community. And remember,

this is a historic district. This home helped

to establish this area as a historic district.
The village of Hinsdale's own

application for such a district maintains that

the area have general architectural and historic
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be working tirelessly to come to resolutions to
satisfy the concem of nearby homeowners and the
best interest of the town looking to move away
from the overbuilding that has taken place in
recent years.

This is an opportunity to establish
precedent for how the village values its
historically significant homes, as well as
showing current and future homeowners that local
government is willing to work with its
homeowners to come to a reasonable solution free
of undue burdens both financial and otherwise
and in this case maintaining the significant
contribution made by Harold Zook to the village
of Hinsdale. Thank you for your time.

MR. DAVIS: My name is Champ Davis, 24
West Ogden Avenue, Hinsdale. As we have
acknowledged, it's the first day of summer.
It's also the longest day of year. I was hoping
that'the longest day of the year would have
prevailed for us here but it's now nighttime.

It also happens to be my birthday and it's my

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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50th birthday today, so I'll make this very
brief.

I would like to say that as a
resident of Hinsdale for 23 years, I have good

72
and haviny the longest day of the year I guess
didn't help us. But thanks, everybody.
MR, BOYLE: Chairman Neiman, the Board,
thank you very much. My name is Kevin Boyle.
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friends on both sides of the aisle, so I'm

friends with the bride and the groom here today.
I'm also a trustee on the board of the Hinsdale
Historical Society and it's going to be very
disappointing for the app that we have worked so
hard on to drive by the bicycle tour of the Zook
homes in Hinsdale to drive by and just have to
show a flag or a cross or some memorial flowers
here. So we would like to -- personally
speaking, I think it's a wonderful plan. I

think it's a real win-win, I grew up in a Zook
home and there's some real special features of
this Zook home.

The Parkers have been gracious
enough to invite the historical society over for
an open house. We took them up at their
generous offer to host that. It further
revealed for us our belief and commitment that
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My wife, Karen and I, came out to Hinsdale about
13 years &go from downtown Chicago. There we
had rehabved two historic buildings, a graystone
and a brovinstone.

We moved out to 132 East Fifth
Street, It was known as Mrs. Guido's home. It
was a nonconforming, noncompliance, precode
structure, a through lot, and we spent a lot of
time here secause what we did was with the idea
of preserving the structure, we moved the
entrance from Sixth Street to Fifth Street so we
changed the garage. The garage happened to be
leaning over the setback and as such, we spent a
lot of time.

In that process with the help of
Mr. Parsons we learned that that home had a Zook
addition to it. So even more important that we

preserved that home,
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71
this is a wonderful preservation effort and an
opportunity that we are really proud to see in
our community.

So I would also just suggest that
any opposition to this house or this project,
this preservation effort would probably be folks
that have this situation in their direct
backyard and will be kind of a nimbly approach,
and I don't mean that disparagingly, but I do
feel that unfortunately in situations like this
when you have the opposition, this is actually
in their direct backyard, it's not really an
objective opposition, it's a very personal and
sort of a conflicted opposition.

But I would also add to that that
there's probably 17,000 other residents of
Hinsdale where this is not in their backyard,
that had they become aware of these proceedings
would certainly also support having a preserved
Zook home in the community.

So with that, [ just want to thank
the Parkers and the board here for all the time
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Five years ago we moved to 329
South Courty Line Road, so we are about a half a
block from zhe Parkers. Have long admired the
Zook home there and were very happy when they
moved in. OJur kids are classmates. We are
parishioners at St. Isaac and we want to see
that home areserved.

We did everything we could do at
132 East Fi'th with the drainage and all the
codes. It vworked out just fine. The home was
sold. It's still standing. And I think it's a
testament to preserving some of the history of
Hinsdale. That's why we moved out here and
that's why weintend to stay. So I urge you to
grant the variance and keep that home and keep
it with the Parkers. Thank you.

MR. BAGULL: My name is Jeff Bagull,

505 The Lane, Hinsdale.

So like you, Mr. Chairman, we moved
out here bezause we like the look and the feel
of the town TIthink many who are here agree
with the idea of preserving thase older homes.
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You have owners who are willing to sign the
dotted line while keeping the Zook home intact.
My understanding is there's very few Zook homes
actually still left in the neighborhood. We

76
MR, COFFEY: My name is John Coffey,

316 East First Street.
I have nothing new to add other

than ditto zo what everybody else has said. I
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have the ability to save one of these houses.

The lot fits the neighborhood, the house fits

the iot. It just seems like it all kind of

winds up in a way to preserve the house instead

of having somebody come in and demolish it. I

think you should grant the variance. Thank you.
MR. MALINOWSKI: Hi. Michael

Malinowski, 635 East Sixth.

I would just like to add that I
have been a longtime resident of the town. Very
fond of Zook homes. [ want to applaud and
support the Parkers in the preservation of this
home,

I think we moved here many, many
years ago, and many people will attest that many
of the characteristics that brought us to the
town was the mix of this wonderful old historic

architecture as well as these wonderful new
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know the Farkers well. They are good people and
I hope yoL guys look at it the same way I do.
Thank you

MR. HOLMES: Hello. My name is Kevin
Holmes. Iand my wife reside at 425 Woodside,
which has seen mentioned earlier today.

! would just like to quickly speak
on some o* what the applicant spoke to on my
house. First of all, I didn't build the house;
we moved -to an existing house that was buitt.

_ The applicant got the square
footage quate from the MLS listing, which as we
probably al xnow, can sometimes not be so
truthful. S> the square footage that he quoted
was 8,000 some square feet that included
finished basement and the attic. So it's not
quite that tig. It's a big house but it's more
like 6,000 square feet. So I just wanted to
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75
homes that they are currently building. And
people who refer to Harold Zook as being the
Frank Lloyd Wright of Hinsdale. So I think the
community should consider doing everything it
could possibly do to maintain that home and
obviously give the Parkers the home that they
love so much.

MS. KUCHIPUDI: Hi. My name is Deepa
Kuchipudi. I live over at 212 Eastern in
Clarendon Hills.

I'm the Parkers residential real
estate attorney who's handling this transaction
for them and T wanted you to know that we do
have a contract that is in full force and
effect, binding, valid and all the contingencies
have been met. Only thing outstanding is this
variance to be granted.

MR. MOBERLY: It's contingent on this
variance; right?

MS. KUCHIPUDI: Yes. Once it's
granted, then we can move forward with the

closing.
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77
clear that u> too.

And I also wanted to just touch
real quick ¢n --

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Were you referring to
your house”

MR HOLMES: Correct, the 425 Woodside
house which ~as mentioned.

First of all, I'd like to thank the
board. 1krax it's a long night and I feel as
if we have teen a little bit hijacked and I just
want to maxe sure that we have our voice in this
situation toc.

“nere's been a lot of discussion
about the h szorical significance of the Zook
home. My vife and I do not disagree with that.
We would fcve to also preserve that Zook home
too.

Tne village has correctly made it a
priority to conserve old historic homes and the
way they dc th:s is in the form of historical
preservatior designation and in tax relief for

anybody wk: w ould like to purchase a Zook home
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or historical home. Itisn't in the -- it
shouldn't be in granting variance requests.

So I know it's been a long night
and I know that you guys are tired. We are

80
During that time, my wife and I had
sort of gotten into a discussion about whether
to have a third kid or not. I was perfectly
happy with our two and was voting to not have a
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tired too, but this is an emotional situation
for us as well. We are the property directly to
the west of the proposed lot. And so I just
want to make sure that we at least have an
opportunity to speak.

MR. MOBERLY: Are you speaking for the
whole opposition? We take your position very,
very seriously. So take your time and say what
you need to say. Because we do take that very,
very serious. I'm assuming you might be the
only one here because it's a long night and
whatnot, so just take your time, make the points
you need to make.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: There will be
others.

MR. MOBERLY: Okay, sir.

MR. HOLMES: So just to give you a
little bit of background on me. Once again, I'm
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third kid.
MR.MOBERLY: This is being recorded,

sir, just s¢ you know.

MR. HOLMES: My wife was in favor of
having a third kid. So needless to say, when we
had our third kid, we decided that we needed a
little more space and so we started passively
looking arcund. We needed a little more yard
and more space.

We saw online the newly constructed
home at 425 Woodside. We made the mistake of
touring the house and fell in love with it. We
fell in love with the yard, the trees, the
streets, and everything about the house. So we
took a chance and we bought it last May and
moved in shortly thereafter. And up until we
received the note in December that there was
this false dilemma of either we are going to --
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Kevin Holmes, 425 Woodside.

My wife and I moved to Hinsdale
just about a little over five years ago. We had
one kid. We were living in the city, we had one
kid and one on the way, and when we figured' out
-- or when we came to the conclusion that our
condo's walk-in closet wasn't going to serve as
an appropriate nursery, we decided that we
needed a iittie more space.

We didn't have any connection to
Hinsdale. We just came out looking for houses
in several different suburbs and feli in love
with the town, the beautiful homes, the parks,
the downtown area and, of course, the schools.
We just knew that it would be a great place to
raise our children.

We moved into what for us at the
time was a perfect house. It was on Walker Road
in the Lane school district. And like I say, it
was perfect for us at the time. We had great
neighbors, it was a great neighborhood and fit

exactly what we needed.
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either you support separating these two lots and
moving the Zook home over or we are going to
teardown the Zook house.

And so it was at that moment that
we started looking into what our options
actually were. So that's why I want to get into
a little bit ebout the actual standards that
need to be met for the ZBA to approve a variance
request,

Zoning Section 3-101 -- [ know that
we have had a lot of numbers thrown at us the
whole night. 1t specifically says, The single-
family districts provide for a limited range of
housing dersities consistent with the village's
established residential neighborhoods. The R-1
and R-2 districts allow for lower density
residential use and larger lot sizes. The R-3
and R-4 disiricts aflow for somewhat higher
density residential use and smaller lot sizes.

S0 the zoning code specifically
state that the R-1 district's primary focus
should be on preserving lower density
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residential use and larger lot size.
It goes on further in Section 2-102
to say the R-1 district shall be deemed the most

restrictive residential district, If allowed,

84
that additional land to the lot that additional

land a condition of the variance?
MR, McGINNIS: There's certainly no

downside to that. We are belting and
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the new size of the lot on Woodside would be
20,000 square feet, Now that's actually not
totally correct. The new lot that would be
broken out would be 17,000 square feet. They
would have to then rezone 3,000 square feet in
order to fit the Zook house on the lot.

It's a misrepresentation that says
that if you totally separate the two lots as is
that the house will fit there. It will not. It
will not clear the backyard variance, which is
at least 50 feet from the backyard.

Now, Mr, Bousquette owns both of
those, the whole lot, so he could then rezone it
to make it bigger. You are looking at me like
I'm--

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: No. Mr. McGinnis,
could you give us your view on the statement

that was just made?
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suspenderng it. At the end of the day, there's
no permit ssued unless all those butk regs are
met. But certainly you can make that a
condition cf it.

CFAIRMAN NEIMAN: Can someone make a
note of tha:, tnat if and when we vote to grant
the variance, that should be another condition
if we grant it at all.

MF. ALESIA: This is a recommendation.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes, a
recommendation. Absolutely right. Thank you.

MR. HOLMES: And so going back to the
whole idea >f the minimum lot size and your
restrictivenass of the R-1. This is, to my
knowledge, and I have asked Mr. McGinnis several
times, this would be the first variance request
for a lot siz2 reduction in the R-1 district,

the very first. And this is a lot size
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MR. McGINNIS: Sure. If they have
excess property on Fourth Street frontage, they
can deed that over to the Woodside lot. There's
an exception under the plat act they can take
care of that. The rear yard requirement has to
be met. The only way that's met is by deeding
over that excess property from the 444 East
Fourth lot.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: And is that the plan?

MR. PARKER: Yes.

MR. HOLMES: I know it's the plan. It
seems a little bit disingenuous.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Should we make that a
condition of the variance if we were to pass it?

MR. PODLISKA: But they haven't asked
for that variance so they wouldn't be able to do
it.

MR. GILTNER: It's not a variance.

MR. McGINNIS: They don't need a
variance for that,

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: If we were to grant

the variance, shouldn't we make the deeding of
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reduction o’ 33 percent.

So the minimum lot size is 30,000,
they are as«ing for 17 or 20, however you guys
interpret that, but this, I believe, would set a
terrible precedant. And I know that we talked
about variance requests not setting a p'recedent
but they ge: referred to all the time in further
legal standerds.

Even if it doesn't set a precedent
and you gu:s are confident in the fact that you
can decide =acn case on its own individual
merits, it certa:nly will raise the question of
-~ it will cerairly raise more of these coming
before you. I can'timagine that would not be
the case.

MR. MOBERLY: Mr, Holmes, your square
footage of yaur house is misrepresented, so
what's the s.are footage of your lot?

MR. HOLMES: 21,000.

MR. MOBERLY: So you don't have a
30,000 squers foot lot now. It's not your
fault.

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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MR. HOLMES: Well, that's another thing
I question. At some point the village looked at
the lot sizes and therefore looked at the
different zonings and said you know what, we

88
with all of them. The proposed property creates
a unique physical condition. I agree that the
20,000 square foot lot isn't unique to the
block
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want to preserve large lots and right now in all
these different cases, specifically R-1, people
are dividing these lots and we don't want to
have smaller lots, We want to preserve this
area, this one quarter of Hinsdale to say we
want large lot sizes and we want lower
densities. That should be our primary focus in
R-1.

MR. ALESIA: But your lot is 21,000,

MR. HOLMES: It definitely is.

MR. ALESIA: Why can't they have the
same thing?

MR. HOLMES: Well, because it's not an
existing lot. I mean, if the argument is why
shouldn't they have it because you have it?
Well, I have it because I bought it and it was
already -- the situation was already there.

I agree that maybe it doesn't make
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When they talk about the block,
there's actually 4 homes that have Woodside
addresses, mine and 3 others. Now, there are a
total of 9 and 10 if you include
Mr. Bousquette's other home that actually
accesses \Woodside,

[ assume you guys have a copy of my
packet, but the existing lot is here in yellow.
And all these other lots around here are large
lots. There's a 50,000 square foot lot 444,
40,000 square foot lot which Mr. Bousquette
owns, 49,600 on Oak, which is right here right
next to it. (Indicating.)

So there's several large lots in
the immediate vicinity. So while splitting the
fot doesn't necessarily create a unique physical
condition. [ have watched a lot of your past
zoning board meetings, and the existing lot
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sense to have 30,000 square foot lot size
minimum requirement, but you would assume that
the zoning board at some point,lwhoever designed
these, made that a requirement because they
didn't want situations like this to happen where
people are saying, oh, you know what? I have a
very large lot, maybe I can divide it and profit
from splitting this up and having two lots.

MR. ALESIA: What's the problem there?
Why if somebody owns all these lots, why can't
they if it conforms and everything?

MR. HOLMES: Well, because it's against
the code and they need to get a variance
request, ‘

MR. ALESIA: They are seeking a
variance request.

MR. HOLMES: Sure. Going to that they
have to prove the 8 different criteria, right?

MR. ALESIA: Right. Just to skip
ahead, what's your problem -- which of the 8
criteria do you have a problem with?

MR. HOLMES: I actually have a problem
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doesn't have any unique physical limitations.
It's not unigue to the neighborhood at all. The
50,000 square foot lot is not unique to the
block in quastion. There are lots of large lots
there.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Doesn't the existence
of the Zook home, of the structure, render it a
unique physical condition though?

MR. HOLMES: I'm sorry, can you say
that again?

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Sure. Doesn't the --
the unique ghysical condition criteria states
that the subject property is exceptional as
compared to other lots subject to the same
provision by reason of a ‘unique physical
condition, including the presence of an existing
structure whether confoerming or nonconforming.

MR. HOLMES: I'm just saying the
existing house and the existing lot in no way is
a unique physical condition to the neighborhood.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: And I appreciate
that, but we are allowed to take into account,
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the existing structure of the Zook home, in
determining whether or not there's a unique
physical condition. It's not just the land

itself.

92
Not merely a seif-privilege. And I
agree. I cnly say this because it's been
mentionec several times, but I think the only
reason that we are even talking about this is

W N & &S W N -

9
KL
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
-1
21
22

MR. HOLMES: Sure. Okay.

Not self-created. The Zook home
was built on the subject property in 1929. The
applicant purchased the property September of
2013, so that's less than four years ago he
purchased the property.

I watched a lot of the zoning
meetings before and most of those requests that
come to you are from people that have lived in
the house for decades and somehow fell into a
situation where they needed relief because maybe
they didn't do anything when the zoning codes
got more stringent.

MR. CONNELLY: But again, there's no
precedent that's set by the board at any meeting
regardless of how many you view.

MR. HOLMES: Sure. But I would contend
that this is entirely self-created. The
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because its a Zook home.

If approved -- so once again, if
this was approved, it would be largely because
it was a Zcak house. I think by definition this
means it's a special privilege.

Coding and planning purpose. AsI
talked about before, the village comprehensive
plan for the R-1 district, which is less than
one-fourth of the whole area, its sole purpose,
the sole th.ng that I think you guys should be
thinking aktout is for low density and large lot
size. That's what the zoning codes say. That's
what the R-1 district should be focused on.

" CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I'd like to go back
to not merely special privilege for just a
moment.

Part of the criteria, the
description of that criteria is that the alleged
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applicant states that the Zook house has a
unique physical characteristic in that it was
built on an oversize lot, a lot too big for a
home that size. If that is true, wasn't that
the case three-and-a-half years ago when he
purchased this house? And if the basement had
problems flooding, wasn't that the case when he
purchased this house? I mean, he hasn't lived
in this house for very long, nor has hc rented
it for very long. If there is a problem with
this house on this lot, it is solely self-
created. He's only lived there for a short
time, only owned the house for a short time.

A denial of substantial rights.
From what I gather there have been no other
variance requests for a reduction of lot sizes
that have been approved in the R-1 district.
Denial would by no means deprive the applicant
of any right commonly enjoyed by owners of other
lots. Contrary, approval would give the
applicant the right not previously enjoyed by
anyone in the R-1 district.
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hardship or difficulty is not merely in the
ability to make more money from use of the
subject progerty.

From what I understand, if the Zook
house was torn down, the owner could make more
money selling the lot than what he's doing now.

MR. HOLMES: See, I don't -- I disagree
with that, and I can't speak on that because I
think that's such a subjective question where
you would need to actually market both of those
things. It's naver been marketed as one
specific lot. It's never been marketed that
way.

=z bought it three-and-a-half years
ago for $2.2 million. Now he wants to sell it
as two separate lots. And I don't know if in
the contract it talks about what the Parkers are
purchasing :t for, but he's put the other lot up
for $2 million just the north lot. So I don't
know. I'mean, who knows? The market is what
the market :s

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Fair enough.
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MR. HOLMES: Essential character of the
area. I think we talked about that a lot. It
would add to the congestion on Woodside.
As pointed out, there are currently

96

1 correcﬂy placed an emphasis on preserving

2 historical homes and they showed this commitment

3 in the form of tax incentives for people who

4 want to buy and renovate these historic homes
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4 properties with addresses on Woodside but 10
properties that access it via the drive. This
would add another one.

The applicant points out that at
one time the house at 445 Woodside, which was
torn down so that it wouldn't add any new
density, but he failed to point out that that
house was torn down over 20 years ago. So no
one living on that block knows exactly what that
was like or what that extra house did to the
congestion on that street, '

And finally, I'd like to talk about
the no other remedy thing. And this is where I
think it fails the -- the biggest failure. And
I think it's unfortunate.

The applicant has made no attempt
to market the home as is. Someone, I would
think, maybe I'm wrong, but he's never attempted

5 not by splitting the lots and granting the

8 variance requests.
7 So I'd like to close with a few

8 remarks. We request -- or I request that the

9 board adhere to the code and listen to the

wnew 10 concerns of the neighbors, the ones who will be

11 directly affected by the split of this lot and

12 deny this variance request.

13 Like I said, I have watched several
14 of the ZBA meetings in the past and to me it

15 seems like some of the things that you guys

16 focus on, or the two things you guys focus on
17 most are you like to know what the character of
18 the -- how things would change if the character
19 -- or how the character of the neighborhood

. 20 would changeif this would be granted.

21 I believe the Sixth Street one you
22 guys granted the variance request because the
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that. You would think that maybe given an
attempt to do that, someone might come in and
buy the house and renovate it. It would be a
prime example of what the historical society has
put in place for the tax savings when you buy a
house, renovate it and for eight years you get
to keep your tax base of the purchase price or
the assessed value. There has been no attempts
to do that.

He points out in his statement that
the tearing down of the Zook home would be the
unpalpable because of his fondness of the Zook
home. If that is true, why hasn't he ever just
tried to sell the Zook house or landmark it and
sell it the way it is now? Now, I contend that
that would give hifn less money, right? It might
cut his profit down. But that's not what we
should be thinking about here. We should be
thinking about what is right for the neighbors,
what is right for the R-1 district, and what is
right for this situation.

So once again, the village has

97
1 lot size for the two lots was going to be twice
2 as large as any other lot size on that block.
3 That's not the case here,
4 The other thing that you guys
5 focused onis what do the other neighbors around
6 think. AndI can tell you, as Ms. Brickman will
7 discuss, the entire block is not supportive of
8 this. We have 27 names of people specifically
9 in the R-1 district who do not support this.

= 10 And real quick, I know it's been a

11 fong night, butT just want to end this real

12 quick. And this is more directed for the people
13 in the room.

14 This process has been an absolute
156 nightmare faor me, my wife and our family. While
16 I know we ére not alone in having to live

17 through this difficult and emotional situation,

18 I will say that of all the people who have been

19 affected by this, there are only two parties who

= 20 chose to beinvolved: The applicant and the

21 potential buyers,

22 Since being pulled into this, we
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have gotten bad looks. People we thought were
our friends no longer said hello or completely
ignored me, my wife or my children, Somehow we
have become the bad people in this situation.

100
current location.
If the Zook home gets torn down,
you shouldn't blame the ZBA, the Holmes or the
neighbors who are getting this left with, If

[PR]
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So if you are here tonight in the
supporting of the Zook house -- I'mi sorry. If
you are here tonight, I would just like to ask
you what would you do if you were put into our
situation? I just want to give you a quick
timeline.

We made a substantial investment
and purchased the home of our dreams back in May
a year ago. Eight months later we received a
certified letter that stated we had two choices:
To support the lot split and have a home placed
in the backyard of the fot next to you or you
would be responsible for tearing down a historic
home. What would you do?

I met a lot of people living in
Hinsdale but I have yet to meet a passive
go-with-the-flow person who would sit back and
just let this happen to them or their family. I
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the Zook home gets torn down, there is only one
person to blame and that's the person who has
the controf over it: The owner.

Just one quick thing.
Mr. Bousquette seemed to take our letter against
this very parsonally. It wasn't meant to be
personal. [t was simply meant to state our side
of this. Sc for him to drag all that personal
stuff into this, it was never meant to that. If
having an opinion that is against what you think
is wrong and he can't accept it, I don't know
what to say. But I will say that it was not a
personal attack on him.

MR. MOBERLY: I know there's some other
folks here, since you sort of headed up the
petition drive, I want to --

MR. HOLMES: I did not. The petition
drive was headed up by neighbors of the area.
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see neighbors stop talking just because they
didn't like the landscaping choices of the
neighbor. So before you judge or mark us down
as bad people, ask yourself what would you do if
you were put in this situation. )

Our objection has never been about
the Parkers. I'm confident they would be fine
neighbors. As a matter of fact, we were very
excited when we learned of them moving into the
Fourth Street house. We came over with cookies
with our family, introduced our family to them,
and that was before we knew about this petition.
But becoming neighbors with someone shouldn't
have to happen this way. This isn't a
popularity contest and a historical home
shouldn't be used as a pawn in an attempt to
make a profit.

If you are here tonight to support
the Zook home, I say welcome. Please join us in
our attempt to convince the applicant to give an
honest attempt to sell this home and have
someone preserve it and renovate it at its
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MR. MOBERLY: Okay. Can I just ask the

ugly, ugly, ugly elephant in this room that I
think Alexis Braden kind of touched on it is if
we deny this petition, by lunchtime tomorrow a
developer will own that house. Your house is
6,000 square feet. They can put up with no
input from anybody in this room, they need a
building permit, 12,777 square foot, over twice
the size of vsur house.

They can also put up 26,000 square
feet, which is more than my yard and my yard
next doar, of ancillary structures. They could
put up sports courts, six-car garages, the full
Hinsdale package. They are going to almost
clear-cut that lot. I'm not blaming you but
that's the alternative. It's not the cute and
cuddly Zook that's there.

The applicant has been very
transparent that this is an investment. It's
his decision, his timing. He can do what he
wants to do when he feels just like I can do

with my invastment what [ want to do and you can

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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too, sir.
I just really see that being a very
real reality. This could be just a monstrous
house. And I see some of those houses over

104
that the owner wouldn't in fact teardown the
house, that he would still market it the way you
would like o see it marketed, but I'm not sure
that's wha: we are here for. And it seemed like
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there in the Oak school district as us poor

folks call you guys. Some of them are
beautiful. Yours is beautiful. Actually, I

like your house. I like the windows. I think
it's landscaped nicely. Some of those are
clunkers. And you may get a clunker next door
to you that could be very, very, very large.

MR. HOLMES: Well, there's other
alternatives, too, right?

MR. MOBERLY: But he doesn't have to
pursue that. Tornorrow rmorning he can seli this
lot.

MR. HOLMES: Well, if that's the case,
that's what I contend. I don't think you guys
can grant that variation request simbly because
he can do this with his property. He could aiso
deed off a special part of that, maybe allocate
10,000 square feet and approach me. Maybe I'l
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backwards logic to me because from what I
understan¢, everybody agrees that if we deny the
variance, the owner can teardown the house

tomorrow.
MR. HOLMES: He can and that would be

his choice.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Okay. Thank you for
your comments.

MR. HOLMES: Thank you for your tirhe.

MR. MOBERLY: Thank you for your time
and your detail.

MS. BRICKMAN: Hi. I'm Donna Brickman,
439 East Sixth Street. I'll try to keep this
short because I know we are all tired.

I guess one of the things I want to
mention is the petition that was started is just
basically that we are against splitting this lot
and I wanted to give everyone a copy about who
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buy it. Maybe I'll put that sports court up.
There's never been any attempts to do anything
except separate the lots or teardown the house.
He can also control that process a little bit as
owner of the property. He could make
contingents on the buyer. He could do a lot of
different things other than teardown the house
or split the lot and there's never been any
attempt --

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Here's the point. I
personally studiously avoided listening to any
of the planning commission meetings or the
historical preservation meetings because I had
heard that there was something going on and I
didn't want those meetings to color my view.

But the fact remains, while you are
correct that the owner could do those things,
what I have never quite understood to the extent
that I have heard that the historical
preservation commission was against allowing
this, what I never quite understood is if we
deny this variance, we are all taking the bet
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105
signed the petition. There's 20 out of 27
people., They are in yellow on this map, and I
wanted you to see the proximity of where they
are to the lot.

So if we are going to criticize the
people on the petition, if I just focus on the
neighbors on Woodside because it affects the
most, there's 10 houses on Woodside, some of the
jots are on County Line and Woodside or they are
on Oak and Waodside, but if there's 10 houses
and I take 1 house out being the lot in
question, I have 9 residents. I have signatures
from 9 residents who are against this and I
think that, cbviously, we are the most affected,
it's our strezt, Thisis not a street that's
like Fourth Street or Sixth Street where it's a
big, huge, wide street. This is kind of a
little narrow hairpin turn, wooded street.

[ nas one of the ones that
commented. Ithink that 425 Woodside is a big,
vertical housz and you have this big, vertical
Woodside ar4 then you have the Bensons' house
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which is all vertical. I just think it's a lot
of big houses on a very small street and I think
it looks very crowded and consolidated, and I
don't think that moving to southeast Hinsdale

108
room on the lot if they move it to bump out or
make expansions, make a master bedroom, do a
modern kitchen like everybody wants to get more

space. I don't know what's allowed. That's
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that's really what anybody wants and I think
that our opinion matters.

['livein a 1937 Zook house. Our
house was renovated. The previous owner spent
over a million dollars on'it, and I don't‘ see
why we haven't marketed this house, and I would
like some proof was this ever listed in MLS or
why don't we make more effort to find somebody
like the Eck family or like our family, like the
previous family that owned our house.

I can give you four Zook houses
that have been renovated within like a three-
block radius. You have 46 South County Line
Road that's being renovated right now, which is
a Zook house; you have 430 East Third Street,
this is O'Hara's house. They have spent a
million dollars renovating that Zook house. You
have 405 East Seventh Street, which is for sale
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just one of my concerns. You picked up the
house, you move it, it never gets renovated. If
they don't get historical status, someone is
just going 7o tear it down because they are
going to say oh, I don't want an old house and
it's going to be gone. This is just kind of a
delay to the irevitable of a Zook house being
torn down.

{ asked Mr. Bousquette, I said, so
what happens if this gets moved and then the
Parkers sell the house and it gets torn down?
He said, it's not my problem. So my question
how sincere everyone's love is, you know, for
this house, or is it a pawn to make money?

You have a house that he bought in
2013 for $2.2 million. You are selling the
front lot on Fourth for $2 million. You are
giving the kack lot to the Parkers for about a
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again, but that person spent over a million
dollars renovating that Zook house, it's on a
large lot. You have our house who previous
owners spent over a million dollars renovating
it.

I think once these homes are
renovated, then there's no chance of them being
torn down because they are up to speed and they
are what people want. Old houses aren't selling
anymore and people just want new houses and they
want new renovations.

One of my concerns is, obviously, I
want to save the Zook house. I live in a Zook
house; I'm passionate about Zook houses. But
what I'm concerned about is okay, if you pick up
the house, you turn it around, you put it on
this ot on Woodside, is there room on that
house to ever expand or do any renovations on
the lot? Because the fast time, which I looked
up in the city records, this house was renovated
in the 1990s so it's due for renovation. We are

hearing that it has foundation issues. Is there
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million dollars. That looks like a big profit
to me, and { think this should be a concern,

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Let me ask a question
of the owner. Would the Parkers be willing as
an additional condition of a variance to seek
the historical status that would prevent any of
those things from happening?

MS. PARKER: Yes.

MR. PARKER: Yes.

MR. CONNELLY: I think they already
testified that they would do that.

MR. GILTNER: That's the landmark
status?

MR. CONNELLY: VYes.

MR. GILTNER: Just to clarify, what
does that prevent them from doing?

MR. PARKER: We are not that far into
the process, but I believe it guarantees that we
are going to preserve it in its condition. The
one thing that vie would ask if we go down that
road is just that we have time to execute the
physical relozaton and that it's not a landmark
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house as we move in.
MR. BOUSQUETTE: A landmark status
house in the village you can't tear it down and
the historic preservation commission can prevent

112
to say, bu: : want to keep this short.
| guess Kris Parker stated no one
wants this vwhole lot. Once again, I don't
believe they had a chance to sell it as one lot.
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that. So they can say no and you can't tear it
down.

MR. GILTNER: So it has to go before a
board before an owner can make that decision?

MR. BOUSQUETTE: Once you landmark it,
you can't tear it down.

MR. GILTNER: How many houses in
Hinsdale have that landmark status?

MR. McGINNIS: You may have a better
handle on that than I. 15, maybe.

MR. BOUSQUETTE: Yes. I was going to
say somewhere between 12 and 24.

MR. GILTNER: Okay.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Please, continue.
Thank you.

MS. BRICKMAN: You know, there was a
comment made about people signed the petition
having small lots. Well, we signed the
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I know thzt Mr. Bousquette has made no effort to
sell it as o1e Iot.

I actually mentioned to him that I
had sometody who renovated the house next door
to me to tre west and that they would be
interested .r doing the Zook house. The person
wanted to -enovate it, said they couldn't get to ,
the right p-ice because he was asking for too
much monzy when he spoke to somebody.

And there was another person that I
emailed him about. He was a very reputable
person whe was mentioned in Crane's as wanting
to renovate S2 to 4 million homes who has very
strong financial backing and I'm sure if
Mr. Bousquatte talked to this person, he would
take on this project.

So I feel like there are people out
there that | kz old homes and that have the
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petition. We have a lot that's about 40,000
square feet, our taxes are $46,000. There's
this big lot on Oak and Woodside that's an acre.
She signed the petition. The other two lots on
Oak and Woodside across the street from that,
across from it and that's a good 200 by 200 lot.
The old Biggert house that's been referred to
that the Ecks have purchased is the same size as
the lot in question. You know, that sat on the
market for a while and you found the Ecks that
bought it and are doing this major renovation to
it.

I think these older houses thay are
not going to go for top dollar because they have
to go for a lower price because someone has to
put a million dollars plus into it to bring it
up to speed, to preserve it, to make it current
with what people want if it's ever going to sell
again and if it's going to stick around.

I'm just concerned that I think
this thing is for profit and I don't think
anyone is really addressing that. I have more
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113
financial wtereabouts to make these kind of
improvements. Are they maybe more of a dime a
dozen, yes. 8ut they are out there if you make
the effort o~ you are talking to people and
spreading the word the right way. This has
never been mentioned to anybody. I have never
been able to find it on a MLS anywhere.

['just want to say I hope you guys
think this throvgh. I guess I'm concerned that
we are beinj knd of bullied into do this or we
are going tc t2ar the house down. Idon't
understand ~hy he would be allowed to teardown
an old Zook ho.se, I mean, is there any sort of
protection oser old houses? Why ali of a sudden
is it just thic or tier it down? Why is this
the only opton>

MR. McGINNIS: There are no protections
in place unless the house is locally landmarked
or part of tha national registry.

CHATRNAN NEIMAN: And that is the
predicament tnat we are in in trying to preserve
old homes tr =t ultimately the person who buys an

27 of 50 sheets

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779



114
older home can tear it down, That's one of the
problems with southeast Hinsdale, in my view, as
it is. Too many nice, old homes weren't

preserved.

- 116
moved back here in 2004, T was frustrating
Donna, my wife, because I said I wasn't going to
live in a teardown home. I only wanted to live

in a home that was original. And at the time,
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And so the answer to your question
is no, there's nothing that prevents it and
southeast Hinsdale is a testament to that fact.

UNIDENTIFIED PERSON: He could landmark
the house right now,

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes, he could. You
are quite right.

MS. BRICKMAN: I want you guys to think
long and hard before you make this decision
because there's lots of developers in the area
who are wringing their hands at your decision
and I think this decision is going to pave the
way for other decisions in the future, and [
just ask you to consider that when you are
thinking about it.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Thank you.

MR. BRICKMAN: Hi. My name is Andrew
Brickman. I actually live with her at 439 East
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that significantly reduced our options.

So we started over on 25 East Fifth
with a nice lot and a nice home and it was only
after a few years that we were able to move to
439 and tha Zook home. I give Bill Loose a lot
of credit. He lovingly restored that home. He
also worked with the neighbor to demolish the
house in between them, split the lot to make
sure that it was unbuildable to preserve lot
size.

So as we look at our lot, it's a
combination of two lots. I learned that when I
didn't pay taxes on the additional lot and got a
penaity bifl. so now I'm very careful about
paying both bills.

So we love the area. There were a
lot of homes when we originally moved here we

would have liked to have bought and I never
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Sixth. We have a unique lot. Itis a restored
Zook home.

It's unique in the sense that it's
got a driveway on Sixth and it's got a driveway
that goes through to Woodside. We are within
200 feet of the property in question, so we are,
in fact, neighbors of this property.

Just a little background on me. We
moved to town in 1964. I kﬁow that because when
I was born, we no longer fit in our house in
LaGrange so it was to Hinsdale we came. And in
those days, we had to live in Cook county
because that was more affordable than DuPage
county. I didn't experience it but my parents
spent quite a bit of money stretching for the
house we lived in on 803 McKinley Lane. The
house still stands., They taught us to cherish
that home but they had to cut a lot of corners
to make that work.

I guess this whole thing is rather

disappointing as someone who's been around the

town for a long time. When Donna and I first
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thought of coming to you guys to rezone things
so I could buy those homes, It's probably a
good plan. I think the Parkers may be on to
something. Maybe we just go to the zoning
board, recoadition the lot so we can afford to
cut the taxes and that allows us to buy the
home. ButI don't think that's ‘technically the
way it works.

Tthink this has become very
personal. Friends are being asked to take
sides. Ithirkit's been particularly hard on
our neighbors and I feel for them. I know no
one on our block is supportive of this to a
person. The silver lining in this cloud is that
it's kind of gotten us all together as
neighbors. e have all spent a lot of time
together and we have gotten to know each other
better. So tnatis good news. ‘

[ think the Zook thing here, I live
in a Zook house, I like Zook. I think it's a

bit of a smokescreen. This is about dollars

plain and simple, Matt is trying to maximize

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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his return. Igetit. Self-interest is a part
of life. And self-interest isn't a bad thing.
But the reasons committees like this exist is to
protect against self-interest. It's to create

120
lot from Matt. Maybe they can all come in
together, Maybe you can get your friends to

help you,
MR. MOBERLY: Let's stop the personal.
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that balance that we need. So I think that
is -- I think that is a pretty important thing.

I am pretty confident he never did
try to sell this home as a full lot. As a
matter of fact, I think he tried to sell it as a
half lot and figured out that wasn't allowed and
destroyed all the records of that.

I'm not sure that legalese and
lawyers and threats is the way that Hinsdale was
when I grew up init. I'm not sure it's the way
we want it to be. I'd like to see this home
restored. Jay Eck and I grew up together in
Hinsdale. Jay bought the Biggert home. Matt is
correct that he is doing a very large renovation
of that home. Very large. But that home will
sustain. And that's a historical home. So I
give him credit for investing in it and doing
the right thing by that. And as my wife pointed
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Let me ask you a direct question, sir. We
roughed up the applicant pretty good. So I need
to ask you this question and don't take that as
disrespect or taking a side or the other.

MR. BRICKMAN: That's fine.

MR. MOBERLY: I drive around --
actually, the Monroe district everything has
been torn down and rebuilt. I drive around your
neighborheod. I see these monstrous three-and-
a-half-story brick and stone houses. How do you
guys feel about that? That's the reality here.
You say Hinsdale's changed. It's changing as we
speak.

MR. 8RICKMAN: I abhor it. And what I
see now is we are going to create density by
doing this. Iguarantee it. We are going to
create density by doing this. And if he sells
that lot for 52 million, let's not assume that
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out, there's a lot of people that have done the
right thing by Zook homes. So playing the Zook
card just to squeeze more money out of this, I
think that's Matt's game.

We have all fallen in love with
something that's out of reach and I can totally
understand why the Parkers have fallen in love
with something that's a little out of reach and
why they want to recondition it so that it is
within reach, I get it. I understand that. But
at times you have to make hard decisions and
hard choices and I don't know that we should
restructure the whole lot and our zoning just so
they can get the house of their dreams. Maybe
they have to find a new house. Sorry.

There are solutions to this. Matt
could landmark the Zook house, okay? Save the
Zook house that way. Doesn't maximize his
dollars, I understand that.

There's a lot of friendship and
support for the Parkers. I think that's great.

Maybe they can help them finance purchasing the
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they are geing to put some small house on it.

MR. MOBERLY: 12,7777 square feet, not
a foot less, 35 feet tall. I promise you.

MR. BRICKMAN: If he sells that lot,
there's going to be two big homes on these lots.
' CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I want to address a
larger issue here. This is a microcosm of the
problems that we have nationally and the idea
that both sides are apparently engaging in
name-calling rather than trying to hear each
other's views, we can't make a ruling on that.
We can't force good behavior. We can't force
people to be good neighbors even if they
disagree on issues, but we shouldn't encourage
it. So I'encourage both sides to stop with the
name-calling. If you would like to address the
criteria for @ variance which is before us, and
it's been before us now for some time, I'd
appreciate «, otherwise sit down.

MR. BRICKMAN: I will do it. I will do
it. I'd like to close,

To your point, Robert, there is
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more at stake here than just this lot. And I
think the consideration that we have to think
through is what kind of precedence this sets, to
your point, Gary, and that is what I'm concerned

124
variance raquest. So we are very interested in
the feedback of the neighbors who oppose it,
right. And there's no criticism of the
neighbors. There's very much an open listening
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about, not just the Zook home. I'd love to see
the Zook home refurbished. I'd love to see it
landmarked. I'd love to see done what a number
of people have done with Zook homes. I think it
would be great.

But I'm moie worried about how they
start carving up these lots even more and
creating more mc-mansions because that is not
what we want in Hinsdale. I don't think it's
good for real estate values in general. I don't
think it's good for the town. I don't think
it's good in general.

But I do think there's a lot of
ways to solve this problem. If Matt cares about
the Zook status, maybe he can help them get
there. I'm just trying to find a way to help
them keep their house without destroying the
integrity of that property.
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from our side in terms of what your concerns are
because someone is seeking an exception and so
I'll just leave it at that. '

MR. BRICKMAN: Well, yes. [ mean, I
bear no malice to the Parkers. They got putin
the situation. They did. They got put in the
situation. They were put in the middle. But!
think there's ways to save that house without
doing whai we have done. And thank you.

MS, HOLMES: My name is Joy Holmes. I
reside at 425 Woodside. I have that Morton
Arboretum view, the picture that was shown. I
still have that view. It's beautiful.

As Kevin stated, we lived there a
short time. We love the area, but I have
concerns rzgarding subdividing the lot of 444
East Fourth Street and the lot size variance
request as it does not meet the R-1 standards.
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CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: The problem is we
have -- there's a variance request before us.
There are criteria that have to be met. What
you would like to see the owner do with the
property is not before us.

MR. BRICKMAN: Correct.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: So address the
criteria or let's get on with it.

MR. MOBERLY: He doesn’t have to
address the criteria.

MR. BRICKMAN: Is that true?

MR. MOBERLY: The burden is on the
applicant and I think other folks have addressed
why it doesn't meet the criteria. If you wanted
to go through why it does not meet the criteria,
but that's not your concern.

MR. GILTNER: Let me ask this question.

MR. MOBERLY: Okay. I'm sorry.

MR. GILTNER: Name-calling aside, the
neighbors' views are very important for that
fact. The burden of proof is on the applicant.
So you are not the one that decides to do a
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Main concerns of what it will cause
to Woodside as everyone else has stated.
Currently, there's not a continuous sidewalk
down the street. The street floods when you
make that {ittle hairpin turn that Donna was
talking about in the winter, you slide across
the street.

Another concern massive
constiuction. 1don't know what picking up a
house and rurning it around and moving it
entails. What sort of access will I have to the
street? Concerns of the precedent that it's
going to sex for R-1 district.

i it's passed how many other lots
are going to be subdivided or requested to be
subdivided and how does this affect our
community, especially R-1.

But my largest concern with this
request is what I may have to teach and explain
to my children. As a mother, I try every day to
teach our core values: Respect, kindness and
honesty. Trying to teach ethics to have them
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make good choices, teaching them that every
action has an affect not only on you but on
others as well, trying to teach them not to be
greedy or selfish, to think of others, to listen

128
that was bilt almost 90 years ago and to my
knowledge, as many others have said, the sale of
the full lot has not been attempted. But
there's a value in the R-1 district in
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first, to respect the rules that are in place.

Ethics are moral principles that
govern a person's behavior. There are two
aspects to ethics. First, the ability to
discern right from wrong; second is the
commitment to do what is good, right and proper.
I know I'm losing some of you. Sorry.

MR. MOBERLY: No. We are old.

MS. HOLMES: So my 6-year old son is
asking valid questions on a daily basis. So
when he's faced with a decision, the questions
we are trying to teach him to ask are is it
right, is it fair and is it honest?

[ believe the most important job I
have as a mother is to lay the foundation for my
children to become good citizens. In today's
world it's becoming harder and harder.

Actually, I like to believe, as many other
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preserving this area with big, beautiful lots
and big, bzautiful homes on them.

JOne of my favorite stretches to
walk dowr is Fourth Street. I walk every day to
drop my caiidren off at Covenant preschool.
lhose hormres are set back off the sidewalk., They
are massive, Deautiful homes with massive yards.
There is nctning more beautiful when driving
around Hirsdale to see something similar to
that. So when reviewing the request, I
sincerely hape the board considers the
geographic area of R-1, the ethical values and
the overall impact this could have on the
village of Finsdale.

[ would ask the zoning board the
same ques:ions that I ask my son to make or
think about when he's making a decision: Is it
right, is it fairand is it honest? Thank you.
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people say, it takes a village.

I will say this whole situation has
been very difficult for me. Public speaking and
selling to others is not a strong quality of
mine, however, in order to be a good teacher to
my children, I believe I must stand up for what
I feel is right.

So over the last few weeks I have
gonc out of my comfort zene, talked to people in
the neighborhood in the R-1 area and asked their
opinion. To my surprise, many people were
unaware of the full request. Some were only
given part of the information, misleading
information regarding that they are saving a
Zook home and not actually information on the
lot size variance request.

So when we are discussing there's
no other remedy, I have looked beyond the
ultimatum that's been presented before you and
suggest that the zoning board deny the variance
request. I can plead to the applicant, as many
cthers have, to do other things to this home
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DR. HOENIG: Hi. My name is Jeanette
Hoenig. I'm not an architectural major or a
neighbor, Iliva 328 Noith Oak.

Im actually a physician and I'm
just used tc looking at everything black and
white and loking at any disparities or things
that are cleay conflicting. So I have been
listening to the arguments today. I have never
made bad fices at anybody. I'm not emotional
about the azcess to the street or the lot.

Cne thing I wanted to address is
what I hearvas some of the argument is that the
concernis ¢oving from the fact that there is
selfish motisaton. And I think it could be
said for any2ady protecting their home and their
financial sit.zton, but I don't think,
obviously, y5. can base granting a variance on
that.

34t what I do want to point out is
the issue be g raised about setting a
precedent. if you decide to grant the variance,
and T am in support of -- I live on 328 North

31 of 50 sheets

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779



130
Qak, it's an English cottage. It was built in
the '90s but it's made-to look very old so we
kind of like that old house feel and I love
those people that are trying to save old homes.

132

district, ard they built a pool house right up
against my iotline. Idon'tlikeit, I

greatly en;oyed looking at their beautiful
landscaping before they bought it. I don't have
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I know that there were some
comments made about hey, maybe you can get your
friends to help you with some money and things
like that and that's tough. I think we would
love to have more money and be able to do more
things or be able to help our friends but there
can still be a genuine interest in saving a
home.

If you grant the variance and are
afraid that that sets a bad precedent, I think
as you have, Chairman, raised, you can set
certain stipulations that in this particular
case because they are applying for historic
status and it's a special kind of home, that
that is the reason this particular situation was
considered as an exception.

One thing that I find difficult in
listening to all the arguments and hearing

W 00 N O TS W N

1337 3180 1 0

L R

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
8
19
20

2

22

that ability anymore. But I tell my husband we
didn't buy :he view. If we wanted it, we needed
to buy it.

Unfortunately, the Holmes, you have
a lot that your ratio to your lot size of your
house is 1 :¢ 3.6 and Lhe Parkers will be
building or moving, if you allow them to, a
4,000 squa-e foot house on a 20,000 square foot
lot, which is a ratio of 1 to 5. So the
Brickmans should be happy about that. They will
not be gett:ng anather huge house on a small lot
in their neighborhood,

I will keep it short. That was my
main gist o’ what I needed to say. I feel that
my house is definitely fine in my neighborhood.
It's one of th2 smaller homes on a smaller lot.
Everybody 125 been great to me. I think it
would be a :-ue shame in all of this to lose a
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things about ethics and as a mother and
listening to right and wrong, I think, okay,
what would I think myself objectively? And to
hear somebody saying in opposing something when
they, themselves, have a larger house on a
similar size yard is a discrepancy to me. That
really comes out.

And I think that I just wanted to
point a few of these things out as somehaody in
the crowd listening. Obviously I'm here in
support of the Parkers, but I just wanted to
address those few issues. Thank you,

MS. FERGUSON: Hi. My name is Jennifer
Ferguson. I live at 821 South Elm Street in one
of the R-1 district homes that is-on a lot that
is not 30,000 square feet,

I don't feel that my home has
denigrated the neighborhood in any way. I don't
feel that my neighbors had a problem with that.
I, too, had an arboretum view when I moved into
my lot but it now belongs to the Kostelnys,

which is one of the largest lots in the R-1
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home that is 'n fact enhancing the character of
this district 5v not permitting building on a
lot that's sir-ilar in size to most of the R-1
district. Tha-k you.

MR. BOUSQUETTE: I would like to make
one closing comment. I do not believe there's
an individugl n the village of Hinsdale who has
spent more zime and more money trying to save
this house t1an me. | have spent months chasing
from commiz:ze to committee, forum to forum,
notes to notzs T have submitted all kinds of
documents. Ivetted ail kinds of neighbors. I
want to save this house too. I have spent tens
of thousand: of dollars,

‘\hat people don't understand, the
filing fees to snow up for this meeting were
$1,800. Thets before hiring a lawyer. That's
before anytti-g else. So I have carry costs
every montk. I'm spending a fortune trying to
save this hosse and I just need people to
understand “hat nobody has tried harder but

there's a rez :v out there, too.
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At the end of the day, it's bad for
my family to keep spending $10,000 a month to
try and save the Zook home when I have half the
town fighting with me to try and not do it. At

136
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some point you look in the mirror and say, are
you insane? And so I'm here but I'm -- call me
Ebenezer Scrooge. I can't keep affording to
lose money to try and save a house that
everybody seems to want to save but just not in
their backyard.

Thank you very much. Have a good
evening. Thank you very much for your time. I
appreciate it. I know it's frustrating for you.
I know it's a little crazy but we waited months
to come see you. We really have. Months, We
have come every month for months and we really
would like to place this forward. Honestly, you
don't even get to make the decision. We still
have many more meetings to go to if we are able
to even save this house. So to suggest that I'm
revving the bulldozers because I'm some mean,
horrible guy who wants to destroy the house is
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Shorthand Reporter, Notary Public in and for the
County DuPage, State of Illinois, do hereby
certify that previous to the commencement of the
examination and testimony of the various
witnesses herein, they were duly sworn by me to
testify the truth in relation to the matters
pertaining hereto; that the testimony given by
said witnesses was reduced to writing by means’
of shorthand and thereafter transcribed into
typewritten form; and that the foregoing is a
true, correct and complete transcript of my
shorthand notes so taken aforesaid.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I have
hereunto set my hand and affixed my notarial
seal this 27th day of June, A.D. 2017,

KATHLEEN W. BONO,
C.S.R. No. 84-1423
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crazy. Thank you. Have a good evening.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Is there a motion to
close the public hearing on --
MR. GILTNER: So moved.
MR. ALESIA: Second.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: V-04-17?
Roll call, please?
MS. BRUTON: Member Connelly?
MR. CONNELLY: Avye.
MS. BRUTON: Member Moberly?
MR. MOBERLY: Yes.
MS. BRUTON: Member Giltner?
MR. GILTNER: Yes.
MS. BRUTON: Member Alesia?
MR. ALESIA: Yes.
MS. BRUTON: Member Podliska?
MR. PODLISKA: Yes.
MS. BRUTON: Chairman Neiman?
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes.
(WHICH, were all of the proceedings
had, evidence offered or received
in the above entitled cause.)
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )

) ss:
COUNTY OF DU PAGE )

DISCUSSIONS OF THE HINSDALE
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

In the Matter of:

435 Woodside,
Case No. V-04-=17.

REPORT OF DISCUSSIONS had of the
above-entitled matter before the Hinsdale Zoning
Board of Appeals, at 19 East Chicago Avenue,

Hinsdale, Illinois, on June 21, 2017, at the

hour of 6:30 p.m.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:
MR. ROBERT NEIMAN, Chairman;
MR. MARC C. CONNELLY, Member;
MR. KEITH GILTNER, Member;
MR. JOHN F. PODLISKA, Member;
MR. JOSEPH ALESIA, Member; and

MR. GARY MOBERLY, Member.
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ALSO PRESENT:

MS. CHRISTINE BRUTON, Deputy Village
Clerk;

house and the size of lot.

I don't think this has been self-
created by the applicant. This property has
been in this condition for a long, long time.

MRTROBBMcGINNIS; Director of
Community Development;

MR. MICHAEL MARRS, Village Attorney.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Who wants to begin
with the discussion? '
MR. MOBERLY: There's good and decent
people on both sides of this and from somebody
in the Monroe district, I can see this a little
more clearer without as much emotion,

Your people's motives are pure that
want to maintain the 50,000 square foot lot.
These people's motives are pure that want to
save the Zook house. So just go have a beer
with each other and chill out for a while.

That's my general comment.

I really believe there's good
people in this village and I'd just like to see
this room come together somehow. But I'll let
somebody smarter than me start the discussion,
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They didn't create this situation. The
situation [ mean is the small architecturally
significant house and the very large size lot.

v It would deny these homeowners and
these owners of this property the opportunity to
preserve a unique home. That's, [ think, what
needs to be addressed here in terms of assuring
that they are not denied a substantial right.

This is not a special privilegé
because I'm looking at one of the handouts here
and I'm looking at the properties just to the
north on Fourth Street and looking at all of
those small lots and it was included in the
materials that even now that this house is going
to be substantially smaller than others in the
area and the lot itself is still going to be,
the ratio as was pointed out by one of the
speakers, 1 to 5 between the size of the house
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3
the legal discussion.
CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: That's you, John.
MR. PODLISKA: Looking at the criteria,
first of all, with respect to unique physical
condition, I think we have to look at the lot
size and the house itself and the architectural
significance of that house. That's the unique
combination that we have to deal with here, and
[ think they meet the criteria showing a unique
physical condition because we have both the
architectural building that I think one thing
that everybody is agreeable to here I think is
that everybody is making the best effort we can
to make sure that that house doesn't get torn
down and it continues to exist.
And unfortunately for that house,
it's sitting on this large lot and, therefore,
it puts an economic conflict in play with
respect to how to deal with that problem and so
I think criterion has been met as to unique
physical condition because of the relationship
between the nature of the house, the size of the
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and the size of the lot that it's going to be
placed on.

And certainly when it comes to a
question of being in harmony with the
neighborhood, once again, it's going to be the
smallest house on the second largest lot. So I
think it continues to be in harmony. Not only
is it in harmony, it essentially -- the Zook
house, in some sense, defines this neighborhood.

And in that sense it meets the next
criteria, promotes the essential character of
the area. We had a lot of discussion about that
there's no other means to achieve the end here,
but we need to take a look at the complete
wording of that requirement. It isn't just when
we say there's no other remedy. That's not
simply a challenge to say well, can we come up
with some other way to deal with this. Because
all of that has to be conditioned upon the last
clause in that requirement.

It has to be there aren’t any other
means sufficient to permit a reasonable use of a

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779
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property. And I think that by once we look at
the complexity of that requirement, we can see
that these other proposed solutions do not meet
that part of it. They are not sufficient to

it's great.
MR. MOBERLY: Concur.
MR. GILTNER: I would agree with John.

I think the hardship centers on this
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permit a reasonable use of the property because
there's a suggestion, for instance, well, just

if you want to preserve the house, preserve the
house, and deal with it as it is on the property
of that magnitude. But that's not a reasonable
way to deal with this property.

This property, as we have heard
people say, it could be soid tomorrow. If we
are looking at what's reasonable here, it isn't
what's aesthetically pleasing to all of us, It
would be what would be reasonable to do with
this property would be to sell the entire piece
of it, and I guess there's some controversy
between how you would maximize the return on
this property. ’

There's a suggestion that dividing
it up is an effort to make money. But it seems
to me that the way you would really maximize
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preservation and we wouldn't approve this
variance if there wasn't a Zook house involved
in this.

[ listened to the comments about
precedence and I don't see a risk in that.

First, this hasn't come up before ever, right?

I mean, that's what we are hearing. This is the
first time it's come up. So that gives you some
indication that there's not a lot of properties
where this can actually be done and just because
we make a decision to allow this for
preservation purposes, does not in any way
indicate how we would rule on something in the
future. So I just wanted to make that point.

And I do agree there should be the
conditions that you mentioned with the landmark
status as a part of this.

MR. ALESIA: John's eloquence, as

W 0 N & B W NN -

warue 10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
s 20
21
22

7
this, if that was the issue, you would sell the
entire piece of property as it now exists and it
would fetch a much higher price because of the
size of the structure that could be put on that
property. So I think we have met here -- the
applicant had met here the last criteria.

Now, I think too, though, that we
should put limits on this and that were
mentioned during the discussion, that the
applicant -- it should be a condition of what we
approve if we approve this variancé, a
recommendation that this variance be approved,
that the applicant be compelled by our
recommendation to seek landmark status for this
Zook house. And that there be additional land
acquired so that that 1 to 5 ratio that we have
been discussing for 20,000 square foot property
is in fact what we end up with.

MR. CONNELLY: I couldn't say it better
than that. I grew up in a Zook house at 405
East Seventh Street, and I just want to commend
the Parkers for what they are doing. I think
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usual, with those two conditions, I would agree.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I think that we had
discussed a third condition, the Zook house
actually would have to be moved. After it's
moved, you would apply for landmark status and
that some additional land would be deeded over
to keep the land ratio.

Are the owners in agreement with
all of those criteria?

MR. PARKER: Yes. Just so you know,
the latter one is already in the contract.

MR. MOBERLY: What happens if the house
falls down during the move? How is that
contemplated once we grant the variance?

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: I think it has to
assume that the house can and will be
successfully moved, survive the move.
Otherwise, everybody will be ringing their
hands, and the neighbors in opposition will have
at least one, maybe two gargantuan homes
destroying their views, and all we can do is
cross our fingers but it's a fair point. No one
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MR. McGINNIS: I have not calculated

1 can predict that and that's beyond our control. q
2 I don't have anything to add. I 2 FAR or building coverage or lot coverage. All
3 suggest that perhaps someone can make a motion 3 we looked at at this point are the -- unless
4 to recommend to the board of trustees that we 4 Dennis has already done a cursory review on it.
5 grant this variance with the three criteria: 5 The only thing we looked at were setbacks.
6 That the Zook house be moved; that the owners 6 MR. PARSONS: We have it on that one
7 apply for landmark status after it's moved and 7 exhibit.
8 that the additional land be deeded over to the 8 MR. McGINNIS: So if this ends up
9 -- what will become the Parkers' lot to maintain 9 getting approved, we can incorporate that
w10 the ratio that was discussed earlier. wnzn 10 number, that FAR number, into your
11 MR. PODLISKA: Because it's a 11 recommendation.
12 recommendation, they are going to be looking to 12 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: That would be
13 our reasons, so we could include for the reasons 13 perfect. Thank you for resolving that.
14 stated and the conditions stated. 14 Is there a motion to recommend
15 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes. And what I 15 approval of the variance to the board of
16 recommend, Chris, rather than my trying to 16 trustees with the three provisions previously
17 repeat all of the reasons as John stated them 17 stated?
18 why we believe that the criteria have been met, 18 MR. PODLISKA: And for the reasons
19 you can type up a recommendation incorporating 19 previously stated.
. 20 those and the remarks of the other board members | sscon 20 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: That too.
21 so that the board of trustees has the 21 MR, PODLISKA: So moved.
22 substantive reasons why we came to this decision 22 MR, CONNELLY: Second.
11 13
1 that would, I hesitate to say, shorten the 1 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Roll call, please?
2 evening, but it would shorten it. 2 MS. BRUTON: Member Connelly?
3 MR. McGINNIS: We will have a 3 MR. CONNELLY: Aye.
4 transcript of the deliberations. 4 MS. BRUTON: Member Moberly?
5 MR. GILTNER: The deeding of the 5 MR, MOBERLY: Yes.
6 additional land was that for frontage or was 6 MS. BRUTON: Member Giltner?
7 that for a ratio? 7 MR. GILTNER: VYes.
8 MR. McGINNIS: No, it's for a required 8 MS. BRUTON: Member Alesia?
9 rear yard. In order to make their 50-foot 9 MR. ALESIA: Yes,
.= 10 required rear yard in the R-1, they have to have 10 MS. BRUTON: Member Podliska?
11 the excess property deeded over from the 444 11 MR. PODLISKA: Yes.
12 East Fourth property. 12 MS. BRUTON: Chairman Neiman?
13 MR. BOUSQUETTE: Robb, it's in the 13 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes.
14 original submittal that you guys have so 14 I'd like to thank everyone for
15 everybody has what would be the final lot size. 16 their input. This was not an easy evening for
16 The proposed plat is included in the 16 any of us and all I can do is hope that everyone
17 information. 17 understands each other's views and tries harder
18 MR. McGINNIS: It wasn't so much a 18 than you have to not ascribe bad action, bad
19 ratio as it was making sure that those required 18 motivations to each other. It would be very
= 20 yard minimums are met. = 20 easy for us to sit here and say yes, both sides
21 CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Okay. So with 21 could be accused of being mercenary here.
22 that -- 22 It's also easy for us to sit here
4 of 8 sheets
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and say both sides have entirely pure motives
and are trying to do the right thing for
themselves and their children. But merely
because you disagree with the other side,
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doesn't mean they are evil people.

I recommend that the community take

that to heart. I recommend Congress take it to
heart. I have nothing else to say.

MR. GILTNER: Motion to adjourn.

MR. CONNELLY: Second.

CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Roll call, please?

MS. BRUTON: Member Connelly?

MR. CONNELLY: Aye.

MS. BRUTON: Member Moberly?

MR. MOBERLY: Yes.

MS. BRUTON: Member Giltner?

MR. GILTNER: Yes.

MS. BRUTON: Member Alesia?

MR. ALESIA: Yes.

MS. BRUTON: Member Podliska?

MR. PODLISKA: Yes.

MS. BRUTON: Chairman Neiman?
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Shorthand Reporter, Notary Public in and for the
County DuPage, State of Iflinois, do hereby
certify that previous to the commencement of the
examination and testimony of the various
witnesses herein, they were duly sworn by me to
testify the truth in relation to the matters
pertaining hereto; that the testimony given by
said witnesses was reduced to writing by means
of shorthand and thereafter transcribed into
typewritten form; and that the foregoing is a
true, correct and complete transcript of my
shorthand notes so taken aforesaid.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF I have
hereunto set my hand and affixed my notarial
seal this 28th day of June, A.D. 2017.

KATHLEEN W. BONO,
C.S.R. No. 84-1423
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CHAIRMAN NEIMAN: Yes.
(WHICH, were all of the
discussions had in the
above entitled cause.)

5 of 8 sheets

KATHLEEN W. BONO, CSR 630-834-7779




Zoning Calendar No.

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

APPLICATION FOR VARIATION

|
COMPLETE APPLICATION CONSISTS OF TEN (10) COPIES
E (All materials to be collated)

FILING FEES: RESIDENTIAL VARIATION $850.00

f
l
|
l
L

NAME OF APPLICANT(S): M pTthew  DousoueTIE

ADDRESS OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 435 (weol 51D &

TELEPHONE NUMBER(S).__ (30 - Yt - 27I5

If Applicant is not property owner, Applicant's relationship to property owner.

DATE OF APPLICATION: 36 \ dol




SECTION I

Please complete the following:

1. Owmer. Name, address, and telephone number of owner:
METINew Bov s@ouEllc 44t ¢ ‘(‘/Ju.-/,-\,“‘}’/'\ AT Hwec%[ﬂ SR YR

2. Trustee Disclosure. In the case of a land trust the name, address, and telephone number of

all trustees and beneficiaries of the trust:

—

3. Applicant. Name, address, and telephone number of applicant, if different from owner, and

applicant's interest in the subject property:

— —

4. Subject Property. Address and legal description of the subject property: (Use separate sheet

for legal description if necessary.) _ {35 iooos ‘Tfl/ 104 ¢ Guatn 9y

EXRVBIT A

5. Consultants. Name and address of each professional consultant advising applicant with
respect to this application:

a. Attorney: _Dec
b. Engineer: Tow  (aeew E ¥R cpo- 345- 3okl
C. Pred it TeeT + Dounis  (ARsow § G3o- 5L7- %135

d. MRUL‘&'"\&. - ‘7@_ ‘\‘CJQ- IZ) A e 7—“ z'qo‘g..q!‘)\‘[
€. Surrie Mieves L Dave De. UD%\,\\‘ Qul- 2137 - 124 L

<



Village Personnel. Name and address of any officer or employee of the Village with an

\D

10.

fu—
pam—y

12.

interest in the Owner, the Applicant, or the Subject Property, and the nature and extent of

that interest:

Neighboring Owners. Submit with this application z list showing the name and address

of each owner of (1) property within 250 lineal feet in all directions from the s

ubject

property; and (2) property located on the same frontage or frontages as the front lot
line or cormer side lot line of the subject property or on a frontage directly vpposite any
such frontage or on a frontage immediately adjoining or across an alley from amy such

fromtage.

gxt by B

After the Village has prepared the legal motice, the applicant/agent must mafl by
certified mail, “return receipt requested” to each property owner/ occupant. The
applicant/agent must then fill out, sign, and notarize the “Certification of Proper

Notice” form, returning that form and all certified mail receipts to the Village.

Survey. Submit with this application a recent survey, certified by a registered land surveyor,

showing existing lot lines and dimensions, as well as all easements, all public and private

)

rights-of-way, and all streets across and adjacent to the Subject Propexty. ExeB A B

Existing Zoning. Submit with this application a description or graphic representation of the
existing zoning classification, use, and development of the Subject Property, and the adjacent

area for at least 250 feet in all directions from the Subject Property.

Exuwel O

Conformity. Submit with this application a statement concerning the conformity or lack of
conformity of the approval being requested to the Village Official Comprehensive Plan and
the Official Map. Where the approval being requested does not conform to the Official
Comprehensive Plan or the Official Map, the statement should set forth the reasons

justifying the approval despite such lack of conformity.

ﬂﬁ\?f)f:r T

Zoning Siandards. Submit with this application a statement specifically addressing the
manner in which it is proposed to satisfy each standard that the Zoning Ordinance establishes
as a condition of, or in connection with, the approval being sought, Exwid iy b

Successive Application. In the case of any application being filed less than two years after
the denial of an application seeking essentially the same relief, submit with this application a

statement as required by Sections 11-501 and 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code.

N l I



SECTION II

When applying for a variation from the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, you must provide the
data and information required above, and in addition, the following:

1.

Title. Evidence of title or other interest you have in the Subject Project, date of acquisition
of such interest, and the specific nature of such interest.

Ordinance Provision. The specific provisions of the Zoning Ordinance from which a
variation is sought:

. . PR g 4""\» . .1(7
Zowgn e Cotes 3-[JoC02 asw  4p-IltD

Variation Sought. The precise variation being sought, the purpose therefor, and the specific
feature or features of the proposed use, construction, or development that require a variation:
(Attach separate sheet if additional space is needed.)

To PeDUCE Toiaw Re gial Ra/[ [m’¥ AACE & ‘gmm
7\"’ 0o Ay ("l‘ ‘l—u o ::," ‘«"' ,' N '2'/l X 'C '\‘ é\ ; '\"f L o (1\ lc(/\ T

{ Lucie Lunp}mujc QX(S\LU\J(, F ook jtowe 13\ HYy ¢
lh\m..q‘"\ a1 e l\ \Ot Re ~‘Peuc\lhb(‘4uﬂ £~ ﬂw [04‘ Ny
P"'k‘/\,é R (aRiAnees u'*c-bhj‘- loe Mf-“'«"j“—‘" it %C”?l ‘[

Minimum Variation. A statement of the minimum variation of the provisions of the Zoning
Ordinance that would be necessary to permit the proposed use, construction, or development:
(Attach separate sheet if additional space is needed.)

14
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Standards for Variation. A statement of the characteristics of Subject Property that prevent
compliance with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance and the specific facts you believe
support the grant of the required variation. In addition to your general explanation, you must
specifically address the following requirements for the grant of a variation:

4



(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(€)

®

UniquePhysical Condition. The Subject Property is exceptional as compared to
other lots subject to the same provision by reason of a unique physical condition,
including presence of an existing use, structure of sign, whether conforming or
nonconforming; irregular or substandard shape or size; exceptional topographical
features; or other extraordinary physical conditions peculiar to and inherent in the
Subject Property that amount to more than a mere inconvenience to the owner and
that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal situation of the current lot
owner.

Not Self-Created. The aforesaid unique physical condition is not the result of any
action or inaction of the owner, or of the owner's predecessors in title and known to
the owner prior to acquisition of the Subject Property, and existed at the time of the
enactment of the provisions from which a variation is sought or was created by
natural forces or was the result of governmental action, other than the adoption of
this Code, for which no compensation was paid.

Denied Substantial Rights. The carrying out of the strict letter of the provision from
which a variation is sought would deprive the owner of the Subject Property of
substantial rights commonly enjoyed by owners of other lots subject to the same
provision.

Not Merely Special Privilege. The alleged hardship or difficulty is not merely the
inability of the owner or occupant to enjoy some special privilege or additional right
not available to owners or occupants of other lots subject to the same provision, nor
merely an inability to make more money from the use of the subject property;
provided, however, that where the standards herein set out exist, the existence of an
economic hardship shall not be a prerequisite to the grant of an autherized variation.

Code and Plan Purposes. The variation would not result in a use or development of
the Subject Property that would not be in harmony with the general and specific
purposes for which this Code and the provision from which a variation is sought
were enacted or the general purpose and intent of the Official Comprehensive Plan.

Essential Character of the Area. The variation would not result in a use or
development of the Subject Property that:

(1)  Would be materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious
to the enjoyment, use development, or value of property of improvements
permitted in the vicinity; or

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

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



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

(5)  Would unduly tax public utilities and facilities in the area; or
(6)  Would endanger the public health or safety.

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

(Attach separate sheet if additional space is needed.)

EYugi U -

SECTION III

In addition to the data and information required pursuant to any application as herein set forth, every
Applicant shall submit such other and additional data, information, or documentation as the Village
Manager or any Board of Commission before which its application is pending may deem necessary
or appropriate to a full and proper consideration and disposition of the particular application.

L. A copy of preliminary architectural and/or surveyor plans showing the floor plans, exterior
elevations, and site plan needs to be submitted with each copy of the zoning petitions for the
improvements.

2. The architect or land surveyor needs to provide zoning information concerning the existing

zoning; for example, building coverage, distance to property lines, and floor area ratio
calculations and data on the plans or supplemental documents for the proposed
improvements.



_ SECTIONIV

1. Application Fee and Escrow. Every application must be accompanied by a non-refundable

' application fee of $250.00 plus an additional $600.00 initial escrow amount. The applicant
must also pay the costs of the court reporter's transcription fees and legal notices for the
variation request. A separate invoice will be sent if these expenses are not covered by the
escrow that was paid with the original application fees.

2. Additional Escrow Requests. Should the Village Manager at any time determine that the
escrow account established in connection with any application is, or is likely to become,
insufficient to pay the actual costs of processing such application, the Village Manager shall
inform the Applicant of that fact and demand an additional deposit in an amount deemed by
him to be sufficient to cover foresceable additional costs. Unless and untii such addiiional
amount is deposited by the Applicant, the Village Manager may direct that processing of the
application shall be suspended or terminated.

3. Establishment of Lien. The owner of the Subject Property, and if different, the Applicant,
are jointly and severally liable for the payment of the application fee. By signing the
applicant, the owner has agreed to pay said fee, and to consent to the filing and foreclosure
of a lien against the Subject Property for the fee plus costs of collection, if the account is not
seftled within 30 days after the mailing of a demand for payment.

SECTION V

The owner states that he/she consents to the filing of this application and that all information
contained herein is true and correct to the best of his/her knowledge.

Name of Owner: a4 5T o/ Devsgue: e

’ ( /’ . /«
s ' ‘.\ N S 0 \\
Signature of Owner: JV%‘M’U C 4 d’w'{\j’(‘"/ %‘T
\

Name of Applicant:

Signature of Applﬁcam:

Date: - jx [5617

3



Exhibit A

Legai Description

435 Woodside/444 E Fourth St

Lots 1,2,3,4,18 and 19, together with that part of the Vacant Street
lying East of and adjoining said Lot 1 measured 28.66 feet on North and
3.07 feet on south, and also that part of the vacated street lying East
and adjoining said lot 19 measured 33.07 on North and 33.66 on South,
in the resubdivision of the South % of the Northeast % and the North
of the North % of the Southeast % of Section 12, Township 8 North
Range 11, East of the third principal meridian in Dupage County Hlinois



DuPageMaps - Parcel Report
User Request Date: Monday, March 6, 2017
Copyright 2017 - The County of Dupage, lllinois

DuPage County IT - GIS Department
421 N. County Farm Rd
Wheaton, IL. 60187

USA
Ph# (630) 407-5000
www.dupageco.org

Bill Name CODE, ANDREW W

Property Apartment

Propeny 'Z P ‘

Property Street Direction E

Prope&y Apartrnent
Property Zip 60521

Bill Name ’ PETERSON TR, ROBT & DEBRA

Property Street Direction

Property Apartment

Property Zip 60521

CHILLO, MICHAEL & J

Bill Name

Property Street Direction

Property Apartment

‘ Property Zip

Page 1 - 3/6/2017 11:21:16 AM




Bill Name v GERAMI|, GERALD & E

Property Street Direction E

Property Apartment

Property Zip 60521

Bill Name " FLAHERTY, MICHAEL & LINDA

Property Street Dtrec'tiu_n'

Property Apartment h

Property Zip ' 60521

Property Street Direction E

Property Apariment '

‘Property Zip 60521

Blit Name NAPLETON, PAUL & K
Property Street Direction
P treet Namie
Property Apartment

Property Zip . 60521

Bill Name DAZE, ERIC & GUYLAINE

Praperty Zip 60521

Page 2 - 3/6/2017 11:21:16 AM




Bill Name CICERQ 7215 & 1ST IL 7224

BEXYUSIT K

Property Street Direction S

Property Apartment

Property Zip 60521

2

'Bi‘il Name

THORSNESS, WILLIAM W TR

.Property Street Direction E

Property Apartment

Property Zip 60521

Bill Name

Property Street Dlre‘ctioh

Property Apartment

Property Zip ~ sos521

Bill Name HALEAS, PETER J

Property Street blfecilon 8

Property Apértment

Property Zip - g0s21

Bill Name

Property Street Direction

Property Apartment ' _

Pro
Property Zip

Page 3 - 3/6/2017 11:21:16 AM




\

Bili Name

'Property Apartinént

PIN

Property Street Direction

Property Zip

Bill Name

Property Street Directi'ori“ o

Property Apartment ’

Property Zip

Blll Name

' Property Street Direction

Property Apartment

Property Zip

Bill Name

Propariy Street' Direction
Property Apartment

Prapenrty Zip

Bill Name

Propenty Street Dlrectlon”

Praperty Apartment

Property Zip

-+091222100!

49
BOUSQUETTE, MATTHEW C

60521

BOUSQUETTE, MATTHEW C

BOUSQUETTE, MATTHEW C

60521

BENSQN DONALD & JOAN

60521

AUERBACH, DARLENE M

g

Page 4 - 3/6/2017 11:21:16 AM




Bill Name HARRISON TR, MARK & G

Property Street Direction )

Property Apartment

Property Zip 60521

Bill Name WRIGHT, SHEILA & PETER TR

Praoperty Street Direction E

.Property Apartment

EP‘roperty Zip 60521

BIll Name BOUSQUETTE, MATTHEW C

Propert& Stréét birecfidn

Pro rtyi_\ nhent

Property Zip 60521

Blll Name REEDY, MARY M

Property Street Direction E

Property Apartment

Praperty Zip 60521

YERLIOGLU, BEN E

Property Zip 60521

Page 5 - 3/6/2017 11:21:16 AM




Arcisis vveb wiap
DuPage Web'Mapping Application - DuPage County, Jiinois

B

DuPage County

Phi# 1(630)407-5000

N . ety This map s for assessment purposes only.
R v Information Technology Departinent/ GIS Division Email gis@dupageco.arg

421 N County Famm Rd. DuPage Maps Portat DuPage Maps Portat

Wheaton, iL 60187 http://dupage. maps.arcgis.com/nome: hitp:// dupage. maps.arcgis.com/ome Copyright BuPage 2016
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Exhilbit

Existing Zomning

Property is zoned R-1 Single Family District

Hinsdale Zoning Code Section 3-101s;

Four (4) zoning districts are provided for single-family residential developrment. The single-family
residential districts blend, in combination with the multiple-family residential districts described in
article IV of this code, to provide a reasonable range of opportunity for the development and
preservation of housing types consistent with the existing residentiai character of the village.

The single-family districts provide for a limited range of housing densities consistent with the village's
established residential neighborhoods. The R-1 and R-2 districts allow for lower density residential
use and large lot sizes. The R-3 and R-4 districts allow for somewhat higher density residential use
and smaller lot sizes.

Taken as a whole, the single-family district regulations are intended to perpetuate the existing high
quality residential character of the village by preserving established neighborhoods and encouraging
new residential development consistent with the overall character of the village. Only service uses
that are compatible with the single-family residential character of each zoning district are allowed in
addition to the permitted residential uses. (1991 Code)



Exhibit E

Conformity

The subject property is : 152.09 X 152.65 X 78.10 X 73.32 X 33.68 X 97.37 ft.
The lot is irregular but the list of dimensions above a‘epr@%m the dimension
string of each piece of the propesed property lines starting at southwest
cerner of the lot and proceeding counter-clockwise all the way around the
proposed lot. The lot area of the proposed [ot is 20,092 scuare feet.

According to Section 3-110-c-1 of the Village Zoning Code, Legal,
Nonconforming Lots of Record shall have a minimum lot area of 30,000sq ft.
for the R-1 District. (It should be noted that in the study commissioned by
the Village less than 9% of lots in the R-1 District meet this requirement).

The current proposed lot consists of two legal lots of record (Lot 18/19) --
both with thelr own tax PINs. The two lots are sq. ft. and sq. .
respectively. They measure 84 x 15x94x116 and 48 x 152x61x135. The plan
would be to combine the two lots and add an additional  sg. ft. from 444 E
Fourth $t. The resultant lot at 443 Woodside (expected address) would be
20,093 sg. ft. The lot would be 9,907 short of The subject property is :
152.09 X 152.65 X 78.10 X 73.32 X 33.68 X 97.37 ft. The lot is irregular but
the required minimum lot size in the R-1 District. The Code grants the Board
of Trustees that Authority, but not the Zoning Board (Section 11-503(E)(1¢c)
only allows for a variance of up to 10%--000sq ft.). However, the Applicant
petitions for the ZBA concurrence prior to proposing to the Board of
Trustees.

The variance requested proposed should be approved for the following

reasons:



1) it will allow for the repositioning and preservation of one of the few

remaining homes in Hinsdale designed by Harold Zook.

2) The proposed lot size of 20,091 sq. ft. would make it the second largest lot
on Woodside and 10% larger than the average lot on the block.

3) The historical street density would not be increased as the adjacent lot
445 Woodside included a two story home which was demolished and will not
be built upon in the future should this request be granted.

4) The Zook home is approximately 41 00 sq. ft. in size and it would make it
the smallest home on the block by approximately 25%.



Exhilbit F

Standard for Variation

The proposed lot would conform in width and depth to the regulations. The street frontage on
Woodside would be over 135 feet. The overall lot would have sg. foot area of 20,092. The current

Lots 18 and 19 facing Woodside are vacant lots of 8,461 sq. ft. and 10,251 sp. ft. respectively. Combined
they wouid have 18,712 sq ft before the additional sq ft from 444 Fourth St. To our knowledge, these
lots have never had an address or a home on them and thus, legal non-conforming lots we simply seek
to make larger to accommodate an existing Zook home. The lot requested is larger than all but one on
the block and is larger than the majority of the homes in the R-1 District.

Unigue Physical Conditions-- The Property was originally subdivided wel: before the current code was
adopted.

Not Self-Created--The unique condition of the lots- 8,461 sq. ft. and 1C,251 sq. ft. (less than 30,000Sq
ft. lot area) existed at the time of the enactment of the provisions fram which this variation is sought.
The Existing Zook home was built in 1929 in its current location on its oversized (53,000 sq. foot lot).

Denied Substantial Rights-- If not granted, the Zook home would not be able to be relocated to the lot
and the owner would not be able to construct a home on the property. This would deprive the owner
from rights enjoyed by every single property owner on the block-- all of wham have simaller lots and
larger homes. There are no conforming lots to the R-1 District on the street( 125 x 150 + 30,000 sq. ft.).

Not Merely Special Privilege--the ability to reposition the Zook home in 2 single family R-1 district most
of the lots are smaller and the homes larger is not a special privilege. The average lot size on the biock
on Woodside is 18,369 sq. The proposed lot at 20,092 sq. ft would be almost 10% larger.

Code and Plan Purposes.—The requested variance is in the general spirit of the code allowing the
construction of Single Family homes in Residential Districts. It would allow the placement of a home
25% smaller in sq. footage than the average of the block on the second iargest lot on the block.



Essential Character of the Area: The granting of the variance would not result in use or development of
the property that:

Would be materially detrimental to the public welfare or enjoyment, or the value of property of
improvements permitted in the area '

Would materially impair the adequate supply of light and air to the properties and improvements in the
vicinity. (It should be noted that the structure would be 50% of the size of the neighbor to the north on
the same sized lot. The neighbor to the south is now—and will remain a vacant parcel after the
demolition of the existing home. Thus there would be no density increase between the two parcels.

Would substantially increase congestion in the public streets due to traffic or parking
Would unduly increase the danger of flood or fire
Would unduly tax public utilities and facilities in the area

Would endanger the public health and safety.

The requested variation would not have a negative impact on any aspect of the questions outlined in {(f)
1-6. The repositioning of the Zook home on Woodside would be: 1) Consistent with the lot size of the
block; 2) Small for the home size on the block; 3 ) Not increase density as 445 Woodside (adjacent lot)
two story home was demolished and will not be rebuilt in this plan; 4) Allows the preservation of a
home many call quintessential Hinsdale .



Bdiit G

This request for a Woodside lot represents an attempt to save an 89 year-old Zook House. The house is
in excellent condition. It was maintained beautifully by all previous ov:ners, most notably, Al and Lila
Self. Mrs. Self was very active in the Hinsdale Preservation society an¢ worked extensively to document
the history of all the Zook homes in the village, not just her own.

t this point, her former residence, and the Parker's currently, faces the potential of demolition. Simply
put, the mortgage and taxes on this property are dramatically inconsistent with a home of this size. To
be clear, someone that can afford the costs associated with the large lo: will undoubtedly want a much
bigger home in return. This will mean tearing down the Zook home in order to build a larger one. This is
unpalatable to the owner because he has a fondness for this Zook house, and because he lives next door
and does not want to see a house built on that lot that would dwarf those around it and dramatically
change the character of the neighborhood.

The current zoning regulations would allow a home of approximately 15,000 sq feet could be built on
Woodside/4™ St. The home would be 3 times the size of the average sq foot home on either Woodside
or Fourth St. For perspective the home under construction at 328 8" St.is on a small lot than the
combined lots of Fourth/Woodside.

If the zoning variance is allowed, it will provide for a lot on Woodside that is still larger than average on
Woodside, where the Zook house can be re-located and preserved, anz where the ratio of yard to home
will actually be superior to those surrounding it. The proposed rezoning also allows the Parkers to
maintain their residence in the home without being forced to move. The proposed rezoning also
improves the look and feel of Woodside. It accomplishes all of these positive things without any
substantial negative repercussions. The proposed rezoning doesn't evan create a very actionable
precedent to be concerned about because the circumstances here are so unique (preserving a Zook
Mouse by creating a smaller-than-conforming lot where the new lot is stil: larger than average for the

neighborhood).

we'll also show that we have the support of the immediate neighbors. the broader neighborhood, the
preservation society, and village at large, and that we've thought of ali fevels of detail even improVing
the overall drainage situation for the residents in this area between Woodside and 4th Street.
Understanding that variances are typically hard to grant, we feel this ona should be anything but difficult
with all we have to gain/preserve as a community and how little we hava to lose, however if there's
anything else you'd like to see before the public hearing, please let usknow. In the meantime, we hope
you will all take the opportunity to stop by and visit the home and proaosed lot.



Christine Bruton '
w

From: Kevin Holmes <kevin_|_holmes@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 1:21 PM

To: Zoning-Board-of Appeals -
Cc: : Robert McGinnis; joy.holmes20@gmail.com
Subject: Case V-04-17 435 Woodside

Attachments: VC-04 - 435 Woodside.docx; ATTO000L.txt

Dear Chairman Neiman and the Zoning Board of Appeals-

Please see the attached document regarding our opposition to the variation request referenced in Case V-04-17 435
Woodside.

Thanks in advance-

Kevin and Joy Holmes
425 Woodside Avenue, Hinsdale



Date: April 18, 2017

To: Robert K. Neiman, Zoning Board of Appeals Chair

Village of Hinsdale Zoning Board of Appeals
Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner

From: Kevin and Joy Holmes, 425 Woodside Avenue, Hinsdale

RE: Case V-04-17 — 435 Woodside

Dear Chairman Neiman and Members of the Board:

We wanted to write the board to address our opposition to the variance request being sought in Case V-
04-17 =435 Woodside.

My name is Kevin Holmes and | reside with my wife, Joy, and our 3 children ages 6, 4 and 1 at 425
Woodside Avenue (so our lot sits directly to the west of this new proposed lot). To give you a little
background, we moved into a newly constructed house in early May, 2016. During our initial walk-
through we fell in love with not only the home, but the neighborhood and areas immediately
surrounding the property. The large lot sizes in the Robins Park Historica! District and the abundant tree
coverage (especially in the back of 444 E. 4™ Street lot) provided a feel that is hard to find in Hinsdale.
The idea of raising our family in this area excited us so we bought the house and moved in. This
excitement changed a short 8 months later when we received the certified letter informing us of the

applicant’s plans.

Our main objecticn to the proposal is that 444 E. 4™ Street is in the R-1 zoning district and according to
the Village of Hinsdale’s Zoning Section 3-101: Purposes “The single-family district provide for a limited
range of housing densities consistent with the village’s established residential neighborhoods. The R-1
and R-2 district allows for lower density residential use and larger lot sizes. The R-3 and R-4 districts
allow for somewhat higher density residential use and smaller lot sizes”. So, the zoning codes
specifically state that the R-1 district’s primary focus should be on preserving lower density residential
use and larger lot sizes. Further, when evaluating special requests, Section 2-102: Interpretation of
district sequence B. “Special Rule” implicitly states that the R-1 District “shall be deemed to be the most
restrictive residential district”. If allowed, the new size of the lot on Woodside Ave would be 20,092 sq
fi. According to Section 3-110: Bulk, Space and Yard Requirements the minimum lot area in the R-1 zone
is 30,000 sq ft. This variance request is proposing the size of the new lot to be 2/3" the minimum which
is required according to the zoning code. This request is by no means a small concession to the zoning
code. Allowing these lots to be split would go against the R-1 District’s primary stated purpose
according to the village’s zoning codes. To my knowledge, there has not been a single request for a
variance related to the lot size in the R-1 zoning district approved in the past 10 years. We don't helieve
a variance request of this magnitude should be the first. Approving this variance request would go
against the Village’s code as well as the clearly stated objective of the R-1 district while also set a

dangerous precedent for future lot size variance requests.



This alone should be reason for the Zoning Board to reject this variation request. However, the
application for variation requires the applicant to provide details explaining what prevents the subject
property from complying with the provisions of the Zoning Qrdinance and specifically-explain the-facts ——————— ———

they believe support the grant of the required variation. We would like to address these in our
opposition and give further justification for the zoning board to reject this request.

Standards for Variation:

(a) Unique Physical Condition.
In the variation request the applicant points out that all the other lots on Woodside are less than the
required 30,000 square feet and that granting this request the new 435 Woodside address would be
the 2™ largest lot on the block. While this is true he fails to point out several of the other lots on the
block and their dimensions (although they don’t have Woodside addresses their driveways are
accessed via Woodside). The home at 419 S. Oak sits on a lot that is 43,000 square feet. The
applicants other house at 447 E. 4™ is also on this block and is roughly 40,000 square feet. So, the
current size of the 444 E. 4™ street lot by no means presents a uhique physical condition to other
properties on the block nor the R-1 district.

(b) Not Self-Created
The Zook home was built on the subject property in 1929. The applicant purchased the property
less than 4 years ago. The applicant contends that the Zook house has a unique physical
characteristic in that it was built on'an “oversized lot” for the size of the house. If that is true it's
hard to believe that the applicant didn’t realize this prior to purchasing the property in late 2013.

(c) Denied Substantial Rights
According to Rob McGinnis there have been no variance requests for a reduction in lot size in the R-

1 district that he is aware of. The denial of this request would by no means deprive the applicant of
any rights commonly enjoyed be owners of other lots subject to the same provisions. Contrary, the

approval of this request would give the applicant a right not enjoyed by any owner in the R-1 district
previously and would set a dangerous precedent for future requests.

(d) Not Merely Special Privilege
The main justification the applicant argues for in this variance request is that the approval would

allow for the preservation of the Zook home. If the variance request were to be approved it would
be due largely because of the existing Zook home on the subjected property. This by definition
would constitute a special privilege not available to other owners in thearea. This is not a request
because of any hardship, it is a variation request in order to maximize financial gain.

(e) Code and Plan Purposes A
The Village’s Comprehensive Plan for the R-1 district is for large lot size and low density. This plan

was set forth to guide the future and long-range goals of the village. This variance request goes
against this stated plan. If the applicant’s argument is that currently 90% of the homes in the R-1
don’t comply with the required 30,000 minimum lot size requirement set out in the zoning code he
should move to have the Comprehensive Plan changed for the R-1 district,




(f) Essential Character of the Area
If approved, this request would adversely affect the enjoyment our family currently experiences.
Further, this variance request would add to the congestion on an already narrow/small street.

Although the applicant states that there was a house at 445 Woodside Avenue he fails to point out

that this house was torn down over 20 years ago. No one who currently lives on Woodside Avenue
would have experienced what the impact on traffic and congestion would have been by having this
additional address. It would also have a negative impact on the look and feel of Woodside Avenue

as it most certainly will require the removal of several mature trees that currently line the back half
of 444 E. 4" street.

(g) No Other Remedy

_In his response, the applicant states, in part, “Simply put, the mortgage and taxes on this property
are dramatically inconsistent with a home of this size. To be clear, someone that can afford the
costs associated with the large lot will undoubtedly want a much bigger home in return. This will
mean tearing down the Zook home in order to build a larger one. This is unpalatable to the owner
because he has a fondness for this Zook house, and because he lives next door and does not want to
see a house built on that lot that would dwarf those around it and dramatically change the character
of the neighborhood.” According to the records, the applicant purchased the current 444" 4™ street
property (the entire area comprised of lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 18, 19) in September 2013. He lived in the
house while his neighboring property was getting renovated and moved out sometime in the spring
of 2016. The MLS history of the current home and lot were never put back on the market to sell “as
is”. There has only been an attempt to sell the lots as 2 separate properties. During the pre-hearing
on March 15, the applicant even stated “| have been at this since May". If the applicant was truly
interested in the preservation of the Zook home and character of the neighborhood as opposed to
the profit we would gain from the lot division wouldn’t he have given an honest attempt to sell the
lot asis? If he were worried about buyer tearing down the Zook house he could have applied for
landmark status to prevent that from ever happening. If the carrying costs of such an action were
detrimental why not start that process while he was still living in the house? He knew he was
eventually going to move out of the house and into his property next door. There are certainly
remedies available other than the sub-division of the lot, they just have not been pursued by the

applicant.

The demalition of the Zook house would be an unfortunate result if the raquest is denied and the
applicant chooses to sell the home to a developer. The preservation of Zook homes is rightly a priority

significant tax advantages to people who buy Zook houses and rehab them to bring them more in line
with today’s standards. This could be a beautiful example of this program which is why it is so
disheartening that the applicant has chosen not to pursue it. The village's incentive program for Zook
home preservation comes in the form of tax relief not by approving lot size variance requests.
Additionally, the approval of this variance request does not ensure the preservation of the Zook house.
Once the lot is divided there is nothing stopping the current or subsequent owners from demolishing the

home and building another home in its place.

The idea of my family (with our small children) and the neighbors living through what will surely be
several years of construction seems like an unnecessary burden. Woodside Avenue is a short/narrow




street with limited sidewalks and is not designed for high traffic. Adding a construction project and
another residence to this small block doesn’t seem fair to the current residence of Woodside Avenue.
Towards this point, please find a list.of our neighbors and fellow residents of the R-1 zoning-district- who

are also adamantly against the proposed variance request (Exhibit 1). This list includes the residence at
455 Woodside Avenue who are the closest neighbors to the east of the proposed new lot.

In closing we'd like to emphasize a final point- last year we moved our family from our home at 532
Walker Road, a home and a neighborhood we very much enjoyed, to the Robins Park Historical District
because we wanted a larger lot and more space. We chose 425 Woodside specifically because we liked
the house and loved having the views from the east side of the house which look out onto the back half
of the neighboring lot. Splitting the 444 E. 4™ Street lot and adding a home directly to our east goes
against the very reason we moved to this area. And, as stated above, goes against the intention of The
Robins Park Historical District’s purpose and codes.

We trust the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Appeals Board will give much thought into what is in the best
interests of my family, our neighbors, the village and The Robins Park Historical District.

Thank you in advance for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely-

Kevin and Joy Holmes
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Date: May 12, 2017

To: Robert K. Neiman, Zoning Board of Appeals Chair

Village-of Hinsdale Zoning Board of Appeals

Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner

From: Kevin and Joy Holmes, 425 Woodside Avenue, Hinsdale
RE: Case V-04-17 — 435 Woodside
Dear Chairman Neiman and Members of the Board:

We wanted to write the board to address our opposition to the variance request being sought in Case V-
04-17 — 435 Woodside.

My name is Kevin Holmes and | reside with my wife, Joy, and our 3 childrenages 6, 4 and 1 at 425
Woodside Avenue (so our ot sits directly to the west of this new proposed lot). To give you a little
background, we moved into a newly constructed house in early May, 2016. During our initial walk-
through we fell in love with not only the home, but the neighborhood and areas immediately
surrounding the property. The large lot sizes in the Robins Park Historical District and the abundant tree
coverage (especially in the back of 444 E. 4" Street lot) provided a feel that is hard to find in Hinsdale.
The idea of raising our family in this area excited us so we bought the house and moved in. This
excitement changed a short 8 months later when we received the certified letter informing us of the

applicant’s plans.

Our main objection to the proposal is that 444 E. 4™ Street is in the R-1 zoning district and according to
the Village of Hinsdale’s Zoning Section 3-101: Purposes “The single-family district provide for a limited
range of housing densities consistent with the village’s established residential neighborhoods. The R-1
and R-2 district allows for lower density residential use and larger lot sizes. The R-3 and R-4 districts
allow for somewhat higher density residential use and smaller lot sizes”. So, the zoning codes
specifically state that the R-1 district’s primary focus should be on preserving lower density residential
use and larger lot sizes. Further, when evaluating special requests, Section 2-102: Interpretation of
district sequence B. “Special Rule” implicitly states that the R-1 District “shall be deemed to be the most
restrictive residential district”. If allowed, the new size of the lot on Woodside Ave would be 20,092
square ft. According to Section 3-110: Bulk, Space and Yard Requirements the minimum lot area in the
R-1 zone is 30,000 square ft. This variance request is proposing the size of the new lot to be 2/3" the
minimum which is required according to the zoning code. This request is by no means a small
concession to the zoning code. Allowing these lots to be split would go against the R-1 District’s primary
stated purpose according to the village's zoning codes. To my knowledge, there has not been a single
request for a variance related to the lot size in the R-1 zoning district approved in the past 10 years. We
don't believe a variance request of this magnitude should be the first. Approving this variance request
would go against the Village’s code as well as the clearly stated objective of the R-1 district while also set

a dangerous precedent for future lot size variance requests.

This alone should be reason for the Zoning Board to reject this variation request. However, the
application for variation requires the applicant to provide details explaining what prevents the subject
property from complying with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance and specifically explain the facts



they believe suppert the grant of the required variation. We would like to address these in our
opposition and give further justification for the zoning board to reject this request.

S — Standards-for-\ariation:

(a)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Unigue Physical Condition.

In the variation request the applicant points out that all the other lots on Woodside are less than the
required 30,000 square feet and that granting this request the new 435 Woodside address would be
the 2™ largest lot on the block. While this is true he fails to point out several of the other lots on the
block and their dimensions (although they don’t have Woodside addresses their driveways are
accessed via Woodside). The home at 419 S. Oak (north/west corner of Oak and Woodside) sits on a
lot that is 49,000 square feet. The home at 511 S. Oak (south/west corner of Oak and Woodside) is
on a lot over 30,000 square feet. The applicants other house at 447 E. 4" is also on this block and is
roughly 40,000 square feet. In fact, there are several lots greater than 40,000 square feet in the
immediate area of the subject property (exhibit 1). All of these homes illustrate that the current size
of the 444 E. 4" street lot by no means presents a unique physical condition to other properties on

the black nor the R-1 district.

Not Self-Created

The Zook home was built on the subject property in 1929. The applicant purchased the property
less than 4 years ago. The applicant contends that the Zook house has a unique physical
characteristic in that it was built on an “oversized lot” for the size of the house. [f that is true it's

hard to believe that the applicant didn’t realize this prior to purchasing the property in late 2013,

Denied Substantial Rights

According to Rob McGinnis there have been no variance requests for a reduction in lot size in the R-
1 district that he is aware of. The denial of this request would by no means deprive the applicant of
any rights commonly enjoyed be owners of other lots subject to the same provisions. Contrary, the

approval of this request would give the applicant a right not enjoyed by any owner in the R-1 district
previously and would set a dangerous precedent for future requests.

Not Merely Special Privilege
The main justification the applicant argues for in this variance request is that the approval would

allow for the preservation of the Zook home. If the variance request were to be approved it would
be due largely because of the existing Zook home on the subjected progerty. This by definition
would constitute a special privilege not available to other owners in the area. The standards for the
variation request specifically states that the hardship or difficulty should not merely be the inability
to make more money from the use of the subjected property. This is not a request because of any
hardship, it is a variation request specifically to maximize financial gain.

Code and Plan Purposes ,
The Village’s Comprehensive Plan for the R-1 district is for large lot size and low density. This plan

was set forth to guide the future and long-range goals of the village. This variance request goes
against this stated plan. The applicant argues that currently 90% of the homes in the R-1 don't
comply with the required 30,000 minimum lot size requirement set forth in the zoning codes and




that should be reason for the hoard to approve the request. Howevear, the composition of the R-1

district has not dramatically changed since the zoning codes were introduced. So one might

assumed when these codes were being written the potential for splitting lots was the veryreason
— — —— ——thecodes required this minimum lot size for a new lot. If the applicant believes this minimum is too

onerous he should move to have the zoning codes and the comprehensive plan changed for the R-1

district.

(f) Essential Character of the Area
If approved, this request would adversely affect the enjoyment our family currently experiences at
our home. Further, this variance request would add to the congesticn on an already narrow/small
street. Although the applicant states that there was a house at 445 Woodside Avenue he fails to
point out that this house was torn down over 20 years ago. No one who currently lives on
Woodside Avenue would have experienced what the impact on traffic and congestion there would
have been with the addition of this additional address. It would also have a negative impact on the
look and feel of Woodside Avenue as it most certainly will require the removal of several mature
trees that currently line the back half and sides of 444 E. 4™ street.

(g) No Other Remedy
In his response, the applicant states, in part, “Simply put, the mortgage and taxes on this property
are dramatically inconsistent with a home of this size. To be clear, someone that can afford the
costs associated with the large lot will undoubtedly want a much bigger home in return. This will
mean tearing down the Zook home in order to build a larger one. This is unpalatable to the owner
because he has a fondness for this Zook house, and because he lives next door and does not want to
see a house built on that lot that would dwarf those around it and dramatically change the character
of the neighborhood.” According to the records, the applicant purchased the current 444" 4™ street
property (the entire area comprised of lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 18, 19) in Sejtember of 2013. He lived in the
house while his neighboring property was getting renovated and moved out sometime in the spring
of 2016. The MLS history of the current home and lot were never put back on the market to sell “as
is”. There has only been an attempt to sell the lots as 2 separate properties. During the pre-hearing
on March 15, the applicant even stated “| have been at this since May”. If the applicant was truly
interested in the preservation of the Zook home and character of the neighborhood as opposed to
the profit he would achieve from the lot division wouldn’t he have given an honest attempt to sell
the lot as is? If he were worried about the buyer tearing down the Zook house he could have
applied for landmark status to prevent that from ever happening. If the carrying costs of such an
action were detrimental why not start that process while he was still living in the house? He knew
he was eventually going to move out of the house and into his property next door. There are
certainly remedies available other than the sub-division of the lot, they just have not been pursued

by the applicant.

The demolition of the Zook house would be an unfortunate should the request be denied and the
applicant choose to sell the home to a developer. The preservation of historic homes is rightly a priority
of the Village of Hinsdale. The village enacted a program to help preserve Zook homes by giving
significant tax advantages to people who purchase historic homes and rehab them to bring them more
in line with today’s standards. There are serval examples of this program being utilized specifically with
other Zook homes- 430 E. 3 St and recently 46 S. County Line Rd to name a couple. This could be



another beautiful example of this program which is why it is so disheartening that the applicant has
chosen not to pursue it. If the applicant truly has a fondness for the Zook house and is interested in
preserving the character of the neighborhood shouldn’t he attempt to sell the home to someone who

~will'take advantage of this program? The village’s incentives for historic home preservation comes in

the form of tax relief not by approving lot size variance requests. Additionally, the approval of this
variance request does not ensure the preservation of the Zook house. Once the lot is divided there is
nothing stopping the current or subsequent owners from demolishing the home and building another
home in its place on this new lot. Not to mention the possibility the historic home gets damaged in the
transition to the proposed lot. -

The idea of my family (with our small children) and the neighbors living through what will surely be
several years of construction seems like an unnecessary burden. Woodside Avenue is a short/narrow
street with limited sidewalks and is not designed for high traffic. Adding a construction project and
another residence to this small block doesn’t seem fair to the current residence of Woodside Avenue.
Towards this point, please find a list of over 20 signatures from our neighbors and fellow residents of the
R-1 zoning district who are also adamantly against the proposed variance request (Exhibit 2). This list
includes the residence at 455 Woodside Avenue (the closest neighbors to the east of the new proposed
lot), the residence at 425 Woodside Avenue (the bordering neighbor to the west of the new proposed
lot) alohg with several of our neighbors on the block.

In closing we’d like to emphasize a final point- last year we moved our family from our home at 532
Walker Road, a home and a neighborhood we very much enjoyed, to the Rohins Park Historical District
because we wanted a larger lot and more space. We chose 425 Woodside specifically because we liked
the house and loved having the views from the east side of the house which look out onto the back half
of the neighboring lot. Splitting the 444 E. 4™ Street lot and adding a home directly to our east goes
against the very reason we moved to this area. And, as stated above, goes against the intention of The
Robins Park Historical District’s purpose and codes.

We are thankful that there is a process required when one wishes to make changes which do not comply
with the village codes. We are also grateful that there is a Zoning Board in charge of hearing and
deciding on these requests. Some of the previous requests the Zoning Board has heard are cases where
the subject property has been under ownership of the applicant or the applicant’s family for many years
(often times before the zoning codes were even introduced). In these cases, there is a hardship created
because the new zoning codes were introduced and without any action from the owner their properties
were now subjected to these new codes. This is not the case in this request. The applicant purchased
the subjected property less than 4 years ago- over 30 years after these codes were introduced. The
applicant seems to be requesting that the Zoning Board approve his request because he owns an old
house on a large lot in the R-1 district. The reality is there are many old homes on large lots in the R-1
district and if this request is approved it will set a terrible precedent which will surely open the door to
many more requests to divide these existing lots. We, along with our neighbors in the R-1 district, hope
the Zoning Board chooses not to establish this precedent and votes against this variance request.

Thank you in advance for your time and attention to this matter.

Sincerely-

Kevin and Joy Holmes



Exhibit 1

444 E. 4th St . 50,000 sq ft

448 E. 4th St '~ 40,000 sq ft

1 4195. Oak St | 49,000 sq ft

323 E. 4th St - 44,000 sq ft

348 E. 3rd St : 49,000 sq ft

425 E.6th St | 44,000 sq ft

329 E. 6th St | 42,000 sq fi




Exhibit 2

'i'h' civ
=l i Zanin

3t (/-0

3

‘:'h=~ 1 nm‘l Disiriot of Hraesls ang 306k |c¢llv ins :\cbbmﬂ Park Historica

L!"'Q@m NARIE

TR

1 Dizrial whicn is 2 ?llmJ orlewsr o arge

ih> Villaze of winsaglz, ssiiion fo minmin ihe currant siaicd
f

o i8S And 12 oragiion or & AW IOI Wwhioh €023 a0l
s racyirsm Nt of 50,300 squaia (ast,

Dl b anin g 4

N T, .
31 e 30

'-i?

P
o€

7 p_:’; O 7 U.:":?f?‘i sl

wv\ll "v: ki
“'noz'm Fees iy

A"’;L?Jﬁﬁ - U5} ',_1

345 2650055 (4P )7

D:)L Df’r "ji' &

7!‘\‘“_::1.,“ ’r £, \u-ﬂf-l al

) u _f_%___ AT

207 . &2~ 1359 .-’47"”.‘) 7

-———

[N \"

(30 LI EGLE] U i\,—-

g,ar:- §3¢ 929 (}AF&" I

(.I -’;il‘,i.’, Spﬂﬂ?’

Ger i= Seitt /7’.,'0‘ 52 LS8 T gl kg ,L(«. L¥ehis

3N E 3L 47 /,,2/-.~7¥f>~14176é. XY\ Paval

N, .
i (\u"\“‘:? Bt ".ﬂ J')

_,.S."lf S ,:'1'\:‘ ﬁl ?Vl‘bw Eo

23 . tE Lf.;: 2

- gzt -§Eed] D H{E .o i

3,

TFLES Foat o S /r* T"LHf,t 3;;1,%!@.

It wnu. rr«w- 13, S. r‘vm.»" S f jo~/-/s/ //é v g lgﬁ;gd
'“' e ’ — u.‘,'. -:- —.|‘ ; ai °: sifm ot s "' e m s
! ni)n’l .lh/_?’i"ﬁll ‘i 2.2 J/-»:“’f s L 0 ;fff"i!',':. 2% 7"3}7 7’5" 3 7 '5/;43&7_?[,@/_{7;-_'
xS AAnade | HC < A ie s [einBe 3 1< %MQ@Q{ Foi
f\;m-..' Cprrier| 37 2 28T A I ,2-1'7’&’%%{/ &
Voot Iy auglafl| 138 £ Y% 5t ,.z,, 4&5; 74;1’ )1 Vs lois
P T aqa R I T e i ey ,45/;:_;'--:?/?’
el e /fL/M, A Z 4""‘"’:’7}?, ,;%o 7'4?5 7">¢7—- A \Qr“

i »\nmv’\ Uy |B2 —-k {}3 £ LI dr"'*ﬁ.

bho 587 1b25 Lt JL—\




AGENDA ITEM # 9 [

VILLAGE OF

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Ear. 1873 Finance
AGENDA SECTION: ~ Consent — ACA
SUBJECT: Accounts Payable-Warrant #1632
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FrROM: Darrell Langlois, Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director

Recommended Motion

Move to approve payment of the accounts payable for the period of July 18, 2017 through
August 15, 2017 in the aggregate amount of $3,014,516.31 as set forth on the list provided by
the Village Treasurer, of which a permanent copy is on file with the Village Clerk.

Background _
At each Village Board meeting the Village Treasurer submits a warrant register that lists bills

to be paid and to ratify any wire transfers that have been made since the last Village Board
meeting. Supporting materials for all bills to be paid are reviewed by Village Treasurer and
one Village Trustee prior to the Village Board meeting.

Discussion & Recommendation
After completion of the review by the Village Treasurer and Village Trustee approval of

Warrant #1632 is recommended.

Budget Impact
N/A

Village Board and/or Committee Action
Village Board agenda policy provides that the Approval of the Accounts Payable should be

listed on the Consent Agenda

Documents Attached
- 1. Warrant Register #1632

Page 1 of 1



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE WARRANT REGISTER #1632

FOR PERIOD July 18, 2017 through August 15,2017

The attached Warrant Summary by Fund and Warrant Register listing TOTAL
DISBURSEMENTS FOR ALL FUNDS of $3,014,516.31 reviewed and approved by the
below named officials.

APPROVED BY QCW\UM &M‘ﬂ/&@ /7%//6 DATE 5(/’ ‘0// 1

- VILLAGE TREASURERMSSISTANT VILLAGE MANAGER

APPROVED BY ___ DATE
' VILLAGE MANAGER

APPROVED BY DATE
VILLAGE TRUSTEE




Village of Hinsdale
#1632
Summary By Fund

General Fund 10000 909,348.53 1,111,917.56
2014B GO Bond Fund 32757 475.00 - 475.00
Capital Project Fund 45300 977,099.57 - 977,099.57
Water & Sewer Operations | 61061 542,963.71 - 542,963.71
Escrow Funds 72100 157,245.00 | - - 157,245.00
Payroll Revolving Fund 79000 17,568.48 | 207,246.99 | 224,815.47

Total 2,604,700.29 | 409,816.02 | 3,014,516.31




Village of Hinsdale
Schedule of Bank Wire Transfers and ACH Payments
1632

Electronic Federal Tax Payment Systems
7/28/2017

Illinois Department of Revenue
7/28/2017

ICMA - 457 Plans
7/28/2017

HSA PLAN CONTRIBUTION
7/28/2017

Village Payroll #15 - Calendar 2017

Village Payroll #15 - Calendar 2017

Village Payroll #15 - Calendar 2017

Village Payroll #15 - Calendar 2017

Intergovernmental Personnel Benefit Cooperative

Illinois Municipal Retirement Fund

FWH/FICA/Medicare $ 098,533.58
State Tax Withholding $ 18,995.07
Employee Withholding $ 15,242.79

Employer/Employee Withholding $ 1,310.78

Employee Insurance $ 202,569.03

Employet/Employee § 73,164.77

Total Bank Wire Transfers and ACH Payments $ 409,816.02

202,569.03
207,246.99

409,816.02

ipbc-general
payroll



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

AFLAC-FLEXONE
210505 AFLAC OTHER
210506 ALFAC OTHER
210507 AFLAC SLAC

NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOL
210500 USCM/PEBSCO
210501 USCM/PEBSCO

NATIONWIDE TRUST CO.FSB
210508 PEHP UNION 150
210509 PEHPPD
210510 PEHP REGULAR

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210511 CHILD SUPPORT

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210512 CHILD SUPPORT

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210513 CHILD SUPPORT

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210514 CHILD SUPPORT

STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210515 CHILD SUPPORT

V.O.H. FLEX BENEFITS
210502 MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT
210503 MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT
210504 DEP CARE REIMBURSEMENT

VSP ILLINOIS - 30048087
210498 VSP SINGLE ALLEMPLOYEES
210499 VSP FAMILY ALL EMPLOYEES

INVOICE
NUMBER

072817000000000

072817000000000

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110751

072817000000000
072817000000000
Total for Check: 110752

072817000000000

072817000000000

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110753

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110754

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110755

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110756

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110757

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110758

072817000000000

072817000000000

072817000000000
Total for Check: 110759

072817000000000
072817000000000
Total for Check: 110760

Page: 1
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$294.77
$211.29
$220.03
$726.09

$165.23
$1,105.00
$1,270.23

$367.15
$504.63
$2,255.39
$3,127.17

$375.85
$375.85

$230.77
$230.77

$764.77
$764.77

$175.00
$175.00

$672.45
$672.45

$283.33
$487.32

$33.33
$803.98

$110.20
$201.28
$311.48



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER
HINSDALE BANK & TRUST
210555 FUNDS TO OPEN NEW ACCOUNT 072817

A & B LANDSCAPING

210717 MOWING, TRIMMING,WEEDS
210717 MOWING, TRIMMING,WEEDS
210717 MOWING, TRIMMING,WEEDS
210717 MOWING, TRIMMING,WEEDS

A & M AUTO PARTS

210010 VEHICLE CLEANER & WAX

210043 4 NEW BATTERIES ENGINE 84
A LAMP CONCRETE

210556 2017 RESURFACING PROJ

210557 2017 RESURFACING PHASE 2
ABC COMMERCIAL MAINT SERV

210565 FLOOR CLEANING
ACUNA, MARIA

210285 CONT BD 642 S QUINCY

AETNA LIFE INSURANCE CO

210431 REFUND OVERPAYMENT
AIR ONE EQUIPMENT

209983 MISC HOSE APPLIANCES

210118 FIRE HOSES

210420 METER CALIBRATE-A5-30308

210577 CALIBRATE 6 GAS METERS

210578 QTR AIR QUALITY TEST-MSA

210725 AKRON FIELD SVC KIT

AJAX CONSTRUCTION INC
210020 CONT BD 201 N OAK

ALDERMAN, HEATHER
210804 KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170722

Total for Check: 110761

JULY (FY 17-18)
JULY (FY 17-18)
JULY (FY 17-18)
JULY (FY 17-18)
Total for Check: 110762

430465
431285
Total for Check: 110763

072817
072717
Total for Check: 110764

116
Total for Check: 110765

23826
Total for Check: 110766

16349754
Total for Check: 110767

123757
123719
124199
124371
124372
124556
Total for Check: 110768

23922
Total for Check: 110769

23434

Page: 2
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$250,000.00
$250,000.00

$3,219.50
$9,275.50
$91.00
$442.00
$13,028.00

$25.97
$515.96
$541.93

$251,964.52
$576,684.00
$828,648.52

$1,436.00
$1,436.00

$900.00
$900.00

$198.06
$198.06

$2,545.13
$560.78
$48.70
$240.00
$145.00
$117.60
$3,657.21

$7,500.00
$7,500.00

$500.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale ' Page: 3

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
‘ Total for Check: 110770 $500.00
ALEXANDER EQUIPMENT
210008 HAND TOOLS 134949 $150.90
210534 REPAIR INTER SHUT DOWN 135538 $429.94
210551 TOOLS 135552 $282.00
‘ Total for Check: 110771 $862.84
ALLIED 100
210310 AED SUPPLIES 820370 $855.32
Total for Check: 110772 $855.32
ALLIED GARAGE DOOR INC
209987 REPAIR OVERHEAD BAY DOOR 93931 $564.50
Total for Check: 110773 $564.50
AMALGAMATED BK OF CHICAGO
210893 ADMIN FEE SERIES 2014B TRUST #185550300 $475.00
Total for Check: 110774 $475.00
AMAZING RESTORATIONS
210026 CONT BD 911 N ELM #215 24070 " $1,000.00
Total for Check: 110775 $1,000.00
AMERICAN BACKFLOW INC
210386 BUILDINGS TESTING 54125 $831.22
210387 PARKS TESTING 54125 $1,342.74
210388 POLICE-FIRE TESTING 54125 $95.91
210388 POLICE-FIRE TESTING 54125 $95.91
210396 POOL RPZ REPAIR 54543 $1,138.95
‘ Total for Check: 110776 $3,504.73
AMERICAN TEST CENTER
210013 ANNUAL GROUND LADDER TEST 2171234 $571.45
Total for Check: 110777 $571.45
AMITA MED CTR BOLINGBROOK
210389 PRE EMPL DRUG SCREEN 2106 $420.00
210389 PRE EMPL DRUG SCREEN 2106 $125.00
210389 PRE EMPL DRUG SCREEN 2106 $140.00
210390 DRUG SCREEN-PRE EMPLOY 2111 $140.00
210390 DRUG SCREEN-PRE EMPLOY 2111 $1,680.00
210390 DRUG SCREEN-PRE EMPLOY 2111 $140.00
Total for Check: 110778 $2,645.00

ANDRES MEDICAL BILLING LT
210307 MONTHLY FEES-JUNE 141354 $2,514.99
Total for Check: 110779 $2,514.99



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

ANTINOSSI, MATTHEW

210791 CONT BD 316 W NINTH ST
ARAMARK UNIFORM SERVICES
210329  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210329  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210329  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210329  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210339  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210339  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210339 FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210339  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210340  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210340  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210340  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210340  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210341  FLOOR MATS
210847  RENTAL & CLEANING
210848  FLOOR MATS
210850  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210850  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210850  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210850  FLOOR MATS & TOWELS
210851  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210851  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210851  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210851  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210852  FLOOR MATS
210853  FLOOR MATS
210854  FLOOR MATS _
210855  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210855  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210855  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210855  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210856  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210856  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210856  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210856  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210857  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210857  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210857  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210857  FLOOR MATS & SHOP TOWELS
210858  FLOOR MATS

ATHLETIC FIELD SUPPLY

INVOICE
NUMBER

23869

Total for Check: 110780

2081132372
2081132372
2081132372
2081132372
2081113841
2081113841
2081113841
2081113841
2081123070
2081123070
2081123070
2081123070
2081123069
002081150817
002081141575
002081141576
002081141576
002081141576
002081141576
2081150818
2081150818
2081150818
2081150818
002081095082
002081132371
2081159931
2081169095
2081169095
2081169095
2081169095
2081159932
2081159932
2081159932
2081159932
2081141576
2081141576
2081141576
2081141576
2081169094

Total for Check: 110781

Page: 4
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$7,000.00
$7,000.00

$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$79.80
$79.80
$79.80
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$79.80
$79.80
$79.80
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$71.95
$8.99
$161.00
$15.15
$79.80
$2,615.32



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER
210033 FIELD MARKING PAINT 14995
Total for Check: 110782
ATLAS BOBCAT LLC
210834 DOOR STRIKER BRACKET BD6366

Total for Check: 110783

ATOMIC TRANSMISSIONS
210399 TRANSMISSION REBUILD 115044
210413 R&R TRANS-REPLACE FLY WHL 115010
Total for Check: 110784

AURA INVESTMENTS
210812 STMWR BD 5622 S PARK 22390
Total for Check: 110785

BALDINELLI'S PIZZA
210600 MARAVIGLIA RETIRE PARTY 48727
Total for Check: 110786

BANNERVILLE USA
210746 POSTERS-PARK & TRIOLOGY 23666
Total for Check: 110787

BAYIT BUILDERS LLC ,
210808 STMWR BD 435 S QUINCY 22859
Total for Check: 110788

BBC ROOFING
210800 CONT BD 209&208 RACQUIT 24110
. Total for Check: 110789
BE PREPARED
210885 HOME ALONE CLASS INSTRUCT 1
210886 FIRST AID CLASS INSTRUCT 2

Total for Chéck: 110790
BEACON SSI INCORPORATED

210401 QTR INSPEC & SWIVEL REPLA 0000080568
210546 GAS TANK TEST 80569
' Total for Check: 110791
BECHSTEIN CONSTRUCTION
210432 WATER METER REFUND 1214621
210432 WATER METER REFUND 1214621

Total for Check: 110792
BERECKIS, HEATHER

Page: 5
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$1,980.00
$1,980.00

$29.77
$29.77

$1,645.00
$893.65
$2,538.65

$7,872.00
$7,872.00

$158.96
$158.96

$570.00
$570.00

$9,500.00
$9,500.00

$500.00
$500.00

$100.00
$125.00
$225.00

$325.06
$47.00
$372.06

$462.00-
$1,500.00
$1,038.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632
VOUCHER INVOICE

VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER

210372 COSTCO & MILEAGE REIM 072117

210372 COSTCO & MILEAGE REIM 072117

210372 COSTCO & MILEAGE REIM 072117

Total for Check: 110793

BERKELEY DEVELOPMENT

210806 STMWR BD 635 S QUINCY 22135

Total for Check: 110794

BINARY INTELLIGENCE
210004 PHONE EXTRACTION-HOMICIDE 11702
Total for Check: 110795

BIZUB, ANDREW
210119 REFUND 010200007450
Total for Check: 110796

BOUND TREE MEDICAL, LLC
210722 1 RED MEDICINE CONTAINER 82569181
Total for Check: 110797

BOYAN & SOFIA TCHAVDAROVA
210790 CONT BD 5709 S MADISON 23516
Total for Check: 110798

BRORSON, JON
210907 KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170728 23408
Total for Check: 110799

BROSCHKA, ED
210798 CONT BD 29 ORCHARD PLACE 24111
Total for Check: 110800

BUBEZLUTE, LAIMA
210293  CONTBD ©321 E NINTH
Total for Check: 110801

BUBEZLUTE, LAIMA
210294 ST MGMT 321 ENINTHST
Total for Check: 110802

BURGONIO, LEO :
210369 CONT BD 630 MILLS RD ' 072017
Total for Check: 110803

BURRIS EQUIPMENT CO ~
210412 GRADER BLADE CUTTING EDGE PS10833
Total for Check: 110804

Page: 6
DATE: 08/15/117

AMOUNT
PAID

$125.28

$32.66
$222.23
$380.17

$6,741.00
$6,741.00

$987.71
$987.71

$54.00
$54.00

$97.99
$97.99

$750.00
$750.00

$500.00
$500.00

$500.00
$500.00

$10,000.00
$10,000.00

$3,000.00
$3,000.00

$500.00
$500.00

$173.17
$173.17



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

BUTTREY RENTAL SERVICE IN

209986
210333

RENTAL OF FLOOR SCRUBBER

PROPANE REFILL

C.A. BENSON & ASSOCIATES

210003 ALLEY APPRAISAL
CALL ONE
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
210603 PHONE CHARGES
CALUMET CITY PLUMBING
210789 CONT BD 2 SALT CREEK
CBC RESTAURANT CORP
210439 7-13-17 BREAKFAST MTG

CCP INDUSTRIES INC

210334
210334
210334
210334
210531

PPE HARD & SAFETY HELMET
PPE HARD & SAFETY HELMET
PPE HARD & SAFETY HELMET
PPE HARD & SAFETY HELMET
TRUCK WASHING BRUSHES

CHG-723 WEST HICKORY, LLC

210023

ST MGMT 723 W HICKORY

CHG-723 WEST HICKORY, LLC

210024 CONT BD 723 W HICKORY
CHICAGO METROPOLITAN
210545 2017-2018 CONTRIBUTIONS

INVOICE
NUMBER

240531
239819
Total for Check: 110805

7060
Total for Check: 110806

1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
1213105-1136113
Total for Check: 110807

23837

’ Total for Check: 110808

11007937280097
Total for Check: 110809

IN01916922
IN01916922
IN01916922
IN01916922
IN01923671
Total for Check: 110810

23343
Total for Check: 110811

23344
Total for Check: 110812

FY2018-105

Page: 7
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$52.00
$40.92
$92.92

$450.00
$450.00

$594.58
$1,099.80
$228.22
$50.52
$90.00
$50.52
$243.03
$172.39
$1,267.47
$3,796.53

$500.00
$500.00

$292.16
$292.16

$112.65
$112.00
$112.00
$112.00
$158.72
$607.37

$3,000.00
$3,000.00

$10,000.00
$10,000.00

$653.19



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

. WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION
CHICAGO TRIBUNE SUBSCRIPT

210601 RENEWAL THRU 9/14/17

CHICAGOLAND CIRCULATION
210745 FALL BROCHURES

CHIEFS SUPPLY CORPORATION
210090 LEATHER RADIO STRAPS

CHILTON, SUSAN
210426 JUNE 2-23 YOGA CLASS TCH

CHIRA, ROBERT
210019 CONT BD 1156 E 5TH ST

CHIRA, TITUS M ‘
210018 CONT BD 115 E FIFTH-TEMP

CHRISTIAN STEVEN SOFTWARE
210596 ANNUAL FEE SOFTWARE

CINTAS CORPORATION 769
210335 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE
210335 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE
210337 FIRST AID SUPPLIES

CINTAS FIRST AID & SAFETY
210319 FIRST AID SUPPLIES
210374 MEDICAL SUPPLIES
210405 MEDICAL SUPPLIES
210716 MEDICAL SUPPLIES
210716 MEDICAL SUPPLIES

CIRCLE W TRACTOR & EQUIPT
210400 JOHN DEERE MOWING DECK
210784 JOHN DEERE MOWER

INVOICE
NUMBER

Total for Check: 110813

20097644
Total for Check: 110814

1892
Total for Check: 110815

144380
Total for Check: 110816

072517 ,
Total for Check: 110817

22883
Total for Check: 110818

23896
Total for Check: 110819

425213
Total for Check: 110820

769241491

769241491

5008285369
Total for Check: 110821

5008285364
5008285371
5008285397
5008548054
5008548054
Total for Check: 110822

01-209798
01-210100
Total for Check: 110823

Page: 8
DATE: 08/15/117

AMOUNT
PAID

$653.19

$63.92
$63.92

$1,006.50
$1,006.50

$71.18
$71.18

$19.20
$19.20

$5,000.00
$5,000.00

$8,000.00
$8,000.00

$1,303.17
$1,303.17

$222.05
$222.05

$65.81
$509.91

$81.12
$82.49
$150.46
$71.70
$71.69
$457.46

$49.10
$95.85
$144.95



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

CITY ELECTRIC SUPPLY-CES

210845 "EXTENSION CORD-UNIQUELY

210846 RANGE LIGHT REPLACEMENT
CLARENDON HILLS PARK DIST

210526 CONF RIBBONS & TROPHIES

CLARK BAIRD SMITH LLP

210031 LEGAL

CLARKE ENVIRONMENTAL
210561 JULY MOSQUITO SERVICE
210562 AUGUST MOSQUITO SERVICE

COLLEY ELEVATOR COMPANY

210593
210843
210887

INSPECTION FEE
ELEVATOR TEST
TESTING

COMAN, JENNIFER

210811

COMCAST
210537
210538
210539
210540
210541
210541
210721
210896
210897
210898
210899

COMED
210045
210046
210047
210048

STMWR BD 630 W HINSDALE

VILLAGE HALL
POLICE
WATER

KLM
POLICE/FIRE
POLICE/FIRE
POOL
VILLAGE HALL
WATER

KLM

POLICE

57TH STREET

ELEANOR PARK

WARMING HOUSE/PADDLE HUT
CHESTNUT PARKING

INVOICE
NUMBER

ROM/038827
ROM/038749
Total for Check: 110824

HINSDALE 2017
Total for Check: 110825

8711
Total for Check: 110826

6361528
6362390
Total for Check: 110827

163407
163435
163436
Total for Check: 110828

22938
Total for Check: 110829

8771201110036757
8771201110036781
8771201110036815
8771201110036807
8771201110009242
8771201110009242
8771201110037136

36757-8/17
877120111036815
36807-08/17
36781-8/17

Total for Check: 110830

0015093062
0075151076
020317056

0203065105

Page: 9

DATE: 08/15/117

AMOUNT
PAID -

$283.32
$776.46
$1,059.78

$389.00
$389.00

$797.50
$797.50

$13,874.00
$13,874.00
$27,748.00

$575.00
$410.00
$450.00
$1,435.00

$6,467.00
$6,467.00

$214.85
$162.90
$134.85

- $104.85
$69.57
$69.57
$279.20
$233.85
$153.85
$123.85
$181.90
$1,729.24

$190.37
$413.85
$14.66
$44.93



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

210049
210050
210051
210052
210053
210054

210055
210056
210057
210058
210059
210060
210061
210062
210063
210064
210065
210066
210067
210068
210069
210070
210071
210072
210073
210074
210075
210076
210077
210632
210633
210634
210635
210636
210637
210638
210639
210640
210641
210643
210644
210645
210646
210647
210648
210649
210650
210651

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

CLOCK TOWER
STREET LIGHTS

314 SYMONDS DR
FOUNTAIN
BURLINGTON PARK
ROBBINS PARK
STREET LIGHTS
VILLAGE PLACE ALLEY
STREET LIGHTS
WASHINGTON

VEECK PARK
WASHINGTON PARKING LOT

VEECK PARK-WP

BURLINGTON PARK
NS CBQ RR

PIERCE PARK
WALNUT STREET
KLM LODGE 80/20
KLM LODGE 80/20
SAFETY TOWN
ROBBINS PARK
TRAIN STATION
WATER PLANT
BROOK PARK
POOL

ELEANOR PARK
STOUGH PARK
BURNS FIELD
WOODLANDS

57TH STREET
ELEANOR PARK
CHESTNUT PARKING
CLOCK TOWER
STREET LIGHTS
314 SYMONDS DR
FOUNTAIN
BURLINGTON PARK
ROBBINS PARK
STREET LIGHTS
LANDSCAPE LIGHTS 650
STREET LIGHTS
TRAFFIC SIGNALS
WASHINGTON
VEECK PARK
WASHINGTON PARKING LOT
VEECK PARK-WP
BURLINGTON PARK
NS CBQ RR

INVOICE
NUMBER

0381057101
0395122068
0417073048
0471095066
0499147045
0639032045
0697168013
1094271003
1653148050
2378029015
2425068008
2838114008
3454039030
6583006139
7011157008
7011378007
7011481018
7093551008
7093551008
7261620005
8521083007
8521342001
8521400008
8605174005
8605437007
8689206002
8689480008
8689640004
1107024145
0015093062
0075151076
0203065105
0381057101
0395122068
0417073048
0471095066
0499147045
0639032045
0697168013
1107024145
1653148050
1653148069
2378029015
2425068008
2838114008
3454039030
6583006139
7011157008

Page: 10
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$31.88
$44.60
$179.51
$230.47
$41.63
$21.94
$26.49
$326.32
$8,603.07
$48.72
$1,072.00
$34.36
$779.72
$74.94
$33.98
$914.34
$40.53
$1,220.51
$305.13
$22.53
$96.41
$235.42
$37.86
$177.77
$3,686.11
$53.50
$21.52
$27.38
$35.06
$133.29
$191.57
$44.36
$31.88
$41.36
$111.40
$166.45
$45.43
$21.94
$25.77
$34.91
$8,765.05
$31.68
$42.98
$440.82
$22.25
$640.51
$88.68
$33.80



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

210652
210653
210654
210655
210656
210657
210658
210659
210660
210661
210662
210663
210664

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

PIERCE PARK
WALNUT STREET
KLM LODGE 80/20
KLM LODGE 80/20
SAFETY TOWN
ROBBINS PARK
TRAIN STATION
WATER PLANT
BROOK PARK
POOL

ELEANOR PARK
STOUGH PARK
BURNS FIELD

COMMERCIAL COFFEE SERVICE

209992
210330

4 BOXES OF COFFEE
COFFEE

COMMUNICATIONS DIRECT

209984 REPROGRAMMING OF ENCODER
COMPUTER EXPLORERS

210036 3D VIDEO CLASS REIMBURSE
CONSORT

210828 SIGN MATERIALS
CONSTELLATION NEWENERGY

210609 121 SYMONDS PD

210610 121 SYMONDS FD

210611 217 SYMONDS

210612 225 SYMONDS

210613 500 W HINSDALE

210614 5901 S COUNTY LINE RD
COURTNEYS SAFETY LANE

210402 SAFETY INSPECTION

CUMMINS NPOWER, LLC

210529
210552

#105 TEMPERATURE SENDER
EMERG VEECK CSO REPAIR

INVOICE
NUMBER

7011378007
7011481018
7093551008
7093551008
7261620005
8521083007
8521342001
8521400008
8605174005
8605437007
8689206002
8689480008
8689640004

Total for Check: 110831
* NOTE: Overflow check number 110832 processed

142832
142971

Total for Check: 110834

SR112278

Total for Check: 110835

CEHPR062017
Total for Check: 110836

0056681

Total for Check: 110837

2073300
2073300
2073300
2073300
2073300
2073300

Total for Check: 110838

2656

Total for Check: 110839

711-219
711-2434

Page: 11 -
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$948.09
$32.72
$902.70
$225.67
$22.52
$86.71
$101.80
$37.73
$131.34
$3,726.59
$55.25
$21.52
$22.43
$36,316.71

$150.00
$112.50
$262.50

$512.50
$512.50

$510.00
$510.00

$77.37
$77.37

$103.80
$103.80
$140.15
$182.27
$1,744.83
$175.73
$2,450.58

$35.00
$35.00

$25.66
$705.10



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 12

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
Total for Check: 110840 $730.76
D&M OUTDOOR LIVING
210281 CONT BD 722 N ELM 24055 $700.00
Total for Check: 110841 $700.00
DAILY HERALD ‘
210720 LEGAL FOR BID T4476800 $90.85
Total for Check: 110842 $90.85
DANYLEVSKY, DEREK _
210408 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE POS7E00078051 $90.30
Total for Check: 110843 $90.30
DAVE PATE & SONS CONST
210025 CONT BD 23 E BIRCHWOOD 23855 $500.00
Total for Check: 110844 $500.00
DEJANA INDUSTRIES INC.
210451 VILLAGE WIDE SWEEP 050753 $8,804.11
Total for Check: 110845 $8,804.11
DENZ, LARRY _
209995 UMPIRE SOFTBALL-JUNE 070617 $204.00
210624 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE 080217 $204.00
Total for Check: 110846 $408.00
DEPENDABLE CONCRETE
210799 CONT BD 901 S COUNTY LINE 24119 $500.00
Total for Check: 110847 $500.00
DIRECT ADVANTAGE INC .
210091 MONTHLY RETAINER-JUNE 1558 $2,000.00
210608 JULY CONSULTING FEE 1568 B $2,000.00
Total for Check: 110848 $4,000.00
DOCU-SHRED, INC.
210724 DOCUMENT DESTRUCTION 40868 $40.00
210817 2 CONTAINERS DOC DESTRUCT 40845 $80.00
Total for Check: 110849 $120.00
DOHERTY & ASSOCIATES INC ’
210322 PROF SVC OWERNS 071917 $975.00
210323 PROF SERV OWERNS REP PKNG 071917 $1,950.00
210582 HMS DECK 7-17 & 7-24 2017 080117 . $637.50
210582 HMS DECK 7-17 & 7-24 2017 080117 $1,237.50

Total for Check: 110850 $4,800.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

DONATELLI & COULIS, LTD
210423 REFUND FOR APP-02-17
210423 REFUND FOR APP-02-17

DONNELLY, JULIAR
210894 REPLACE PAYCHECK 137807

DPS EQUIPMENT SERVICES
210759 REPLACE BROKEN RAKE

DRACH, KATHERINE '
210280 KLM SECURITY DEPOSIT

DU-COMM
210079 DISPATCH FOR FIRE
210082 QUARTERLY SHARES

DUPAGE COUNTY CHILDRENS
210297 2017 ANNUAL CONTRIBUTION

DUPAGE MAYORS & MANAGERS
210325 JUNE 2017-CBM A DEBRIES

DUPAGE WATER COMMISSION
. 210765 WATER CHARGES-JULY

EIKER, CHANCE
210908 KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170729

ELLIS DYNASTY INC
210792 CONT BD 722 S PARK

ETP LABS, INC
210407 BACTERIA SAMPLES

EXPERT CHEMICAL & SUPPLY
210411 RUBBER BOOTS PPE

INVOICE
NUMBER

APP-02-17
APP-02-17
Total for Check: 110851

081216
Total for Check: 110852

17119
Total for Check: 110853

; EN170702
Total for Check: 110854

16077
16078
Total for Check: 110855

HI001
Total for Check: 110856

10015
Total for Check: 110857

11846
Total for Check: 110858

23390
Total for Check: 110859

24020
Total for Check: 110860

17-132515

Total for Check: 110861 ‘

841491

Page: 13
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$500.00
$600.00
$1,100.00

$287.55
$287.55

$5,370.00
$5,370.00

$500.00
$500.00

$51,820.00
$67,342.75
$119,162.75

$3,500.00
$3,500.00

$40.00
$40.00

$490,981.68
$490,981.68

$250.00
$250.00

$500.00
$500.00

$200.00
$200.00

$150.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER

VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

FACTORY AUTHORIZED PARTS
210313 REPAIR AC IN SQUAD ROOM

FACTORY MOTOR PARTS CO
210092 SOCKET ADAPTERS
210841 BRAKE PADS & ROTORS
210842 BRAKE PADS

FCWRD
210669 SEWER

FEDEX
210395 OVERNIGHT PACKAGES SENT
210395 OVERNIGHT PACKAGES SENT

FIRE TOWING, INC
210574 PICKUP 2 CARS-TRAINING

FIRESTONE STORES
210516 TIRES FOR SQUAD #50
210517 TIRES SQUAD #40
210518 TIRES SQUAD #31
210519 TIRES SQUAD #34

FITZPATRICK, JILL
210909 DIR DEP #142041 & #142296
210909 DIR DEP #142041 & #142296

FIVE STAR VALET :
210890 VALET SVC 7-17 - 7-28-17

FIVE STAR VBALET
210430 VALET-HMS CONST 6-14/7-14

FLAG SOURCE
210901 BANNER/FLAG POLE EQUIP
210902 BANNER/FLAG POLE EQUIP

INVOICE
NUMBER

Total for Check: 110862

116583
Total for Check: 110863

50-1679219
50-1696189
50-1697446

Total for Check: 110864

008919-000
Total for Check: 110865

5-858-58261
5-858-58261
Total for Check: 110866

080117
Total for Check: 110867

118820
119260
118909
18809
Total for Check: 110868

080817
080817
Total for Check: 110869

6440
Total for Check: 110870

6390
Total for Check: 110871

0000394285
0000393028

Page: 14
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$150.00

$189.50
$189.50

$17.74
$353.74
$42.00
$413.48

$60.30
$60.30

$25.39
$57.35
$82.74

$150.00
$150.00

$498.08
$627.68
$438.08
$498.08
$2,061.92

$77.27
$132.76
$210.03

$5,400.00
$5,400.00

$8,617.00
$8,617.00

$1,672.50
$2,777.50



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 15

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
Total for Check: 110872 $4,450.00
FOSTER, MICHAEL
210366 CONT BD 628 S STOUGH 24013 $900.00
Total for Check: 110873 $900.00
FRED GLINKE PLUMBING AND
210761 EMERGENCY REPAIR TOLIET 32938 $1,144.90
Total for Check: 110874 $1,144.90
FREEWAY FORD TRUCK SALES
210122 REPLACE BATTERIES 125831 $586.90
Total for Check: 110875 $586.90
FREY, LYNN _
209996 JUNE SOFTBALL UMPIRE 070617 $170.00
210629 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE 080217 $102.00
Total for Check: 110876 $272.00
FULLERS HOME & HARDWARE -
210306 VELCRO STRIP 4" 205030 $4.13
210320 STAPLE T-50 205029 $15.09
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $14.39
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $10.99
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $17.99
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $19.36
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $43.17
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $39.54
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $18.21
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $19.11
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $2.50
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $12.59
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $19.91
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $16.16
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $8.35
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $10.79
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $10.04
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $17.52
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $64.30
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $7.72
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $25.19
210813 ASSORTED HARDWARE JUNE $74.21
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $35.06
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $17.29
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $28.79
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $17.09
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $7.73

210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $5.58



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 16

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $43.69
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $30.90
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $37.66
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $23.92
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $25.43
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $77.31
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $18.87
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $46.62
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $2.96
210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $23.83
‘ 210814 ASSORTED HARDWARE JULY $8.08
| : Total for Check: 110877 $922.07
{ FULLERS SERVICE CENTER IN
1 210296 CAR WASHES 071917 $248.00
| 210385 INTERIOR SHAMPOO EXPLORER 52100801280 $125.00
| Total for Check: 110878 $373.00
FUN EXPRESS, LLC A
210088 POOL SPECIAL EVENT SUPPLI 684540432-01 $317.30
Total for Check: 110879 $317.30
GALLS
210081 UNIFORMS 007764111 $91.22
, Total for Check: 110880 $91.22
GARVEY'S OFFICE PRODUCTS
210044 MISC SUPPLIES PINV11364680 $98.99
' Total for Check: 110881 $98.99
GATEWAY SRA
210358 ANNUAL CONTRIBUTION 072017 $37,018.88
' : Total for Check: 110882 $37,018.88
GIULIANOS
210391 MAINBREAK OT MEAL 070717 $44.50
210494 GLENDALE SVC REPAIR 92 . $22.00
210891 VBOT MEETING 7 $78.31
Total for Check: 110883 $144.81
GLEN ELLYN PARK DISTRICT
210039 WSSC B CONFERENCE MEET 071217 $400.00
Total for Check: 110884 $400.00
GLOBAL EMERGENCY PRODUCTS
210579 REMOTE MIRROR SWITCH AG56480 $112.96
210580 SWITCH ASSEMBLY AG56985 $1,771.06

Total for Check: 110885 $1,884.02



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION
GOOD SAMARITAN EMSS
210415 2017-2018 PARAMEDIC FEE
GOVHR USA
210559 PROF FEE FOR RECRUITMENT
GRAINGER, INC.
210594 KLM FILTER FOR ICE MAKER
210831 FLASHLIGHT FOR LINE STRIP
210831 FLASHLIGHT FOR LINE STRIP
210831 FLASHLIGHT FOR LINE STRIP
210832 BATHROOM SIGN

GRANT & POWER LANDSCAPING

210364 CONT BD 5607 CHILDS

GSG CONSULTANTS
210542 2018 RESURFACING (NORTH)
210543 2018 RESURFACING (SOUTH)

H & H INDUSTRIES, INC.

210338  VILLAGE HALL LAMPS
HAGG PRESS
210005 CCR REPORT PRINT
HAN, PEIDONG
210788  CONT BD 222 W GRANT VLG
HAWKINS, INC.
210086 CHLORINE FOR POOL
210351 CHLORINE FOR POOL
210352 CHLORINE FOR POOL
210483 CHLORINE FOR POOL
210484  CHLORINE FOR POOL
210566  AZONE 15 - CHLORINE
210757  CHLORINE FOR POOL

INVOICE

NUMBER

071917

Total for Check:

110886

3-05-17-129

Total for Check:

110887

9498233478
9515530732
9515530732
9515530732
9515530740

Total for Check:

24046

Total for Check:

072717
072717

Total for Check:

773473

Total for Check:

102157

Tofal for Check:

23770

Total for Check:

4100725
4103615
4106928
4107803
4110402
4114909
4119592

Total for Check:

110888

110889

110890

110891

110892

110893

110894

Page: 17
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAD

$1,220.00
$1,220.00

$5,653.85
$5,663.85

$89.85
$64.99
$58.06
$3.38
$63.20
$279.48

$3,000.00
$3,000.00

$8,807.50
$26,156.25
$34,963.75

$123.27
$123.27

$2,158.00
$2,158.00

$500.00
$500.00

$360.00
$735.00
$540.00
$479.00
$689.00
$1,184.00
$936.50
$4,923.50



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER

VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

HD SUPPLY WATERWORKS,LTD
210347 TAPPING CLAMP
210447 HYDRAULIC UNIT & HOSE
210447 HYDRAULIC UNIT & HOSE
210454 HYDRANT METER
210457 HYDRANT REPAIR PART
210459 SEWER PIPE REPAIR
210547 TAPPING CLAMPS
210583 SEWER REPAIR PIPE
210736 COPPER FOR REPAIRS
210737 CLAMPS,B-BOXES, TAP BRASS
210738 TAPPING CLAMPS
210785 WATER METERS

HEALY ASPHALT COMPANY LLC
210548 COLD PATCH

HENEHAN, MIKE
210000 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE

HINSDALE NURSERIES, INC.
210363 CONT BD 909 S MADISON

HINSDALE PROFESSIONAL
210382 COFFEE FOR FIRE DEPT

HOLECEK, ART

210308  ILSROA CONFERENCE-MEALS
HOME DEPOT CREDIT SERVICE
210767  ASST HARDARE
210768  ASST HARDWARE
210769  ASST HARDWARE
210770  ASST HARDWARE
210771 ASST HARDWARE
210772 ASST HARDWARE
210773  ASST HARDWARE
210774  ASST HARDWARE
210775  ASST HARDWARE
210776 ASST HARDWARE
210777  ASST HARDWARE

210778 ASST HARDWARE

INVOICE
NUMBER

H444230
H442953
H442953
H492300
H452488
H469680
H444200
H496895
H509529
H499243
H517481
H533226
Total for Check: 110895

50939
Total for.Check: 110896

POS7E00077191
Total for Check: 110897

23991
Total for Check: 110898

071717
Total for Check: 110899

071917
Total for Check: 110900

573225

8024156
8044199
7025297
5024570
2020891
1021045
7061691
5122606
1021838
6021227
3021542

Page: 18
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$107.40
$7,085.00
$800.00
$1,625.00
$540.00
$354.34
$523.13
$154.13
$1,021.00
'$3,391.03
$149.79
$1,246.95
$16,997.77

$872.46
$872.46

$17.80
$17.80

$1,200.00
$1,200.00

$107.88
$107.88

$55.94
$55.94

$49.97
$116.22
$151.99
$124.20
$137.55
$15.97
$67.43
$74.88
$590.82
$35.53
$399.42
$16.76



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION
210779  ASST HARDWARE

HOMER TREE CARE, INC
210360 JUNE TREE REMOVALS
210904 JULY TREE REMOVALS

HOVING PIT STOP

210478 JUN 23 & 29 SPECIAL EVENT
210480 JUL 3 SPECIAL EVENT
210481 JUN 9-JUL 6 EVENT
HR GREEN INC
210425 2016-17 VEECK PARK OPER
. 210524 2017 RESURFACING PROJ
210525 2017 RESURFACING PROJ

HUFF & HUFF INC
210342 UST DESIGN MEMO

IAFC MEMBERSHIP
210384 DUES 2017 - 2018

ICMA MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL

210093 ICMA RENEWAL
IL OFFICE OF THE STATE
210392 POOL INSPECTION
ILLCO, INC.
210094 CLAMP
ILLINOIS ASSOCIATION OF
210318 ITSC AWARDS BREAKFAST

ILLINOIS GIRLS LACROSSE
210354 SUMMER PURPLE LEAGUE

INVOICE
NUMBER

3302175
Total for Check:

28404
28726
Total for Check:

164931

164930

164929
Total for Check:

072517

112531

111210
Total for Check:

0732006
Total for Check:

071817
Total for Check:

071317
Total for Check:

9579304
Total for Check:

2423452
Total for Check:

2017-409
Total for Check:

961
Total for Check:

110901

110902

110903

110904

110905

110906

110907

110908

110909

110910

110911

Page: 19
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$62.52-
$1,718.22

$7,659.00
$12,899.00
$20,458.00

$740.00
$558.00
$368.00
$1,666.00

$120.00
$47,555.93
$25,839.49
$73,515.42

$338.10
$338.10

$209.00
$209.00

$191.50
$191.50

$420.00
$420.00

$8.26
$8.26

$29.00
$29.00

$105.00
$105.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632
VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER
INDUSTRIAL ELECTRIC
210127 FLAG LAMP KLM LODGE 250031
210128 BOARD ROOM LAMPS LED 250030
210598 LED LIGHTS IN GUN RANGE 250151

Total for Check: 110912

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION
210381 IAEI ANNUAL DUES 24980
Total for Check: 110913

INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCI
210375 ICC ANNUAL DUES 3165251
Total for Check: 110914

INTERNATIONAL EXTERMINATO

210078 PEST CONTROL 7171909
210078 PEST CONTROL 7171909
210078 PEST CONTROL 7171909
210078 PEST CONTROL 7171909
210078 PEST CONTROL 7171909
210668 PEST CONTROL 8172544
210668 PEST CONTROL 8172544
210668 PEST CONTROL ‘ 8172544
210668 PEST CONTROL 8172544
210668 PEST CONTROL 8172544

Total for Check: 110915
INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM

210377 BATTERIES MTP65 & MTP78DT 24030345
210377 BATTERIES MTP65 & MTP78DT 24030345
210377 BATTERIES MTP65 & MTP78DT 24030345
Total for Check: 110916
J & H LANDSCAPING
210287 CONT BD 113 S QUINCY 24087

Total for Check: 110917

J & H LANDSCAPING B. INC

210283 CONT BD 119 S QUINCY 24064
Total for Check: 110918

J JORDAN HOMES
210284 CONT BD 321 S COUNTY LINE 23668
Total for Check: 110919

JAMES J BENES & ASSOC INC
210424 2017-2018 3RD PARTY REV 072517
Total for Check: 110920

Page: 20
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$54.00
$204.00
$90.50
$348.50

$120.00
$120.00

$135.00
$135.00

$40.00
$40.00
$113.00
$40.00
$40.00
$40.00
$113.00
$40.00
$40.00
$40.00
$546.00

$127.95
$124.95
$127.95
$380.85

$500.00
$500.00

$700.00
$700.00

$2,500.00
$2,500.00

$4,331.00
$4,331.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION
JiM CORP
210368 CONT BD 504 S LINCOLN
JIM CORP INC
210361 ST MGMT 504 S LINCOLN

JIM MANGANIELLO

210305 JULY METER READINGS
JSN CONTRACTORS SUPPLY

210670 TOOLS SAW BLADES
JULIE INC

210535 MEMBERSHIP-BI-ANNUAL

- K-PLUS ENGINEERING

210523 2017 RECONSTRUCTON PROJ
KANE, KEVIN J
210795 CONT BD 236 N VINE

KENDALL, BOB
210328 REINBURSE FOR PKWY TREE

KIEFT BROS INC

210718 SEWER REPAIR

210719 FRAME&GRATE ADAMS CORNER
KIM OR, HYUNG

210793 CONT BD 525 N LINCOLN

KLEIN,THORPE,JENKINS LTD
210560 LEGAL FEES THRU 6/30/17

KNOX COMPANY
210416 KNOX LOCK FOR MIDDLE SCH

Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

Page: 21
DATE: 08/15/17

INVOICE AMOUNT
NUMBER PAID
23525 $10,000.00
Total for Check: 110921 $10,000.00
23601 $3,000.00
Total for Check: 110922 $3,000.00
071917 $172.50
Total for Check: 110923 $172.50
80843 $269.00
Total for Check: 110924 $269.00
2017-0736 $3,946.84
Total for Check: 110925 $3,946.84
. 1HO436 -Void
- 100798 $7,972.50
Total for Check: 110927 $7,972.50
24129 $500.00
Total for Check: 110928 $500.00
57732 $260.00
Total for Check: 110929 $260.00
225211 $103.82
224309 $359.33
Total for Check: 110930 $463.15
22867 $500.00
Total for Check: 110931 $500.00
190302 $20,931.28
Total for Check: 110932 $20,931.28
INV01073517 $109.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

210576 KNOX BOX KEY SECURE SYS

KRAMER FOODS
210299 SUPPLIES
210373 JUICES/WATER/LUNCH BAGS
210373 JUICES/WATER/LUNCH BAGS
210373 JUICES/WATER/LUNCH BAGS
210440 BREAKFAST FOODS

KREJCI, MEL
209998 JUNE SOFTBALL UMPIRE
210625 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE

KROESCHELL SERVICE, INC
210599 AIR COND REPAIR PD

KUEHN, JILL
210428 JUNE-JULY YOGA REIMBURSE

LAKAN, NICHOLAS
210805 KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170725

LAMBERT, PETE
210346 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE

LASSANDRELLO, ROBERT
210807 STMWR RD 209 S ADAMS

LAW ENFORCEMENT SYSTEMS,
210822 COOK CTY CIVIL LAW TICKET

MAGIC OF GARY KANTOR
210376 JULY CLASS INSTRUCTION

MANCERA, GEORGE
210794 CONT BD 36-42 S WASHINGTO

INVOICE
NUMBER

INV01078630
Total for Check: 110933

071817
071917
071917
071917
072217
Total for Check: 110934

070617
080217
Total for Check: 110935

58063
Total for Check: 110936

072517

Total for Check: 110937

23442
Total for Check: 110938

POS7E00077156
Total for Check: 110939

22896

Total for Check: 110940

199037
Total for Check: 110941

071317
Total for Check: 110942

24077
Total for Check: 110943

Page: 22
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$607.00
$716.00

$17.15
$22.73
$39.01
$36.80
$23.53
$139.22

$80.00
$68.00
$148.00

$1,016.65
$1,016.65

$315.00
$315.00

$250.00
$250.00

$163.50
$163.50

$6,860.00
$6,860.00

$85.00
$85.00

$28.00
$28.00

$500.00
$500.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER

VOUCHER DESCRIPTION
MARQUARDT PRINTING CO

210121 KLM BROCHURE INSERTS
MARTINA, DON

210628 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE
MATERIAL SERVICE CORP

210825 CA-6 STONE
MAUL PAVING

210289 CONT BD 600 W OGDEN

MCCANN INDUSTRIES, INC

210758

MCLEAN, ANNA
: - PETTY CASH

210589
210589
210589

HYD TANK

PETTY CASH
PETTY CASH

MEDICOM REIMBURSEMENT

210590
210591
210592

MENARDS
210006

MES ILLINOIS

210575

HOME VISITS
HOME VISITS
HOME VISITS

BENCH REPAIRS

NEW CHAIN BAR

MICRO CENTER A/R

210300
210301
210302
210303
210304
210521
210522

VANCO DVI TO HDMI ADAPTER

CABLES/ADAPTERS/POWER STR

HDD ADAPTER

 HDMI TO VGA ADAPTER

USB'S FOR PD
BROTHER LABEL TAPE
FANS FOR LEIGHTRONIX

INVOICE
NUMBER

30749
Total for Check: 110944

080217
Total for Check: 110945

5636815
Total for Check: 110946

24004
Total for Check: 110947

07221122
Total for Check: 110948

080117
080117
080117
Total for Check: 110949

5586
5653
5676
Total for Check: 110950

73567
Total for Check: 110951

IN1145593
Total for Check: 110952

4167201
4214683
4125663
4216038
4219431
4223137
4230011

Page: 23
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$890.00
$890.00

$68.00
$68.00

$611.48
$611.48

$500.00
$500.00

$4,073.30
$4,073.30

$1.92
$20.00
$90.55
$112.47

$5.00
$3.00
$9.00
$17.00

$143.76
$143.76

$134.06
$134.06

$3.99
$78.93
$114.98
$19.99
$101.82
$30.98
$29.97



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

210620
210621
210622

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

2-I1SPG 256 GB USB 3.0
2-KINGWIN 2.5-3.5 HDD
CRUCIAL 275 GB MX300 SSD

MICROSYSTEMS, INC.

210324

ANNUAL MAINTENANCE

MIDWEST INTERSTATE

210492 REPAIR ON CAT6 CABLE
MIDWEST MODEL T FORD CLUB
210421 3 MODEL T CARS FOR PARADE

MIDWEST REMODELING

210282

- 210571
210572
210573
210781

CONT BD 332 E CHICAGO

- MIDWEST TIME RECORDER
FEB MONTHLY FEE

JUNE FEE-TIME CLOCK
MAY FEE - TIME CLOCK
TIME CLOCK FEE-JULY

MINER ELECTRONICS

209988
209989
209990
209991
210314
210348
210348
210349
210349

MJMS LLC
210288

MOBOTREX
210001

ANTENNA IN CAR MIC BROKEN
PRINTER NOT POWERING UP

RADIO REPAIR

RADAR BUTTON REPAIR
PRINTER REPAIR

2-WAY RADIO
2-WAY RADIO
2 WAY RADIO
2 WAY RADIO

STMWR BD 741 E SEVENTH ST

4 LED BULBS-STREET LIGHTS

Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

INVOICE

NUMBER

4195479
4205284
4233046

- Total for Check:

110953

1000076638

Total for Check:

94146
Total for Check:

072017
Total for Check:

24073
Total for Check:

153728
155715
155286
156319
Total for Check:

262736
263325
263323
262766
263324
263184
263184
13695

13695

Total for Check:

22515

"Total for Check:

1054724
Total for Check:

110954

110955

110956

110957

110958

110959

110960

110961

Page: 24
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$149.98
$13.98
$99.99
$644.61

$190.00
$190.00

$500.44
$500.44

$150.00
$150.00

$500.00
$500.00

$116.35
$154.85
$118.60
$141.10
$530.90

$110.50
$186.50
$95.00
$174.43
$186.50
$210.00
$210.00
$493.00
$493.00
$2,158.93

$7,955.00
$7,955.00

$32.00
$32.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 25

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17

VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS
210520 JULY STARCOMM FEES 30137612017 $34.00
Total for Check: 110962 $34.00
MROZEK, DIANE
210022 CONT BD 9 S BODEN 24044 $500.00
Total for Check: 110963 $500.00
MURAWSKI CONSTRUCTION
210292 CONT BD 321 E NINTH 071917 $750.00
Total for Check: 110964 $750.00
NAMEPLATE & PANEL
210331 TRIBUTE TREES 220780 $219.00
Total for Check: 110965 $219.00
NAPA AUTO PARTS
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $62.72
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $153.04
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $170.22
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $260.46
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $186.63
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $15.95
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $5.23
210009 MONTHLY STOCK ORDER 4343-499937 $80.76
210344 EAR PLUGS 4343-501624 $178.51
Total for Check: 110966 $1,113.52
NAPERVILLE READY MIX INC
210414 CONCRETE RESTORATION 63342 $510.00
Total for Check: 110967 $510.00
NEOPOST USAINC
210404 POSTAGE MACHINE INK 55007706 $186.60
Total for Check: 110968 $186.60
NICOM INC
210367 CONT BD 60 GLENDALE 24009 $600.00
Total for Check: 110969 $600.00
NICOR GAS .
210615 350 N VINE 13270110003 $206.60
210616 5905 S COUNTY LINE 12952110000 $8.91
210617 YOUTH CENTER 90077900000 $36.16
210618 121 SYMONDS-POLICE & FIRE 38466010006 $48.01
210618 121 SYMONDS-POLICE & FIRE 38466010006 $48.00

Total for Check: 110970 $347.68



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632
VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER
NIMBUS COMMUNICATION
210429 BILLS-LEARN PICKELBALL 1617
Total for Check: 110971
NORMANDY CONSTRUCTION )
210021 CONT BD 41 S STOUGH 23870

Total for Check: 110972
NORTHWESTERN U CTR FOR

210818 STAFF & COMMAND SCHOOL 9761
210819 STAFF & COMMAND SCHOOL 9759
210820 CRASH INVESTIGATION COURS 9747
Total for Check: 110973
NPELRA
210766 MEMBERSHIP 72677
Total for Check: 110974
NUCO2 INC
210028 GAS 52693917
210029 GAS 52696060
210370 POOL SUPPLY 52803832
210371 CYLINDER RENTAL 52834177
210754 CHEMICALS 52978719
210755 CO2 DELIVERY 52948389
210756 CO2 DELIVERY 52930214

Total for Check: 110975

OAKLEY HOME BUILDERS
210809 STMWR BD 305 N WASHINGTON 23075
Total for Check: 110976

OZINGA
210393 CONCRETE BLOCKS 54842
Total for Check: 110977

P F PETTIBONE & CO
210394 COMMISSION CARDS/ILLAGE 172633
Total for Check: 110978

PARK, RICHARD P
210797 CONT BD 427 S WASHINGTON 24137
Total for Check: 110979

PARKER, TRACY

210089 REFUND 1703359
Total for Check: 110980

Page: 26
DATE: 08/15117

AMOUNT
PAID

$45.00
$45.00

$1,400.00
$1,400.00

$3,800.00
$3,800.00
$1,200.00
$8,800.00

$102.50
$102.50

$185.00
$343.79
$219.52
$37.30
$213.75
$103.37
$146.10
$1,248.83

$11,000.00
$11,000.00

$1,275.00
$1,275.00

$56.00
$56.00

$500.00
$500.00

$308.35
$308.35



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

PATEL, HINALI D.
210760 REFUND PERMIT

PATTEN INDUSTRIES, INC
209985 BELT TENSION FOR T84
210123 REPLACE ALTERNATOR

PERFORMANCE ADVANTAGE CO
210129 HOOKLOKS PAIR

PETERSEN, BRIAN L
210802 CONT BD 26 S PARK

PHENEGAR, WES
210345 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE

PLAY WELL TEKNOLOGIES
210037 JUNE 12 CLASSES
210321 JULY 10 CLASS-WITH LEGO

PRAXAIR DISTRIBUTION, INC
210336 CO2 CYLINDERS
210824 AIR TANK PODS

PRO ELECTRIC, INC
210801 CONT BD 564 WARREN TER

PRO SAFETY
210549 EAR PLUGS
210550 EAR PLUGS-PPE

PROVEN BUSINESS SYSTEMS
210619 COPIER MAINTENANCE

PURCELL, JARED
210120 REFUND

INVOICE
NUMBER

080217
Total for Check: 110981

P80C0079963
PM800011963
Total for Check: 110982

0074156-IN
Total for Check: 110983

24120
Total for Check: 110984

POS7E00077875
Total for Check: 110985

DB12395-H
DB12869B
Total for Check: 110986

77820178
78203568
Total for Check: 110987

24106
Total for Check: 110988

11152711
1/152710
Total for Check: 110989

409684

Total for Check: 110990 -

B131
Total for Check: 110991

Page: 27
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$258.00
$258.00

$234.94
$4,321.20
$4,556.14

$101.15
$101.15

$500.00
$5600.00

$91.20
$91.20

$800.00
$500.00
$1,300.00

$66.26
$64.13
$130.39

$500.00
$500.00

$27.16
$122.74
$149.90

$3,635.96
$3,635.96

$310.00
$310.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

QUICK SIGNS, INC
210438 SIGNICADE - WHITE

RAILROAD MANAGEMENT CO
210786 RAIRROAD EASEMENT FEE

RANIERI'S LANDSCAPING SER
210493 HYDRANT METER REFUND
210493 HYDRANT METER REFUND

RAY O'HERRON CO INC
210359 MERIT BARS

READY REFRESH BY NESTLE
209993 BOTTLED WATER
210895 BOTTLED WATER

RED WING SHOE STORE

210585 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE-DEREK

210826 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE
210827 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE
210827 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE
210827 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE

REIN ELECTRIC
210365 CONT BD 543 BONNIE BRAE

ROCK, RICK
210012 JUNE SOFTBALL UMPIRE
210627 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE

ROEHN, RICH
210397 UNIFORM ALLOWANCE

ROSENBAUER MINNESOTA LLC

210124 ANNUAL LADDER INSPECTION
210417 FUEL HOSE FOR FILLING LIN

INVOICE
NUMBER

17522
Total for Check: 110992

- 352084
Total for Check: 110993

59
59
Total for Check: 110994

1737066-IN

Total for Check: 110995

17F0120706023
17G00120706023
Total for Check: 110996

000000012-045
000000013-045
000000011-045
000000011-045
000000011-045
Total for Check: 110997

23997
Total for Check: 110998

070617
080217
Total for Check: 110999

POS7E00079800

Total for Check: 111000

25242
25306
Total for Check:‘ 111001

Page: 28
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$480.00
$480.00

$194.55
$194.55

$1,262.25-
$1,500.00
$237.75

$43.36
$43.36

$33.99
$111.85
$145.84

$179.99
$251.98
$301.49
$125.99
$449.97
$1,309.42

$500.00
$500.00

$102.00
$102.00
$204.00

$203.70
$203.70

$3,500.00
$131.50
$3,631.50



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

RUSSELL, CAMERON

210581

S.S.P.R.P.A

210326
210327

REG 8 TRAUMA SYMPOSIUM

MEMBERSHIP RENEW-HEATHER
MEMBERSHIP RENEW-SAMMY

SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS, INC

210783 PARTS WASHER RENTAL
SAMS CLUB #6384

210815 ASST SUPPLIES

210815 ASST SUPPLIES

210815 ASST SUPPLIES

210815 ASST SUPPLIES

210815 ASST SUPPLIES

210815 ASST SUPPLIES
SCHOOL OF ROCK

210570 SUMMER 2017 CLASS REIMBUR
SCOTT STOMPER '

210087 FALL 2017 BROCHURE
SEPS, INC

210443 WATER TOWER INSPECTION

210444 WATER PLANT INSPECTION

210445 PA STATION INSPECTION

SERVE CITY, INC

210427 JULY CAMP REIMBURSEMENT
SERVICE FORMS & GRAPHICS

210495 BUSINESS CARDS161496

210816 BUSINESS CARDS

SHANKLAND, SHARON

210286

CONT BD 123 W THIRD ST

INVOICE
NUMBER

072417
Total for Check: 111002

071917
071917
Total for Check: 111003

73883121 v
Total for Check: 111004

6046002039006910
6046002039006910
6046002039006910
6046002039006910
6046002039006910
6046002039006910
Total for Check: 111005

19520
Total for Check: 111006

0060
Total for Check: 111007

1/666420
1/666440
1/666430

Total for Check: 111008

INV-0136
Total for Check: 111009

161496
161497
Total for Check: 111010

24062
Total for Check: 111011

Page: 29
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$45.00
$45.00

$10.00
$10.00
$20.00

$179.31
$179.31

$59.04-
$98.91
$64.07
$47.07-
$27.74
$12.97
$97.58

$955.20
$955.20

$1,040.00
$1,040.00

$770.00
$990.00
$770.00
$2,530.00

$280.00
$280.00

$35.00
$35.00
$70.00

$500.00
$500.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 30

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
SHERWIN INDUSTRIES, INC ‘
210002 TRAFFIC PAINT $S070848 $474.50
210406 SIGN POSTS S$S070981 $442.32
210532 CONCRETE COLD PATCH SS071017 $213.00
Total for Check: 111012 $1,129.82
SHERWIN WILLIAM ’
210671 5 GAL STRAINER ELASTI 8484-5 $43.80
210672 TRAFFIC PAINT BEADS 7937-3 $428.33
210673 REPAIR RATE 6560-2 $70.00-
Total for Check: 111013 $402.13
SHI INTERNATIONAL CORP ,
210900 DELL OPTIPLEX 3050 B06897428 $3,325.00
Total for Check: 111014 $3,325.00
SIDOROW, ANDREA
210362 CONT BD 415 FULLER 23963 $800.00
Total for Check: 111015 $800.00
SILHAN, MARC
209997 JUNE SOFTBALL UMPIRE 070617 $204.00
210626 SOFTBALL LEAGUE UMPIRE 080217 $102.00
Total for Check: 111016 $306.00
SILVERLAND HOMES, LLC
210810 STMWR BD 811 N OAK 22861 $7,000.00
Total for Check: 111017 $7,000.00
SIM DEVELOPMENT, LLC
210796 CONT BD 218 S LINCOLN 24126 $500.00
Total for Check: 111018 $500.00
SIRCHIE
210496 EVIDENCE TAPE 0308495-IN $87.86
‘ Total for Check: 111019 $87.86
SITE ONE LANDSCAPE SUPPLY
210398 HOSE NOZZLE 81708762 $59.19
Total for Check: 111020 $59.19
SKYHAWKS SPORT ACADEMY IN
210084 INSTRUCTION-FLAG FOOTBALL 17126 $373.20
210085 INSTRUCTIONS FOR CAMPS 17125 $1,694.80
210749 CHEER CLASSES 17130 $1,331.80
210751 PRE-K GOLF CLASSES 17127 $307.80

210752 BEGIN GOLF CLASSES 17128 $1,238.50



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER
210753

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

TRACK & FIELD CLASSES

SMITH & WARREN

210528

RETIRED BADGE

SPEER FINANCIAL INC

210558

SPORTS RUS
210744

SPRINT
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631
210631

FINANCIAL ADVISOR FEE

JULY 10 WK CLASS REIMBURS

PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317
PHONE CHARG 062417-072317

STARR, JASON

210422

VOID TICKET AFTER PAYMENT

STEFFEN, ROSE

210803

KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170709

STRIPES PLUS MORE INC

210497

REFLECTIVE TAPE-SQUADS

SUBURBAN DOOR CHECK

210332

VILLAGE HALL KEYS

SUBURBAN LABORATORIES, IN

INVOICE
NUMBER

17129
Total for Check: 111021

AB76968
Total for Check: 111022

104-17
Total Vfor Check: 111023

2232
Total for Check: 111024

977740515-186
977740515-186
' 977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
977740515-186
Total for Check: 111025

071817
Total for Check: 111026

23374
Total for Check: 111027

13949
Total for Check: 111028

IN489273
Total for Check: 111029

Page: 31
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$345.20
$5,291.30

$155.69
$155.69

$32,119.38
$32,119.38

$728.00
$728.00

$179.30
$44.83
$1,252.33
$358.73
$44.83
$44.83
$44.83
$97.61
$134.47
$179.55
$89.65
$44.83
$403.44
$2,919.23

$10.00
$10.00

$500.00
$500.00

$143.00
$143.00

$14.40
$14.40



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 32

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/17
: VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER PAID
210667 DISINFECTION BY-PROD SAMP 146845 $400.00
"~ Total for Check: 111030 $400.00
SUSMARSKI, KEVIN
210295 STAPLERS NO PARKING SIGNS 071917 $80.06
Total for Check: 111031 $80.06
TAPCO ’
210533 STREET SIGN MATERIAL PD 1567812 $63.42
Total for Check: 111032 $63.42
TELECOM INNOVATIONS GROUP
210823 ANNUAL MAINTENANCE-MITEL A50358M $4,250.00
Total for Check: 111033 $4,250.00
THE CONCORD GROUP
210889 DESIGN & BUDGET FOR HMS - 2017A100/01 $6,500.00
Total for Check: 111034 $6,500.00
THE HINSDALEAN
210030 INDEPENDENCE DAY AD 27218 $680.00
210604 OPEN FOR BUSINESS AD-EDC 27452 $680.00
210605 OPEN FOR BUSINESS AD-EDC 27410 $680.00
210606 OPEN FOR BUSINESS AD-EDC 27364 $680.00
210607 OPEN FOR BUSINESS AD-EDC 27308 $680.00
210708 #02017-24 2230 $98.80
210709 V-04-17 PUB HEARING 00030469 $183.60
210710 V-03-17 PUB HEARING 00030470 $241.20
210711 V-02-17 PUB HEARING 00030471 $309.60
210712 A-41-2017, 4117, A-7-2017 ' 1478 $140.40
210712 A-41-2017, 4/17, A-7-2017 1478 $133.20
210712 A-41-2017, 4/17, A-7-2017 : 1478 $291.60
210713 V-05-17 PUB HEARING 1623 $162.00
210714 A-23-17 & 02017-08 2179 $247.00
210714 A-23-17 & 02017-08 2179 $215.80
210715 OVERPAYMENT 071717 $478.95-
Total for Check: 111035 $4,944.25
THE LAW OFFICES OF
210437 ADMIN TOW HEARINGS H-7-19-2017 $300.00
Total for Check: 111036 $300.00
THE VIRTUS GROUP, INC
210527 ADAPTIVE FTO TRAINING 1049 $254.00
Total for Check: 111037 $254.00

THE W-T GROUP, LLC ,
210403 TOLLWAY CONSTR PROJECT - CE17063-2 $1,157.50



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

THIBEAU, LORETTA

210906

KLM SECURITY DEP-EN170730

THIRD MILLENIUM

210032 UTILITY BILLING - JUNE

210892 UTILITY BILLING-JULY
THOMAS LOCKHART

210905 SUMMER 2017 LESSONS

THOMPSON ELEVATOR INSPEC

210378
210379
210584
210584
210584
210584

3RD PARTY ELEVATOR INSPEC
3RD PARTY ELEVATOR INSPEC
ELEVATOR INSPECTIONS
ELEVATOR INSPECTIONS
"ELEVATOR INSPECTIONS
ELEVATOR INSPECTIONS

THOMSON REUTERS WEST

210309

CLEAR CHARGES FOR JUNE

TPI BLDG CODE CONSULTANT

209994 JUNE PLUMBING INSPECTION
TRAFFIC CONTROL & PROTECT
210829 PD REQUESTED SIGNS
210835 STREET SIGNS
210836 55TH & PARK RD CLOSURE
210836 55TH & PARK RD CLOSURE
210837 STREET SIGNS
TRAFFIC CONTROL CORP
210726 DETECTOR SGL CHANNEL
210726 DETECTOR SGL CHANNEL
TRANE
210888 HVAC PARTS
210888 HVAC PARTS

INVOICE
NUMBER

Total for Check: 111038

22839
Total for Check: 111039

20954
21068
Total for Check: 111040

PR2017T
Total for Check: 111041

17-1217
17-1316
17-2384
17-2384
17-2384
17-2384
Total for Check: 111042

836394209
Total for Check: 111043

201706
Total for Check: 111044

1212
1397
23185
23185
89872
Total for Check: 111045

100061
100061
Total for Check: 111046

2906941
2906941

Page: 33
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$1,157.50

$500.00
$500.00

$1,108.05
$1,054.55
$2,162.60

$4,768.00
$4,768.00

$100.00
$100.00
$75.00
$150.00
$75.00
$75.00
$575.00

$182.99
$182.99

$2,050.00
$2,050.00

$241.15
$811.40
$700.00
$733.30
$233.65
$2,719.50

$245.60
$245.60
$491.20

$4.09
$4.10



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

TREES R US INC

210083
210353
210467
210469
210487
210903

ELM TREE INOCULATIONS
ELM TREE INOCULATIONS
ELM INJECTIONS

ELM INJECTIONS

ELM INJECTIONS

2017 ELM INOCULATIONS

TRESSLER, LLP

210040 APRIL PROSECUTIONS -
210041 MAY PROSECUTIONS
210042 JUNE PROSECUTIONS
210315 TURNER MATTER
2103186 TURNER MATTER
210317 TURNER MATTER
210762 LEGAL
210763 LEGAL
210764 LEGAL

TWIN SUPPLIES LTD
210586 LIGHTING-LUMENS & COB
210586 LIGHTING-LUMENS & COB

TYCO INTEGRATED SECURITY

210564

INSTALLATION CHARGE

U.S. TENNIS COURT

210554

STOUGH-ROBBINS REPAIRS

UNDERGROUND IMAGING CORP

210665  PRESSURE TESTING POOL PIP
UNIQUE APPAREL SOLUTIONS
210418  UNIFORMS-NIEMEYER
210419  UNIFORMS-NEWBERRY
210727  CAP & BELT
UPS STORE

210433

RETURN PUMP BACK

INVOICE
NUMBER

Total for Check: 111047

20810
20846
20904
20933
20872
20972
Total for Check: 111048

381655
382428
383186
381656
382429
383187
384022
384021
384023
Total for Check: 111049

185929A
185929A
Total for Check: 111050

28802870
Total for Check: 111051

1162
Total for Check: 111052

A2017014
Total for Check: 111053

43077
42322
43335
Total for Check: 111054

6645

Page: 34
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$8.19

$19,743.19
$17,571.68
$15,077.26
$15,821.30
$18,473.51
$22,530.20
$109,217.14

$1,500.00
$1,500.00
$1,500.00
$1,485.50
$3,926.50
$75.00
$120.00
$1,500.00
$35.00
$11,642.00

$3,168.00
$1,834.00
$5,002.00

$430.00
$430.00

$41,370.00
$41,370.00

$952.37
$952.37

$278.00
$208.00

$46.00
$5632.00

$16.36



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER
210434 WATER SAMPLES 6500
210435 FROM BALANCE FORWARD 072517
210436 MISCELLANEOUS 6568
210441 SHIPMENT FROM POLICE DEPT - 0136
210442 MID AMER TECH-FIRE DEPT 0149

Total for Check: 111055

URBAN TRI GEAR
210595 TOWN TEAM SWIM CAPS 062017
Total for Check: 111056

US GAS
210038 OXYGEN RENTAL 289369
210125 RENTAL OF OXYGEN CYLINDER 289985
Total for Check: 111057
USA BLUE BOOK
210007 SEWER DYE 288240
210409 C12 DPD REAGENTS 301237
210530 PH TESTER 311824
Total for Check: 111058
VERIZON WIRELESS
210780 MDT'S & IPADS 9788318794
210780 MDT'S & IPADS 9788318794

Total for Check: 111059

WALKER, LUTHER
210587 REFUND OVERPAYMENT 072517
Total for Check: 111060

WALSH KNIPPEN POLLOCK
210597 PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 20800
Total for Check: 111061

WAREHOUSE DIRECT INC

209999 SUPPLIES/TONER 3522092-0
210027 KLM COFFEE SUPPLIES 3534628-0
210080 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 3527948-0
210298 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3546643-0
210312 OFFICE SUPPLIES & FRAMES 35637283-0
210343 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3534662-0
210350 OFFICE SUPPLIES 35634313-0
210355 POOL SUPPLIES 3535764-0
210356 KLM JANITORIAL SUPPLIES 3541248-0
210357 ADMIN OFFICE SUPPLIES 3541891-0
210380 OFFICE SUPPLIES 3546639

210410 OFFICE SUPPLIES . 3546015-0

Page: 35
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$10.19
$97.60
$51.68
$50.76
$214.22
$440.81

$140.00
$140.00

$7.75
$23.25
$31.00

$245.31
$197.41
$140.57
$583.29

$459.51
$213.08
$672.59

$7.15
$7.15

$444.00
$444.00

$382.45
$79.06
$331.32
$601.16
$295.85
$35.28
$91.88
$325.42
$71.94
$43.33
$150.28
$83.43



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION

210460 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210474 OFFICE SUPPLIES-PAPER
210485 JANITORIAL

210486 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210488 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210489 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210490 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210491 OFFICE SUPPLIES-ADM & GEN
210491 OFFICE SUPPLIES-ADM & GEN
210536 POOL SPECIAL EVENT SUPPLI
210544 CLEANING SUP & SANTANIZER
210544 CLEANING SUP & SANTANIZER
210553 TRASH CANS

210567 KLM OFFICE SUPPLIS

210568 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210569 CLEANING SUPPLIES

210588 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

210588 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

210588 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

210588 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

210588 JANITORIAL SUPPLIES

210739 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210740 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210741 OFFICE SUPPLIES

210743 OFFICE SUPPLIES

* NOTE: Overflow check number 111063 processed

WASHBURN MACHINERY, INC
210728 REPAIRS TO WASHING MACH

WERICH, CORIE
210787 CONT BD 614 W CHICAGO

WESCON UNDERGROUND
210844  EMERGENCY LEAK REPAIR

WILLOWBROOK FORD INC
210034 STARTER MOTOR M84
210035 BLOWER RESISTOR
210666 A/C COMPRESSOR #830

WINNING MIND TRAINING INC
210821 COURSE-DARE TO BE GREAT

INVOICE
NUMBER

3550360-0
3552617-0
3537805-0
3546674-0
3544703-0
3548290-0
3545962-0
3546625-0
3546625-0
3546625-0
3547146-0
3547146-0
3555573-0
3548269-0
3552864-0
3560128-0
3541069-0
3541069-0
3541069-0
3541069-0
3541069-0
3560443-0
3564224-0
3563090-0
3562597-0
Total for Check: 111062

118383
Total for Check: 111064

23834
Total for Check: 111065

17-4040
Total for Check: 111066

5125369
5125327
5125828

Total for Check: 111067

199037
Total for Check: 111068

Page: 36
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$138.36
$639.80
$160.88
$284.29
$224.22
$77.36
$108.58
$5.55
$16.04
$210.07
$56.30
$512.58
$37.16
$42.46
$123.29
$3562.02
$338.46
$41.63
$140.25
$48.70
$185.88
$727.64
-$11.12
$30.43
$58.10
$7,062.57

$326.67
$326.67

$500.00
$500.00

$3,093.75
$3,093.75

$330.75

$30.53
$565.11
$926.39

$127.00
$127.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17

VOUCHER

Village of Hinsdale

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632

VOUCHER
DESCRIPTION

WOJTOWICZ, ISABELLA

- 210279

KLM SECURITY DEPOSIT

WOOCHOON PARK

210290

~CONT BD 561 N VINE

WOOCHOON PARK

210291 CONT BD 561 N VINE
XEROX CORPORATION :

210095 FINANCE COPIER

210126 FIRE COPIER

210602 FINANCE COPIER

210723 MAINTENANCE & SUPPLY

YOUNG REMBRANDTS

210116
210117

YOUTH ART REIMBURSEMENT
PRESCHOOL ART REIMBURSE

ZAVISKA, MELINDA

210383 CLEANING OF CHAIRS
ZOLL MEDICAL CORP
210011 2 PKS OF 3 LIFE BANDS

ADVENTIST HINSDALE HOSP

210311

ELEC USAGE 12/16-7/17

DUPAGE COUNTY COLLECTOR

210910 BALANCE DUE 2015 TAXES
DUPAGE COUNTY DIV OF

210782 SIGNS
ILCMA

210623 JOB AD POSTING

INVOICE
NUMBER

EN170826
Total for Check: 111069

23089
Total for Check: 111070

23527
Total for Check: 111071

089683833
089683835
090041385
090041386

Total for Check: 111072

1480
1489
Total for Check: 111073

46699
Total for Check: 111074

2541099
Total for Check: 111075

010
Total for Check: 111076

09-01-420-0111
Total for Check: 111077

3819
Total for Check: 111078

934
Total for Check: 111079

Page: 37
DATE: 08/15/17

AMOUNT
PAID

$450.00
$450.00

$500.00
$500.00

$650.00
$650.00

$85.00
$85.00
$85.00
$85.00
$340.00

$325.00
$252.00
$577.00

$95.00
$95.00

$735.00
$735.00

$323.17
$323.17

$164.64
$164.64

$88.94
$88.94

$50.00
$50.00



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale Page: 38

WARRANT REGISTER: 1632 DATE: 08/15/117
VOUCHER INVOICE AMOUNT
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION 'NUMBER PAID
AFLAC-FLEXONE
210919 AFLAC OTHER 081117000000000 $294.77
210920 ALFAC OTHER 081117000000000 $211.29
210921 AFLAC SLAC 081117000000000 $220.03
Total for Check: 111080 $726.09
COLONIAL LIFE PROCCESSING
210911 COLONIALSLAC 081117000000000 . $45.18
Total for Check: 111081 $45.18
ILLINOIS FRATERNAL ORDER
210913 UNION DUES 081117000000000 $688.00
Total for Check: 111082 $688.00
NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOL _
210914 USCM/PEBSCO 081117000000000 $169.74
210915 USCM/PEBSCO 081117000000000 $1,105.00
Total for Check: 111083 $1,274.74
NATIONWIDE TRUST CO.FSB
210922 PEHP UNION 150 081117000000000 $367.15
210923 PEHPPD 081117000000000 $504.63
210924 PEHP REGULAR 081117000000000 $2,258.08
Total for Check: 111084 $3,129.86
NCPERS GRP LIFE INS#3105
210912 LIFE INS 081117000000000 $224.00
' Total for Check: 111085 $224.00
STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210925 CHILD SUPPORT 081117000000000 $375.85
Total for Check: 111086 $375.85
STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210926 CHILD SUPPORT 081117000000000 $230.77
Total for Check: 111087 $230.77
STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT '
210927 CHILD SUPPORT 081117000000000 $764.77
: Total for Check: 111088 $764.77
STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT
210928 CHILD SUPPORT 081117000000000 $175.00
Total for Check: 111089 $175.00
STATE DISBURSEMENT UNIT

210929 CHILD SUPPORT 081117000000000 $672.45



Run date: 10-AUG-17 Village of Hinsdale
WARRANT REGISTER: 1632
VOUCHER INVOICE
VOUCHER DESCRIPTION NUMBER

Total for Check: 111090
V.0O.H. FLEX BENEFITS -

210916 DEP CARE REIMBURSEMENT *081117000000000
210917 MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT 081117000000000
210918 MEDICAL REIMBURSEMENT 081117000000000

Total for Check: 111091

Page: 39
DATE: 08/15/117

AMOUNT
PAID

$672.45

$33.33
$487.32
$283.33
$803.98

REPORT TOTAL $2,604,700.29

END OF REPORT



AGENDA ITEM #q b

VILLAGE OF

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Est 1873 Finance
AGENDA SECTION: Consent Agenda — ACA
SUBJECT: Appropriations Transfer Ordinance
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FrROM: Darrell Langlois, Assistant Village Manager/Finance Director M/

Recommended Motion

Move to Approve the attached Ordinance Authorizing Transfers of Appropriations Within Departments
and Agencies of the Village.

Background
The Village of Hinsdale adopted the FY 2016-17 Appropriations Ordinance in July, 2016. The

Appropriations Ordinance was based on the Village’s FY 2016-17 Annual Performance Budget. State
statutes require the Village to amend its Appropriation Ordinance to transfer funds between line item
accounts in departments that have exceeded the original appropriation.

Discussion & Recommendation

The original appropriation ordinance contains hundreds of individual line item accounts. During the
course of the year, some of the actual spending on particular line items may exceed that individual
* line item’s original appropriation. The attached Ordinance simply reallocates funds within line items in
each department in order to balance the line item appropriations. |t should be noted that no
department exceeded its appropriation in total, no individual funds exceeded its appropriation in total,
and the actual end of year expenses are consistent with those projections made in conjunction with
the preparation of the FY 2017-18 Budget.

Budget Impact
There is no impact to the Village’s budget. The original Appropriations Ordinance set the legal

spending limit for the Village; this ordinance adjusts the line appropriations to the actual spending for
those accounts that exceeded its original appropriation.

Village Board and/or Committee Action
The first reading of this item was held on July 11, 2017 whereby it was the consensus of the Village
Board to place this item on the consent agenda for August 15, 2017.

Documents Attached
1. Ordinance Authorizing Transfers of Appropriations Within Departments and Agencies of the
Village

Page 1 of 1



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING TRANSFERS OF APPROPRIATIONS
WITHIN DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES OF THE VILLAGE

WHEREAS, Section 8-2-9 of the Illinois Municipal Code authorizes transfers,
within any department or agency of the Village, of sums of money previously
appropriated for one corporate object or purpose to another corporate object or
purpose at any time by a two-thirds vote of the corporate authorities, provided that no
such transfer reduces an appropriation below an amount sufficient to cover all
obligations incurred or to be incurred against that appropriation; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have reviewed the appropriations of the prior fiscal year and have determined that it
is necessary, appropriate, and in the best interests of the Village to transfer certain
funds from appropriations for certain corporate objects and purposes to other

- corporate objects and purposes within the same departments and agencies; and

WHEREAS, the transfer of funds authorized by this Ordinance shall not
reduce an appropriation for any corporate object or purpose below an amount
sufficient to cover all obligations incurred or to be incurred against that
appropriation;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of Illinois,
as follows:

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

Section 2. Transfer of Funds. The appropriations listed on the attached
schedule, made for the fiscal year beginning May 1, 2016 and ending April 30, 2017,
shall be and are hereby increased or decreased by the amounts indicated, and the
funds appropriated for the corporate objects and purposes of said appropriation that
are decreased shall be, and they are hereby, transferred within the same department
or agency to those corporate objects and purposes that are increased, as indicated on
the attached schedule.




FY 2016-17 Appropriation Ordinance

Corporate Fund - 10000
General Government Department - 1000

7001
7002

7003 .

7005
7099
7101
7102
7105
7111
7112
7113
7201
7204
7299
7309
7316
7399
7401
7402
7403
7414
7415
7419
7499
7501
7503
7508
7520
7539
7599
7602
7606
7701
7702
7703
7706
7707
7709
7710
7711
7725
7729
7735
7736
7737
7749
7795
7797

Salaries & Wages

Overtime

Temporary Help

Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Employee Insurance
Unemployment Compensation
IPBC surplus

Legal Services

Auditing

Misc. Professional Services

Data Processing

IT Service Contract

Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Utilities

Telephone

Legal Publications

Employment Advertising

Printing & Publications

Misc. Services

Office Supplies

Gasoline & Oil

Licenses

Computer Equipment Supplies
Software Purchases

Misc. Supplies

Office Equipment

Computer Equipment
Conferences & Staff Development
Memberships & Subscriptions
Employee Relations

Plan Commission

Historic Preservation Commission
Board of Fire & Police Commissioners
Economic Development Commission
Zoning Board of Appeals
Ceremonial Occasions

Principal Expense

Educational Training

Personnel

Mileage Reimbursement

Interest Expense

Bank & Bond Fees

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses

Increase/
Appropriation (Decrease)
878,778 22,923
10,000 2,655
133,669 3,713
2,000
(766,322)
52,545 2,624
130,350
14,855
127,778 5,260
0 1,993
0
250,000
29,500 2,384
37,000 7,029
113,610 4,879
185,000
42,150 3,546
17,500
3,000
13,000 414
8,000
3,500 3,880
10,850
4,850 539
15,150
500
2,400 190
20,200 8,278
21,250
850 1,322
10,000 4,591
1,000
19,000 4,017
23,431
14,900
500
10,000
43,500 14,390
90,000
500
1,500
206,024
800
750 113
200 61
10,399
52,800 11,380
300,000

Revised
Appropriation

901,701
12,655
137,382
2,000
(766,322)
55,169
130,350
14,855
133,038
1,993
0
250,000
31,884
44,029
118,489
185,000
45,696
17,500
3,000
13,414
8,000
7,380
10,850
5,389
15,150
500
2,590
28,478
21,250
2,172
14,591
1,000
23,017
23,431
14,900
500
10,000
57,890
90,000
500
1,500
206,024
800
863
261
10,399
64,180
300,000

Actual
Expenses
901,701
12,655
137,382
1,200
(766,322)
55,169
125,251
14,548
133,038
1,993
(10,327)
248,477
31,884
44,029
118,489
167,146
45,696
14,263
2,294
13,414
3,271
7,380
6,937
5,389
14,617
0
2,590
28,478
1,962
2,172
14,591
761
23,017
20,042
13,492
0
5,263

57,890

84,796
0

0
206,024
570

863

261
10,398
64,180
0

Difference

17,854
0
3,237
706

0
4,729
0
3,913
0

533
500

300,000



7810
7812
7899
7909
7919
7990

7001
7002
7003
7005
7008
7009
7099
7101
7102
7105
7106
7111
7113
7299
7306
7307
7308
7309
7399
7401
7402
7403
7419
7501
7503
7504
7507
7508
7509
7514
7515
7520
7525
7530
7539
7599
7601
7602
7603
7604
7611
7618
7701
7702
7719
7735

Corporate Fund - 10000 Increase/ Revised Actual

General Government Department - 1000 (cont) Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
IRMA Premiums 26,915 26,915 11,779 15,136
Self-Insured Deductible 25,000 25,000 7,026 17,974
Other Insurance 400 400 0 400
Buildings 157,000 47,079 109,921 109,921 0
Computer Equipment 76,500 (59,102) 17,398 5,997 11,401
Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 243,308 243,308 0 243,308
Total General Government Department 2,676,390 0 2,676,390 2,001,647 674,743

Corporate Fund - 10000 Increase/ Revised Actual

Police Department - 1200 Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
Salaries & Wages 2,476,157 (45,704) 2,430,453 2,430,453 0
Overtime 145,000 73,020 218,020 218,020 0
Temporary Help 172,928 4,097 177,025 177,025 0
Longevity Pay 12,700 12,700 12,200 500
Reimbursable Overtime 50,000 (21,382) 28,618 28,618 0
Extra Detail-Grant 0 14,703 14,703 14,703 0
Water Fund Cost Allocation (18,451) (18,451) (18,451) 0
Social Security 20,156 523 20,679 20,679 0
IMRF 33,365 33,365 30,026 3,339
Medicare 41,235 41,235 39,990 1,245
Police Pension 736,199 4,591 740,790 740,790 0
Employee Insurance 432,923 (44,058) 388,865 388,859 6
IPBC surplus 0 0 (34,990) 34,990
Misc. Professional Services 7,065 496 7,561 7,561 0
Building & Grounds 750 428 1,178 1,178 0
Custodial 20,600 20,600 18,895 1,705
Dispatch Service 260,180 260,180 260,180 0
Data Processing 22,592 22,592 20,480 2,112
Misc. Contractual Services 62,556 62,556 48,109 14,447
Postage 1,400 1,400 1,189 211
Utilities 8,500 8,500 6,970 1,530
Telephone 27,000 6,937 33,937 33,937 0
Printing & Publications 9,250 9,250 9,179 71
Office Supplies 7,700 552 8,252 8,252 0
Gasoline & Oil 45,000 45,000 33,304 11,696
Uniforms 40,650 40,650 37,514 3,136
Building Supplies 150 150 143 7
Licenses 1,000 657 1,657 1,657 0
Janitor Supplies 2,500 2,500 2,496 4
Range Supplies 10,300 10,300 8,927 1,373
Camera Supplies 500 500 - 248 252
Computer Equip Supplies 5,000 5,000 2,931 2,069
Emergency Management 1,250 : 1,250 0 1,250
Medical Supplies 350 32 382 382 0
Software Purchases 2,500 2,500 1,752 748
Misc. Supplies 12,500 1,235 13,735 13,735 0
Buildings 19,500 3,436 22,936 22,936 0
Office Equipment 6,100 10,079 16,179 16,179 0
Motor Vehicles 24,000 3,169 27,169 27,169 0
Radios 2,000 2,000 408 1,592
Parking Meters 1,500 1,500 1,146 354
General Equipment 2,000 2,000 1,320 680
Conferences & Staff Development 7,550 2,756 10,306 10,306 0
Memberships & Subscriptions 7,000 683 7,683 7,683 0
HSD Sewer Use Charge 300 300 0 300
Educational Training 29,500 29,500 23,229 6,271
Personnel 1,000 3,849 4,849 4,849 0

7736



Corporate Fund - 10000
Police Department - 1200 (cont)

7737
7810
7812
7902
7909
7918
7990

Mileage Reimbursement
IRMA Premiums
Self-Insured Deductible
Motor Vehicles
Buildings

General Equipment

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses

Total Police Department

Corporate Fund - 10000
Fire Department - 1500

7001
7002
7003
7005
7099
7101
7102
7105
7107
7111
7113
7306
7307
7308
7399
7401
7402
7403
7419
7501
7503
7504
7506
7507
7508
7510
7515
7520
7525
7530
7531
7532
7533
7534
7535
7536
7537
7539
7601
7602
7603
7604
7606
7618
7701
7702

Salaries & Wages
Overtime

Temporary Help
Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Firefighters Pension
Employee Insurance
IPBC Surplus

Building & Grounds
Custodial

Dispatch Services

Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Utilities

Telephone

Printing & Publications
Office Supplies

Gasoline & Oil

Uniforms

Motor Vehicle Supplies
Building Supplies
Licenses

Tools

Camera Supplies
Computer Equipment Supplies
Emergency Management
Medical Supplies

Fire Prevention Supplies
Oxygen & Air Supplies
Hazmat Supplies

Fire Suppression Supplies
Fire Inspection Supplies
Infection Control Supplies
Safety Supplies

Software Purchases
Buildings

Office Equipment

Motor Vehicles

Radios

Computer Equipment
General Equipment

Conferences & Staff Development

Memberships & Subscriptions

Increase/ Revised Actual
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
1,500 1,500 1,062 438
63,499 (36,560) 26,939 26,939 0
20,000 47,794 67,794 67,794 0
86,000 61,167 147,167 147,167 0
32,500 (32,500) 0 0 0
60,000 (60,000) 0 0 0
250,773 250,773 0 250,773
5,266,227 0 5,266,227 4,925,128 341,099
Increase/ Revised | Actual

Appropriation  (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses  Difference
2,294,054 35,617 2,329,671 2,329,671 0
215,000 91,548 306,548 306,548 0
47,556 7,354 54,910 54,910 0
11,200 11,200 11,000 200
(18,451) (18,451) (18,451) 0
14,067 14,067 13,331 736
21,446 21,446 20,494 952
35,592 35,592 35,361 231
802,366 9,774 812,140 812,140 0
425,815 (31,780) 394,035 394,035 0
0 0 (34,415) 34,415

600 600 475 125
3,000 897 3,897 3,897 0
195,264 735 195,999 195,999 0
10,820 119 10,939 10,939 0
750 21 771 771 0
7,000 536 7,536 7,536 0
14,500 140 14,640 14,640 0
750 750 728 22
4,000 1,950 5,950 5,950 0
15,400 (7,213) 8,187 8,187 0
13,000 3,764 16,764 16,764 0
250 250 188 62
5,800 5,800 5,506 294
350 350 91 259
5,000 5,000 4,780 220
200 200 47 153
5,850 5,850 5,403 447
4,500 4,500 3,475 1,025
7,550 2,260 9,810 9,810 0
2,000 813 2,813 2,813 0
875 875 874 1
4,350 314 4,664 4,664 0
4,150 94 4,244 4,244 0
225 225 109 116
1,500 1,500 650 850
500 185 685 685 0
6,500 6,500 5,920 580
14,000 10,385 24,385 24,385 0
1,350 1,350 1,020 330
47,000 15,849 62,849 62,849 0
16,750 (13,012) 3,738 3,738 0
1,600 1,600 895 705
10,350 740 11,090 11,090 0
4,100 2,131 6,231 6,231 0
8,910 8,910 7,520 1,390



Corporate Fund - 10000
Fire Department - 1500 (cont)

7719
7729
7735
7736
7749
7810
7812
7909
7918
7990

HSD Sewer Use Charge
Bond Principal Repayment
Educational Training
Personnel

Interest Expense-Loan
IRMA Premiums
Self-Insured Deductible
Buildings

General Equipment

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses

Total Fire Department

Corporate Fund - 10000
Public Services Department - 2200

7001
7002
7003
7005
7099
7101
7102
7105
7111
7113
7202
7299
7301
7303
7304
7306
7307
7310
7312
7313
7319
7320
7399
7401
7402
7403
7405
7409
7411
7419
7501
7503
7504
7505
7506
7507
7508
7509
7510
7518
7519
7530
7539
7599
7601

Salaries & Wages
Overtime

Temporary Help
Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Employee Insurance
IPBC Surplus
Engineering

Other Professional Services
Street Sweeping
Mosquito Abatement

D E D Removals
Building & Grounds
Custodial

Traffic Signals
Landscaping

Third Party Review
Tree Trimming

Elm Tree Fungicide Program
Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Utilities

Telephone

Dumping

Equipment Rental
Holiday Decorating
Printing & Publishing
Office Supplies
Gasoline & Oil
Uniforms

Chemicals

Motor Vehicle Supplies
Building Supplies
Licenses

Janitor Supplies

Tools

Laboratory Supplies
Trees

Medical Supplies
Software Purchases
Misc. Supplies
Buildings

Corporate Fund - 10000

Increase/ Revised
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference

' 250 250 0 250
101,838 101,838 101,838 0
23,590 (5,531) 18,059 18,059 0
700 20 720 720 0
9,763 5 9,768 9,768 0
54,343 (31,284) 23,059 23,059 0
15,000 15,000 13,919 1,081
27,500 (27,500) 0 0 0
10,000 17,145 27,145 27,145 0
225,519 (86,076) 139,443 0 139,443
4,735,892 0 4,735,892 4,552,005 183,887

Increase/ Revised Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference

1,237,696 14,986 1,252,682 1,252,682 0
65,000 8,967 73,967 73,967 0
117,296 (61,356) 55,940 55,940 0
2,300 600 2,900 2,900 0
(127,914) (127,914) (127,914) 0
86,932 86,932 80,419 6,513
174,953 174,953 166,797 8,156
20,623 20,623 19,099 1,524
200,674 200,674 181,873 18,801
0 0 (16,219) 16,219
1,000 1,000 690 310
11,000 2,406 13,406 13,406 0
39,264 1,566 40,830 40,830 0
55,496 55,496 55,496 0
114,957 114,957 109,969 4,988
11,500 11,500 10,379 1,121
48,640 334 48,974 48,974 0
1,646 857 2,503 2,503 0
65,000 65,000 61,380 3,620
55,000 55,000 44,600 10,400
65,740 117 65,857 65,857 0
163,445 163,445 146,717 16,728
37,775 37,775 29,218 8,557
1,200 1,200 844 356
148,000 148,000 145,202 2,798
10,350 10,350 9,081 1,269
19,800 19,800 15,445 4,355
1,300 1,300 1,007 293
10,060 125 10,185 10,185 0
1,400 645 2,045 2,045 0
5,750 5,750 3,945 1,805
17,500 17,500 13,470 4,030
12,748 34 12,782 12,782 0
94,830 (38,348) 56,482 51,364 5,118
2,500 2,500 2,255 245
4,000 1,578 5,578 5,578 0
122 126 248 248 0
3,800 3,800 3,675 125
8,865 2,048 10,913 10,913 0
150 258 408 408 0
83,430 5,600 89,030 89,030 0
1,000 1,000 829 171
2,750 2,750 2,470 280
7,000 841 7,841 7,841 0
30,490 23,861 54,351 54,351 0

Increase/ Revised Actual



Public Services Department - 2200 (cont)

7602
7603
7604
7605
7615
7618
7619
7622
7699
7701
7702
7719
7735
7736
7810
7812
7902
7909
7918
7990

Office Equipment

Motor Vehicles

Radios

Grounds

Streets & Alleys

General Equipment
Traffic & Street Lights
Traffic & Street Signs
Misc. Repairs
Conferences & Staff Development
Dues & Subscriptions
HSD Sewer Use Charge
Educational Training
Personnel

IRMA Premium

Self Insurance Deductible
Motor Vehicles
Buildings

General Equipment

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses

Total Public Services Department

Corporate Fund - 10000
Community Dev. Department - 2400

7001
7002
7003
7005
7099
7101
- 7102
7105
7111
7113
7299
7309
7311
7313
7401
7403
7419
7499
7501
7502
7503
7504
7510
7599
7602
7603
7701
7702
7735

Salaries & Wages
Overtime

Temporary Help

Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Employee Insurance

IPBC Surplus

Misc. Professional Services
Data Processing

Inspectors

Commercial Review
Postage

Telephone

Printing & Publishing
Misc. Services

Office Supplies
Publications

Gasoline & Oil

Uniforms

Tools

Misc. Supplies

Office Equipment

Motor Vehicles
Conferences & Staff Development
Dues & Subscriptions
Educational Training

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
1,300 661 1,961 1,961 0
41,910 5,206 47,116 47,116 0
3,665 3,665 420 3,245
8,331 710 9,041 9,041 0
50,240 50,240 43,804 6,436
1,250 1,250 608 642
7,000 775 1,775 7,775 0
13,800 13,800 13,672 128
550 550 240 310
1,520 1,520 1,224 296
3,300 3,800 3,162 638
1,500 423 1,923 1,923 0
7,200 7,200 3,507 3,693
2,550 2,550 1,708 842
47,000 47,000 19,939 27,061
20,000 26,980 46,980 46,980 0
240,000 240,000 219,199 20,801
240,000 240,000 165,786 74,214
37,100 37,100 33,998 3,102
182,189 182,189 0 182,189
3,825,973 0 3,825,973 3,384,594 441,379

Increase/ Revised Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
529,123 529,123 526,062 3,061
5,000 5,000 537 4,463
82,312 82,312 75,554 6,758
700 1,200 1,900 1,900 0
(146,187) (146,187) (146,187) 0
36,898 36,898 35,081 1,817
80,049 80,049 74,628 5,421
8,948 8,948 8,466 482
69,365 1,662 71,027 71,027 0
0 0 (5,606) 5,606
0 2,500 2,500 2,500 0
9,250 50 9,300 9,300 0
38,000 38,000 33,530 4,470
20,000 (9,883) 10,117 585 9,532
4,000 4,000 3,120 880
8,000 8,000 5,981 2,019
1,250 1,250 463 787
7,500 1,848 9,348 9,348 0
6,000 103 6,103 6,103 0
1,200 1,200 440 760
500 240 740 740 0
850 850 488 362
750 750 58 692
100 100 0 100
4,000 4,000 3,183 817
1,000 1,000 457 543
750 750 570 180
2,250 1,484 3,734 3,734 0
2,500 782 3,282 3,282 0



Corporate Fund - 10000

Community Dev. Department - 2400 (cont)

7736
7737
7810
7812
7990

Personnel

Mileage Reimbursement
IRMA Premiums
Self-Insured Deductible

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total Community Development Departmen

Corporate Fund - 10000

Parks & Recreation Department - 3000

7001
7002
7003
7005
7099
7101
7102
7105
7111
7113
7306
7307
7309
7312
7314
7399
7401
7402
7403
7406
7409
7415
7419
7501
7503
7504
7505
7507
7508
7509
7510
7511
7517
7520
7530
7537
7599
7601
7602
7603
7604
7605
7617
7618
7699
7701
7702
7703
7708
7719

Salaries & Wages
Overtime

Temporary Help
Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Employee Insurance
IPBC Surplus
Buildings & Grounds
Custodial

Data Processing
Landscaping
Recreation Programs
Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Utilities

Telephone

Citizen Information
Equipment Rental
Employment Advertisements
Printing & Publications
Office Supplies
Gasoline & Oil
Uniforms

Chemicals

Building Supplies
Licenses

Janitorial Supplies
Tools

KLM Event Supplies
Recreation Supplies
Computer Equipment
Medical Supplies
Safety Supplies

Misc. Supplies
Buildings

Office Equipment
Motor Vehicles
Radios

Grounds

Recreation Equipment
General Equipment
Misc. Repairs

Conferences & Staff Development

Memberships & Subscriptions
Employee Relations

Park & Recreation Commission

Flagg Creek Sewer Charge

Increase/ Revised Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
200 14 214 214 0
100 100 0 100
9,078 9,078 3,851 . 5,227
2,500 2,500 0 2,500
39,299 39,299 0 39,299
825,285 0 825,285 729,409 95,876

Revised Actual Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
363,061 (26,300) 336,761 276,019 60,742
10,200 5,571 15,771 15,771 0
288,879 288,879 253,017 35,862
1,300 100 1,400 1,400 0
(18,451) (18,451) (18,451) 0
41,133 41,133 33,199 7,934
54,333 54,333 41,122 13,211
9,620 9,620 7,759 1,861
82,458 82,458 70,035 12,423
0 0 (6,664) 6,664
54,200 54,200 28,732 25,468
36,150 36,150 30,716 5,434
20,905 327 21,232 21,232 0
108,250 108,250 106,003 2,247
237,950 237,950 197,930 40,020
27,818 3,082 30,900 30,900 0
3,300 3,300 2,512 788
85,000 85,000 83,497 1,503
10,000 10,000 8,262 1,738
22,500 22,500 21,137 1,363
4,255 3,260 7,515 7,515 0
0 330 330 330 0
17,200 220 17,420 17,420 0
6,650 6,650 4,926 1,724
8,750 8,750 5,151 3,599
7,545 7,545 6,291 1,254
12,450 6,012 18,462 18,462 0
5,000 5,000 3,918 1,082
3,125 293 3,418 3418 0
5,500 50 5,550 5,550 0
2,250 2,250 1,150 1,100
2,500 2,500 995 1,505
47,400 47,400 32,112 15,288
1,000 1,000 0 1,000
380 70 450 450 0
850 850 770 80

50 50 8 42
41,500 41,500 30,670 10,830
4,100 4,100 3,112 988
2,410 3916 6,326 6,326 0
660 660 0 660
16,700 16,700 10,168 6,532
1,250 1,250 152 1,098
24,940 24,940 12,623 12,317
150 36 186 186 0
2,700 2,700 "~ 1,918 782
2,178 2,178 1,993 185
0 16 16 16 0

50 50 0 50
3,500 3,500 0 3,500



Corporate Fund - 10000

Parks & Recreation Department - 3000 (cont)

7735
7736
7737
7795
7810
7812
7902
7908
7909
7918
7990

Educational Training

Personnel

Mileage Reimbursement

Bank & Bond Fees

IRMA Premiums

Self-Insured Deductible

Motor Vehicles

Land & Grounds

Buildings

General Equipment

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total Parks & Recreation Department

Motor Fuel Tax Fund - 23000

7904 -

7990

Sidewalks
Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

Foreign Fire Insurance Fund - 25000

7501
7504
7539
7735
7795
7802

v . 1918

7990

Office Supplies

Uniforms

Software Purchases

Educational Training

Bank & Bond Fees

Officials Bonds

General Equipment

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

Debt Service Funds - 32000

7729
7749
7795
7990

Bond Principal Payment

Interest Expense

Bank & Bond Fees

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

MIP Infrastructure Projects Fund-45300

7202
7419
7904
7906
7990

Engineering

Printing and Publications

Sidewalks

Street Improvements

Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

Annual Infrastructure Projects Fund-45400

7925
7990

Infrastructure Improvements
Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

Revised Actual Actual
Appropriation =~ (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses  Difference
2,495 2,495 242 2,253
120 385 505 505 0
150 439 589 589 0
10,200 2,193 12,393 12,393 0
26,098 26,098 11,072 15,026
2,500 2,500 0 2,500
46,000 46,000 29,528 16,472
197,500 197,500 125,104 72,396
199,500 199,500 115,553 83,947
65,000 65,000 63,316 1,684
110,661 110,661 0 110,661
2,323,873 0 2,323,873 1,738,060 585,813
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Increase/ - Revised Actual
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
0 2,548 2,548 2,548 0
2,000 2,000 737 1,263
0 637 637 637 0
10,000 (5,565) 4,435 3,145 1,290
0 198 198 198 0
500 500 449 51
29,000 2,182 31,182 31,182 0
4,150 4,150 0 4,150
45,650 0 45,650 38,896 6,754
Increase/ Revised Actual
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
725,000 725,000 725,000 0
346,603 346,603 346,602 1
1,700 125 1,825 1,825 0
53,665 (125) 53,540 0 53,540
1,126,968 0 1,126,968 1,073,427 53,541
" Increase/ Revised Actual
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
499,500 16,419 515,919 515,919 0
94 94 94 0
85,000 37,164 122,164 122,164 0
12,304,300 (53,677) 12,250,623 2,326,403 9,924,220
644,440 644,440 0 644,440
13,533,240 0 13,533,240 2,964,580 10,568,660
Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
1,841,230 1,841,230 14,490 1,826,740
92,062 92,062 0 92,062
1,933,292 0 1,933,292 14,490 1,918,802




Water & Sewer Oper. Fund - 61061

7001
7002
7703
7005
7099
7101
7102
7105
7111
7201
7202
7299
7306
7307
7309
7330
7399
7401
7402
7403
7405
7406
7419
7499
7501
7503
7504
7505
7507
7509
7510
7518
7520
7530
7599
7601
7602
7603
7604
7608
7609
7614
7615
7618
7699
7701
7702
7713
7719
7735
7736
7748
7749
7810
7812
7902
7909

Salaries & Wages
Overtime

Temporary

Longevity Pay

Water Fund Cost Allocation
Social Security

IMRF

Medicare

Employee Insurance

Legal Services
Engineering

Misc. Professional Services
Buildings & Grounds
Custodial Services

Data Processing

DWC Costs

Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Utilities

Telephone

Dumping

Citizens Information
Printing & Publishing
Misc. Services

Office Supplies

Gasoline & Oil

Uniforms

Chemicals

Building Supplies

Janitor Supplies

Tools

Laboratory Supplies
Computer Equipment Supplies
Medical Supplies

Misc. Supplies

Buildings

Office Equipment

Motor Vehicles

Radios

Sewers

Water Mains

Catch basins

Streets & Alleys

General Equipment
Miscellaneous Repairs
Conferences & Staff Development
Memberships & Subscriptions
Utility Tax

HSD Sewer Use Charge
Educational Training
Personnel

Loan Principal

Interest Expense

IRMA Premiums
Self-Insured Deductibles
Motor Vehicles

Buildings

Appropriation
552,893
80,000
10,000
600
1,095,776
39,897
82,734
9,331
87,296
2,500
11,500
9,508
1,500
8,200
11,100
4,320,000
110,000

15,000

68,000
30,000
19,000
2,200
800
18,559
550
9,000
5,500
8,500

0

675
19,010
400
675
450
750
35,780
750
7,157
550
10,634
85,969
7,822

0

9,347
4,000
1,700
7,900
389,000
400
675
250
177,816
40,785
113,506
2,500
105,000
0

Revised

Appropriation

552,893

80,000

10,000

2,500

1,095,776

39,897

82,734

9,331

87,296

2,500

11,500

9,508

1,500

8,200

11,100

4,320,000

110,000

15,000

68,000

412 30,412

19,000

60 2,260

800

18,559

510 1,060

9,000

5,500

575 9,075

95 95

33 708

19,010

400

675

450

750

1,267 37,047

7 757

11,119 18,276

550

10,634

85,969

7,822

506 506

9,347

4,000

1,700

12 7,912

389,000

400

675

250

177,816

40,785

76,348

2,500

105,000

0

Increase/

Decrease

1,900

(37,158)

Actual
Expenses

543,113
75,781
0
2,500
1,095,776
37,398
78,198
8,746
79,101
0
3,367
7,765
485
7,317
11,075
4,059,691
87,239
14,363
59,166
30,412
9,575
2,260
391
14,016
1,060
7,451
4,754
9,075
95
708
18,252
352
0
449
523
37,041
757
18,276
0
3,602
75,939
6,574
506
8,493
3,474
1,290
7,912
372,008
40
572
131
177,816
40,785
50,198
0
94,679
0

Difference
9,780
4,219

10,000
0

0
2,499
4,536
585
8,195
2,500
8,133
1,743
1,015
883
25
260,309
22,761
637
8,834
0
9,425
0

409
4,543
0
1,549
746

0

0

0

758
48
675

1

227

6

0

0

550
7,032
10,030
1,248
0

854
526
410

0
16,992
360
103
119

0

0
26,150
2,500
10,321
0



Increase/ Revised Actual
Water & Sewer Oper. Fund - 61061 (cont) Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7910 Water Meters 150,000 150,000 89,109 60,891
7912 Fire Hydrants 25,000 25,000 24,455 545
7918 General Equipment 43,000 20,662 63,662 63,662 0
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 392,572 392,572 0 392,572
Total 8,244,017 0 8,244,017 7,347,773 896,244
Water & Sewer Capital Fund - 61062 Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7905 Sewers 1,197,000 5,177 1,202,177 1,202,177 0
7907 Water Mains 1,895,000 5,177) 1,889,823 1,749,320 140,503
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 309,200 309,200 0 309,200
Total 3,401,200 0 3,401,200 2,951,497 449,703
Actual
Water & Sewer Debt Service Fund - 61064 & 61!  Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7729 Bond Principal Payment 535,000 535,000 535,000 0
7749 Interest Expense 122,438 122,438 122,438 0
7795 Bank & Bond Fees 400 400 400 0
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 32,892 32,892 0 32,892
Total 690,730 0 690,730 657,838 32,892
Increase/ Revised Actual
Police Pension Fund - 71100 Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7011 Pension Payments 1,481,193 14,549 1,495,742 1,495,742 0
7012 Disability Payments 120,209 202 120,411 120,411 0
7013 Pension Refunds 0 7,333 7,333 7,333 0
7201 Legal Expenses 10,000 4,772) 5,228 5,228 0
7299 Misc. Professional Services 125,725 67,152 192,877 192,877 0
7702 Memberships & Subscriptions 795 795 795 0
7735 Educational Training 3,500 252 3,752 3,752 0
7795 Bank & Bond Fees 1,000 (1,000) 0 0 0
7799 Miscellaneous Expenses 5,000 (4,680) 320 320 0
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 174,742 (79,036) 95,706 0 95,706
Total 1,922,164 0 1,922,164 1,826,458 95,706
Increase/ Revised Actual
Firefighters' Pension Fund - 71200 Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7011 Pension Payments 1,184,000 (834) 1,183,166 1,155,958 27,208
7012 Disability Payments 256,500 834 257,334 257,334 0
7201 Legal Expenses 10,000 10,000 7,469 2,531
7299 Misc. Professional Services 70,000 70,000 61,386 8,614
7702 Memberships & Subscriptions 795 795 795 0
7735 Educational Training 2,500 2,500 2,159 341
7795 Bank & Bond Fees 1,000 1,000 0 1,000
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 152,480 152,480 0 152,480
Total 1,677,275 0 1,677,275 1,485,101 192,174
Increase/ Revised Actual
Library Capital Projects Fund - 95000 Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
7729 Bond Principal Payment 0 0 0
7748 Loan Principal 50,000 50,000 50,000 0
7749 Interest Expense 4,925 4,925 4,892 33
7909 Buildings 68,455 68,455 36,386 32,069
7990 Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses 100,000 100,000 0 100,000
Total 223,380 0 223,380 91,278 132,102




Library Operations Fund - 99000

7001
7003
7101
7102
7105
7111
7114
7115
7121
7125
7126
7127
7128
7130
7134

7135
7144
7146
7161
7163
7165
7167
7169
7181
7182
7183
7184
7185
7186
7187
7188
7189
7191
7192
7193
7195
7197
7198
7199
7297
7298
7729
7749
7795
7803
7810
7812
7909
9032
9095
7900

Salaries & Wages

Temporary Help

Social Security Expense

IMRF

Medicare Expense

Employee Insurance

Conferences & Staff Development
Staff Recognition

Citizen Information/ Marketing
Library Programs - Youth

Library Programs - Adult

Books - Youth & YA

Adult Materials - Books/Audio/Video
Periodicals

E-Books

Technical Services - Cards/Bindery
Software Purchases

Computer Support - Maintenance
Custodial

Utilities

Janitorial - Maintenance Supplies
Maintenance Contracts

Misc. Repairs - Improvements
Legal Expenses

Planning Services

Misc. Contractual Services
Postage

Telephone

Accounting

Misc. Services

Office Supplies

Copier Supplies

Office Equip Maintenance
Memberships & Subscriptions
Special - Ceremonial Events
Helen O'Neill Scholarship
Friends Pledges Exp

Grant Expenses

Sales Tax-Used Books
Donations Expenses

Foundation Expenses

Principal

Interest Expense

Credit Card/Bank Fees

Liability Insurance

IRMA Premiums

IRMA Deductible

Buildings

Transfer-Debt Service
Transfer-Capital Reserve
Contingency for Unforeseen Expenses
Total

Increase/ Revised Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
1,317,500 1,317,500 1,300,227 17,273
4,000 4,000 0 4,000
82,344 82,344 78,558 3,786
138,000 138,000 131,956 6,044
19,104 19,104 18,373 731
140,000 140,000 121,651 18,349
24,000 24,000 15,612 8,388
3,000 3,000 2,484 516
36,000 36,000 26,834 9,166
24,000 24,000 22,496 1,504
9,000 9,000 8,197 803
65,000 65,000 61,311 3,689
189,000 189,000 178,464 10,536
19,000 19,000 17,815 1,185
36,000 10,029 46,029 46,029 0
20,000 20,000 16,139 3,861
40,000 40,000 26,792 13,208
66,500 66,500 56,948 9,552
44,000 44,000 38,370 5,630
12,000 12,000 12,000 0
7,000 7,000 6,134 866
9,000 9,000 7,274 1,726
33,000 33,000 30,492 2,508
5,000 5,000 4,937 63
35,000 4,139 39,139 39,139 0
11,000 11,000 10,697 303
750 23 773 773 0
6,000 6,000 5,806 194
61,880 (22,196) 39,684 31,880 7,804
1,500 1,500 1,338 162
15,000 15,000 12,474 2,526
3,000 3,000 2,746 254
3,750 3,750 2,994 756
3,000 3,000 1,791 1,209
7,500 7,500 5,464 2,036
500 500 500
50,000 50,000 3,874 46,126
50,000 50,000 50,000
1,000 1,000 585 415
0 1,543 1,543 1,543 0
50,000 50,000 0 50,000
53,976 53,976 53,976 0
2,725 2,725 2,724 1
1,500 1,500 529 971
300 300 0 300
35,500 35,500 15,107 20,394
10,000 10,000 0 10,000
20,000 6,462 26,462 26,462 0
216,612 216,612 216,612 0
123,380 123,380 0 123,380
310,632 310,632 0 310,632
3,416,953 0 3,416,953 2,665,604 751,349




All Funds Summary
Corporate Fund - 10000

Departments - 1000 thru 4000

Motor Fuel Tax Fund - 23000

Foreign Fire Insurance Fund - 25000

Debt Service Funds - 37000

MIP Infrastructure Project Fund - 45300
Annual Infrastructure Project Fund - 45400
Water & Sewer Operations Fund - 61061
Water & Sewer Capital Fund - 61062
Water & Sewer Debt Service Fund - 61063
Police Pension Fund - 71100

Firefighters' Pension Fund - 71200
Library Funds - 95000 & 99000

Total All Funds

Increase/ Revised Actual

Appropriation (Decrease) Appropriation Expenses Difference
19,653,640 0 19,653,640 17,330,843 2,322,797
0 0 0 0 0
45,650 0 45,650 38,896 6,754
1,126,968 0 1,126,968 1,073,427 53,541
13,533,240 0 13,533,240 2,964,580 10,568,660
1,933,292 0 1,933,292 14,490 0
8,244,017 0 8,244,017 7,347,773 896,244
3,401,200 0 3,401,200 2,951,497 449,703
690,730 0 690,730 657,838 32,892
1,922,164 0 1,922,164 1,826,458 95,706
1,677,275 0 1,677,275 1,485,101 192,174
3,640,333 0 3,640,333 2,756,882 883,451
55,868,509 0 55,868,509 38,447,785 15,501,922




Section 3.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effective
from and after its passage and approval of two-thirds of the corporate authorities, and
ten days after its publication in pamphlet form in the manner provided by law.

PASSED this 15th day of August, 2017
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this 15th day of August, 2017.

Village President

ATTEST:

Village Clerk














































































EXHIBIT C

X. DRUG FREE WORKPLACE. CONTRACTOR shall submit as a part of this contract,
this "DRUG FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATIONS" statement, notarized, dated and signed

by the highest-ranking company official in the geographical area, along with his/her
title or position within the company.

DRUG FREE WORKPLACE CERTIFICATIONS

The CONTRACTOR acknowledges its obligations under the Illinois Drug Free
Workplace Act and certifies that it will provide a drug-free workplace by:

A. Publishing a statement:

1) Notifying employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution,

dispensation, possession or use of a controlled substance is prohibited in
the contractor's workplace.

2) Specifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violations
of such prohibitions.

3) Notifying the actions that will be taken against employees for violations
of such prohibitions.

a) abide by the terms of the statement in the workplace;

b) notify the employer of any criminal drug statue conviction for a
violation occurring in the workplace no later than five days after
such conviction.

B. Establishing a drug free awareness program to inform employees about:

a) the dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

b) the grantee’s or contractor's policy of maintaining a drug free
workplace;

c) any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee
assistance programs; and

d) the penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug
violations.

C. Making it a requirement to give a copy of the statement required by subsection

(1) to each employee engaged in the performance of the contract or grant, and
to post the statement in a prominent place in the workplace.
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reduction in the Contract Price.

4. Owner may terminate this Contract without liability
for further payment of amounts due or to become
due under this Contract.

5. Owner may, without terminating this Contract,
terminate Contractor's rights under this Contract
and, for the purpose of completing or correcting the
Work, evict Contractor and take possession of all
equipment, materials, supplies, tools, appliances,
plans, specifications, schedules, manuals, drawings,
and other papers relating to the Work, whether at
the Work Site or elsewhere, and either complete or
correct the Work with its own forces or contracted
forces, all at Contractor's expense.

6. Upon any termination of this Contract or of
Contractor's rights under this Contract, and at
Owner's option exercised in writing, any or all
subcontracts and supplier contracts of Contractor
shall be deemed to be assigned to Owner without
any further action being required, but Owner shall
not thereby assume any obligation for payments due
under such subcontracts and supplier contracts for
any Work provided or performed prior to such
assignment.

7. Owner may withhold from any Progress Payment or
Final Payment, whether or not previously approved,
or may recover from Contractor, any and all costs,
including attorneys’ fees and administrative
expenses, incurred by Owner as the result of any
Event of Default or as a result of actions taken by
Owner in response to any Event of Default.

8. Owner may recover any damages suffered by Owner.

6.4 Owner's Special Remedy for Delay

If the Work is not completed by Contractor, in full compliance with, and
as required by or pursuant to, this Contract, within the Contract Time as such time
may be extended by Change Order, then Owner may invoke its remedies under
Section 6.3 of this Contract or may, in the exercise of its sole and absolute discretion,
permit Contractor to complete the Work but charge to Contractor, and deduct from
any Progress or Final Payments, whether or not previously approved, administrative




































AGENDA ITEM #Qdy

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Public Services &

VILLAGE OF

Est. 1873
Engineering
AGENDA SECTION: Consent Agenda
SUBJECT: Award Year One of Bid #1635 for Street Sweeping Services
MEETING DATE: August 15, 2017
FrROM: Brendon Mendoza, Administrative Analyst

Recommended Motion
To award year one of bid #1635 for street sweeping services to Lake Shore Recycling Systems in the
year one amount of $35,500, with approval to utilize the fully budgeted amount of $47,660.

Background
Included in the Public Services Department budget is $47,660 for Village street sweeping services. In

August of 2017, sealed bids were solicited for continuation of street sweeping services on a three-
year term. Unit pricing was requested from vendors. Lake Shore Recycling Systems provided the
lowest bid at a year one bid price of $35,500.

Discussion & Recommendation :

Bid #1635 includes services for straight time (daily hourly sweeping), complete Village sweeps, and
Central Business District sweeping, which is completed between the hours of 5:00 AM and 7:00 AM.
The complete Village sweep includes one in the Fall and one in the Spring. Public Services staff has
considered conducting an additional full Village sweep in Fall due to leaf accumulation. Public
Services staff will utilize street sweeping services at the bid award per-unit pricing not to exceed the
year one budgeted amount of $47,660.

Budget Impact
For the purpose of securing competitive pricing, Public Services solicited bids for unit pricing for street

sweeping services. Village staff received five (5) competitive bids for Village street sweeping services
bid #1635. Including an additional Fall sweep, Lake Shore Recycling Systems has provided the lowest
year one bid at $40,750, which is $6,910 under budget.

Village Board and/or Committee Action

Per the Village's approved meeting policy, this award is included on the Consent Agenda without the
benefit of a First Reading because it meets the definition for a routine item: it is included in the
approved budget, is under budget, and is less than $500,000.

Documents Attached

1. Street Sweeping Bid #1635 Tabulation

2. Lake Shore Recycling Systems Bid Proposal
3. Lake Shore Recycling Systems References
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Attachment #1

PROJECT NUMBER 1635 Name Waste Management of lilinois Elgin Sweeping Services Dejana Sweeping Lake Shore Recycling llinois Central Sweeping
PROJET NAME Street Sweeping Address 700 E Butterfield Road 1015 W. Perishing Road 2130 Oxford Road 6132 Oakston Street 16247 S. Brennan Hwy
DATE 8/1/2017 Suite 400 Chicago, IL, 60609 Des Plaines, IL, 60018 Morton Grove, IL, 60053 Tinley Park, IL, 60478
BUDGET $47,660 Lombard, IL 60148

ACCOUNT 2202-7301 Bid Security 5% Bond Cashier's Check 5% Bond Cashier's Check N/A
Description Unit QTY Est Unit Price Extended Total | Unit Price | Extended Total l Unit Price | Extended Total l Unit Price | Extended Total l Unit Price | Extended Total
YEAR 1

Street Sweeping, Straight Line, Special Events HRS 150 $145.00 $21,750.00 $145.00 $21,750.00 $90.00 $13,500.00 $100.00 $15,000.00 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Village Sweep Per Circuit 2 $30,375.00 $60,750.00 $9,280.00 $18,560.00 $13,950.00 $27,900.00 $5,250.00 $10,500.00 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Central Business District HRS 100 $145.00 $14,500.00 $145.00 $14,500.00 $90.00 $9,000.00 $100.00 $10,000.00 N/A N/A
EXTENDED TOTAL $97,000.00 $54,810.00 $50,400.00 $35,500.00 N/A
YEAR 2

Street Sweeping, Straight Line, Special Events HRS 150 $150.00 $22,500.00 $148.00 $22,200.00 $92.20 $13,830.00 $102.00 $15,300.00 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Village Sweep Per Circuit 2 $31,287.00 $62,574.00 $9,472.00 $18,944.00 $14,299.00 $28,598.00 $5,355.00 $10,710.00 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Central Business District HRS 100 $150.00 $15,000.00 $148.00 $14,800.00 $92.20 $9,220.00 $102.00 $10,200.00 N/A N/A
EXTENDED TOTAL $100,074.00 $55,944.00 $51,648.00 $36,210.00 N/A
YEAR 3

Street Sweeping, Straight Line, Special Events HRS 150 $155.00 $23,250.00 $152.00 $22,800.00 $94.50 $14,175.00 $104.04 $15,606.00 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Village Sweep Per Circuit 2 $32,226.00 $64,452.00 $9,728.00 $19,456.00 $14,712.00 $29,424.00 $5,462.10 $10,924.20 N/A N/A
Street Sweeping Central Business District HRS 100 $155.00 $15,500.00 $152.00 $15,200.00 $94.50 $9,450.00 $104.04 $10,404.00 N/A N/A
EXTENDED TOTAL $103,202.00 $57,456.00 $53,049.00 $36,934.20 N/A
THREE YEAR EXTENDED TOTAL | $300,276.00 | | $168,210.00 | | $155,097.00 | | s108644.20 | | N/A




CONTRACT PRICE

Schedule of Prices

Unit Price Contract

Attachment #2

For providing, performing and completing all work, the sum of the products resulting from multiplying the
number of acceptable units of Unit Price ltems listed below incorporated in the Work by the Unit Price set
forth below for such Unit Price Item. The quantities this in the Schedule of Prices is an estimate only for
the purposes of securing units prices. The Village reserves the right to add or subtract work based on its
annual appropriation for these services.

Complete Tables as Indicated:

*Item #2 to be completed within 3 weeks of scheduled start date of contract with a minimum of 2 street
sweeper units in per day.

**Item #3 to be completed between the hours of 5:00 A.M. to 7:00 A.M. on designated days.

Project Name: Village of Hinsdale Street Sweeping Bid Number: 1635
Year One
ltem Description Unit Bid Unit Price Bid Extended
Number Comparison Total
Quantity
1 Street sweeping, straight line, | Hours 150 $100/hour $15,000.00
special events :
2% Street sweeping, Village Per 2 $5.250.00 $10.500.00
sweep Circuit ' '
Eh Street sweeping Central Hours 100 $100/hours $10.000.00
Business District
Extended Total $35,500.00
Year Two
ltem Description Unit Bid Unit Price Bid Extended
Number Comparison Total
Quantity
1 Street sweeping, straight line, | Hours 150 $102/hour $15,300.00
special events
2% Street sweeping, Village Per 2
sweep Circuit $5,355.00 $10,710.00
I Street sweeping Central Hours 100
Business District $102/hour $10,200.00
Extended Total $36,210.00
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Year Three

ltem Description Unit Bid Unit Price Bid Extended
Number Comparison Total
Quantity
1 Street sweeping, straight line, | Hours 150 $104.04/hour | $15,606.00
special events ' T
2% Street sweeping, Vill P :
ping, Vifage e 2 $5462.10 | $10,924.20
sweep Circuit
3 Street sweeping Central Hours 100
Business District | $104.04/hour  [$10,404.00
Extended-Totat $36,934-20

TOTAL CONTRACT PRICE:

One hundred eight thousand six hundred forty four _ Dollars and twenty Cents

(in writing) (in writing)
$108,644 Dollars and 20 Cents
{in figures) (in figures)

*Regarding prevailing wages: LRS employees are members of L.ocal 673 International Bratherhood of Teamsters.
The wage and benefits for years one, two and three are governed by this agreement.
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Attachment #3

REQUIRED REFERENCES

List below at least three different municipalities for which your organization has performed street
sweeping contract work within the tast two years. A parkdistrict orany other governmental agency
may be used as reference in lieu of a municipality.

1. Village of Downers Grove - John Tucker 630-434-5460
Name Telephone

5101 Walnut Ave

Addrace
AEETHESS

Downers Grovs, 1L

City and State
2. Viilage of Glenview - Greg Bolt 262-206-9231
Name Telephone

1370 Shermer Ct

Address
Glenview, IL
City and State
3. Village of Woodridge - Scott Sramek 630-719-4757
Name Telephone

One Plaza Drive

Address
Woodridge, IL
City and State
4. Village of Western Springs - Casey Biernacki 708-246-1800 x27
Name : : Telephone

1440 Hillgrove Ave
Address

Western Springs, IL
City and State
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Freeway Ford Truck Sales, Inc.
8445 45th Street, Lyons, Illinois, 605341733
Office: 708-442-9000

2017 F-750 Diesel, Regular Cab
Re%ular Cab Base(F7D)

Price Level: 750 Quote ID: arrow

Selected Equipment & Specs

Dimensions
*  Exterior length: 291.0"

*  Exterior width: 96.7"

*  Wheelbase: 182.0"

*  Rear track: 72.6"

*  Front headroom: 40.7"

*  Front shoulder room: 68.0"
Powertrain

* 270hp 6.7L OHV 32 valve intercooled turbo V-8
engine with diesel direct injection

federal

Rear-wheel drive

Fuel Economy Highway: N/A

Fuel/water separator

Standard rear differential

Right mounted horizontal tailpipe

* % ok R ok %

Suspension/Handling

*  Front non-independent leaf spring suspension with
anti-roll bar
*  Hydraulic power-assist re-circulating ball Steering

*  Front 11.0R22.5 AS rear 11.0R22.5 AS
* Rubber auxiliary rear springs

Body Exterior

* 2 doors

*  Chrome door mirrors
*  Side steps

*  Clearcoat paint

*

Stationary radiator mounted grille

Convenience
*  Manual air conditioning
*  Manual front windows
*  Manual tilt steering wheel
*  Front cupholders
*  Dual electric horn

Seats and Trim
*  Seating capacity of 2
* Fixed passenger seat
*  Folding seat back

*  Driver seat air suspension
*  Manual fore/aft seats

Entertainment Features

*  AM/FM stereo radio with radio data system
*  MP3 decoder
*  External memory control

* * X % Xk

L T

L

* % ok Ok

*

Cab to axle: 108.0"
Exterior height: 94.3"
Front track: 83.8"
Front legroom: 41.4"
Front hiproom: 67.6"

Recommended fuel : diesel

6 speed automatic transmission with overdrive
Fuel Economy Cty: N/A

50.0 gal. rectangular Left front fuel tank
Transmission PTO provision

Right mounted horizontal muffler

Rear rigid axle leaf spring suspension with regular
shocks
Front and rear 22.5 x 8.25 wheels

Dual rear wheels

Driver and passenger folding door mirrors
Black bumpers

Trailer harness

Straight front bumper ends

Front and rear 22.5 x 8.25 white steel wheels with 10
wheel studs

Cruise control with steering wheel controls
Manual door locks

Wireless phone connectivity

Passenger visor mirror

Automatic gearshift steering column lever

Fixed driver seat

Bucket driver seat, Bucket passenger seat

Driver seat with high back, passenger seat with low
back

4 way seat direction

Fixed driver seat headrest

Single CD player
Auxiliary audio input
Steering wheel mounted radio controls

Prices and content availability as shown are subject to change and should be treated as estimates only. Actual base vehicle, package and option pricing
may vary from this estimate because of special local pricing, availability or pricing adjustments not reflected in the dealer's computer system. See

salesperson for the most current information.

Prepared for: Mr. BRENDEN
By: William Molthop Date: 07/05/2017






== Freeway Ford Truck Sales, Inc. 2017 F-750 Diesel, Regular Cab
Q@ZEP 8445 45th Street, Lyons, lllinois, 605341733 Regular Cab Base(F7D)
Office: 708-442-3000 Price Level: 750 Quote ID: arrow

Selected Equipment & Specs (cont'd)

Output 270 HP @ 2,400 RPM Torque 675 ft.-lb @ 1,600 RPM
Governed RPM 3200
Alternator
Type HD Amps 200
Battery
Cold cranking amps 1800 Location Forward right
Step Yes Type Dual
Engine Extras
Block heater Yes
Transmission
Electronic control Yes Lock-up Yes
Overdrive Yes Speed 6
Type Automatic
Transmission Gear Ratios
1st 3.974 2nd 2.318
3rd 1.516 4th 1.149
5th 0.858 6th 0.674
Reverse Gear ratios 3.128
Transmission Torque Converter
Stall ratio 1.85
Transmission Extras
Driver selectable mode Yes Sequential shift control Yes
Oil cooler Regular duty PTO provision Yes
Drive Type
Type Rear-wheel
Drive Axle
Ratio 6.14
Exhaust
Material Aluminized steel System type Single
Emissions
CARB Federal
Engine Retarder
Type Yes
Driveability
Brakes
ABS 4-wheel ABS channels 4
Type Air brakes
Suspension Control
Ride Regular
Front Suspension
Independence Non-independent Type Leaf
Anti-roll bar Regular

Prices and content availability as shown are subject to change and should be treated as estimates only. Actual base vehicle, package and option pricing
may vary from this estimate because of special local pricing, availability or pricing adjustments not refiected in the dealer’s computer system. See

salesperson for the most current information.

Prepared for: Mr. BRENDEN
By: William Molthop Date: 07/05/2017












QUOTATION

Quotation#: 58166
Date: 05/09/17
Sales Person: Todd
n EG Io NAL BILL TO: SHIP TO:
TRUCK EQUIPMENT Bill Molthop Same
Freeway Ford 755 For: City Of Hinsdale
255 W. Laura Drive
Addison, IL 60101 8445 W. 45th St.
Lyons IL 60534
Phone: 630.543.0330 |(708) 442-9000 Phone
Fax: 630.543.9806
PO#: Terms:
cCoD
Vehicle Information: VIN #: Serial #:
17 FORD F-750 108" C/A - AUTO
FURNISH & INSTALL.
KNAPHEIDE KFB17172NA NOTCHED-FRONT FORESTRY BODY:
14" long x 93.4" wide x 72" tall, 23.0 cubic-yard capacity, 30" tall
double swing-out rear gates, ladder/pruner box, 8" long sills, 10 ga.
floor, 7 ga front, reinforced 16 ga roof, 14 ga rear gates, punched
vents in upper sides, flush-mount ICC LED marker lights, reflectors,
and flaps. Under-coated and finish-painted single-stage GREEN.
LL-700 hoist, "Hot-Shift" PTO-operated, 15-ton capacity w/ 108" C/A. 15200.00
KFPL2448 L-Pack installed between cab & body, painted single-stage
GREEN. Includes 48" long x 22" high x 23" deep underbody toolboxes. 5261.00
Coal tar coating applied to interior of chipper body. 958.00
LED recessed strobe lights installed in front and rear of chipper box. 750.00
Cone holder on front bumper & (2) wheel chocks w/ under-body holders. 465.00
Flush-mount rear bumper w/ 15-T spring-loaded swivel pintle & D-rings. 650.00
Electronic digital trailer brake controller with 6-way light plug. 365.00
ICC triangle reflector kit and 2.5# ABC fire extinguisher in cab. 50.00
TOTAL -> 23,699.00
New Equip. Price
Located in Addison, the Northwest Suburbs of Chicago, Alsip and in Used Equip. Price
the South Suburbs, Regional Truck Equipment is an authorized Parts Price
distributor of Western Snowplows, Salt Spreaders, and Parts, Subtotal .00
Knapheide Bodies, Adrian Steel Products, as well as many others. Trade-In
Total Taxable
Sales Tax (8%)
At REGIONAL TRUCK the customer comes first. Labor
Delivery
For best service call us now. FET
630'543'0330 Processing Fee
invoice Total
.00

To accept tnis quotation, sign here and return:

Quotation valid for 30 days.

REGIONAL MAKES NO WARREWNTY OF ANY KIND, EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED; AND DISCLAIMS ALL INMPLIED WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY AND FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE. 1 1/2% Per Month (18% ANNUM) will be
charged on unpaid invoices. $25.00 charge an uncollecizd checks. Al collectior agency and legal fees are the responsibility cf the customer.