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2. Roll Call and Declaration of Quorum 

3. Correspondence 

4. Approval of Minutes (June 16,2011) 

5. Continued Public Hearings 

Case 687-AM-11 Petitioner: Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to change the zoning district designation 
from CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-l Agriculture. 

Location: An approximately 12.69 acre tract of land that is located in the North 
Half of the South Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and located on the west side of Illinois Route 130 
(CR 1600E) and 1,328 feet south of the intersection of Illinois Route 130 
and CR 200N and County Highway 16 and commonly known as the 
property at 175N CR 1600E, Villa Grove. 

* Case 688-S-11 Petitioner: Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones 

Request: Authorize the coustruction and use of a "Heliport-Restricted Landing 
Area" as a Special Use on land that is proposed to be rezoned to the 
AG-l Agriculture from the current CR Conservation-Recreation Zoning 
District in related zoning case 687-AM-ll; and with a waiver of Special 
Use standard condition required by Section 6.1 that requires a runway 
safety area to be located entirely on the lot. 

Location: An approximately 12.69 acre tract of land that is located in the North 
Half of the south Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and located on the west side of Illinois Route 130 
(CR 1600E) and 1,328 feet south of the intersection of Illinois Route 130 
and CR 200N and County Highway 16 and commonly known as the 
property at 175N CR 1600E, Villa Grove. 

Case 689-AM-l1 Petitioner: Charles T. and Shelly Sollers 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to allow for the establishment and use of 1 single 
family residential lot in the CR Conservation-Recreation Zoning District by 
adding the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District. 

Location: An approximately 6 acre tract of land that is located in the West half of 
the North Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden 
Township and that is located approximately one-half mile west of the 
intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 and located 
on the south side of County Highway 16 (CR 200N). 
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Case 690-AM-ll Petitioner: Benjamin and Jennifer Shadwick 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to allow for the establishment and use of 1 single 
family residential lot in the CR Conservation-Recreation Zoning District by 
adding the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District. 

Location: An approximately 5.3 acre tract of land that is located in the West Half 
of the North Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden 
Township and that is located approximately 2,000 feet west of the 
intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 and located 
on the south side of County Highway 16 (CR 200N). 

6. New Public Hearings 

*Case 694-V-ll Petitioner: Daman Reifsteck 

7. Staff Report 

8. Other Business 

Request: Authorize the construction and use of an addition to an existing dwelling 
and authorize the reconstruction of the existing dwelling with a setback of 44 
feet and 7 inches from CR 900E, a minor street, in lieu of the minimum 
required setback of 55 feet and a front yard of 14 feet and 7 inches from the 
front property line in lieu of the minimum required front yard of 25 feet 
in the AG-l District. 

Location: An approximately one acre lot in the Southwest Quarter of the Southwest 
Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of Section 27 of Tolono Township and 
commonly known as the house at 702 CR 900E, Tolono. 

A. June and July 2011 Monthly Report 
B. Adoption of ZBA Bylaws Amendment 
C. Review of ZBA Docket 

9. Audience Participation with respect to matters other than cases pending before the Board 

10. Adjournment 

* Administrative Hearing. Cross Examination allowed. 
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MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
1776 E. Washington Street 
Urbana,IL 61801 

DATE: June 16,2011 PLACE: 

TIME: 7:00 p.m. 

Lyle Shields Meeting Room 
1776 East Washington Street 
Urbana, IL 61802 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Catherine Capel, Thomas Courson, Roger Miller, Melvin Schroeder, 
Eric Thorsland, Paul Palmgren, Brad Passalacqua 

MEMBERS ABSENT: None 

ST AFF PRESENT: Connie Berry, John Hall 

OTHERS PRESENT: Neal Toler, Alan Singleton, Phillip Jones, Sara Jones, Ben Shadwick, 
Carl Brown, Lois Jones, William J. Jones, Jody Eversole, Jerry 
Christian, Larry Hall, Julia Hall, Donald Shunk, Jud Nogle, Chuck 
Sollers, D. Scott Reichard, Mark Fisher, Jean Fisher, Joshua Fisher, 
Damon Hood 

1. Call to Order 

The meeting was called to order at 7 :03 p.m. 

2. Roll Call and Declaration of Quorum 

The roll was called and a quorum declared present. 

t>~~f~ 3. Correspondence 

None 

4. Approval of Minutes 

None 

5. Continued Public Hearing 

None 

6. New Public Hearings 

Case 687-AM-ll Petitioner: Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones Request to amend the 
Zoning Map to change the zoning designation from CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-1 
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1 Agriculture. Location: An approximately 12.69 acre tract of land that is located in the North 
2 Half of the South Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township and 
3 located on the west side of Illinois Route 130 (CR 1600E) and 1,328 feet south of the 
4 intersection oflllinois Route 130 and CR 200N an d County Highway 16 and commonly known 
5 as the property at 175N CR 1600E, Villa Grove. 
6 
7 Case 688-S-11 Petitioner: Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones Request to authorize the 
8 construction and use of a "Heliport-Restricted Landing Area" as a Special Use on land that is 
9 proposed to be rezoned to the AG-1 Agriculture from the current CR Conservation-Recreation 

10 Zoning District in related zoning case 687-AM-ll; and with a waiver of Special Use standard 
11 condition required by Section 6.1 that requires a runway safety area to be located entirely on 
12 the lot. Location: An approximately 12.69 acre tract ofland that is located in the North Half of 
13 the South Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township and located on 
14 the west side of Illinois Route 130 (CR 1600E) and 1,328 feet south ofthe intersection oflllinois 
15 Route 130 and CR 200N and County Highway 16 and commonly known as the property at 
16 175N CR 1600E, Villa Grove. 
17 
18 Mr. Thorsland called Cases 687-AM-l1 and 688-S-11 concurrently. 
19 
20 Mr. Thorsland informed the audience that Case 688-S-11 is an Administrative Case and as such the 
21 County allows anyone the opportunity to cross examine any witness. He said that at the proper time 
22 he will ask for a show of hands for those who would like to cross examine and each person will be 
23 called upon. He requested that anyone called to cross examine go to the cross examination 
24 microphone to ask any questions. He said that those who desire to cross examine are not required to 
25 sign the witness register but are requested to clearly state their name before asking any questions. He 
26 noted that no new testimony is to be given during the cross examination. He said that attorneys who 
27 have complied with Article 6.5 of the ZBA By-Laws are exempt from cross examination. 
28 
29 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Alan Singleton to present his opening comments. 
30 
31 Mr. Alan Singleton, attorney for the Petitioners, stated that he is working with Phillip and Sarabeth 
32 Jones to establish the requested restricted landing area on their acreage which is located a couple of 
33 miles north of the southern Champaign County line. He said that the land is very much in an 
34 agricultural setting although it is currently zone CR Conservation-Recreation. He said that the land 
35 has been in row crop for as long as the aerial photographs can indicate and evidence will show that 
36 the request is a good and appropriate use of the land. He said that Dr. Jones owns additional 
37 farmland, provides crop tours for other farmers, utilizes his helicopter to pollinate crops which is 
38 very much in tune with the agricultural setting, and also occasionally assists the law enforcement 
39 when air support is required. He said that overall he believes that the request is a good and proper 
40 use for the land and Dr. Jones and his wife Sarabeth are present to answer any questions that the 
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1 Board or the public may have regarding their request. He noted that he has not filed documentation 
2 which would prevent the public from asking questions. 
3 
4 Mr. Hall stated that the requests are for a map amendment and a special use pennit. He said that the 
5 special use request is for a HeliportlRLA and the property is currently zoned CR which does not 
6 allow a HeliportiRLA therefore the subject property is requested to be rezoned to AG-l, Agriculture. 
7 He said that it is not often that a request is submitted for rezoning from one rural district to another 
8 rural district. He said that things that are commonly reviewed during a map amendment are: street 
9 access, traffic conditions, drainage conditions, availability of water and sewer and area, height and 

10 placement regulations. He said that there is little or no difference regarding these considerations 
11 between the two rural districts but there is a significant difference in the purpose and intent of the 
12 districts. He said that the purpose and intent of the CR District is to protect the public health by 
13 restricting development in areas subject to frequent or periodic floods and to conserve the natural and 
14 scenic areas generally along the major stream networks ofthe County. He said that the AG-l District 
15 is intended to protect the areas of the County where soil and topographic conditions are best adapted 
16 to the pursuit of agricultural uses and to prevent the admixture of urban and rural uses which would 
17 contribute to the premature tennination of agricultural pursuits. He said that if the allowed uses in 
18 the two districts were compared there is a striking difference because there are a lot of recreational 
19 type uses authorized in the CR District by special use permit and there are some uses authorized in 
20 the AG-l District that are not allowed in the CR District because ofthe purpose and intent. He said 
21 that recently the County Board added wind fann as a use in the AG-l District but it is not allowed 
22 even within one mile of the CR District. He said that the County Board allows gas turbine peaker 
23 plants in the AG-l District with a special use pennit although it is not allowed in the CR District. He 
24 said that contractor facility is allowed in the AG-l District with a special use pennit but it too is not 
25 allowed in the CR District. He said that there are a lot of agriculture related business such as farm 
26 chemical and fertilizer sales and farm implement dealers by special use permit that are not authorized 
27 in the CR District even though CR is as much an agricultural district in terms of individual farmers 
28 carrying out their agricultural activities. He said that CR is more of a residential district than AG-l. 
29 He said that the last use that is sort of conspicuous by not being allowed in CR is the RLA. He said 
30 that the wind farms were not authorized in the CR District because it was decided that the blade 
31 swept area creates concerns about wildlife plus it just disturbs the residential character of the CR 
32 District. He said that gas turbine peaker plants are not allowed in the CR District because it didn't 
33 seem to be a use that had to go in the CR District. He said that the CR District is one ofthe smallest 
34 districts. He said that contractor facilities are not wanted in the CR District because it is primarily a 
35 residential district and there is no use to take that land with a contractor's facility and the same goes 
36 for farm chemical and fertilizer sales as well as farm implement dealers. He said that in regards to 
37 RLA's his best guess as to why they are not allowed in the CR District is because of the inherent 
38 problems of needing an approach zone at the end of each runway in a district where there are a lot of 
39 big trees. 
40 
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1 Mr. Hall distributed a new Supplemental Memorandum dated June 16, 2011, to the Board for 
2 review. He said that the memorandum makes it very clear that just because land is zoned CR does 
3 not mean that there is any difference between it and AG-1. He said that most ofthe challenge on the 
4 map amendment is to evaluate the number of effects on Goal 8, Natural Resources of the Land 
5 Resource Management Plan. He said that there are a few key policies which discuss specific areas 
6 such as the CR District and he has yet to begin that analysis. He said that the other part ofthe map 
7 amendment application required the petitioner to indicate what error in the present Ordinance is to be 
8 corrected by the proposed amendment. He said that everyone who seeks a map amendment is 
9 required to answer this question even though the zoning map was drawn in 1973 and it is now 2011 

10 and obviously things have changed since then. He said that in this instance virtually nothing has 
11 changed because the land cover is essentially the same as it was in 1973. He said that the petitioner 
12 indicated that they were correcting the error that this site was included in the CR District when it was 
13 not appropriate. Mr. Hall stated that there were a lot of justifications that were related to agriculture 
14 although he is not going to address those because in his mind CR is as much agriculture as AG-1. 
15 He said that one of the comments was that most of the subject property is above the Base Flood 
16 Elevation and that is absolutely correct therefore there is the suspicion as to why this land was 
1 7 included in CR. 
18 
19 Mr. Hall stated that in regards to the special use permit the Preliminary Memorandum dated June 10, 
20 2011, showed the proposed site plan for the RLA making it clear that the safety area encroaches into 
21 the right-of-way of Route 130. He said that he is not sure if there was any miscommunication in the 
22 earlier meetings with the petitioner and that encroachment is not intended to occur. He said that it 
23 would be fair to ask if the safety area were not in the right-of-way but right at the right-of-way would 
24 it be enough to not approve the requested waiver. He said that the petitioner may be waiting to see if 
25 the Board has any particular feelings one way or another but the main issue with the current location 
26 of the safety area, as shown by the survey plat and legal descriptions, is that if it does not need to be 
27 changed then it would save a lot of time on everyone's part. He said that the Preliminary 
28 Memorandum dated June 10,2011, for Case 688-S-11 included a crude sketch of the runway clear 
29 zones and the runway approach zones. He said that this case has made him aware of, in his opinion, 
30 an oversight in the Ordinance in that the Ordinance does not allow RLA's in the CR District but 
31 neither does it require RLA's to be setback any minimum distance from the CR District. He said that 
32 if someone had AG-I zoning on their property and the CR District was next to it and there were trees 
33 growing right up the border then that property owner could propose an RLA up to within 10 feet of 
34 their property line and still have a problem with the clear zone in the CR District. He said that the 
35 Ordinance doesn't point that out but it does require him, as the Zoning Administrator, to make sure 
36 that the vegetation below the runway clear zone is maintained so that it won't encroach in to the 
37 approach zone. He said that the Ordinance does not say that this doesn't apply to existing vegetation 
38 in the CR District but that is what his interpretation would be therefore with this RLA he is inclined 
39 to believe that the subject property should not be in the CR District but by rezoning 2,080 lineal feet 
40 of the CR District the runway will be closer to what little vegetation still exists in the CR District on 
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1 the other side of the east branch of the Embarras River. He said that the amount of wooded area 
2 underneath the runway clear zone, which is the area that he is authorized to make sure that the 
3 vegetation does not encroach, is only a couple of acres but it is the only couple of acres in the CR 
4 District with vegetation at that location. He said that he would not want the Board to think that just 
5 because there is vegetation that it especially serves as a habitat or is especially important but the 
6 Board should be aware that it is the only permanent vegetation in the CR District at that point. He 
7 reminded the Board that the CR District is intended to conserve the natural and scenic areas along 
8 the major stream networks. He said that there are approximately 2 linear miles ofCR District to the 
9 north of County Highway 16 therefore it is not like there is a large amount ofCR District north of the 

10 subject property but there are some extensive wooded areas. He said that Champaign County did 
11 something very unique in 1973 when it adopted the CR District in that it recognized that river valleys 
12 are corridors for wildlife and nutrients and water and are highways for the natural system and the 
13 more that they become chopped up and reduced in size the less sustainable they become in the long 
14 term. He said that he has no way to analyze something like this but he wanted to bring this 
15 information to the Board's attention. 
16 
17 Mr. Hall stated that the Supplemental Memorandum dated June 16,2011, for Case 687-AM-11 only 
18 focuses on the rezoning and it reviews the underlying factors that the CR District was based upon. 
19 He said that when the Zoning Map was drawn in 1973 no one sat down to write a careful report 
20 about how they would locate the CR District. He said that the authors pretty much just drove around 
21 the County to speak to farmers and ended up with the CR District. He said that in 1973 there was no 
22 modem Soil Survey nor was there a flood insurance rate study with floodplain maps and the only 
23 topographic information available for the entire County used a contour interval (difference in ground 
24 elevation) of five feet. He said that in Champaign County a five foot interval change could account 
25 for a large area. He said that he will walk through the memorandum with the Board to show that 
26 there is a lot of evidence for why the rezoning is reasonable just considering the natural 
27 characteristics of the land. He said that Attachment A, Draft 1973 Land Cover for Subject Property 
28 and Vicinity, has very poor contrasts but if a lot oftime is spent for review it can be determined that 
29 it looks very much like the 2008 aerial photograph which is the basis of all ofthe other maps in the 
30 Attachments. He said that the amount of vegetation along the east branch ofthe Embarras River in 
31 this area has not changed much since 1973. He said that Attachment B, Stream Related Soils for 
32 Subject Property and Vicinity, indicates the locations of stream related soils, bottom land soils, 
33 stream terrace soils and indicates how far the woodland soils are spread in this area. He said that at 
34 one time there was a large woodland but since long before 1973 there has not been much and there 
35 hasn't been any less in the intervening time. He said that Attachment C, Topography for Subject 
36 Property and Vicinity, is based on the LIDAR topographic data from the GIS Consortium which is 
37 very good topographic data using two foot contour intervals. He said that all of the maps may not 
38 appear as such but they are all at the same scale which is 1 inch equals 800 feet. He said that it is 
39 very hard to pick out a major river valley on Attachment C but on the south side ofthe east branch of 
40 the Embarras River there are some steep slopes that are not present on the north side and that is a 
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1 difference that is also reflected in the soils because there is a big difference between the north side 
2 and the south side. He said that the area of vegetation west of the proposed RLA is in an area where 
3 the slope is not so steep but much more gradual. He said that Attachment D Draft Composite Sketch 
4 Map of CR District Suitability for Subject Property and Vicinity with Existing CR District, indicates 
5 the areas which are below the Base Flood Elevation. He said that the Base Flood Elevation for the 
6 property is 654.5 and the map indicates the base flood falling in almost the same location as Wayne 
7 Ward's data which is an actual survey data from the property therefore it is accurate. He said that the 
8 purpose of having the LIDAR data is because it shows the larger landscape and how the contours 
9 vary and the extent of area below the Base Flood Elevation. He said that one thing that Attachment 

10 D demonstrates is that on the east side of the river there is not a large area which is below the Base 
11 Flood Elevation and most of the subject property is above the base flood. He said that Attachment E 
12 Draft Composite Sketch Map of CR District Suitability for Subject Property and Vicinity with 
13 Existing CR District, combines on one map the 1973 vegetation, the soils information, base flood 
14 information, areas below the Base Flood Elevation and placed them on the same map with the CR 
15 District, red outline, and it can be noted that there is a lot of activity along the east branch and close 
16 to it but otherwise there is not much going on upon the landscape and a lot of it is zoned CR. He 
17 said that Attachment F Draft Sketch Map of Areas Most Suitable for CR District for Subject 
18 Property and Vicinity, indicates the area that is most suitable for the CR District. He said that this 
19 analysis has only been completed for this zoning case and there are judgments when maps such as 
20 this are created. He said that if the County Board were to draw a new and improved CR District they 
21 might determine that just having woodland soils below the Base Flood Elevation might be all that is 
22 needed to include something in the CR District. He said that his recommendation to the Board is 
23 that the subject property does not merit being located in the CR District in and of the natural 
24 characteristics of the property. He said that one thing that the County Board might do if they were to 
25 redraw the CR District is explicitly include a buffer area around those land areas that do have 
26 vegetation and are below the base flood and do have riparian soils. He said that if you read almost 
27 any reference they talk about including a buffer of at least 100 feet therefore he could see that half of 
28 the subject property might be suitable for the CR District but it is unknown if the County Board 
29 desires such a buffer. He said that the County Board used a much larger buffer originally just out of 
30 convenience and a nice easy way to describe the legal descriptions for the major blocks ofland. He 
31 said that he believes that the petitioner has made a good point about the rezoning but when you move 
32 the boundary of the CR District from Illinois Route 130, 2,000 feet to the west, whatever happens 
33 outside the CR District is now 2,000 feet closer to the real core of the CR District. 
34 
35 Mr. Hall stated that Attachment G, Best Prime Farmland Soils for Subject Property and Vicinity, 
36 indicates how much best prime farmland is within the vicinity. He said that AG-l is to the east of 
37 the subject property and all ofthat land is virtually all best prime farmland. He said that Attachment 
38 G is consistent with the Natural Resource Report from the Champaign County Soil and Water 
39 Conservation District. He said that the eastern third of the subject property is best prime farmland 
40 but when the calculations are completed as per the LESA system describes to determine best prime 
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1 fannland it is detennined that overall the subject property is not best prime fannland. He said that 
2 there are many areas in the AG-l District which are not considered best prime fannland. 
3 
4 Mr. Hall stated that he has no new infonnation regarding the proposed RLA for the Board at this 
5 time. 
6 
7 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Hall. 
8 
9 Ms. Capel asked Mr. Hall if the vegetation within the safety zone is a concern. 

10 
11 Mr. Hall stated that he can slightly see the vegetation from the road and he does not have the right to 
12 go back to it therefore he is not sure ifthe vegetation is a concern. He said that the beginning ofthe 
13 vegetation is 700 feet from the proposed end of the RLA and if the ground elevation is constant 
14 something would have to be higher than 46 feet to intrude into the runway clear zone at that point. 
15 He said that once you go down to the river the ground elevations are lower, based on the LIDAR data 
16 they are no more than 8 feet lower but that could be offby one foot. He said that the trees that one 
17 would expect to see in the CR District in the County could easily surpass 50 feet in height and some 
18 of them surpass 75 feet, although those would be unique trees, but at the furthest extreme of the 
19 runway clear zone, if ground elevation were constant, something would have to be higher than 66 
20 feet to intrude into the clear zone. He said that at the extreme end of the clear zone the ground 
21 elevation goes back up therefore even if the Board requires the trees to be trimmed it may not make 
22 much difference but it is something that the Board needs to address in its findings on both of the 
23 cases. He said that during the map amendment this issue cannot be ignored because the purpose of 
24 the map amendment is for the special use pennit. He said that public safety is at issue in both cases 
25 and in both cases the broader achievement of the County's Land Use Policies needs to be considered. 
26 He said that even though during the special use pennit the Board has the same findings that are dealt 
27 with in every special use pennit the Board must also address everything that is in the map 
28 amendment and vice versa. 
29 
30 Ms. Capel asked Mr. Hall if the State considers the height of the vegetation during pennitting. 
31 
32 Mr. Hall stated that would be a good question for the State. He said that a previous RLA was before 
33 the Board and vegetation was an issue therefore he is concerned as to what he is supposed to do if the 
34 RLA is approved because currently he does not plan to do anything about the vegetation. 
35 
36 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any additional questions for Mr. Hall and there were 
37 none. 
38 
39 Mr. Thorsland called Phillip J ones to testify. 
40 
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1 Dr. Phillip Jones, who resides at 175 N County Road 1600E, Villa Grove, IL stated that he 
2 appreciates everyone's attendance at tonight's meeting. He said that the trees were measured and the 
3 highest tree point is 50 feet above the ground at that elevation therefore roughly 42 feet ifit has been 
4 detennined that the elevation is eight feet below the runway. He said that there is a lot of room for 
5 the existing trees to continue to grow but to his best guess the trees are fully mature and are probably 
6 at their maximum height. He said that the trees will not be damaged, touched or violated in any way 
7 during use of the proposed RLA. 
8 
9 Mr. Singleton asked if he could bring up some important points. 

10 
11 Mr. Thorsland stated that Mr. Singleton will have the opportunity to present additional testimony if 
12 necessary. He infonned Mr. Singleton that he could cross examine Dr. Jones ifhe so desired. 
13 
14 Dr. Jones stated that he will answer any questions that the Board or the public may have regarding 
15 the request but his intentions with RLA are for personal use. He said that he does not have the 
16 opportunity to fly more than twice per month currently therefore there is not going to be a huge 
17 amount of air traffic on the RLA. He said that currently the subject property for the RLA is in hay 
18 and will be baled within the next couple of weeks. He said that the proposed RLA has not been used 
19 since the Illinois Department of Transportation landed on the runway last May and they infonned 
20 him that once the zoning issues were corrected he would have no problem in obtaining a pennit from 
21 their office. 
22 
23 Mr. Palmgren asked Dr. Jones ifhe plans to keep the runway in hay. 
24 
25 Dr. Jones stated that currently the runway is planted in bluegrass and fescue which will be utilized 
26 for his cattle and horses. He said that the grass for the runway will be kept at approximately at six to 
27 eight inches which is good for erosion control and wildlife. He said that he and his wife have created 
28 a beautiful wildlife habitat with the property. 
29 
30 Mr. Palmgren asked Dr. Jones ifhe will be changing anything from its current state. 
31 
32 Dr. Jones stated no. He said that the property will stay exactly as it is today and no tillage of the 
33 ground will occur. He said that the only difference will be that the hay will be baled. He noted that 
34 there is no water or mud standing on the subject property. 
35 
36 Mr. Passalaqua asked Dr. Jones ifhe needs the entire space for the size of his aircraft. 
37 
38 Dr. Jones stated no. He said that the actual runway is approximately 1,600 feet with safety zones at 
39 each end which extends the runway to approximately 2,600 feet. He said that the airplane, fully 
40 loaded, would only require 700 to 900 feet therefore he would only require approximately 500 feet to 
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1 take off. He said that there is plenty of safety margin built into the runway. 
2 
3 Mr. Passlaqua asked Dr. Jones if Illinois Route 130 poses an issue with the runway. 
4 
5 Dr. Jones stated no. He said that IDOT requires a setback of250 feet from the center line of Illinois 
6 Route 130. He said that he provided an additional cushion and set the runway back further than 
7 IDOT's requirements and IDOT was pleased. He said that after discussion with Mr. Hall regarding 
8 the proposed RLA he suggested that an additional cushion be provided, which was no problem given 
9 the ample room that was available, therefore addition setback was indicated. 

10 
11 Mr. Passlaqua asked Dr. Jones ifthe 42 foot trees were out ofthe picture with the additional setback 
12 provided. 
13 
14 Dr. Jones stated yes, unless the mature trees grow from 42 feet to 66 feet. 
15 
16 Ms. Capel asked Dr. Jones ifhe would be the only pilot utilizing the airstrip. 
17 
18 Dr. Jones stated that currently the airstrip is not used but he would like to allow his father, who is a 
19 licensed pilot, to utilize the airstrip. He said that the RLA is a private airstrip and he believes that it 
20 is not technically legal for people to land and take off without permission. He said that he cannot 
21 have more than six plans come into the strip without a written letter to the FAA therefore there are 
22 many regulations set up by the State and the Federal government. 
23 
24 Mr. Miller asked Dr. Jones ifhis residence is adjacent to the runway. 
25 
26 Dr. Jones stated yes. He said that his home is approximately 200 feet east of the finger of the 
27 runway. 
28 
29 Mr. Miller asked Dr. Jones how long he has owned the subject property. 
30 
31 Dr. Jones stated that he and his wife have owned the property where his home and the wooded area 
32 are located since 2004. He said that in 2009 he purchased the additional 15 acres to the south which 
33 is the subject property for the RLA. 
34 
35 Mr. Thorsland asked if the Board had any additional questions for Dr. Jones and there were none. 
36 
37 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Dr. Jones and there were none. 
38 
39 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones. 
40 
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1 Mr. Mark Fisher requested the opportunity to cross examine Dr. Jones. 
2 
3 Mr. Thorsland called Mark Fisher to the cross examination microphone. 
4 
5 Mr. Thorsland reminded the audience that questions during cross examination are limited only to 
6 zoning and any testimony that Dr. Jones has given thus far. 
7 
8 Mr. Mark Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is Dr. Jones' neighbor 
9 to the north. He said that he is confused because it was his understanding that the request was to 

10 authorize the construction and use of a Heliport!RLA although Dr. Jones has testified that he desires 
11 to land his plane on the RLA. 
12 
13 Dr. Jones stated that it is actually a HelipadlRestricted Landing Area with a runway. 
14 
15 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if the request is actually to authorize the use for helicopters and airplanes. 
16 
17 Dr. Jones stated yes. 
18 
19 Mr. Fisher stated that he cannot speak for the other neighbors but he has occurrences of airplanes 
20 flying dangerously close to their home. 
21 
22 Mr. Thorsland interrupted Mr. Fisher and reminded that he can only address the testimony that Dr. 
23 Jones has given thus far. 
24 
25 Mr. Fisher stated that he is concerned about public safety and Dr. Jones mentioned public safety. 
26 
27 Mr. Thorsland stated that public safety is a requirement of the RLA. 
28 
29 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones ifhe had every flown his plane within 200 feet of his home. 
30 
31 Dr. Jones stated that it is possible but he doubts it because 200 feet is pretty close. 
32 
33 Mr. Thorsland informed Mr. Fisher that Dr. Jones did not testify to such therefore he will not allow 
34 any further discussion regarding such. He requested that Mr. Fisher limit his questions to only what 
35 Dr. Jones has testified about for the two cases and not his flying habits. 
36 
37 Mr. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones had stated he owns and farms 130 acres. He asked Dr. Jones ifmost 
38 of his farmland is located in Champaign County. 
39 
40 Dr. Jones stated no. 
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2 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones ifhis additional fannland is zoned for agriculture. 
3 
4 Dr. Jones stated that his additional fannland is located in Douglas County which has no zoning. 
5 
6 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones why he desires to place the RLA in Champaign County when he could 
7 locate it in an area where he would not have to rezone. He asked Dr. Jones why he desires to chip 
8 away at a conservation area to create a HeliportlRLA. 
9 

10 Dr. Jones stated that the majority of his fannland in Douglas County does not have adequate length 
11 for an RLA and it is a 20 minute drive from his residence. 
12 
13 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones what the length of his farmland is in Douglas County because it has to be 
14 over 100 acres. 
15 
16 Dr. Jones stated that the farmland in Douglas County is over 100 acres but there is a road through the 
17 center of the farmland as well as a river. 
18 
19 Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if he has attempted to locate his HeliportlRLA on the farmland in 
20 Douglas County. 
21 
22 Mr. Thorsland stated that the Board is not here to discuss property that Dr. Jones owns in Douglas 
23 County. 
24 
25 Mr. Fisher asked that if Dr. Jones' sole purpose is to preserve natural areas and improve agriculture 
26 how will a helicopter and airplane assist in that purpose. 
27 
28 Mr. Miller requested that Mr. Fisher present all of his concerns during his opportunity to testify. 
29 
30 Mr. Thorsland agreed with Mr. Miller and requested that Mr. Fisher voice his concerns during his 
31 testimony and not during cross examination ofMr. Jones. 
32 
33 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Jones. 
34 
35 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall to the cross examination microphone. 
36 
37 Mr. Larry Hall, who resides at 177 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that his residence is 
38 immediately adjacent to the proposed runway. He asked Dr. Jones ifhe had changed the runway 
39 from its original state when he was using it to land his airplane. He said that it appears that the 
40 runway is further back from Illinois Route 130 than it actually is. He said that the runway has been 
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1 rolled and the ground smoothed out but the location of the runway appears to be a lot closer to his 
2 property than it is to Illinois Route 130. 
3 
4 Dr. Jones stated that the safety zone was planted in the hay, grass mix for simplicity and for 
5 conservation but it is over 250 feet back from the centerline of the road. 
6 
7 Mr. Larry Hall asked Dr. Jones why he felt the need to smooth the 250 foot setback. 
8 
9 Dr. Jones stated that he rolled the 250 foot setback so that it is smooth when he mows it. He said 

10 that ifhe did not roll the area it would shake a person to pieces when it is mowed. Dr. Jones stated 
11 that he also rolls his yard so that it is smooth when he mows it. 
12 
13 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones. 
14 
15 Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Jean Fisher to the cross examination microphone. 
16 
17 Ms. Jean Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that she resides north of the 
18 subject property. She said that the current zoning does not allow the landing of helicopters or 
19 airplanes. She asked Dr. Jones ifhe has already landed his helicopter or plane on his property. 
20 
21 Dr. Jones stated that he does not believe that zoning indicates that a helicopter cannot be landed on 
22 property but it does indicate that a helipad is prohibited in the CR District. 
23 
24 Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones ifhe has landed his airplane on his property. 
25 
26 Dr. Jones stated that it is legal for him to land his helicopter on his property as long as he does not do 
27 it more than 25 times in one location. 
28 
29 Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if it is okay with Champaign County if he lands his helicopter on his 
30 property no more than 25 times. 
31 
32 Dr. Jones stated that the zoning rules that he was given indicates that no helipad is to be located 
33 within the CR District and he does not have a helipad at this time. 
34 
35 Ms. Fisher again asked Dr. Jones ifhe has landed airplanes on his property. 
36 
37 Dr. Jones stated that the State landed their airplane on the property in May 2010. 
38 
39 Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if any other airplanes have landed on the property after May 2010. 
40 
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1 Dr. Jones stated that it is possible although he cannot remember. 
2 
3 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones and there was no 
4 one. 
5 
6 Mr. Thorsland asked Mr. Singleton ifhe desired to cross examine Dr. Jones and he indicated no. 
7 
8 Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Julia Wright Hall to testify. 
9 

10 Ms. Julia Wright Hall, who resides at 177 N CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that she and her 
11 husband, Larry Hall, have lived at their current residence since June 2004. She said that their 
12 property is east of the Jones' home and pond area and just to the north of the proposed Restricted 
13 Landing Area. She said that she is present tonight to express their desire that the property 
14 surrounding their home, specifically the property mentioned in Case 687-AM-ll, is not changed 
15 from CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-l Agriculture. She said that they also oppose the 
16 construction of a HeliportlRLA special use permit, specifically requested in Case 688-AM-ll. 
17 
18 Ms. Wright Hall expressed that she and her husband have no quarrel with Phillip or Sarabeth Jones 
19 and they enjoy the occasional landing of their helicopter on the property. She said that they are 
20 primarily concerned about their future property value and the landscape protection oftheir area and 
21 neighborhood. 
22 
23 Ms. Wright Hall stated that she and her husband have worked very hard to improve the beauty and 
24 property value of their home. She said that she and her husband are not loud and have been very 
25 good neighbors and they do appreciate that Dr. Jones has done a wonderful job in improving his 
26 property. She said that part oftheir complaint, which she understands is not part of this hearing, is 
27 that they are unable to see Dr. Jones' improvements to his property due to the very tall wall of dirt 
28 that was installed by Dr. Jones in 2010. She said that it has been stated that the CR Conservation-
29 Recreation District is intended to protect the public health by restricting development in areas subject 
30 to frequent or periodic floods and to conserve the natural and scenic areas generally along the major 
31 stream networks ofthe County. She asked for whom the intent to conserve is for? She said that their 
32 view of the natural and scenic area has been destroyed by the wall of dirt topped by tall grasses, 
33 weeds and thistle and will be depreciated even further by the sound of planeslhelicopters landing in 
34 the field next to their small patio and fish pond. She said that they can only imagine that their 
35 weekends will be totally disrupted by "fly-ins" and their pets terrified by many "fly-overs" if this 
36 RLA is allowed to go forward. 
37 
38 Ms. Wright Hall stated that one of the major concerns is the rezoning from CR to AG-l. She said 
39 that they did not receive a mailing regarding these cases and had to download the information and 
40 maps from the website. She said that she finds it very interesting that they were not notified or 
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1 included in the mailing since they are immediate neighbors to the north of the proposed runway. She 
2 said that from the maps they downloaded from the website they see that all ofthe property around the 
3 approximately 13 acres in question is classified as Conservation-Recreation. She said that according 
4 to the petition Dr. Jones has been growing and selling hay from his property although she has not 
5 witnessed any hay growing on the runway. She said that even if Dr. Jones is growing and selling hay 
6 they do not understand what would be different from changing the zoning from CR to AG-l 
7 therefore the only reason for the requested rezoning is to allow the HeliportlRLA. She said that thus, 
8 their concerns immediately address the issue of the HeliportlRLA and not the growing of crops. She 
9 said that for this reason alone the zoning should not be changed to agriculture because the intent is 

10 not for agriculture. 
11 
12 Ms. Wright Hall stated that Dr. Jones indicated that he is engaged in many other activities related to 
13 agriculture such as pollination and crop inspection which are not restricted because of the limitations. 
14 She said that it is her understanding that the majority of Dr. Jones' property is in Douglas County and 
15 apparently his helicopter and airplane are also housed in Douglas County. She said that she and her 
16 husband do not believe that moving his aircraft to Champaign County would benefit his crops grown 
17 in Douglas County. She said that Paragraph 7.A. on Page 5 of 17 of the Preliminary Draft Finding 
18 of Fact dated June 10, 2011, states that the petitioners are engaged in a number of agricultural 
19 activities which is the growing and selling of hay and rezoning to AG-I allows for more efficient use 
20 of the land. She said that the Jones' do not intend to grow and sell hay they intend to construct a 
21 HeliportlRLA therefore the argument in Paragraph 7.A. is not relevant. 
22 
23 Ms. Wright Hall stated that another concern that she and her husband have is safety and public 
24 health. She said that the intent of the CR District is to protect the public health but it is their belief 
25 that construction of a HeliportlRLA in such a rural area served by only by volunteer fire protection 
26 puts their property and all of the property surrounding the proposed HeliportlRLA at high risk. She 
27 said that there is no way that one can protect the safety and public health ofthe neighborhood which 
28 is in close proximity to the proposed site if there were to be a crash, or an explosion, a fire due to 
29 leaking fuel or a toxic spill of chemicals. She said that already there has been a crop sprayer that 
30 landed on the subject property to restock fuel and chemicals. She said that with all of the earth 
31 moving that has been done to the property they fear the contamination of groundwater and the water 
32 well which they drink water from. 
33 
34 Ms. Wright Hall stated that from the drawings that they downloaded from the website they cannot 
35 exactly tell where the hanger will be built. She said that they understand from talking to others that 
36 the hangar is proposed to be constructed back by the Embarras River and even the best methods 
37 cannot prevent fuel from falling to the ground. She said that she would assume that Dr. Jones 
38 intends to have a fuel tank on the property which is a concern for toxicity to the soil along the river in 
39 a flood zone. She said the fuel, oil or other chemicals or any accidental runoff could escape and be 
40 incorporated into the water causing pollution and doing damage beyond any that she can imagine. 
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2 Ms. Wright Hall stated that in addition they are concerned about traffic. She said that their home and 
3 the proposed RLA is just past what is locally called "the three-mile curve" on Illinois Route 130. 
4 She said that some traffic greatly accelerates past the three-mile curve with drivers in a hurry passing 
5 slower drivers. She said that there have been many accidents along this stretch of highway and in 
6 front of their home they have witnessed many close calls with reckless passing. She said that she 
7 wonders what the impact would be of a reckless passer and a plane coming in for a landing 
8 approaching from the east across Illinois Route 130 because it could be disastrous. She said that if 
9 there were planes or helicopters landing or stored in the proposed hangar she is sure that the traffic 

10 along Illinois Route 130 and on Dr. Jones' driveway would increase. 
11 
12 Mr. Wright Hall stated that she and her husband have read in the petition that Dr. Jones has offered 
13 to assist the law enforcement agencies. She applauds him for offering his services to help others 
14 however she would imagine that some "call outs" could be in the middle of the night thus causing 
15 much noise and disturbance to sleeping neighbors from loud plane or helicopter engines and lights 
16 on the runway. She said that she does not see in Dr. Jones' petition for lights on the runway so if 
17 there were evening or night activity this could cause a real safety issue on an unlit airstrip. She asked 
18 what is the cutoff time for landing on a dark RLA and what are the enforcement measures for the 
19 landings and the take offs. She said that they would assume that the air traffic in and out ofthe RLA 
20 would be increased because in addition to his recreation and farming landings and take offs he would 
21 have to take off and land during law enforcement assistance. She said that Dr. Jones indicated in his 
22 testimony that he would only use the HeliportlRLA twice per month but with all of his other 
23 activities it seems that there would be more air traffic. 
24 
25 Dr. Jones indicated that all of his activities are included in the twice a month projection. 
26 
27 She said that if Dr. Jones has already been successfully assisting the law enforcement agencies in his 
28 present location there should be no need to relocate his aircraft to Champaign County. 
29 
30 Ms. Wright Hall stated that since there have already been several helicopters and planes that have 
31 landed on this field or have buzzed the property she cannot imagine that the Jones' helicopter or 
32 plane will be the sole aircrafts to use the proposed RLA. She asked how many planes will be 
33 allowed to be parked and congregate on the property and if there are restrictions what are the 
34 enforcement mechanisms to be utilized. She said that she and her husband are concerned with the 
35 existing wildlife and vegetation of the area. She said that since they have lived in their home they 
36 have attracted hummingbirds, yellow finches and other birds to their yard using feeders and a water 
37 feature. She said that she cannot imagine that increased air traffic over their property would 
38 encourage wildlife to the area but rather discourage it. She said that before the eight to nine feet wall 
39 of dirt to the west of their home was constructed they were able to observe deer grazing in the field 
40 behind their home but since the embankment was created they have not been able to see any deer and 
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1 they have been encouraged to graze in an area where aircraft were and will be taking off and landing. 
2 She said that they also wonder about the geese and other birds that are visiting the Jones' newJydug 
3 pond flying off as a plane is landing or taking off. She said that last evening they observed a blue 
4 heron go behind the bennJbarrier to apparently land on the pond. 
5 
6 Ms. Wright Hall asked the Board if in the future she and her husband intended to construct anything 
7 within the RLA would they be restricted due to the interference that it may cause the air traffic. She 
8 said that it is their understanding that they would have to obtain special permission from the 
9 Department of Transportation if they desired to improve their property with any type of construction. 

10 She asked how the RLA would impact the marketability oftheir property, property taxes or property 
11 value. She said that she is slowly approaching senior citizenship and eventually she would like to be 
12 able to sell her home but wondered if that will be possible with an RLA behind it. 
13 
14 Ms. Wright Hall stated that in summary she requests that the Board deny the rezoning of the subject 
15 property and the issuance of a special use permit for the following reasons: 1) to protect the existing 
16 neighborhood and the property values of the homes in the existing neighborhood; and 2) to protect 
17 the wildlife in the area; and 3) to preserve the scenic value as stated in the Zoning Code as one ofthe 
18 purposes of the Conservation Recreation classification; and 4) to protect the safety and welfare of 
19 those traveling along Illinois Route 130; and 5) to protect the safety and welfare of the home owners 
20 in the existing neighborhood. 
21 
22 Ms. Wright Hall submitted her written statement and photographs of her property and the proposed 
23 RLA as Documents of Record. 
24 
25 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Ms. Wright-Hall. 
26 
27 Mr. Miller noted that Ms. Wright Hall's comments regarding Dr. Jones' right to build a pond or the 
28 placement of fuel tanks on his property are not relevant to the case. He said that as a property owner 
29 he has the right to store fuel upon his property up until the IEP A mandates their regulations and that 
30 does not pertain to the request. 
31 
32 Ms. Wright Hall stated that she believed that the storage of fuel and the tanks placement would be a 
33 safety issue that the Board should consider. 
34 
35 Mr. Miller repeated that Dr. Jones storing fuel on his property and impacting the environment has no 
36 impact upon this case because he has every right to store fuel on his property until he violates IEP A 
37 regulations. 
38 
39 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any additional questions for Ms. Wright Hall. 
40 
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1 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Ms. Wright Hall and there were none. 
2 
3 Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Ms. Wright Hall. 
4 
5 Mr. Alan Singleton, attorney for Phillip and Sarabeth Jones, asked Ms. Wright Hall is she was 
6 familiar with the construction of a berm for the blockage of noise. 
7 
8 Ms. Wright Hall stated no. 
9 

10 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she would be surprised to discover that one of the purposes 
11 of the berm was to serve as a noise barrier to the airplane. 
12 
13 Ms. Wright Hall stated that the location ofthe RLA is not located where the existing berm is located. 
14 
15 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she understands where the placement ofthe proposed hangar 
16 is to be located. 
17 
18 Ms. Wright Hall stated that it was very difficult to tell where the hangar was proposed. She said that 
19 she does not know if it is to be located near the woods or near the existing barn. 
20 
21 Mr. Singleton stated that Ms. Wright Hall discussed public safety and noise. He asked Ms. Wright 
22 Hall to indicate the distance from her residence to Illinois Route l30. 
23 
24 Ms. Wright Hall stated that she is not aware of the exact measurements. 
25 
26 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if her property abuts Illinois Route 130. 
27 
28 Ms. Wright Hall stated yes. 
29 
30 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall to indicate the speed limit on Illinois Route 130. 
31 
32 Ms. Wright Hall stated that the speed limit on Illinois Route l30 is 65 miles per hour. 
33 
34 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if the daily traffic includes cars, trucks, semi-trucks, 
35 motorcycles, etc. 
36 
37 Ms. Wright Hall stated yes. 
38 
39 Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she can hear the noise generated by the traffic on Illinois 
40 Route 130. 
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1 
2 Ms. Wright Hall stated yes. 
3 
4 Mr. Thorsland requested that Mr. Singleton keep his questions and comments regarding noise related 
5 to the subject property and not Illinois Route 130. 
6 
7 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Ms. Wright Hall and there was 
8 no one. 
9 

10 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall to testify. 
11 
12 Mr. Larry Hall, who resides at 177 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that his residence is 
13 immediately adjacent from the subject property. He stated that if we were before the Board with 
14 merely the question as to whether it was okay for Dr. Jones to land his helicopter or his aircraft 
15 behind his home then he would care less because he has no issue with the practice. He said he has 
16 not had a lot of notice of this request therefore he is not as prepared as he would like to be but he and 
17 his neighbors have some concerns, which appear to be challenged, and those concerns need to be 
18 addressed. He said that as he familiarize himself with the options and the things that present 
19 themselves as possibilities for having an established HeliportlRLA he finds that a whole different 
20 story appears. He said that there are a lot of options that present themselves which causes him 
21 concern. He said that not recently but he has seen many helicopter landings on the subject property 
22 but the most recent occurrence with an airplane was approximately three weeks ago when an airplane 
23 was flying very close to the runway. He said that he is sure that the airplane was closer than 200 feet 
24 from Illinois Route 130. He said that he has heard a lot of reference regarding the clearance 
25 requirements at the end of the runway for safety although he has not heard reference regarding the 
26 side clearance or protection. He said that part of the request is for a waiver of a special use standard 
27 condition required by Section 6.1 that requires a runway safety area to be located entirely on the lot. 
28 He said that he would assume that there has to be a safety area requirement for the side because he 
29 has seen news captions where airplanes miss runways and end up on the sides. He said that his 
30 property is one ofthe residential lots that are mentioned in the memorandum as being north and east 
31 of the petitioner's residential/agricultural property. He said he has heard a lot of concerns regarding 
32 the trees and he understands those concerns but he is more concerned about the safety of his family 
33 and neighbors. He said that he measured the site, by stepping it off not by the use of a tape, and the 
34 only thing that separates his residential property from the approach of the runway is Dr. Jones' 
35 driveway. He said that the runway or at least the area that is being mowed is approximately 108 feet 
36 from his property line and 135 feet from his bedroom which is darn close to a landing plane. He said 
37 that he chuckled at the challenge regarding noise and yes it is true that he and his wife do hear traffic 
38 noise from Illinois Route 130. He said that if noise was an issue the level of noise during 
39 construction of the pond and berm should have been addressed because there were several weeks 
40 when he and his wife could not use their back patio for company because you could not hear a decent 
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1 conversation due to the construction equipment noise. He said that the County Board appeared to be 
2 concerned about wind farms being located in the CR District due to the sweep of the blades of the 
3 windmills although he could see the same if not worse effect of the blades of a helicopter. 
4 
5 Mr. John Hall stated that the side transition is a slope of 4: 1 for a distance of 85 feet to the edge of 
6 the runway and as far as he can see this area is entirely contained on Dr. Jones' property. He said 
7 that the primary surface area is also contained on the subject property therefore the proposed RLA 
8 meets all of the RLA basic requirements. He said that Mr. Larry Hall addresses a good point in that 
9 more than the basic requirement may be required when a residence is 27 feet from the property line. 

10 He said that he does not know if it would make Mr. Larry Hall feel any better if he was aware that 
11 his residence is 60+ feet outside of the area where there should be no construction allowed. He 
12 asked Mr. Larry Hall to indicate what reasonable distance he would feel comfortable with as a 
13 separation from his residence to the RLA. 
14 
15 Mr. Larry Hall stated that he cannot imagine that a new buyer of his home would not have a concern 
16 that the home was immediately adjacent to an RLA. He said that if the HeliportlRLA was to be 
17 allowed he would not have as much of an issue with landing a helicopter as he does with the term 
18 Heliport. He said that a Heliport can mean a lot ofthe things and it could be used extensively in the 
19 future for other uses. He said that he has had friends which live near an approved area where ultra-
20 lights land and in no time there are 20 to 30 landing. He said that he sees a great potential for more 
21 than one ownership of helicopters landing on the approved HeliportlRLA. He said that he believes 
22 that there should be a limitation that the HeliportlRLA shall be exclusively for the private use of the 
23 owner. He said that he does know why the Heliport approval cannot be approved without the RLA 
24 because the landing area is to the back of the subject property and has limited impact on the 
25 neighbors along Illinois Route 130. He said that he sees no need for the RLA because it takes little 
26 time to get anywhere by air and there is an airport at Tuscola or Champaign. He said that he believes 
27 that if the Board authorizes the request without conditions then they may be opening up a can of 
28 worms because everything in the past has lead to tonight's meeting and everything has been done 
29 progressively. 
30 
31 Mr. John Hall asked Mr. Larry Hall ifhe will not be happy with the RLA as it is proposed with no 
32 buffering and there is no way to mitigate the safety issues as well as the property value issues raised 
33 by the RLA being that close to his dwelling. 
34 
35 Mr. Larry Hall stated yes. 
36 
37 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board ifthere were any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none. 
38 
39 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none. 
40 
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1 Mr. Thorsland asked ifthe audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and there was 
2 no one. 
3 
4 Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and the petitioner 
5 declined. 
6 
7 Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Sarabeth Jones to testify. 
8 
9 Ms. Sarabeth Jones declined to testify at this time. 

10 
11 Mr. Thorsland called Mark Fisher to testify. 
12 
13 Mr. Mark Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is the neighbor to the 
14 north of the subject property. He said that in the early 1990's the northern portion of his property, 
15 which is located to the north ofthe subject property, was used for a junk yard and the ground was 
16 soggy and muddy and had parts of cars, toilets, thorn trees, etc. He said that he and his wife decided 
17 to build a pond as a catch basin therefore removing all of the junk and debris. He said that 
18 approximately two days into the construction of the pond the contractor called to let him know that 
19 Champaign County was at the site regarding zoning. He said that in his younger days he did not 
20 understand what the staff at Champaign County Planning and Zoning did but now he understands the 
21 importance of their job and decision making. He said that over 20 years ago he and his wife 
22 purchased their property for the purpose of enjoying the scenic view to the west and south. He said 
23 that his mother purchased the lot to the south of his property with the intention of building a home 
24 someday and sharing in the scenic view. He said that the scenic view that he is speaking of is 
25 currently zoned CR Conservation-Recreation. He said that as he gets older he greatly appreciates the 
26 preservation of conservation, woodland and natural and historic areas therefore when he reviewed 
27 the petitioner's request he finds himself searching for a valid reason to allow a piece of our historic 
28 natural resource to become an airstrip. He said that the petitioner's reasoning for allowing such a use 
29 is solely for the purpose of agricultural advancement. He said that the petitioner also indicated that 
30 the airstrip was above the base flood elevation although he and his wife watched a multitude of 
31 trucks depositing loads of dirt from the outside sources in the area ofthe landing strip therefore he 
32 does question the authenticity of the elevations of the proposed airstrip. He said that the petitioner 
33 claims that he is just now being restricted from the intended use although that seems odd since 
34 zoning has not changed since Dr. Jones purchased the property. Mr. Fisher stated that the rezoning 
35 of CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-1 Agriculture on the basis of agricultural reasons, which is the 
36 sole reason of the petition, due to the petitioner's statement that he owns and farms 130 acres of crop 
37 land although over 100 acres ofthat crop land is located elsewhere. Mr. Fisher asked why Dr. Jones' 
38 does not locate the HeliportlRLA on his other farmland rather than chipping away at more and more 
39 of our valued conservation property. 
40 
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1 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Fisher and there were none. 
2 
3 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Fisher and there were none. 
4 
5 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Fisher and there was no 
6 one. 
7 
8 Mr. Thorsland asked the petitioner if they desired to cross examine Mr. Fisher and the petitioner 
9 indicated no. 

10 
11 Ms. Capel requested that Mr. Fisher indicate his property location. 
12 
13 Mr. Fisher stated that his property is located on the northwest comer of Illinois Route 130 and 
14 County Highway 16. 
15 
16 Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Jean Fisher to testify. 
17 
18 Ms. Jean Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, thanked the Board for taking her 
19 comments. She said that she is Mark Fisher's wife and they have lived at 195 CR 1500E for 
20 approximately 23 years. She said that they have approximately five acres of private farm for which 
21 she has sheep and horses and a fenced grass area that she uses for a training field for dogs and 
22 instruction to the public for class sessions or private dog training lessons. She said that they have 
23 raised two sons on their property. She said that she and Mark have cleared the pasture land of scrub 
24 brush and junk cars and have installed fencing as well as maintained the existing buildings. She said 
25 that they have an abundant amount of wildlife around their property such as indigo buntings, 
26 hummingbirds, goldfinches, flickers, orioles, butterflies, soft shelled turtles, bullfrogs, snakes and 
27 deer. 
28 
29 Ms. Fisher stated that they own the original home site for the original tract, consisting of70+ acres, 
30 prior to subdivision. She said that the original tract was a sizeable dairy operation in Crittenden 
31 Township and it encompassed a large area and portions on both sides of the Embarras River. She 
32 said that the property that they currently own was created during the creation of the E. E. Rogers 
33 Subdivision by the previous owner and was completed prior to their purchase. She said that the 
34 subdivision consists of 4 separate lots. She said that the Piercy (Hood) house, located to the south of 
35 their property, was an additional adjacent lot and the Lively (Hall) house which is further south was 
36 the last zoned subdivision lot. She said that the remaining acreage was sold to others and to Phillip 
37 Jones, who further sold lots without proper zoning therefore currently requesting variances today. 
38 She said that before the land was further developed and sold she and Mark would frequently walk 
39 through the woods and sift through the dirt with their shoes and uncover a variety of arrowheads 
40 presumably made by the local Indian tribes of the past. 
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2 Ms. Fisher stated that since the construction and extensive land disruption and 10 foot clay and dirt 
3 berm was placed behind their property, on the Jones' property, not only is it an eyesore but it has 
4 forever changed the idea of conservation, country and wooded property landscape. She said that they 
5 questioned the authenticity of this work and if it could actually be done in a floodplain in the 
6 Conservation-Recreation District and the biggest issue that they were told was the potential of 
7 changing the flow of water and causing flooding and runoff to their properties. She asked if any 
8 engineering assessment had been completed for this project or has a historic preservation survey and 
9 investigation been done to the subject property. 

10 
11 Ms. Fisher stated that the frequency and nuisance oflow flying planes and helicopters landing over 
12 our persons, buzzing our house, livestock and buildings by which she believes is Dr. Jones. She said 
13 that as a side note Dr. Jones has never made any attempt to discuss his ideas or any problems ensuing 
14 from any groundwork or aeronautical activities with the neighbors. 
15 
16 Ms. Fisher stated that due to the following she is against the requested rezoning to AG-l and the 
17 special use permit for the RLA. She said that the reputation and trustworthiness in the past 
18 concerning applications with IDOT IF AA and disputes with Champaign County Zoning rules and 
19 regulations. Ms. Fisher stated that Anne Haaker of the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
20 specifically states "The project area has a high probability of containing significant 
21 prehistoric/historic archeological resources. Accordingly, a Phase I archeological reconnaissance 
22 survey to locate, identify, and record all archeological resources within the project area will be 
23 required." She said that Case 688-S-11, Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence dated June 16, 
24 2011, Page 5 ofl7, Item #7.A. indicates that the Petitioner has testified on the application as follows: 
25 "As applicant is engaged in a number of agricultural activities, the special use permit should be 
26 granted because "uses can and should be accommodated in rural areas if they compliment 
27 agriculture, or supplement farm income" (1.6 Land Use Regulatory Policies). Applicant owns 130 
28 acres farmed in corn and beans, grows sunflowers, soybeans, sugar beets, alfalfa, etc., and uses the 
29 helicopter to pollinate; ... Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones has only baled the hay since last year, with 
30 one cutting, and perhaps just one this year. She said that the cutting of hay has not been done on the 
31 subject "rezoned" requested property to AG-l, but has been done on a small scale on the bernled 
32 property behind her home. She said that it would be of great risk and extremely unwise to use an 
33 aircraft to assist in agricultural purposes from this standpoint. She said that she also has an issue 
34 with how many acres are actually within Champaign County that is being utilized for agriculture. 
35 She said that Case 688-S-11, Preliminary Draft SUll1ffiary of Evidence dated June 16,2011, Page 7 of 
36 17, Item #9.A. indicates that the Petitioner has testified on the application as follows: "As the RLA 
37 and the heliport-RLA will be used to a significant degree for agricultural purposes, the special use 
38 will comply with the agricultural nature of the surroundings in addition to serving and 
39 complimenting agriculture on the parcel itself, neighboring and other lots owned by the applicant." 
40 She reminded the Board that the surrounding properties are zoned Conservation-Recreation and not 
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1 agriculture and the grass on the runway strip has to remain low. She said that ifthe majority of Dr. 
2 Jones' produced crops are in Douglas County, where he has stated his helicopter currently resides, 
3 then in her opinion it can stay in Douglas County. Ms. Fisher stated that a key point that should not 
4 be glossed over is that all land currently adjacent to the proposed rezoning Conservation-Recreation 
5 District to AG-l is currently in the Conservation District including the land to the south. She said 
6 that if the property in question is allowed to be rezoned to AG-l it will leave a little remaining strip 
7 being AG-I with CR all to the north and the south therefore why should an exception be made for 
8 approximately 12 acres that cannot be farmed upon because it is housing a runway. She said that 
9 neighbors purchased their property for the conservation, wildlife, country living atmosphere, with 

10 little disturbance or intrusion from urban areas or neighbors. She said that Case 687 -AM -11, 
11 Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence dated June 16,2011, Item #6.B excludes her property as 
12 well as her neighbor's to the south and minimalized as to their location, property type subdivision in 
13 the proximity to Mr. Jones' property. 
14 
15 Ms. Fisher stated that according to ILCS Administrative Code Section 16.160, "anybody conducting 
16 business or residence must notify IDOT and apply for a permit to add or change any buildings in the 
17 area, up to 20,000 feet horizontally from the end of the aeronautical landing strip. She said that this 
18 presents a problem for all neighbors in the vicinity and presents a tremendous hardship for those of 
19 us who have already purchased more expensive zoned subdivision property with a desire to build 
20 improvements; and 8. In an economically depressed housing market such as the current trend, this 
21 furthermore, places an unnecessary restriction on their property but undoubtedly will devalue their 
22 property and those within the afore mentioned distance. Ms. Fisher stated that IDOT personnel has 
23 told her that anything within a three mile radius must be considered in the flight path of a runway 
24 such as, houses, farm buildings, etc. 
25 
26 Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones has indicated that he now has a jet-turbine, dual rotor, former 
27 military helicopter which is a bigger, more powerful helicopter and along with it a louder sound and 
28 noise pollution. She said that ILCS Administrative Code Section 14.410, Responsibility and 
29 Authority of the Pilot, states the following: a) Careless or Reckless Operation (1) No pilot shall 
30 operate an aircraft in a careless or reckless manner so as to endanger the person or property of 
31 another. (2) Examples: a) Buzzing, diving on, or flying in close proximity to livestock, homes, any 
32 structure, aircraft vehicle, vessel, person or group of persons. Ms. Fisher stated that she believes that 
33 Dr. Jones has done this on numerous occasions. She continued with ILCS Administrative Code 
34 Section 14.410 as follows: 2(b) Proximity of aircraft. No pilot shall operate an aircraft in proximity 
35 to or relative to other aircraft so as to create a collision hazard. Ms. Fisher stated that approximately 
36 one and one-half mile from the subject property TriCat Farms lands a helicopter on their property 
37 and it is her understanding that the TriCat helicopter does not have to file a flight plan nor discuss 
38 with other helicopters as to what their flight plan will be. She said that she has video tape of a 
39 "Mash type" helicopter crop dusting in front of her house and going over Illinois Route 130. She 
40 said that Illinois Route 130 is not just a method oftransportation for people to travel back and forth 
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1 to Champaign but is used for a lot of over-sized loads therefore tall vehicles, heavy vehicles, vehicles 
2 in tow and trailers. She noted that the helicopter that was flying very low had no identifying marks 
3 on it. She said that she has also witnessed an airplane flying in the same field as the helicopter and 
4 has one of these flights on video. She said that she does not have video of Dr. Jones landing his 
5 helicopter on this same day but it was a very busy weekend and there were at least four different 
6 aeronautical aircraft flying around and it was hard to tell who was corning or going. 
7 
8 Ms. Fisher stated that a mentioned crop dusting business, which requires special licensing and 
9 registration, 

10 and ensuing use of toxic chemicals creates a potential for chemical spills. She asked if this should 
11 really be happening in a floodplain Conservation District or in such close proximity to people and 
12 animals. She said that chemical spills usually require evacuation of surrounding properties which 
13 presents a hardship for those of us with livestock. 
14 
15 Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones' original application was for an airport and runway RLA use for 
16 fixed wing aircraft therefore we should expect him to land a fixed wing aircraft. She said that it 
17 appears that everything that has been presented to the Board is for a heliport even though there is 
18 area and distance for landing of fixed wing aircraft it is labeled as a Heliport not a fixed wing aircraft 
19 landing strip which has different requirements than a Heliport. She asked who will monitor and 
20 enforce the proper use of the Heliport. She asked if Champaign County Zoning will ensure that it 
21 only be used for Dr. Jones' private helicopter because the Champaign County Ordinance indicates 
22 that Heliports are private. She asked if Dr. Jones will land other aircraft such his airplane or his 
23 father's plane, which he has already done, or will any person that has an aircraft be allowed to land. 
24 She asked how the Conservation District will then protect the public health and preservation and 
25 conservation of the natural scenic area. 
26 
27 Ms. Fisher stated that in summary the protection of conservation and preservation of a Conservation 
28 District is of the upmost importance. She said that the areas are needed for the beauty, peacefulness, 
29 environmental habitat for all species preservation and protection and water flow and filtration. She 
30 said that conservation uses are being lost nationally, statewide and regionally. She said that it is her 
31 opinion that the Board's biggest decision to refuse the rezoning of CR Conservation-Recreation 
32 District to AG-l Agriculture and refuse the special use for an RLA should stem from law abiding, 
33 taxpaying citizens who stand to be most advertently affected. She said that they are the people who 
34 have the most to contend with in the disturbance of construction, peace, the potential of property 
35 restrictions and depreciation in land values. She said that the Board must preserve the peacefulness 
36 of our country and natural setting and ensure its integrity as it has been for the previous decades. 
37 
38 Ms. Fisher submitted her prepared statement and photographs as Documents of Record. 
39 
40 Mr. Thorsland stated that he did not recall the application mentioning crop dusting. 
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2 Mr. Hall stated that Dr. Jones' application does not suggest that the RLA will be utilized for crop 
3 dusting. He said that the request is for an RLA and Heliport. 
4 
5 Mr. Thorsland clarified that an RLA is for fixed wing aircraft. 
6 
7 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Ms. Fisher and there were none. 
8 
9 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Ms. Fisher and there were none. 

10 
11 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Ms. Fisher and there was no 
12 one. 
13 
14 Mr. Thorsland asked ifthe Petitioner desired to cross examine Ms. Fisher and the petitioner declined. 
15 
16 Mr. Mark Fisher requested the opportunity to re-address the Board. 
17 
18 Mr. Thorsland granted Mr. Fisher's request. 
19 
20 Mr. Mark Fisher asked the Board if crop dusting becomes a right ifthe subject property is rezoned to 
21 AG-l. 
22 
23 Mr. Hall stated that the County is in court regarding this very issue. He said that it is his position as 
24 the Champaign County Zoning Administrator that if a farmer is having crop dusting done on his land 
25 then the crop duster can land on the farmland in accordance with all of the normal rules of aviation 
26 safety and an RLA is not required to do such. He said that IDOT recommends having an RLA if the 
27 intent is to land on the property on a regular basis but infrequent landing of an aircraft while they are 
28 servicing the agricultural land is not an issue with him. 
29 
30 Mr. Fisher asked Mr. Hall if his position includes the storage of chemicals and pesticides on the 
31 property. 
32 
33 Mr. Hall stated that as long as the storage of chemicals and pesticides are in compliance with all of 
34 the Illinois Department of Agriculture regulations then yes. 
35 
36 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Damon Hood to testify. 
37 
38 Mr. Damon Hood declined to testify at this time. 
39 
40 Mr. Thorsland called Dr. William J. Jones to testify. 
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1 
2 Dr. William J. Jones declined to testify at this time. 
3 
4 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to sign the witness register to present testimony 
5 regarding Cases 687-AM-11 and 688-S-11. 
6 
7 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Joshua Fisher to testify. 
8 
9 Mr. Joshua Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is the son of Mark 

10 and Jean Fisher. He said that he would like to discuss the principal of the matter. He said that he 
11 would not be comfortable with the ZBA approving the requested rezoning and special use permit. 
12 
13 Mr. Fisher stated that he understands the he is young and many people may write his testimony off 
14 due to his inexperience. He said that John Locke, British philosopher and author, spoke about life 
15 and liberty, with the means of acquiring and possessing property, and pursuing and obtaining 
16 happiness and safety. Mr. Fisher stated that a part ofthe American dream is owning a home and it is 
17 the biggest investment that most people make in their lives. He said that most people do not live in 
18 the same house all of their life therefore the houses near the subject property will either be sold or 
19 given to a family member and having a HeliportlRLA will greatly diminish the value of those homes. 
20 He said that as a college student, at the age of 20, he views the community and the area of his college 
21 residence therefore he does not understand why such a practice was not taken into account when the 
22 subject property was purchased. Mr. Fisher stated that rezoning the property will have a lot of 
23 reciprocations to the neighborhood and the numbers cannot be argued with in that many people will 
24 take the close proximity of an RLA into consideration when purchasing a home in the neighborhood. 
25 He said that he would never want to live near an airport. He said that part of the reason why people 
26 move to the country is for the freedom and privacy of doing what you want to do but part of that 
27 freedom and privacy is peace and quiet. 
28 
29 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Joshua Fisher and there were 
30 none. 
31 
32 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Joshua Fisher and there were none. 
33 
34 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Joshua Fisher and there 
35 was no one. 
36 
37 Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Joshua Fisher and the petitioner 
38 declined. 
39 
40 Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone else desired to sign the witness register to present 
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1 testimony regarding Cases 687-AM-ll and 688-S-11 and there was no one. 
2 
3 Mr. Larry Hall requested the opportunity to present a question to the Board and staff. 
4 
5 Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall. 
6 
7 Mr. Larry Hall stated that it is his understanding that there are a lot of restrictions around an area that 
8 IDOT approved for air traffic. He asked ifthere were any restrictions regarding the discharge of a 
9 firearm near an air facility. 

10 
11 Mr. Thorsland stated that he does not have an answer to Mr. Larry Hall's question. 
12 
13 Mr. Larry Hall stated that there is not one person in attendance tonight who lives near or on the 
14 subject property who does not discharge a firearm periodically and some property owners on a 
15 regular basis. 
16 
17 Mr. John Hall stated that the Zoning Ordinance does not regulate the discharge of firearms and such 
18 a question should be presented to IDOT. 
19 
20 Mr. Larry Hall asked Mr. John Hall if staff would pose the question to IDOT or should he call them 
21 himself. 
22 
23 Mr. John Hall stated that unless the Board directs him to contact IDOT about this issue he would 
24 prefer that Larry Hall contact them. He said that anyone who discharges a firearm should be aware 
25 of what the rules are because there are plenty of homes in the area and there is a State Highway 
26 therefore there are a lot of reasons to be concerned about the discharge of firearms. 
27 
28 Mr. Larry Hall stated that there is a lot of wildlife in the area but they are not all friendly. 
29 
30 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board ifthere were any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none. 
31 
32 Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none. 
33 
34 Mr. Thorsland asked if the Petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and the petitioner 
35 declined. 
36 
37 Mr. Thorsland stated that at this point the Board needs to give staff direction. He said that staff and 
38 the Board addressed some of the concerns regarding the side transitions and IDOT did visit and 
39 inspect the site. He said that unless the rest of the Board disagrees he is not going to direct staff to 
40 contact IDOT in regards to the discharge of firearms. He said that no final determination will be 
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1 given at tonight's meeting therefore the public will have an opportunity to have additional questions 
2 or concerns addressed at a later hearing. 
3 
4 Ms. Julia Wright Hall requested the opportunity to address the Board. 
5 
6 Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Wright Hall. 
7 
8 Mr. Wright Hall asked if roOT has approved the RLA. 
9 

10 Mr. Thorsland stated that roOT has visited and inspected the site and roOT is waiting for the proper 
11 zoning to be approved. 
12 
13 Mr. Wright Hall stated that it was her understanding that before anything could be approved it had to 
14 be presented to the entire public with a 16 day period for input. 
15 
16 Mr. Thorsland stated that the 16 day approval process will not occur until the proper approvals from 
17 Champaign County are completed. 
18 
19 Mr. Thorsland asked the Board, staff, audience and petitioner if there were any questions for Ms. 
20 Wright-Hall and there were none. 
21 
22 Mr. Courson stated that during the wind farm hearings there was an issue with noise pollution 
23 therefore should decibel levels for aircraft near surrounding homes be considered. 
24 
25 Mr. Hall stated that there is a big difference in the hours each day or month that one would expect 
26 noise. He said that Dr. Jones has testified that the RLA will only be used about twice a month 
27 therefore if it is only used twice per month he cannot imagine that the Board needs to worry about 
28 noise. He said that he has never seen noise analyzed as part of a simple RLA case. He said that the 
29 testimony from most of the neighbors is that the Heliport is far enough away from their properties 
30 that they are not concerned about the noise from the helicopter. 
31 
32 Mr. Miller asked Mr. Hall if the RLA was approved and the subject property was sold to a 
33 parachuting business or club could it occur where there were planes running in and out regularly. 
34 
35 Mr. Hall stated that the establishment of a parachuting business or club on the subject property 
36 would require a new special use permit and an injunction could be issued to stop the activities until a 
37 special permit is granted. He said that Dr. Jones' frequency of use ofthe RLAlHeliport may end up 
38 not being a problem for the neighbors although he did not know how to ensure that for the future. 
39 He said that he would encourage Dr. Jones to consider a condition that would allow him to use the 
40 RLAlHeliport as he has testified because such a condition would ensure the Board and neighbors that 
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1 future owners would have the same limit. He asked the Board if they desire to have the use of the 
2 RLAJHeliport limited to a certain amount per week or month. 
3 
4 Mr. Passalaqua asked Mr. Hall if staff had received any comments from the other four or five 
5 property owners indicated on the map. 
6 
7 Mr. Hall stated no, but none ofthe other houses are as close as the witnesses that the Board has heard 
8 from tonight. 
9 

10 Mr. Passalaqua stated that there is a home directly to the north of Larry Hall's residence. 
11 
12 Mr. Thorsland stated that the property owner is present at tonight's meeting but declined to testify at 
13 tonight's meeting. 
14 
15 Ms. Capel asked if it would be appropriate to have the petitioner to weigh in on a draft condition. 
16 
17 Mr. Hall stated that he would rather speak to the petitioner about a draft condition outside of the 
18 public hearing but we would like to know what the Board's thoughts are regarding a draft condition. 
19 He said that he is impressed with Mr. Larry Hall's concern about his home. He said that even though 
20 the home meets every separation requirement it is still very close to the proposed RLA He said that 
21 Dr. Jones has built a sizable berm on the west side of the neighboring properties although there is no 
22 berm on the south side that he is aware of. He said that a berm would assist with noise but it would 
23 also reduce the view of the CR District. He said that he is not aware what would provide the best 
24 compatibility between a house that is 60 to 80 feet away from a runway that is not participating in the 
25 runway's use and has no desire to participate in its use. 
26 
27 Ms. Capel stated that seems like there are a lot of residences really close to the proposed RLA and in 
28 her experience with RLA's in Champaign County that is not common. 
29 
30 Mr. Hall stated that the County has approved one residential airport and the runway does run back up 
31 to about half of the lots but all of the homes are further away than the Hall residence. 
32 
33 Mr. Passalacqua asked if the residential airport, by design, is for residents who own airplanes. 
34 
35 Mr. Palmgren stated that he lives at the residential airport and half of the current residents are not 
36 pilots or airplane owners which is an unfortunate circumstance for the other owners. He said that 
37 many of those residents complain because there is not enough airplane activity. He said that two of 
38 the resident's properties back right up to the airstrip and it doesn't seem to be an issue. He said that 
39 the neighborhood has not seen a drop in property values although there have not been a lot of sales 
40 lately. 
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1 
2 Mr. Passalacqua stated that the two situations cannot be compared because a fly-in neighborhood is a 
3 lot different than an after the fact airstrip. 
4 
5 Mr. Thorsland asked Mr. Passalacqua ifhe is suggesting condition. 
6 
7 Mr. Passalacqua stated no. He said that the two situations cannot be compared to each other. 
8 
9 Mr. Thorsland stated that the Board should review all of the new evidence although staff would like 

10 direction from the Board. 
11 
12 Ms. Capel stated that staff should discuss the frequency of use with the Petitioner so that perhaps a 
13 draft condition could be proposed. She said that if twice a month is the anticipated amount then four 
14 times per month should be an adequate limit. 
15 
16 Mr. Courson stated that staff should also discuss operational hours. He said that night time use is an 
17 issue that should be considered. 
18 
19 Mr. Thorsland stated that he reviewed the Administrative Code regarding marking and he did not see 
20 anything about hours of operation although the Code does require a lighted wind indicator. He said 
21 whether the Code implies whether an RLA can be used at night or not it may be a condition that the 
22 Board may want to consider. 
23 
24 Mr. Courson stated that ifthe Petitioner does not plan on flying at night then the Board could place a 
25 limitation on late evenings or early morning hours unless it was a life or death emergency. 
26 
27 Mr. Passalacqua stated that the Board should not ignore the fact that Dr. Jones does assist the police 
28 and emergency services therefore we would want that to be permissible. 
29 
30 Mr. Hall stated that if assisting law enforcement and emergency services is included as part ofthe 
31 justification then the Board could ensure that future owners would also be willing to do the same. 
32 He said that the Petitioner has come before the Board with a specific proposal and ifthe Board finds 
33 it acceptable the Board should make sure that it is an acceptable proposal for all future owners. 
34 
35 Mr. Passalacqua asked Mr. Hall if such a condition was approved would the ZBA be responsible for 
36 enforcing that condition. 
37 
38 Mr. Hall stated yes. 
39 
40 Mr. Courson moved, seconded by Mr. Schroeder to continue Cases 687-AM-ll and 688-8-11 to 
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July 28, 2011. The motion carried by voice vote. 

Case 689-AM-l1 Petitioner: Charles T. and Shelly Sollers Request to amend the Zoning Map 
to allow for the establishment and use of 1 single family residential lot in the CR Conservation­
Recreation District by adding the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District. Location: 
An approximately 6 acre tract of land that is located in the West Half of the North Half of the 
Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden township and that is located approximately one­
half mile west of the intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 and located on 
the South side of County Highway 16 (CR 200N) 

Case 690-AM-ll Petitioner: Benjamin Shadwick and Jennifer Shadwick Request to amend 
the zoning Map to allow for the establishment and use of 1 single family residential lot in the 
CR Conservation-Recreation Zoning District by adding the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) 
Zoning District. Location: An approximately 5.3 acre tract ofland that is located in the West 
Half of the North Half ofthe Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township and that 
is located approximately 2,000 feet west of the intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois 
Route 130 and located on the south side of County Highway 16 (CR200N). 

Mr. Palmgren moved, seconded by Mr. Courson to continue Cases 689-AM-ll and 690-AM-ll 
to the July 28, 2011, meeting. The motion carried by voice vote. 

7. Staff Report 

A. May, 2011 Monthly Report 

Mr. Hall briefly reviewed the May, 2011 Monthly Report with the Board. He said that as of mid­
June staff has received three new zoning cases therefore we have already exceeded the zoning cases 
for 2010. He said that the County hopes to be advertising for an Associate Planner soon. He said 
that he is sure that the Board is aware that a wind farm application was submitted in Vermilion 
County therefore Champaign County should expect one relatively soon therefore staff and the ZBA 
should expect a busy fall. 

8. Other Business 

None 

9. Audience Participation with respect to matters other than cases pending before the 
Board 
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1 None 
2 
3 10. Adjournment 
4 
5 The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m. 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 Respectfully submitted 
11 
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14 
15 Secretary of Zoning Board of Appeals 
16 
17 
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20 
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CASE NO. 687-AM-11 & 688-S-11 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

CI)(lIn pa i~n August 5, 2011 
(\'l/Ill y 

Lh: p~\ n men\ (II' Petitioners: 

S • . f.ff.f1i!tY.ii.'i1 Philip W. and Sara beth F. Jones 
175N CR1600E 
Villa Grove, IL 

Site Area: 
Approx. 12.69 acres 

Time Schedule for Development: 
Urookens I d' t 

Administralhe Ct'IIIt'r mme la e 
'776 E. Wa;hinglon Slrc:et 

Urbana. lilinob 61~;02 Case 687-AM-11 
Request: Amend the Zoning Map to 

1:2 17) _'X'+- _'708 change the zoning district designation 
from CR Conservation Recreation to AG-
1 Agriculture. 

Location: An approximately 12.69 acre 
tract of land that is located in the North 
Half of the South Half of the Northeast 
Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden 
Township and located on the west side of 
Illinois Route 130 (CRI600E) and 1,328 
feet south of the intersection of Illinois 
Route 130 and CR 200N and County 
Highway 16 and commonly known as the 
property at 175N CR1600E, Villa Grove. 

STATUS 

Prepared by: 
John Hall 
Zoning Administrator 

Case 688-S-11 
Request: Authorize the construction and 
use of a "Heliport- Restricted Landing 
Area" as a Special Use on land that is 
proposed to be rezoned to the AG-l 
Agriculture Zoning District from the 
current CR Conservation Recreation 
Zoning District in related zoning case 
687-AM-ll; and with a waiver of a 
Special Use standard condition required 
by Section 6.1 that requires a runway 
safety area to be located entirely on the 
lot 

Location: An approximately 12.69 acre 
tract of land that is located in the North 
Half of the South Half of the Northeast 
Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden 
Township and located on the west side of 
Illinois Route 130 (CRI600E) and 1,328 
feet south of the intersection of Illinois 
Route 130 and CR 200N and County 
Highway 16 and commonly known as the 
property at 175N CR1600E, Villa Grove. 

These cases were continued from the June 16,20 II, public hearing. The Draft minutes from that meeting are 
included separately and are ready for approval by the Board. 

Copies of photographs submitted at the June 16,2011, public hearing are attached as are several new submittals 
from Jean Fisher, Larry Hall, and Julia Wright Hall. A DVD with video footage of aircraft and earthwork on the 
subject property was also received from Jean Fisher. 

A letter was mailed to the petitioner's attorney on June 21,2011, requesting a revised site plan. A marked up site 
plan indicating the required and or suggested revisions is attached. 

As of the morning of August 5, 2011, no new infonnation has been received from the petitioner. 

PROPOSED CONDITIONS 

Staff has not proposed any conditions of approval since staff is not in a position to enforce limits on flight 
operations. The letter from Larry Hall does propose several conditions of approval if the heliport and 
RLA are approved but makes it clear that he and his wife are still opposed to the rezoning of the property 



2 Cases 687-AM-11 & 688-AM-11 
Phillip W. and Sarabeth F. Jones 

August 5, 2011 

and to the proposed heliport and RLA. Mr. Hall understands that the conditions regarding activities 
would have to rely on he and his wife documenting any violations with dated photographs. The proposed 
condition for minimum insurance would be simple enough to enforce by means of requiring a certificate 
of insurance to be on file. 

LETTER FROM REALTOR REGARDING PROPERTY VALUE 

The letter from Julia Wright Hall includes among other information a letter from Daniel M. Cothern of 
Keller Williams Real Estate received on August 4, 2011, in which Mr. Cothern states his professional 
opinion that the proposed heliport and RLA " ... would have a significant negative impact on the Hall's 
property value and significantly diminish their ability to sell their home in the future." 

It is important to note that the statement by Mr. Cothern is not an appraisal with comparable properties 
and is nothing more nor less than a professional realtor's opinion. However, conservation of property 
value is one purpose of the Zoning Ordinance and the Board should explicitly consider this opinion (and 
any professional rebuttal that may be received) in the Findings and the Findings must support the Final 
Determination. 

PROXIMITY TO THE ADJACENT DWELLING 

Regarding the proximity of the proposed RLA to the adjacent Hall dwelling at 177 N CR1600E, the 
Board's discretion is not limited by the standards in the Ordinance. The Board has the authority to deny 
the special use permit if the Board feels the RLA is too close to the dwelling or alternatively to require a 
greater minimum separation if the petitioner is willing to revise the site plan. However, the Board cannot 
revise the site plan and the Final Determination must be based on the petitioner's actual site plan. 

ATTACHMENTS 
A Draft Minutes of June 16, 2011, public hearing (included separately 

B Photographs submitted by Jean Fisher at the public hearing on June 16,2011 

C Photographs submitted by Julia Wright Hall at the public hearing on June 16,2011 

D Photographs submitted by Jean Fisher on July 5, 2011 

E Written material submitted by Jean Fisher on July 11,2011 

F Letter to Zoning Board of Appeals submitted by Larry Hall on August 1,2011 

G Letter to Zoning Board of Appeals submitted by Julia Wright Hall Hall on August 1,2011, with 
attachments: 
(1) Database information of single engine aircraft accidents in Illinois from 01110 to 7/31111 
(2) Five Year Comparative U.S. Civil Helicopter Safety Trends 
(3) FAA National Wildlife Strike Database Query Results 
(4) Switchboard article 
(5) EPA Regulatory Announcements 
(6) Photograph of property 
(7) Photograph of berm vegetation 
(8) Letter from Daniel M. Cothern, Keller Williams Real Estate 

H 6/2111 1 Staff Mark Up of Proposed Site Plan 
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Picture 1 ... Purchased in 2004 
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Picture 2 ... Improvements to the front of the horne in 20 I O. 
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Photos submittNi by .Julia Hall HI the 
.. June 16,2011, puhlie hearing. 
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Pictures taken by the real estate agent of the home at 177 N CR 1600 E in 2004. Please 
note the view to the West. 

Photos submitted by Jean Hall ilt the 
June 16,20 II, public hearing. 



Picture 3. Backyard, view toward the house 

" . .... .' '.'-

Picture 4. Backyard, current view to the West (photo taken appro x imatcly May 2010) 

Photos submitted by Julia Hall at the 
,Julie 10,2011, public hearing. 
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Picture 5. View of the berm to the South of our backyard. 

Picture 6 . The tree line to the Southwest. This picture is taken from the SW comer of our 
yard towards the proposed RLA site. (Photo taken June 20 II). 

Photos submitted by Julhl flail at the 
.June Hi, 2011, public hearing 
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RECEIVED 

Mr. John Hall 
REVISED COpy 

Champaign County Zoning Board 

JUL 1 12011 

July t~A~A~GN CO, P & Z DEPARTMENT 
7"'\)I'..{\~ ~~~ ~ker 

Re: I.Mr. Jones requests for rezoning property from Conservation district at AG-I 
2. Special Use pennit for RLA: helicopter and fixed wing aircraft 

Additional Items: 
• Acknowledgement that Board knows Mr. Jones has provided inaccurate 

infonnation on State IDOTI Division of Aeronautics forms (seeking a copy) 
• Acknowledgement that Mr. Jones has made many miss-statements (or 

inaccuracies) to the ZB on many occasions 
• Photos of planes landing/taking off on Mr. Jones property 
• Video tape of Mr. Jones Helicopter landing and also a crop duster 

1. DVD 
• ZB needs to check with IDOT regarding regulations and approval that Mr. 

Jones claims they ready to approve .... They aren't, talk to IDOT 
• IDOT will not allow planes to approach a runway over RT 130 and additional 

trees need to be cut, again talk to IDOT 
• Sending a letter to IL Historic Preservation with video and photos of Mr. 

Jones major disruption of adjacent property with no site surveys 
1. Photos to ZB 
*Notice size of construction vehicles and size of trees 

• Mr. Jones has a on numerous occasions, showed his lack of credibility, and 
misbehavior. His future intentions are likely to act in the same disrespectful 
and law abiding manner.(Past actions are a predictor of future behavior) 

• The authenticity of Mr. Jones maps and elevations are questionable at best 
Mr. Ward should be provide authentic paperwork regarding 
surveys, not just a blank paper with a signature 

• A statement such as all property is AG around his and that his property is 
bordered by Douglas Co to the South (no zoning) is false. Douglas Co line is 
1. 5 miles to the south and many other properties are in between 

• All landowners would be restricted from building on their own properties 
because of a harmful nature to Mr. Jones (Prelim draft pg. 9 688-S-11) 

• Mr. Jones furnished map show an area for a hanger that is NOT on the 
rezoning property [trees will have to be cut1 

• Trees will have to be cut down .... Google map satellite 2011 will show 
• LRMP Goal 6 states, "will ensure protection of the public health and public 

safety in land resource management decisions" special use RLA will not 
carry out that goal 

• LRMP Goal 8 states, "will strive to conserve and enhance the county's 
landscape and natural resources and ensure their sustainability" special use 
RLA will not carry out that goal 

• Supplemental Memorandum-Attachment G notes the "Best Prime Farmland" 
as being the eastern 1/3 of the requested Zoning change .... This area is closest 
RT 130 and houses and therefore neighboring properties 



1. See DVD of 200+ loads of dumped good soil brought in 
and dumped even after ....... 1 Opm 

• Supplemental Memorandum-(Area below Base Flood Elevation) After saying 
LIDAR and NRCS map data is most relevant, this clause reverses statement 
to say Wayne Ward's map dated Nov 22,2010 is more relevant. 

* ** Which is it·· 
• If changes in ordinances (amendments) are going to be made, then ultimately 

legal descriptions, definitions, "new technology in maps" need to be made 
prior to any hearing for all of Champaign County. These are issues that effect 
all Conservation District (landowners) at the local level- not just this case 
exclusively. All citizens must be made aware and have the option for 
discovery and discussion which may effect them. 

• Changing a 12-acre plot (spot zoning) for a personal display/enjoyment is 
senseless and risky to those close by. If this is the ZB's decision, then the 
landowner directly South of the proposed rezoning property should be 
mandatorily changed to AG-l. 

It has come to our attention that Tri-Cat Farms is currently expanding a building site 
whereby he will be having helicopters fly in or shipped in for repair. What is the status on 
it? This site is almost directly across from Mr. Jones' property to the East. The presents a 
strong idea that multiple aircraft (possibly not in proper working order) can be in flight in 
close proximity to each other, over houses, and over RT 130, which transports multiple 
oversize loads on a daily basis. 

Zoning case 683-AT-II. Meeting being held on July 14,2011. What is this regarding? 
Discusses definitions. Is it being used to back door cases 687 -AM-II and 688-S-11 ? 

RECEIVED 
JUl 11 '2011 

CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTMENT 

2 



RECEIVED' 
AUG 0 1 2011 Larry Hall 

177 N CR 1600 E 
-mm.,P&lDEPARTMfN[Vilia Grove, IL 

July 31, 2011 

REGARDING Case 687-AM-11 and Case 688-5-11 

Dear Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals Members: 

To reaffirm our stated position regarding the rezoning on the Jones' property: 
we adamantly oppose the rezoning from CR to AG for the purpose of 
constructing a "heliport - restricted landing area./I For further information 
see the letter from Mrs. Julia Hall. 

HOWEVER. ... 

Should the Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals Members choose to 
ignore our strong objections (and the objections of other neighbors), we 
respectfully request that the Board exercise their authority and implement 
the following restrictions in total or to the extent your review deems 
appropriate. 

1. If you approve heliport usage we respectfully request that you deny the 
use of an airstrip for any fixed wing aircraft. 

2. The use of the heliport be limited to only two helicopters or other like 
~ aircraft at anyone time. 

3. If you choose to ignore our first request, we respectfully request that you 
impose the following restrictions on the "heliport - restricted landing area" 
(In total or to the extent that you deem appropriate). 

a) the landing area runway can be used only for personal and 
immediate family-owned aircraft 

1) all identifying numbers of family-owned aircraft must be 
registered with the appropriate Champaign County office. 

b) the landing cannot be paved with any material now or in the future. 
c) the landing area runway cannot be used to generate income or for 

commercial use purposes, including, but not limited to, chemical 
crop dusting planes or any private or public charter travel service 
or the like. 

1) If 2c is ignored, then no chemical crop planes or other 
commercial use planes may land or take off outside the 
hours of 7:30 AM to 5:30 PM and only on Monday through 
Friday and NOT on any holiday that may occur on any 
Monday through Friday. 



2) Any and all commercial operators should be covered by 
adequate insurance to insure payments of damages that may 
occur as a result of their operation or conduct with single 
limit bodily injury and property damage of at least ~ million 
dollars and provide a certificate of insurance to be "-- - S 
maintained by Mr. Jones. ::::: 

3) No more than two like aircraft are to utilize the premises at 
anyone time. 

4. No inoperative aircraft or parts may be stored or maintained except inside 
a fully-enclosed hangar-use building. 

5. The issuance of a permit for "heliport-restricted landing area" be to 
current property owner(s) only, and not transferrable to any future owner(s) 
of the property. 

~ 

6. With the approval of any part of the petitioner's request, we respectfully 
request that Mr. Jones obtain and maintain insurance a~e uate to protect the L" J.k 
property and personal liability to a minimum extent of I'ii11lion dollars In- jh -the form of public liability and property damage insurance. A certificate of 
insurance must be maintained and filed with the appropriate Champaign 
County office. 

These requested restrictions are respectfully submitted for your consideration 
and inclusion in any zoning change authorization you make to the Jones' 
property. 



RECEIVED 
AUG 0 1 2011 

CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTMENT 

July 30, 2011 

Julia Wright Hall 
177 N CR 1600 E 
Villa Grove, IL 

REGARDING Case 687 -AM-l1 and Case 688-S-11 

Dear Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals Members: 

Thank you for your service to Champaign County. And thank you for allowing us to 
once again voice our opposition to the rezoning of the Jones' property directly South of our 
home. Mr. Jones purchased his property, built his home and is now proposing to construct 
a "heliport - restricted landing area" in the area South and West of an established 
subdivision containing three large lots, housing three residential homes and one farmstead. 
Additionally, there are other residential homes in the area who will be impacted by the 
"heliport - restricted landing area." Several of our neighbors have voiced concerns to us 
about this potential threat. Not all of them-for one reason or another-felt they could 
voice their opposition. Since my husband and I are the most affected by this construction, 
being that is so close to our home, we speak for those who chose not or cannot and 
implore the Board to NOT rezone this property to allow the construction of a "heliport -
restricted landing area." 

The Champaign County Zoning Ordinance states in Section 2, under "PURPOSE": 
"The zoning regulations and standards herein adopted and established have been made for 
the purpose of: 

(a) securing adequate light, pure air, and safety from fire and other dangers; 
By rezoning the property to provide for a restricted landing area that can 

allow up to a stated SIX planes at a time would prevent PURE AIR and ultimate 
SAFETY FROM FIRE and OTHER DANGERS. Even the best of pilots under the best 
of conditions have been known to crash. According to the National 
Transportation Safety Board records, there have been 34 recorded single engine 
plane crashes in Illinois from January 5, 2010, to July 7, 2011 (data attached). 
According to a 2009 publication of the Helicopter Association International, there 
were 161 civil helicopter accidents in the US (data attached). The lones' 
construction of a large pond in the immediate vicinity of the landing area has 
attracted a large amount of waterfowl to the area (in addition to the waterfowl 
already present along the river). Waterfowl pose a distinct hazard to landing or 
takeoffs of any aircraft. According to FAA statistics, in 2010, there were 486 bird 
strikes by planes in Illinois (see data attached). 

(b) conserving the value of land, BUILDINGS, and STRUCTURES throughout the COUNTY; 
By rezoning the property to provide for a restricted landing area you would 

NOT be conserving the value of land, buildings, and structures in the area. 
Inflicting a landing strip on this established neighborhood would be hazardous to 
the property values of the homes in the area and any future building sites. We 
have received information from a qualified real estate broker that indicates that 
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our property values will suffer because of the "heliport - restricted landing area." 
(see letter attached). 

(c) lessening and avoiding congestion in the public STREETS; 
By rezoning the property to provide for a restricted landing area there is a 

high likelihood that traffic along Route 130 would be affected adversely during 
landings/takeoffs because the flight path is directly across Route 130. Mr.lones' 
driveway runs parallel to our yard. Already the traffic in and out of the lones' 
driveway is substantial. We can only imagine it will increase if the air traffic 
increases. 

(e) promoting the public health, safety, comfort, morals, and general welfare; 
By rezoning the property to provide for a restricted landing area you would 

NOT be promoting the public health, safety, comfort, morals, and general welfare. 
All of the homes in the area immediate to the proposed "heliport - restricted 
landing area" obtain drinking water from wells located on their respective 
properties. Ground water and river water contamination would be hazardous to 
these families. Some small planes use "avgas," which contains lead (see article 
and information from the EPA attached). If Mr. lones uses "avgas" in his plane, 
or if any of the visitors to his landing strip use "avgas," there is a real threat of 
lead contamination. As you know lead is toxic and, even in a small amount, has 
serious effects on human health. There is no way to "police" the type of gas that 
will be used by all aircraft who land on the strip. 

(0) protecting natural features such as forested areas and watercourses; 
By rezoning the property to provide for a restricted landing area you would 

be NOT be protecting natural features such as forested areas and watercourses­
how can increased ozone, gases and other pollutants (such as lead) be good for 
the trees and the river???? This "heliport - restricted landing area" will also 
contain a hanger that is proposed to be built back along the river. 

We do NOT understand how rezoning the Jones' property from CR to AG-1 for the 
SOLE purpose of constructing a "heliport - restricted landing area," which in ALL 
UKEUHOOD could cause problems in the future, could ever be a good idea; nor does it 
follow the guidelines stated in the purposes of the Champaign County Zoning Board. 

My husband and I do not like to be at odds with our neighbors-or anyone. We have 
enjoyed the few over the fence chats that we have had with Phil and Sara Jones. And 
there have been several times that Phil has plowed the snow from our driveway or mowed 
the grass in the ditch along the front of our property. That's why we have been surprised 
on other occasions by some of the decisions and actions that have been made on the 
Jones' property that directly affect us and the value of our property. In our effort to 
preserve the value of our home as well as the other homes in the existing residential 
neighborhoods, to protect the safety and welfare of the home owners in the existing 
neighborhoods, to protect the Wildlife, farm and domestic animals in the area, to preserve 
the scenic beauty and value of the area, as well as our concern for the safety of the traffic 
along Route 130, we believe we have no recourse other than to use whatever resources 
are at our disposal to block the construction of this "heliport - restricted landing area." 
Our home is our greatest asset. 
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By his actions Phillip Jones has demonstrated that he has little regard for the 
comfort, cares and concerns for his neighbors or the devaluation of their homes. Rezoning 
the property in question for the SOLE purpose of allowing Mr. Jones to build a "heliport -
restricted landing area" would further diminish our property values, and would add insult to 
the injuries he has already inflicted upon this neighborhood. 

As an example, one summer, in the field just South of our home, Phillip burned off 
the weeds. Apparently the burning weeds caught one of the huge pine trees in our yard on 
fire and the tree was severely burned and remained burned-out and brown for about a year 
(see photo). Our garden hose was used to extinguish the flames. But to this day we have 
had no explanation or apology regarding this burning. We did not report it or "make a fuss" 
and we simply let the matter go. 

Between the time I purchased my home and before I moved in, Phillip planted pine 
trees around the perimeter of the yard (the beginning of the demise of the view). One 
summer, these trees had a bagworm infestation, and, so they wouldn't infest my trees, I 
picked buckets of bagworms off Jones' pine trees. In addition, I have eradicated many 
thistles that have been allowed to grow wild in the "no man's land" between our yard and 
the mount of dirt. I have mowed and pulled weeds and attempted to plant flowers on the 
back side of the mudslide that faces our patio. (By the way, I did all of this with Phillip's 
permission.) I didn't call the weed commissioner or some other agency. I just donned 
some gloves, got a bucket and picked off the worms, sprayed the thistle, and cut mulberry 
tree shoots out of the trees. I have tried to take the "lemons" and "make lemonade." 

We were surprised by Mr. Jones' decision to construct the (approximate) nine foot 
tall mountain of dirt directly between our home and any woodland view that was one of the 
reasons I purchased the home in the first place. I asked Phillip about the dirt and he told 
me that it was "just temporary until he got some elevations shot." I guess temporary is a 
relative term ... the dirt is still there and Phillip has planted it with grasses. Well, actually, 
he only planted the grass on "his" side of the mountain. The side facing our home (and the 
rest of the subdivision) was not planted and has since grown up into whatever seed, 
including weeds, that have blow over. As you can imagine weed seeds are much more 
invasive than some and, thus, there is quite a stand of thistle, not to mention a small 
"grove" of mulberry seedlings. 

Mr. Jones apparently had an agreement with Cross Construction to dump a lot of dirt 
that was gathered off of the construction of the ditches along Route 130. QUite a bit of 
that dirt became a three to four foot "berm" on the strip of land between the Jones' 
driveway and our lawn. The berm runs the entire length of our yard. When I called Phillip 
and asked him about the dirt he acted surprised that they were dumping dirt there. He 
told me that they were supposed to dump it elsewhere on his property. But they continued 
to dump dirt. That evening, my husband asked one of the dump truck drivers what they 
were doing with all the dirt. The driver said that they were building "some kind of berm for 
the fellow that lived there." The workers hauled dirt for days even at night, and in the 
rain, piling it there and elsewhere on Mr. Jones' property. Later that summer, it was 
smoothed and rounded. This summer, the weeds on it have grown to over six feet tall (see 
photo). My husband is already purchasing large quantities of herbicide to try to save our 
lawn. Thank GOD Larry and I don't have allergies!!! However, that's not to say that 
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family, friends and guest of ours would not suffer discomfort or reactions from the many 
and various weeds (including poison ivy) growing in such a close proximity to our yard. 

Ultimately it's not about the mis-information or the NO information ... people are 
people. Perhaps people say things one day, but change their minds the next. No, it's not 
about the mountains of dirt moved in, the weeds, the bagworms, the burned tree, the 
statements that appear to be untrue ... etcetera. It IS about our concern for the SAFETY, 
HEALTH and WELFARE of our families and our properties, and I am sure that each of you 
on the Board would defend YOUR rights as much as possible also. 

It can be argued that the rezoning is not about the berm, the trees, the weeds .... But 
the above instances go to show that so far, we have seen that what is good for the 
neighborhood and the neighbors doesn't appear to be high on the Jones' list of priorities. 
There seems to be a disparity between what Mr. Jones says and what Mr. Jones does. 
How can we trust that any flight rules or any regulations will be adhered to? 

We are talking about a fast moving air vehicle, not a go-cart! We are 
talking about more than ONE fast moving air vehicle. Vehicles that by the BEST 
of pilots sometimes hit the ground or hit other objects and explode! 

I grew up in a family of 12, we are all hard workers and went to Mass on Sundays. 
My dad was a blue collar worker and my mom was a housewife. I started my first job 
when I was 14 years old for $1. 75 per hour. I've always had to work for what I have. No 
one has handed me anything. In 1974, as a single mother, with the benefit of a Farmers 
Home Loan, I became a tax payer in Champaign County. My house payment at the time 
was $78 per month. After several years, several payment increases and refinances later, I 
sold that home for a profit when my only son and his wife gave birth to my only grandchild. 
I looked for a home in the Villa Grove area for almost a year before I found the home I am 
presently living in. I sunk everything I had into my present home. Picture it. .. a white 
three-bedroom ranch style home nestled in the trees on almost two acres. A large yard, a 
wonderful view to the trees along the river. Deer grazing in the field; a flock of white 
doves swooping in the sky and landing in the fields behind me. Yes, there was a highway 
in the front of it. The highway was a conSideration when I was looking at the home. The 
traffic nOise, however, is overcome by the ease of traveling to work on a snow cleaned 
road in the winter. We actually do not notice the traffic so much. We sit on the back patiO. 
The patio that faces the mountain of weedy dirt and will face the airstrip if it is allowed. 
The patio that can be so easily destroyed by a crashing plane. That's it .... the patiO just 
next to the small fish pond that can be so easily polluted and the fish killed by whatever 
chemicals may drip or blow from a plane or helicopter flying over to land. 

I ask that each member of the Board consider what they would do if this landing strip area 
was going to be on the other side of their fence? 

Please do not rezone this property to allow a "heliport - restricted landing area." 
If you vote to rezone this property you are allowing one individual family to 
devastate an existing neighborhood . 

.
. ,. j/ -- ( / ~ /;J Thank you very much for your kind attention, 
{L[liU '--./'t<tu~ Julia Wright Hall 
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34 records meet your search criteria. 
A docket of supporting materials may exist for factual and probable cause reports. Please contact Records Management Division. Dockets are 
not available for preliminary reports. 
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Type of Air Carrier 

Current PDF Report(s) Estimated Regist. Event Operation and 

Synopsis (Published) 
Event Date 

Release 
Location Make/Model 

Number 
NTSB No. 

Severity 
Carrier Name 

(Doing Business 
As) 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

6/26/2011 
Romeoville, 

K:ESSNA T210L N732BX CEN11FA425 Fatal(1) 
{07 /07 /2011) IL 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

6/18/2011 
Bedford 

CESSNA 172N N172NT CEN11LA413 Nonfatal (07/07/2011) Park,IL 

Factual 
Factual 

5/17/2011 
carbondale, 

CESSNA 152 N6238P CEN11CA344 Nonfatal 
(06/07/2011l IL 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

5/12/2011 
New Athens, 

BELL OH-58C N9263Y CEN11FA337 Fatal(1) 
'OS/27/2011) IL 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

3/11/2011 
carbondale, Lancair LC41- NS21RT CEN11FA227 Nonfatal 

[06/22/2011 ' IL SSOFG 
1 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

2/19/2011 
Romeoville, 

Mooney M20J N888DF CEN11FA220 Nonfatal 
I 

'06/22/2011 ) IL 
Factual 
(03/28/2011) MOONEY 

Probable 2/17/2011 6/20/2011 Urbana, IL AIRCRAFT N262CP CEN11CA196 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable CORP. M20K 

Cause 
(06/20/2011) 
Factual 

Probable (03/09/2011) Poplar 
2/12/2011 6/13/2011 CESSNA 172N N733TM ~EN11CA184 Nonfatal Cause Grove, IL 

Probable 
Cause L_ .. _~._ .. _ ..... ___ 
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1(06/13/2011) 
Factual 
(02/17/2011) 

Probable 2/8/2011 6/8/2011 Lansing,IL 
PIPER PA-28-

N4643R CEN11CA181 Nonfatal 
cause Probable 140 

Cause 
(06/08/2011) 
Factual 
(03/28/2011) 

Probable 1/19/2011 6/8/2011 Pekin,IL 
PIPER PA-28-

N5658W CEN11CA176 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable 180 

Cause : 
I 

f06/08/2011) I 
I 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

12/22/2010 Wheeling, IL BEECH C24R N5293M CENI1FA125 Fatal(1) 
'01/03/2011) 
Factual 
(01/25/2011) 

Probable 12/19/2010 5/16/2011 
Bolingbrook, CESSNA 152 N5437M CEN11CA131 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable IL 
Cause 
{05/16/2011) 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

12/16/2010 Moline,IL CESSNA T182T N2187H CEN11LAI09 Nonfatal 
1(01/10/2011) 

Preliminary 
SOUTHERLAND 

Preliminary 12/2/2010 Decatur,IL FREEBIRD N415US CEN11LA090 Fatal(l) 
(12/10/2010) LITESPORT U 

Preliminary 
Preliminary 

11/1/2010 
Schaumburg, LUSCOMBE 8A N71823 CENllLA049 Fatal(l) 

f12/10/2010' IL 
Probable Factual 10/22/2010 3/16/2011 

New Baden, 
McClish BS5C N1611N CEN11CA033 Nonfatal 

Cause (11/04/2010) IL 



Probable 
Cause 
1(03/16/2011 ) 
Factual 
(11/02/2010) 

Probable 19/28/2010 3/16/2011 
Downers k:ESSNA T182T N2439W CEN10CA577 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable iGrove, IL 
Cause 
1(03/16/2011) 
Factual 
(01/10/2011) DIAMOND 

Probable 8/26/2010 5/16/2011 
Bloomington, ~RCRAFTINO N409AM CEN10IA554 Incident' 

Cause Probable IL INC OA 20-Cl 
Cause 
1(05/16/2011) 
Factual I 

i 

(01/03/2011) I 

Probable [Ashcraft 1 

8/21/2010 5/11/2011 ~urora, IL N123TA CEN10LA506 Nonfatall 
Cause Probable ORI07 i 

1 

Cause 1 

'05/11/2011) I 
Factual I 

1 

(01/10/2011) 
Probable Maule MX-7- , 

7/30/2010 4/7/2011 Pittsfield, IL N17MX CENI0CA452 Nonfatal, 
Cause Probable 180A i 

, 
Cause ! 

:(04/07/2011 ' 
1 

I 

Probable Factual 7/25/2010 7/21/2011 !Yates Oty, lAIR TRAcrOR I 
N8521L CENI0LA437 Nonfatalj 

Cause (06/08/2011) _ _ _ IL ~T-602 



Probable 
Cause 
1{07/21/2011) 
Factual 
(02/18/2011) 

AIR TRACTOR Probable 7/21/2010 5/11/2011 Toulin, IL N45297 K:ENI0LA420 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable INC AT-401 

Cause 
1(05/11/2011) 
Factual 
(08/19/2010) DIAMOND 

Probable 
6/30/2010 12/20/2010 

Bloomington, 
IAIRCRAFT IND N802CT CENI0CA373 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable IL INC DA 20-Cl 
Cause 
1(12/20/2010) 
Factual 
(09/08/2010) BRADSHAW 

Probable 
6/30/2010 12/20/2010 Newark, IL Quicksilver MX N4469N CENI0CA398 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable 
II 

Cause 
1(12/20/2010) 
Factual 
(07/23/2010) 

Probable 6/26/2010 10/21/2010 !Cahokia, IL K:ESSNA 180K N2785K CENI0CA358 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable 

Cause 
'10/21/2010) 

Probable Factual 16/20/2010 5/11/2011 Carmi IL DRONE PAUL E N47PD r'ENI0LA334 F ta\(l) 
~au~~(02/01/2011) , PULSAR III '-I a 

-----



Probable 
Cause 
1(05/11/2011) 
Factual 
(07/22/2010) 

Probable 6/19/2010 10/21/2010 Virden,IL 
AIR TRACTOR N5120E CEN10CA343 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable AT-402B 
Cause 
1(03/15/2011) . . 

Factual 
(07/09/2010) 

Probable 5/15/2010 10/21/2010 Sandwich, IL PIPER J3C-65 N22394 CEN10CA252 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable 

Cause 
1(10/21/2010) 
Factual 

I 

(07/09/2010) 
Probable 5/7/2010 10/21/2010 Lynwood,IL 

CARLESIMO N713MJ CEN10CA246 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable GLASAIR III T 

Cause 
'10/21/2010) I 

Factual 
(05/18/2010) 

Probable f4/21/2010 8/12/2010 
Shelbyville, Murray Starlite N4326D CEN10CA215 Nonfatal 

Cause Probable IL 
Cause 
1(08/12/2010' 

Probable Factual 14, 10/21/2010 /West PIPER PA-24- N7748P CEN10CA221 Nonfatal 
Cause (07/09/2010) /19/2010 Chicago,IL 250 



Probable 
Cause 
'10/21/2010) 
Factual 
(04/20/2011) 

Probable 2/21/2010 6/27/2011 Belleville, IL 
PIPER PA 46-

N350WF CEN10FA125 Fatal(2) 
Cause Probable 350P 

Cause 
1(06/27/2011 ) 
Factual 
(02/03/2010) 

Probable 1/13/2010 5/6/2010 Urbana,IL CESSNA 140A N5353C CEN10CA095 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable 

Cause 
1(05/06/2010) 
Factual 
(01/21/2010) 

Probable 1/5/2010 3/23/2010 Brownstown, CESSNA 150L Nl0401 CEN10CA092 Nonfatal 
Cause Probable IL 

Cause 
1(03/23/2010) I 

NOTES: 
- On Jan. 8, 2001, dynamic access to the accident data repository was implemented. Static files are no longer available. 
- On Oct. 2, 2001, minor cases which do not fall under the definition of "accident" or "incident" were removed from the database; these entries were previously 
identified with "SA" in the accident number. 
- On Sept. 18,2002, data from 1962-1982 were added to the aviation accident Information. The format and type of data contained In the ear1ler briefs may differ 
from later reports. 

** - Do not use these fields as selection parameters if your date range includes pre-1982 dates, as they did not exist prior to 1982 and their use may falsely limit 
the data returned. 

Aviation Page I Switch to Monthly Lists 



FIVE-YEAR COMP ARA TIVE U. S. CIVIL HELICOPTER SAFETY TRENDS 
Through 4th Quarter 

January 1 - December 31, 2009-2005 

Civil beticqpters- estimated bours flown1
: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

Total helicopter hours flown (in millions) 3.238 3.813* 3.629* 3.446* 3.1 [6* 

Number q( civil belis:opter accidents: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

Total number of civil helicopter accidents [6[ [40 178 [62 [93 
Total number of fatal helicopter accidents 20 28 22 25 26 
Total number of fatalities 45 75 43 43 44 
Total number of serious injuries 42 28 35 34 44 
Total number of minor injuries 56 40 55 64 74 

Accident [11£ I!!l[ 1002000 flviD!: bours: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

Accident rate 4.97 3.67 4.90 4.70 6.19 
Fatal accident rate 0.62 0.73 0.61 0.73 0.83 
Fatal injuries rate 1.39 1.97 1.18 1.25 1.41 
Serious injuries rate 1.30 0.73 0.96 0.99 1.41 
Minor injuries rate 1.73 1.05 1.52 1.86 2.37 

Safety Statistics By Helicopter Tyl!!l: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

Estimated Total Flight Hours (in millions): 
Single Engine Turbine: 2.007 2.153 1.961 1.894 1.829 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 0.502 0.538 0.654 0.632 0.610 
Reciprocating: 0.730 1.122 0.836 0.755 0.617 

Total Number of Accidents: 
Single Engine Turbine: 65 50 72 63 72 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 12 11 10 14 17 
Reciprocating: 84 79 98 85 104 

Total Number of Fatal Accidents: 
Single Engine Turbine: 8 15 13 8 15 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 3 4 1 4 4 
Reciprocating: 9 9 8 13 6 

Total Number of Fatalities: 
Single Engine Turbine: 17 39 23 14 26 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 11 20 4 7 7 
Reciprocating: 17 16 16 22 9 

Accident Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown: 
Single Engine Turbine: 3.24 2.32 3.67 3.33 3.94 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 2.39 2.04 1.53 2.22 2.79 
Reciprocating: 11.37 7.04 11.72 11.26 16.86 

Fatal Accident Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown: 
Single Engine Turbine: 0.40 0.70 0.66 0.42 0.82 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 0.60 0.74 0.15 0.63 0.66 
Reciprocating: 1.23 0.80 0.96 1.72 0.97 

Fatalities Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown: 
Single Engine Turbine: 0.85 1.81 1.17 0.74 1.42 
Multi-Engine Turbine: 2.19 3.72 0.61 I.I1 1.15 
Reciprocating: 2.33 1.43 1.91 2.91 1.46 

\- FAA Aerospace Forecasts Fiscal Years 2009-2025 



FAA 
National Wildlife Strike Database 

Query Results 

Species: ALL 
State: IL 
Years: ALL 
Data: CURRENT THROUGH JUN 302011. 

B B 8ird Mamma' R"ptile Total State 
Ye'flr Species Stafe""trik .~~ ~~~Tt(e~ Stri'<e" ~t";k~s ,::;, .e~ '..)U,,~ ,., t·::;' ,~ !. '." 

11990 II ALL II IL II 105 5 II II 110 

11991 II ALL II IL II 81 1 II I 82 

11992 ~ ALL II I L II 118 5 II 123 
1993 I ALL I IL II 186 10 \I - 196 

1199411 ALL IL II 147 3 - II 150 

\ 1995 11 
ALL I IL II 158 10 - II 168 

1199611 ALL II IL I 173 7 - II 180 

1199711 ALL II IL 156 6 - I 162 

11998~1 IL 233 3 - 236 

1999 ALL I IL 251 4 - 255 

12000 11 
ALL 1\ IL I 291 8 1 300 

1200111 ALL IL I 276 7 I - I 283 

12002 11 ALL IL 278 5 283 

12003/1 ALL I IL 277 II 5 282 

12004/1 ALL II IL 300 II 3 303 

1200511 ALL II IL 280 II 5 285 

1200611 ALL IL I 318 II 7 325 

1200711 ALL IL II 265 I 13 II 278 

12008 1/ ALL IL " 324 5 II 329 

1200911 ALL I IL II 420 14 II 434 

12010 II ALL II IL II 486 II 12 II 498 

12011 \I II IL II 112 II II ALL 112 

T,)taf US I 
Strikes 

2,119 II 
2,669 II 
2,755 II 
2,852 I 
2,905 I 

I 3,023 I 
3,261 I 
3,681 I 
4,168 I 
5,452 I 
6,408 I 
6,285 I 
6,765 II 
6,660 I 
7,668 II 
7,805 I 

8,013 I 
I 8,747 II 
II 8,878 II 

II 10,723 II 
II 10,688 Ii 

I 
II 3,484 II 

ItTota'~~~rike~ .. II 5,235 J .~ 38 .... 11. ~,II 5,3~.~_ .. __ 11 12~,O~_~J 

Species - For additional information on various bird species, please see The North 
~ - ~ - -



List of attachments: 

Database information of single engine aircraft accidents investigated by the NSTB in 
Illinois from 01/10 until 07/31/2011 

Helicopter Association International report showing 161 civil helicopter accidents in a 
2009. 

"Lead still found in gasoline? The answer for small airplanes is, surprisingly, yes." Health 
and the Environment, U.S. Law and Policy. Avinash Kar. Supported by the attached EPA 
publications. 

"Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking on Lead Emissions from Piston-Engine Aircraft 
Using Leaded Aviation Gasoline." EPA publication EPA-420-F-10-013, April 2010. 

"EPA Proposed NOx Emission Standards for Aircraft Gas Turbine Engines." EPA 
publication EPA-420-F-ll-019, July 2011. 

"An Overview of the Bird Hazard threat to Aircraft." Article published by AirSafe.com, 
Critical Information for the Traveling Public. 

FAA database information of "National wildlife strikes" in Illinois during the period of 1990 
through June 2011. 

Letter from Dan Cothern, of Keller Williams Real Estate citing the negative impact the RLA 
will have on the Hall's home. 

Picture showing the weeds in the Jones' field just to the South of the Hail's homelYard. 

Picture showing the burned out tree (burned when Mr. Jones set fire on summer to the 
weeds In his field). 
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N~tural Resources Defense Council Staff Slog 

Avinash Kar's Blog 

Lead still found in gasoline? The answer for small airplanes 
is, surprisingly, yes. 

Posted December 30,2010 in Curbing Pollution, Health and the Environment, U.S. Law and 
Policy 

Share I rj I like 

Here's a fact that surprises even most environmentalists and public health advocates: Small 

aircraft in the US still use leaded gasoline. 

It was certainly a surprise to me. In the last few years, I've spent a fair bit of time working on 

reducing lead air pollution. NRDC was very involved in the rulemakings both updating 

the standards for lead in air for the first time in 30 years and setting standards for monitoring for 

lead in air (on which, incidentally, we recently had a gratifying victory). So, I knew that lead was 

still emitted in the US by numerous industrial facilities. Like most people, I thought we had 

eliminated lead from gasoline. But aviation fuel is separately regulated and continues to be used 

in small aircraft. 

Burning this fuel, avgas, as it is known, is responsible for approximately 50% of the lead air 

pollution in the US, and the EPA estimates that about 16 million people live near the 

approximately 20,000 airports where leaded avgas is used and where the pollution is the most 

dangerous. About 3 million children attend school near these airports. These mapping tools on 

NRDC's web-site show the facilities that emit lead, including airports where leaded avgas is used. 

Lead is a nasty toxin, with serious effects on human health. It is known to cause brain, kidney 

and cardiovascular damage. In children, even small amounts of lead have been proven to lower 

IQ levels. There is no known safe level of lead in the body. And children are especially 

vulnerable to its effects. Once lead is emitted into the air, it eventually comes back down and 

settles in the soil and on other surfaces where people can be exposed to it. People can then 

track the lead into their homes or children can inadvertently put the lead into their mouths when 

they play outdoors. What makes lead especially problematic is that it doesn't break down into a 

safe form, and can remain in the soil indefinitely so that deposition of even small amounts can 

accumulate to dangerous levels over time. 



In public health circles, my scientist colleagues tell me, the removal of lead from motor vehicle 

gasoline is considered one of the major public health advances of the latter half of the 20th 

century and greatly reduced the frequency of lead poisoning in the United States. 

Check out this graph showing a striking correlation between reductions in the use of lead in motor 

vehicle gasoline and reductions in lead in people's bodies. 
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Source: Needleman, H. 2004. Lead Poisoning. Annu. Rev. Med. 55:209-22 

The good news is that EPA is looking closely at this issue in response to a petition by the Friends 

of the Earth and has initiated a rulemaking about the risks to human health posed by lead in 

avgas. The EPA's attention to the issue is a welcome development, and we look forward to 

working with the agency to get the lead out. 

Share I 

Comments 

Jim Morris - Jan 22011 02:29 PM 
50% of all lead pollution from Avgas??? 
Seems kind of high, what is your source? 

Avinash Kar - Jan 3 2011 04:40 PM 

'J I like 

Thanks for your question, Jim. As I say in the blog, lead pollution contributes approximately 50% of lead 
AIR pollution in the US. That is based on EPA's findings in the rulemaking, to which I link above. 

Comments are closed for this post. 
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Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking on Lead Emissions from 
Piston-Engine Aircraft Using Leaded 
Aviation Gasoline 

Overview 
• In this action we describe and request comment on the data available for 

evaluating lead emissions, ambient concentrations and potential exposure to 
lead from the use of leaded aviation gasoline (avgas) in piston-engine 
powered aircraft. 

• This action describes considerations regarding emission engine standards 
and requests comment on approaches for transitioning the piston-engine fleet 
to unleaded avgas. 

• This action is one of the steps EPA is taking in response to a petition submit­
ted by Friends of the Earth (FOE) requesting that EPA find endangerment 
from and regulate lead emitted by piston-engine aircraft, or if insufficient 
information exists, to commence a study. 

• EPA's next step is to consider the information presented in the ANPR and 
comments received from the public to determine whether, in the Administrator's 
judgment, aircraft lead emissions from aircmft using leaded aviation gasoline 
cause or contribute to air pollution which may be reasonably amicipated to 
endanger public health or welfare. EPA will also be considering commems 
from the public and continuing conversations with FAA and industry about 
issues associated with potential future emission standards. 

• If EPA judges, in a subsequent action, that lead emissions from these aircraft 
cause or contribute to air pollution which may be reasonably anticipated to 

endanger public health or welfare, EPA would be required, in consultation 
with FAA, to establish standards to control the emissions of lead from piston­
engine aircraft. FAA would also be required to establish standards for the 
composition of piston-engine aircraft fuel to control lead emissions. 

ft EA~ United States 
~ ... ~ Environmental Protection 
~... Agency 

Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
E PA-420-F-l 0-013 

April 2010 
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Lead Emissions from Piston-Engine Aircraft 
• There are almost 20,000 airport facilities in the U.S. where leaded avgas is used. 

• Aviation gasoline is utilized in general aviation aircraft with piston engines, which are 
generally used for instructional flying, air taxi activities, and personal transportation. 
Lead is not used in jet fuel, the fuel utilized by most commercial aircraft. 

• Emissions of lead from piston-engine aircraft using leaded avgas comprise approximately 
half of the national inventory of lead emitted to air. 

• EPA estimates that approximately 14.6 billion gallons ofleaded avgas were consumed 
between 1970 and 2007, emitting approximately 34,000 tons of lead. 

• Airport-specific lead inventories for 2008 are currently undergoing review by state, local 
and tribal authorities and will be completed in 2010. 

Lead Concentrations and Exposure to Lead from Piston-Engine Aircraft 
• Lead concentrations in air increase with proximity to airports where piston-engine 

aircraft operate. 

• Lead emitted in-flight is expected to disperse widely in the environment because lead is 
emitted as a small particle and can travel widely before depositing to soil, water, 
vegetation or other surfaces. 

• Approximately 16 million people live within one kilometer of the approximately 20,000 
airport facilities in the U.S. 

• Over 3 million children attend school within one kilometer of the approximately 20,000 
airport facilities. 

Background 
• The U.S. has made tremendous pro!,'Tess in reducing lead concentrations in the outdoor 

air, with average concentrations of lead in air decreasing 91 percent between 1980 and 
2008. 

• Much of this dramatic improvement occurred as a result of the pennanent phase­
out of lead in motor vehicle gasoline. Reductions in the emission of lead have 
also been accomplished through controls on waste incineration and other 
stationary sources. 

2 
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• Lead is a multimedia pollutant and EPA is concerned about continued emissions of lead 
to air. 

• Lead that is emitted into the air can be inhaled or, after it settles out of the air, 
can be ingested. Ingestion of lead that has settled onto surfaces is the main way 
children are exposed to lead originally released into the air. 

• Once in the body, lead is rapidly absorbed into the bloodstream and results in 
a broad range of health effects. 

• Children are particularly vulnerable to the effects of lead. Exposures to low levels of lead 
early in life have been linked to effects on IQ, learning, memory, and behavior. There is 
no identified safe level of lead in the body. 

• On October 15, 2008, EPA substantially strengthened the national ambient air quality 
standards (NAAQS) for lead, finding that serious health effects occur at much lower 
levels of lead in blood than previously identified. 

For More Infonnation 
To download a copy of today's action and to obtain additional information regarding 
EPA's response to the petition from Friends of the Earth, go to: 

www'\.'['<I./:()\'/oraq/aviarion.hrm 

EPA will accept public comment on the ANPR for 60 days following its publication in the 
Federal Register. To provide comments to EPA, follow the instructions provided in today's action. 

For more information about lead in air visit: 

www.epa.g(lv/air/lead 

3 



EPA Proposed NOx Emission 
Standards for Aircraft Gas Turbine 
Engines 

T he u.s. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is publishing 
a proposed rulemaking to adopt the NOx emission standards 

approved by the United Nation's International Civil Aviation 
Organization (lCAO). 

Overview 
~A' i.s:'ptOposing to aaOpi emwlSWStlftdards and related provisions for aircraft gas 
turbine engines with rated thrusts greater than 26.7 kilonewtons. These engines are 
used primarily orr;wmmerciat" passertgerand. ~ighl·3i~ The proposal contains 
standards and related provisions that were either previously adopted by lCAO, or 
agreed on at lCAO's Committee on Aviation Environmental Protection (CAEP) in 
2010. Specifically, EPA is proposing two new tiers of more stringent emission stan~ 
dards for oxides of nitrogen (NOx). These are referred to as the Tier 6 (or CAEP/6) 
standards and the Tier 8 (or CAEP/8) standards. 

The proposed standards would apply differently depending on the date the engine 
model received its original airworthiness certificate as follows. 

• Engine models that were originally certificated prior to the effective date of 
the proposed rule may continue production without meeting the proposed 
Tier 6 standards through December 31,2012. After that date, these engines 
must comply with the proposed Tier 6 standards (this date is generally referred 
to as the Tier 6 production cutoff). This delay in complying with the proposed 
Tier 6 standards for previously certificated engine models is intended to allow 
for an orderly transition to the proposed Tier 6 standards. 

• Engine models that were originally certificated between the effective date of 
the proposed rule and December 31,2013 must comply with the proposed 
Tier 6 standards. 

ft EA~ United States 
.. ~.. Environmental Protection 
" Agency 

OHice of Transportation and Air Quality 
E PA-420-F-l1-019 

July 2011 
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• Engine models that were originally certificated beginning on or after January 1,2014 
must comply with the proposed Tier 8 standards. EPA anticipates establishing a future 
production cutoff to require all engine models that were originally certificated before 
the above date to comply with the proposed 'TIer 8 standards. We will consider this in a 
future action after first pursuing it within ICAO/CAEP. 

EPA is also proposing several additional changes that would affect all aircraft gas turbine engines 
that are subject to current emission requirements. First, EPA is proposing to clarify when a 
design variation of a previously certified engine model causes the emission characteristics of the 
new version to become different enough from its parent engine that it must conform to the most 
current emissions standards. Second, EPA is proposing amendments to the emission measure­
ment procedures. These revisions are primarily intended to reflect current certification practices. 
Finally, EPA is proposing to require all gas turbine and turboprop engine manufacturers to report 
to EPA, emission data and other information necessary for the purpose of conducting emission 
analyses and developing appropriate public policy for the aviation sector. 

These proposed regulatory requirements, except a portion of the proposed engine manufacturer 
reports, have already been adopted or are actively under consideration by the ICAO. The pro­
posed requirements are consistent with the United Nations Convention on International Civil 
Aviation. 

Public Participation Opportunities 
Comments will be accepted for 60 days after the date that the proposal is published in the Federal 
Register. All comments should be identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2010-0142 and 
submitted by one of the following methods: 

Internet: www.regulations.gov 
E-mail: a-and-r-Docket@epa.gov 
Mail: 

Environmental Protection Agency 
Mail Code 2822T 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 

Hand Delivery: 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
EPA Headquarters Library 
EPA West Building 
Room 3334 
lJOl Constitution Avenue NW 
Washington, OC 

2 
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For More Infonnation 
You can access the rule and related documents on EPA's Office of Transportation and Air 
Quality (OTAQ) Web site at: 

www.cra.gov/otaq/aviation.htm 

For more information on this proposal, please contact the Assessment and Standards 
Division at: 

Voice-mail: (734) 214-4636 
E-mail: asdinfo@cra.gov 
Mail: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Assessment and Standards Division 
Office of Transportation and Air Quality 
2000 T raverwood Drive 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 
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Home 
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Bird Strikes 
Main Bird Page 
Major Strikes 
Myths and Facts 
Risk Estimate 

Subscribe to the 
mailing list and get 
notified of any 
important news or 
changes to the site. 

Top 20 Pages 

Fatal Events 
Airlines 
Aircraft Models 
Rates by Model 
Most Fatalities 
Recent Crashes 
Airlines without 

Fatalities 

Accidents and Incidents 
U,S. Airlines 
Aircraft Models 
Celebrities 
8y Country 

Advice 
Fear of Flying 
Top 10 Tips 
Top 10 Questions 
Children 
8aggage 
Other Advice 

Other Infonnatlon 
U.S. Airline Fleets 
U,S. Safety Information 
How to Complain 
Disclaimer 

Co, Sic Search 

Web Q AirSafe.com 

Fatal Events Airline Complaints Features 

An Overview of the Bird 
Hazard Threat to Aircraft 

• History: First fatal accident in 1912 involved a military aircraft. Since 1975, 
commercial jet transports have been involved in five hull losses. Large 

military aircraft have been involved in at least four other hull losses in the 

same period. 

• Location: Strike hazards exist throughout the world with higher threats near 
migration routes or favorable environments. 

• Altitude: More than half at less than 100 feet (30 meters) above the ground, 
highest reported strike at 37,000 feet (11,280 meters), highest reported bird 

sighting at 54,000 feet (16,460 meters) 

• Number of Strikes: According to statistics from the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO), there were over 25,000 bird strikes reported to 
civil aircraft between 1988 and 1992. Over 70% of these were strikes on 

large jet aircraft weighing over 60,000 pounds (27,200 kilos). 

• Strike Rates: The Civil Aviation Administration (CM) of the United Kingdom 
estimates that UK registered aircraft of over 12,500 pounds (5,700 kilos) 
strike a bird about once every thousand flights. 

• Species: Species of interest depends on area, in the U.S. and Canada gulls, 
ducks, and geese are frequently involved in serious bird strikes. 

• Size: Birds can weigh in excess of 40 pounds (18 kilos), but most North 
American bird strikes involve birds weighing 4 pounds (1,8 kilos) or less, 

o Flock Size: Bird encounters can involve over 100 birds at a time. 

• Oamage Rates: According to CM and ICAO data, about 6 to 7% of all bird 
strikes result in aircraft damage. 

• Airports:While any airport may have bird strikes, airports adjacent to 
wetlands or wildlife preserves are at higher risk of having a significant bird 
strike hazard. 

Overview of the Bird Hazard Threat to Aircraft 
httpJ/www.airsafe.comlbirdsithreathtm - Revised 29 May 2008 

Copyright 0 1996-2008 AirSafe,(om, LLC 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

~#---.­
KELLER 

WlLLIAMS® 
REALTY 

RECEIVED 
AUG 04"2011 

CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTMENT 

This letter is in response to a request I received from larry and Julia Hall for a 
professional opinion with regard to the impact that a "heliport-restricted landing area" 
would have on their property value and the marketability of their home located at 
177 N COUNTRY Road 1600 E, which is Immediately to the North of the proposed 

"restricted landing area" site. 
On July 28'th, 2011, I visited larry and Julie's home and looked over the proposed 
"restrlcted landing area" site. Based on my observation, and my 12 years of 
professional experience in real estate, it is my opinion that a "heliport-restricted 
landing area" being constructed on the proposed property, would have a significant 
negative Impact on the Hall's property value and significantly diminish their ability 
to sell their home in the future. Even though no comparables are immediately 
available for a similar situation in Champaign County, the negative Impact, in my 
opinion would be considerable. In addition, I believe the Hall's have already 
experienced some reduction In value by the burms that have been constructed 
to their West and to the South. Their view of the conservation land to their West 
has been taken from them for no apparent reason. My other concern, after visiting with 

residents In the Villa Grove area, is that this site is being used and will be used for 
commercial Insecticide planes to reload their chemicals and their fuel. With all ofthe 
concern that Champaign County residents have shown in the past several years to preserve 
conservation land, I would think It would be mandatory for the present owner to 
present a long term Environmental Impact Study to the county and it's residents. 
Last, but certainly not least; with the recent tragedy that occurred in Rantoul just 
2 weeks ago, I would hope there would be much concern for the welfare of nearby 
residents and highway traffic at any and all future proposed landing area sites. 

Thank-you for your considerations in this matter and I trust that common sense 
will prevail and a more appropriate site will be chosen in place of this site. 

Sincerely, 

~~fj(.&a,u 
Daniel M Cothern 
Keller Williams Real Estate 
Director/Commercial 
DCothern@KW.com 
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CASE NO. 690-AM-11 
PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM REVISED 

Champaign August 4, 2011 
CounlY Petitioner: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. 

Dtpanmem of Shadwick 

Admlnlstrutlve Center 
1776 E. Washington Streel 

~LJrballu . Illinois 61802 

(217) 38+-3708 

BACKGROUND 

5.3 acres 

Schedule for Development: 
mediate upon approval 

John Hall 
Zoning Administrator 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to 
allow for the use of 1 single family 
residential lot in the CR Conservation 
Recreation Zoning District by adding 
the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) 
Zoning District 

Location: An approximately 5.3 acre 
tract of land that is located in the 
West Half of the North Half of the 
Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and that is 
located approximately 2,000 feet west 
of the intersection of County Highway 
16 and Illinois Route 130 and located 
on the south side of County Highway 
16 (CRlOON). 

The original Preliminary Memorandum (see attached) inaccurately described the proposed RRO and this 
Revised Preliminary Memorandum provides a correct description. The original Preliminary 
Memorandum also referred to the comparison of the subject property with common Champaign County 
conditions as Attachment U when it was actually Attachment 1. 

THE NEED FOR THE R.R.O. 

The following information is included under item 7. in the Summary of Evidence that is included 
separately as an attachment to the Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4, 2011 : 

• As amended on February 19, 2004, by Ordinance No. 710 (Case 431-AT-03 Part A), the Zoning 
Ordinance requires establishment of an RRO District for subdivisions of any tract that existed on 
January 1, 1998, into more than three lots (whether at one time or in separate divisions) less than 
35 acres in area each (from a property larger than 50 acres) and/or subdivisions with new streets in 
the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts) except that parcels between 25 and 50 acres 
may be divided into four parcels. 

• The subject property was divided out of an approximately 65.54 parcel (the parent tract) ofland in 
the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township indicated in the January 1, 1998, 
Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official Tax Map (see attachment). 

• By July 1, 2005, that 65 .54 acre parcel had been divided into a total of six different tax parcels 
each of which was less than 35 acres in area and one parcel that was larger than 35 acres (see 
attachment B). The last three lots less than 35 acres in area had been created in a Plat of Survey 
dated 5/18/04 that was recorded on July 1,2005 (see attached).The attachment also illustrates that 
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by March 7, 2008, zoning use permits had been authorized on three of the new small (less than 35 
acre) lots, as follows: 
• Zoning Use Permit 65-01-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 6, 2001. 

• Zoning Use Permit 85-03-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 13,2003. 

• Zoning Use Permit 361-07-01FP (floodplain development permit) was authorized on 
March 17,2008. The application for this Zoning Use Permit was received on December 
27,2007. 

• On December 26,2007, a Community Acknowledgement ofFill Form was submitted for the 
subject property by the owners at that time, Justin and Spring Harrison of Villa Grove. In a letter 
dated April 24, 2008, the Zoning Administrator informed the Harrisons that the subject property 
was unbuildable without a County Board approval of a Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) zoning 
map amendment. The letter also stated that the third lot created in the Plat of Survey was also not 
buildable without the RRO amendment and there was an enforcement action against the owner of 
that lot for unauthorized construction. 

ATTACHMENTS 
A Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments 

Official Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township 
B Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1,2005 
C Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005 
D Preliminary Memorandum dated June 16, 2011 
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CASE NO. 690-AM-11 
PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM 

Champaign June 16, 2011 
County. Petitioner: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. 

Depanment of Shadwick 
PLANNING & Site Area: 5.3 acres 

1776 E. Washington Streel 
~ Urbana, Illinois 61802 

(217)384-3708 

Schedule for Development: 
mmediate upon approval 

.... n:mJ:m.r1 by: John Hall 
Zoning Administrator 

BACKGROUND 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to 
allow for the use of 1 single family 
residential lot in the CR Conservation 
Recreation Zoning District by adding 
the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) 
Zoning District 

Location: An approximately 5.3 acre 
tract of land that is located in the 
West Half of the North Half of the 
Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and that is 
located approximately 2,000 feet west 
of the intersection of County Highway 
16 and Illinois Route 130 and located 
on the south side of County Highway 
16 (CR200N). 

The Champaign County Zoning Ordinance requires that the creation of more than three lots, each of 
which is less than 10 acres, in the rural districts after January 1, 1998, requires rezoning to the Rural 
Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District. 

The subject property was this same area and configuration on June 1, 1998, and so could be divided into a 
total of three lots without RRO approval. The petitioner proposes to create a subdivision with 12 buildable 
lots (and one outlot) and so requires RRO approval for nine of the lots. 

Purpose of the RRO District 

The unique nature of the district and the specific considerations required for determination in each RRO 
request merit a brief review the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District is intended to identify 
those rural areas that are most suitable for residential development and whose development will not 
significantly interfere with agricultural pursuits in neighboring areas. The RRO Zoning District is an 
overlay zoning designation that is in addition to the pre-existing (underlying) rural zoning. 

Rezoning to the RRO District is required for subdivisions with more than three lots (whether at one time 
or in separate divisions) and/or new streets in the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts). 
Approval of the RRO district does not change any current requirement of the underlying districts. All 
other restrictions on use, setbacks, lot coverage, etc. remain in effect. 

Specific Findings and Considerations Required In RRO Requests 

The RRO district is established using the basic rezoning procedure except that specific considerations arc 
taken into account in approvals for rezoning to the RRO District. The Zoning Board of Appeals must 
make two specific findings for RRO approval. Those findings are: 
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• Suitability of the proposed site for the development of rural residences; and 

• Impact that the proposed residential development will have on surrounding agriculture. 

The Board is required to consider the following factors in making these findings: 

1. Adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the site 

2. Effects on nearby farmland and farm operations 

3. Effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed residential development 

4. The LESA (Land Evaluation and Site Assessment) score of the subject site 

5. Effects on drainage both upstream and downstream 

6. The suitability of the site for onsite wastewater systems 

7. The availability of water supply to the site 

8. The availability of emergency services to the site 

9. The flood hazard status of the site 

10. Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas or wildlife habitat 

11. The presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards 

12. The amount of land to be converted from agricultural uses versus the number of dwelling 
units to be accommodated 

No specific standards apply to the criteria and a positive evaluation of every factor may not to be 
necessary for approval. The Board should feel comfortable, however, that significant potential problems 
that are identified are not insurmountable. 

Difference between RRO Rezoning Approval and Subdivision Approval 

The zoning approval for the RRO District is not the same thing as approval of the subdivision of the land. 
At this stage the County is considering only the suitability of the site for residential development and not 
the adequacy of a specific design. The division of the land into separate legal parcels for sale must still 
comply with the regulations of the relevant subdivision jurisdiction which in this case is the City of 
Urbana. 

Engineering design issues are only relevant in determining whether the development of the site is 
practical from a public as well as private standpoint. The RRO criteria contain a number of important 
issues regarding suitability of the site that are not amenable to site engineering such as traffic and land use 
compatibility issues. When necessary to deal with concerns of suitability and compatibility, the Board 
may recommend specific conditions that should be imposed on the future subdivision of the land as part 
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of the RRO approval. Significant differences between the plan submitted for RRO designation and the 
Preliminary Plat required for subdivision approval would not be allowed. 

For example, the Board may determine that a site has particular problems that should be addressed by 
some action on the part of the developer such as improving a road or ditch or with respect to the design of 
the subdivision 

PETITIONER SUBMITTALS 

Section 5.4.4 of the Zoning Ordinance requires several supporting documents for each petition for RRO 
rezoning. All have been received. 

EXISTING LAND USE AND ZONING 

Table 1 summarizes the land use 
and zoning on the subject 
property and adjacent to it. 

Direction 

Onsite 

North 

East 

West 

South 

L-

Table 1. Land Use and Zoning In The 

Land Use Zoning 

Farmland CR Conservation Recreation 

Farmland AG-1 Agriculture 
Single Family 

CR Conservation Recreation 
Residential 
Single Family 

CR Conservation Recreation 
Residential 
Single Family 
Residential I CR Conservation Recreation 
AQriculture 

MUNICIPAL EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION 

The subject property is located within the mile and a half ETJ of the City of Urbana. Municipalities have 
protest rights on all map amendment cases within their mile and a half ET J, and as such they are notified 
of all such cases. 

COMP ARISON WITH COMMON CHAMPAIGN COUNTY CONDITIONS 

Attachment U summarizes the comparison of the subject property with common Champaign County 
conditions that are in the same Attachment. 
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ATT ACHMENTS 

A Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning) 

Case 590-AM-11 
Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Shadwick 

JUNE 16, 2011 

B Excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 170894 0275 B dated 
March 1, 1984 

C Excerpt of Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping, Champaign County, Illinois. 
Illinois State Water Survey. August 2002. 

D Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011 
E Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19,2008 
F Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10,2011 
G Topographic Survey received April 29, 2011 
H Topographic / Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011 
I Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential 

Development in Champaign County (included separately) 
J Comparing the Proposed Site Conditions to Common Champaign County Conditions 
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® 1/2" IRON ROD FOUND 
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED • 
D. MEYER ILS 3396" 

• 1/2" IRON ROD FOUND 
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED • 

o 1/2" IRON ROD SET Vi / 
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED • 

WIr-- FORESHORn:NED LINE 

I hereby cortily that this plat rep' 
mAde by m. 01 thr.e traots ot la 

6.044 ACRE TRACT 
Begixlnln& at th. North ...... t oc 
Northoast QUArter ot Seotion , 
17 North ot the Base Un., Re.n! 
tho Third Prtnolpal lIerldi4n; U 
90 d.ar.o. 00,0 minutes Eaat (; 
dl.otano. 01 200,0 I •• t on tho N 
oald Northoast QUArter: thone, 
1175.0 loot; thence 338'39.6'lI' 32. 
tb. oenterlin. ot tho Emborr... J 
S32"2B,3'1I' 130.4 toet ala", .ale 
thono. 33417.2'lI' 21.3 I .. t along 
lino; thenao NB9'lIB.6'1I' 106.6 
South Un. 01 the North Hail of 
oast Quarter: and thenoe NOO, 
I •• t on tho lI' •• t LID. 01 .ald Nor 
tsr to th. point 01 be&innln& • 
6,044 aore., situated In Champ 
llllnol.o. 

5,386 ACRE TRACT 
Bogtnnlnj: on th. North Uno ot 
.... t Quarter at SooUon 27, TO"IIDI 
of the B.... LIn., !Ian{j. 9 East 
Prtnolpal loIerldian a distance 0 
oast 01 the North ..... t Corn.r 01 
.... t Quarter; thonoe South 90 
minute. Ea.t (S90'00.O'E) 210.0 
North LIn.; thonoe SOO"OO,O'lI' 
th.noe S8417.4'1I' 10.0 leet along 
line of tho Embarras Rhor; thon' 
122.0 teet ale", .ald oenterline; 
26.6'1' 42,7 teet alona sald conte 
S33'41.~'1' 72,1 lo.t do", .aId o. 
theno. NOO'OO.O'E 1175.0 loot to 
bo&lnninlr. onoompesslna 5. 386 ~ 
.d in Champalan County, llllnoi 

5.313 ACRE TRACT 
Bogtnnlnj: on tho North LIne 01 
.... t Quutor 01 SeoUOD 27, To,.". 
at the B~". LIne, Ran.e 9 East 
Prlnolpel 1oI0rldlan " dl.otanoe c 
east 01 the North ..... t Corner 01 
east Quartsr; th.noe South 90 
minute. East (S90'00.0'E) 232.1 
North LIne; thonoo 500'00,0'11' 
thonoe S74'06.3'1I' 43.8 I •• t along 
lin. 01 tho Emb.rr... Rher; th.n 
44.7 t.ot .. long .ald centerline; 
48.0'11' 53.1 I •• t along .aid cent. 
516'26.1'11' 126.5 t •• t .. long s"ic 
th.nce 550'26.6'11' 51.9 I.ot alone 
line; thonoe 584'17.4'lI' 30.1 I •• 
oent.rline; and thenoe NOO·OO.O' 
to the point 01 boginninro. "D 
5.313 acr.o, situated in Champ 
llllnol •. 

To the best 01 my knowledge and b 
"ional service conton:na to the Curl 
!mum Standard. 01 Prootlce appllot 

.~. &?/!"V--
Robert A. Moor. 
Illinois Land Surveyor No. 2616 
Lic.n.e expire. 11/30/2004 

MOORE SURVEYI 
PAXTON, ILLINOIS 
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Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation District 
2110 W. Park Court, Suite C 

Champaign, IL. 61821 
(217) 352-3536, Ext. 3 

NATURAL RESOURCE REPORT 

Development Name: None 

Date Reviewed: February 8, 2008 

Requested By: Justin Harrison 

Address: Justin and Spring Harrison 
202 North Oak Street 
Villa Grove, IL 61956 

RECEIVED 
FEB 1 9200l 

CHAMPAIGN CO. P &Z DEPAhi'i,iENI 

Location of Property: Part of the Northwest quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section 
27, T17N, R9E, Crittenden Township, Champaign County, IL. This is on the south side 
of County Road 200 North 3/8 mile west of Highway 130. The site consists ofa com 
field on the north and a small home with grass and trees on the south adjoining the 
Embarras River 

The Resource Conservationist of the Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation 
District inspected this tract February 6,2008. 

SITE SPECIFIC CONCERNS 

1. The area that is to be developed has 3 soil types that have severe wetness and 
ponding characteristics. This will be especially important for the septic 
system that is planned. 

2. Water drains from the north under the road along the east edge of the 
property. This flow continues to the East Branch of the Embarras River on 
the south side of the property. This drainageway must be kept clear to 
maintain its function. 

3. Pollution of the river is a concern due to the proximity of the houses. Extra 
care should be taken to minimize any possibility that runoff could carry 
pollutants to the river. 

SOIL RESOURCE 

a) Prime Farmland: 
This tract is NOT considered best prime farmland for Champaign County. 

;(~ ~"~ 
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This tract has an L.E. Factor of 76; see the attached worksheet for this calculation. A 
portion of the tract is in com and the south portion is not farmed. It is along the banks of 
the Embarras River and subject to flooding. 

b) Erosion: 

This area will be susceptible to erosion both during and after construction. Any areas left 
bare for more than 30 days, should be temporarily seeded or mulched and pennanent 
vegetation established as soon as possible. The area is covered with com stalks, which 
will minimize erosion until construction begins. Extra care should be taken during 
construction to minimize erosion due the proximity of the river. 

c) Sedimentation: 

A complete erosion and sedimentation control plan should be developed and 
implemented on this site prior to and during major construction activity. All 
sediment-laden runoff should be routed through sediment basins before discharge. No 
straw bales or silt fences should be used in concentrated flow areas, with drainage areas 
exceeding 0.5 acres. A perimeter benn could be installed around the entire site to totally 
control all runoff from the site. Plans should be in confonnance with the Illinois Urban 
Manual for erosion and sedimentation control. Extra care should be taken during 
construction to minimize erosion due the proximity of the river. 

d) Soil Characteristics: 

There are three (3) soil types on this site; see the attached soil map. The soils present 
have moderate to severe limitations for development in their natural, unimproved state. 
The possible limitations include severe ponding and wetness that will adversely affect 
septic fields on the site. 

A development plan will have to take these soil characteristics into consideration; specific 
problem areas are addressed below. 

Map 
Svmbol N 

Camden 
1348 Silt Loam 

Drummer 
152A Silty Clay Loam 

Kendall 
242A Silt Loam 

Sawmill 
3107A silty clay loam 

570C2 Martinsville Loam 
Campton 

6808 silt loam 

SI 

2-5% 

0-2% 

0-2% 

0-2% 

5-10% 

2-5% 

Shallow 
Excavati 
Severe: 
cutbank cave 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
Qonding 
Severe: 
cutbank cave 
Severe: 
wetness 

B t 
Moderate: 
shrink-swell 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
ponding 
Moderate: s 
hrink-swell 
Severe: 
_wetne~ __ 

Road -
Severe: 
low strength 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
low strer}gth 
Severe: 
ponding 
Moderate: 
low strength 
Severe: 
I~w _strenJltl} _ 

Septic 
Field - ----~ 

Moderate: 
percs slowly 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
flooding 

Slight: 
Severe: 
wetness 
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WATER RESOURCE 

a) Surface Drainage: 

Most of the water drains from the north to the south and into the Embarrass River on the 
south side of the property. The field north of the road drains into a culvert under the road 
and through the property to the south into the river. This drainageway is east of a pad that 
was built up for future building. No building should take place in this area and the flow 
must be maintained to move the water to the river. 

b) Subsurface Drainage: 

This site may contain agricultural tile, if any tile found care should be taken to maintain it 
in working order. 

Wetness may be a limitation associated with the soils on this site. Installing a properly 
designed subsurface drainage system will minimize adverse effects. Reinforcing 
foundations helps to prevent the structural damage caused by shrinking and swelling of 
naturally wet soils. 

c) Water Quality: 

As long as adequate erosion and sedimentation control systems are installed as described 
above, the quality of water should not be significantly impacted. 

CULTURAL, PLANT, AND ANIMAL RESOURCE 

a) Plant: 

For eventual landscaping of the site, the use of native species is recommended whenever 
possible. Some species include White Oak, Blue Spruce, Norway Spruce, Red Oak, and 
Red Twig Dogwood. Extra care should be taken to maintain or increase grass planting on 
the south side of the property to act as a filter for water going into the river. Planting trees 
and grass along the river floodplain area would be desirable to maintain water quality. 

b) Cultural: 

The Illinois Historic Preservation Agency may require a Phase I Archeological Review to 
identify any cultural resources that may be on the site. 

If you have furth) 
Conservation Di~t 

, please contact the Champaign County Soil and Water 

Signed by 7,(J&...,d..,~4.Jr::t{{--Prepared by 

Board Chainnan 

~ (/ ~ua. ?ff'&:v~ 
Bruce Sti~ ers 
Resource Conservationist 
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Soil Type 

1348 
152A 
242A 

3107A 
570C2 

• 

/: .• ~', 
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LAND EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

Ag Group Relative Value Acres L.E. 

5 79 2.5 197.50 
2 98 0.7 68.60 
4 85 4.6 391.00 
6 70 6.8 476.00 
7 65 2.1 136.50 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
Total LE factor- 1269.60 

Acreage= 16.7 

Land Evaluation Factor for site = 76 

Note: A Soil Classifier could be hired for additional accuracy if necessary. 

Data Source: Champaign County Digital Soil Survey 
Revised fall 2002 
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WAYNE WARD ENGINEERING 
9n N COUNTY ROAD 1500 E 

CAMARGO, ILLINOIS 61919 

PHONE: (217) 253-2120 FAX: (217) 253·3218 

SURFACE DRAINAGE ANALYSIS OF 
PARCEL IN (SHADWICK PROPERTY) AND 

PARCEL Ie' (SOLLERS PROPERTY) OF 
16.7 ACRE TRACT LOCATED IN NWl)j OF NElA OF 

SECTION 27, T 17N, T 9E OF 3rdP.M. 

I, F. Wayne Ward, Registered Professional Engineer in the State of TIlinois, entered upon 
Parcel "A" and Parcel "e" to survey and determine the surface drainage of the Parcels. A Plat of 
the resulting survey is hereby attached which indicates the ground contours on one foot internals 
and the direction and slope of surface drainage on the Parcels. 

Thefe is an existing natural waterway along the east property line of Parcel"A" that.drains 
south from Road 200 North approximately 900 feet to the East Branch of the Embarrass River. All 
dnrinage from Parcel II A II flows towards and through the natural waterway. 

, " 

The drainage from Parcel lie flows naturally to the North road ditch for thenorth 100 feet 
of property. which then flows to the'natural waterway mentioned above. The remaining part of 
Parcel "C" flows over natural ground for approximately 1200 feet toward the East Branch of the 

, Embarrass River. ' 

Water from Parcel «A" or Parce1"C'i does not flow onto any adjoining property with the 
exception of the portion of the natural waterway that lies within the boundary of the adjoining 
property o:q the east. 

All ground slopes have been indicated on the attached plat. 

There is currently no structure on Parcel"A" and Parcel"C" has been planted with nursery 
~ck trees, therefore, 1 have no knowledge of any proposed wastewater disposal sy~tem. Any 

,sump pump discharge will be diverted to the same natural waterway that carries the surface water 
to the river. The quantity of discharge water would not impact the capacity or condition of the 
natural waterway. 

The above information and the information provided on the attached plat is im ~~ccurate 
representation of the existing conditions of drainage on Parcel"A" (Shadwick Property) ahd 

Parcel "C" (Sollers Property) at this time. ,. 

Prepared By 

March 10. 2011 
Date 

:.,\t 



TOPOGRAPIDC SURVEY FOR PHILLIP JONES 
LOCATED IN NWl/4 OF NE1I4 OF SECfION 27 , 

TI7N, R9E OF 3rd P.M. ( CRITTENDEN TOWNSHIP ) 

=t: NW COR~l/4 OF SECT. 27 ~ 
Tl7N. R9E OF 3111 P.M. 
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I ~ a I a ::l I \',l ::l I 
I / I: ~ECEIVED 
I I I ,APR 29' 2011 

I I CHAMPAI~ CO, P & Z DEPARTMEN 

11;v1!\I\;\N\/v~V\/J\·j\/./\/\IY /./fY\I\JlJifJlj\) 

T~b~~ F.WAYNE~ P.RNO. 7405 

h(!<.~ ~, 1-/DJ­
/ DATE 

SURVEYED AND PLATTED BY 
WAYNE W ARO ENGINEERING 
m N. COUNTY ROAD 1500 Eo 
f'AI\1ARf;O IT I TN()N I;Ut10 



TOPOGRAPHIC I DRAINAGE A.J"lAL YSIS SURVEY FOR 
PARCEL "A" (SHADWICK) AND PARCEL "Cn (SOLLERS) 
LOCATED IN NWl/4 , NE1/4 , SECT, 27 , TI7N , R9E ,3rd PM 

CRITTENDEN TOWNSIDP , CR4Jv.IP AlGN CO. , ILLINOIS 

c:=. • - -==10 . - , _ .::....t;C~~ROAD.:OON N,LlNE~cr,27 

___ -J-- - -- -_ ROAD RO.W • 653 - '" -~ ~ 
I 210.1 -!--~-----. --' - ~.-., ~< .. , I . 212.0' -:::.r.-........ - - ----= !! ,I 220.0 J. - - -
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Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions 
Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT JUNE 16.2011 

Paae 1 of 2 

RRO Rezoning Factor Conditions At The Proposed Site Are Most Comparable To The Following Common Conditions: 

1) Availability of water supply o More or Less Typical Conditions Reasonable confidence of water availability (area with no suspected problems of 
groundwater availability) and no reason to suspect impact on neighboring wells. 

2) Suitability for onsite wastewater '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. About 50% of the soils have a very high suitability and only about 13% 
systems of the soils on the property have low suitability compared to the approximately 51 % of the entire County that has a Low . 

Potential. Also, according to the Champaign County Public Health Department only two of the proposed lots Will need curtam 
drains. 

3) Flood hazard status [II Worst or Nearly Worst Conditions Entire lot is entirely within the SFHA (based on actual topography) but fill 
has been added to make a building pad above the Base Flood Elevation 

4) The availability of emergency '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Located between two-and-half and five road miles from a fire station 
services4 

within the district. 

5) The presence of nearby natural 
or manmade hazards5 o Nearly Ideal Conditions. There are no man-made hazards nearby 

6) Effects on wetlands, historic or o More or Less Typical Conditions Archaeological concerns may apply to a small part of the site but in general 
archeological sites, natural or no negative effects. 
scenic areas, and/or wildlife 
habitat 

7) Effects of nearby farm '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Approximately half of the surrounding land use is farmland and half the 
operations on the proposed perimeter of the subject property is bordered by row crop agriculture. 
development 

8) The LESA score TO BE DETERMINED 

9) Adequacy and safety of roads o Nearly Ideal Conditions. Access is from a County Highway (CH16) and is less than one mile from a State Highway 
providing access (III. 130). Access is at a location with good visibility. 

10) Effects on drainage both '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Only about 13% of soils are "wet" soils; there is good surface drainage 
upstream and downstream with adequate outlets and the property drains only a short distance over adjacent land. 



Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions 
Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

RRO Rezoning Factor I Conditions At The Proposed Site Are Most Comparable To The Following Common Conditions: 

LEGEND (Also see the Descriptions of Prototypical Champaign County Conditions) 

o WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is more or less equal to the ideal Champaign County site * WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is much better than typical but not equal to the ideal Champaign County site 
o WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is equal to or somewhat better than the typical Champaign County site 

WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is worse than the typical Champaign County site 
WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is more or less equal to the worst Champaign County site for 

NOTES 

JUNE 16, 2011 

Paqe 2 of 2 

1. Typical Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on averages for the entire County except for water availability. For example, 
the overall average Land Evaluation is for all of the land in the County. Some factors are based on a review of date for all major rural subdivisions (such as the 
gross average lot size). 

2. The ideal Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on the best possible conditions for each factor that can be found in rural 
Champaign County regardless of the amount of land that might be available and regardless of whether or not any individual site would likely ever combine ideal 
ratings on all factors. 

3. Typical factor is based on a review of data from major rural subdivisions in the AG-1 and CR districts and does not reflect conditions found in rural residential 
development that occurred under the requirements of the Illinois Plat Act and without County subdivision approval. These Plat Act Developments typically take up 
much more land since the minimum lot size is five acres. 

4. Ambulance service can presumably be further than five miles distance and be acceptable. NO STANDARD OF COMPARISON IS PROPOSED FOR 
EMERGENCY AMBULANCE SERVICE. 

5. Any location in the County is subject to natural hazards such as tornadoes, freezing rain, etc. 



Table Of Common Conditions I Influencing The Suitability Of Locations For Rural Residential Development In Champaign County 
REVISED November 17.2005 p./o[4 

Worst Or Nearly Worst Much Worse Than Typical More Or less Tlpical Much Better Than Typical Ideal Or Nearly Ideal 
Condition 3 Condition4 Condition Condition4 Conditions6 

• a 0 * 0 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: Availability of water supply 

In the area with suspected An area with suspected Reasonable confidence of ? Virtual certainty of water 
problems of groundwater problems of groundwater water availability (area with availability (ie, located above the 
availability near existing wells availability and for which no no suspected problems of Mahomet-Teays Aquifer) or 
which have experienced investigations have proven groundwater availability) where anywhere that 
reliability problems and for otherwise. and no reason to suspect investigations indicate 
which no investigations have impact on neighboring wells. availability with no significant 
proven otherwise. impact on existing wells. 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: Suitability for onsite wastewater systems 

100% of site with Low or More than 50% of site (but No more than 50% of site More than 50% of site with at 100% of site with at least a High 
Very Low Potential for septic less than 95%) with Low with Low Potential for septic least a Moderate Potential for Potential for septic tank leach 
tank leach fields. Potential for septic tank tank leach fields. septic tank leach fields. fields or positive soil analysis I 

leach fields. (regardless of soil potential). 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: Flood hazard status 

Every lot is entirely within the Some of the proposed lots Small portions of the site ? No part of the proposed site nor 
SFHA (based on actual and parts of the road that may be in the SFHA but all the roads that provide 

I topography) as is the road provide access are in the lots have adequate emergency access are located 
that provides access. SFHA buildable area outside of the in the Special Flood Hazard 

Some lots may require fill to SFHA Area (SFHA, which is the 100-
have adequate buildable year floodplain). 
area above the SFE. 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: The availability of emergency services 7 

Located more than five road Located more than five road Located about five road Located between two-and- Located less than two-and-half 
miles from a fire station miles from a fire station miles from a fire station half and five road miles from road miles from the fire station 
within the district with an within the district. within the district. a fire station within the within the district and with no 
intervening railroad crossing district interv~ninQ railroad grade 
with heavy rail traffic. crossings. 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: The presence of nearby natural8 or manmade hazards 

More than one man-made One or more man-made It is not unusual for a site to Not close to any man-made Not close to any man-made 
hazard is present or adjacent hazards are present or be close to some kind of hazard although snow drifts hazard and relatively close to 
to the site. adjacent to the site. hazard such as a pipeline, may block access from fire urbanized areas. 

high tension electrical protection station. 
Access roads from fire Access roads from fire transmission lines, or 
protection station are prone protection station are prone railroad tracks. 
to snow drifts. to snow drifts. Snow drifts may block 

access from fire protection 
station. 

--~- - ~-



Table Of Common Conditions I Influencing The Suitability Of Locations For Rural Residential Development In Champaign County 
(continued) REVISED November 17, 2005 p.2-0f 4 

Worst Or Nearty Worst 
Condition 3 

Much Worse Than Typical 
Condition· 

More Or Less Typical 
Condition 

Much Better Than Typical 
Condition· 

Ideal Or Nearly Ideal 
Conditions6 

• D 0 * 0 
RRO ~ ZONING FACTOR: Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas, and/or wildlife habitat 

Significant negative effects ? Archaeological concerns ? Nothing present to be 
for more than one concern. may apply to a small part of concerned about. 

the site but in general no 
negative effects. 6 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: Effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed development 

Bordered by row crop Bordered by row crop Bordered on all sides by Bordered on no more than No effects because not adjacent 
agriculture on three sides agriculture on three sides significant (more than a few two sides by Significant row to Significant row crop 
and an existing livestock but also close to and acres) row crop agriculture crop agriculture agriculture nor downwind of any 
and/or stable operation on downwind of an existing so there are some animal operations. 
the fourth side. livestock and/or stable incompatibilities that may 

operation. lead to complaints from 
residences. 

RR02 ZONING FACTOR: The LESA score 

292 to 286 285 to 256 254 to 238 237 to 188 186 to 121 
(Very high rating for (Very high rating for (Very high rating for (Very high rating to moderate (Moderate rating to low (170) 
protection) protection) protection) rating for protection) rating for protection) 

Land Evaluation part: 
Land Evaluation part: Land Evaluation part: Land Evaluation part: 91-85 Land Evaluation part: 

100 to 98 97 to 93 92 (remainder between overall 84 to 414 
(100% of soil in Ag. Value (remainder between worst & (reflects overall average for average & ideal) (No best prime farmland soils) 
Groups 1 &2; Flanagan & overall average) entire County) 
Drummer soils generally) 

Site Assessment part: 
Site Assessment part: Site Assessment part: Site Assessment part: 145 to 103 Site Assessment part: 

192 to 188 187t0163 162 to 146 (remainder between overall 102 to 80 
(See hypothetical worksheet (remainder between worst & (See hypothetical worksheet average & ideal) (Conditions intended to reflect a 
for assumptions) overall average) for assumptions) rural location within a municipal 

ET J without sewer or water; 
typical urban subdivision at or 
near municipal boundary has 
site assessment of 82 to 54; see 
hypothetical worksheet for 
assumptions) 

-_ .... _- - --- -- ----



Table Of Common Conditions l Influencing The Suitability Of Locations For Rural Residential Development In Champaign County 
(continued) REVISED November 17,2005 p. ?ofAr 

Worst Or Nearly Worst 
Condition 3 

• 
Much Worse Than Typical 

Condition" 

a 

More Or less Trpical 
Condition 

o 
RRO ~ ZONING FACTOR: Adequacy and safety of roads providing access 

Access for all trips is from a 
Township Highway that has 
serious deficiencies (based 
on existing traffic load) in 
terms of both pavement 
width and shoulder width. 
There may also be other 
deficiencies in the roadway. 

The point of access to the 
Township Highway is a 
location with serious visibility 
problems. 

The site is at more than five 
miles from a County or State 
highway. The intersections 
are uncontrolled and have 
visibility problems. 

Access for all trips is from a 
Township Highway that has 
serious deficiencies (based 
on existing traffic load or 
traffic speed) in terms of 
both pavement width and 
shoulder width between the 
proposed site and where the 
road connects to a County 
or State Highway OR 
there is an uncontrolled 
railroad crossing between 
the proposed site and where 
the road connects to a 
County or State Highway. 
The site is within five miles 
of a County or State 
highway. The road 
intersections are 
uncontrolled and have 
visibility problems. 
The point of access to the 
Township Highway has 
reasonable visibility. 

Access from a Township 
Highway which does not 
have adequate shoulder 
width and may also have 
insufficient (based on either 
existing traffic load or traffic 
speed) pavement width for 
a small portion of the 
distance between the 
proposed site and where the 
road connects to a County 
or State Highway. 
The site is within five miles 
of a County or State 
highway. The intersections 
are uncontrolled and have 
visibility problems. 
The point of access to the 
Highway has good visibility. 
See discussion of Effects 

On Farms for farm related 
traffic concerns. 

RRO 2 ZONING FACTOR: Effects on drainage both upstream and downstream 

100% of site has wet soils 
that must be drained for 
development. Large parts of 
the site also pond. 
There is no natural drainage 
outlet for either surface or 
subsurface flows so offsite 
improvements are 
necessary. 
An alternative problem is the 
condition in which the site is 
bisected by a natural 
drainageway with large flows 
from upstream ofts ite areas 
which have significant effects 
on site development. 

Between 90% and 100% of 
the site has wet soils that 
must be improved for 
development. 

Only about half of the site 
drains to existing road 
ditches. The rest of the site 
drains over adjacent land 
that is under different 
ownership which require 
offsite improvements. 
Ponding is a significant 
problem. 

Approximately 90% of the 
site has wet soils that must 
be improved for 
development. 
There may also be large 
areas where ponding 
occurs. 
Most of the site drains 
through township road 
ditches that do not have 
adequate capacity. 

Much Better Than Typical 
Condition4 

* 
Access is from a Township 
Highway with no deficiencies 
(even including the proposed 
increase in ADT) between the 
proposed site and where the 
road connects to a County or 
State Highway. 

The intersections are 
uncontrolled and have 
visibility problems. 

Access is at a location with 
good visibility. 

Probably less than half of the 
site has wet soils. 

The site drains to Township 
road ditches that are more or 
less adequate or to other 
natural drainage features that 
have adequate capacity. 

Ideal Or Nearty Ideal 
Conditions6 

o 

Access from any of the 
following: 
1) a County Highway or 
2) a Township Highway with no 
deficiencies (even including the 
proposed increase in ADT) 
and is less than one mile travel 
to a County or State Highway. 

Access is at a location with good 
visibility. 

Access should not be directly to 
a State or Federal highway 
because vehicle turning 
movements could create safety 
concerns. 

No wet soils so no "dry weather 
flows" problems OR 
if wet soils are present the site 
drains directly to a drainage 
district facility with adequate 
capacity or to a river. 



Table Of Common Conditions I Influencing The Suitability Of Locations For Rural Residential Development In Champaign County 
(continued) REVISED November 17, 2005 p40[4 

Worst Or Nearly Worst 
Condition 3 

• 
NOTES 

Much Worse Than Typical 
Condition4 

a 

More Or Less Trpical 
Condition 

o 

Much Better Than Typical 
Condition4 

* 
Ideal Or Nearly Ideal 

Conditions6 

o 

1. Five different "typical" conditions are identified that are representative of the range of conditions that exist in Champaign County. The characterization of 
these conditions are based solely on the opinions of County Staff. 

2. RRO= Rural Residential Overlay 

3. The WORST conditions are based on the worst possible conditions for each factor that can be found in rural Champaign County regardless of the amount of 
land that might be available and regardless of whether or not any individual site would likely ever combine "worst" ratings on all factors. 

4. MUCH WORSE THAN TYPICAL and MUCH BEITER THAN TYPICAL conditions are Staff judgements. 

5. \tVhere possible, TYPICAL Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on averages for the entire County. For example, the 
overall average Land Evaluation is for all of the land in the County. Some factors are based on a review of date for all major rural subdivisons (such as the 
gross average lot size). Differences in water availability are localized and not averaged over the entire County. 

6. The IDEAL Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on the best possible conditions for each factor that can be found in 
rural Champaign County regardless of the amount of land that might be available and regardless of whether or not any individual site would likely ever combine 
"ideal" ratings on all factors. 

7. Ambulance service can presumably be further than five miles distance and be acceptable. NO STANDARD OF COMPARISON IS PROPOSED FOR 
EMERGENCY AMBULANCE SERVICE. 

8. Any location in the County is subject to natural hazards such as tornadoes, freezing rain, etc. 

file: a: rrotab1.wpd 



CASE NO. 690-AM-11 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 

Chnml)" i~\) August 4, 2011 
('tOll!l! , Petitioner: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. 

LklXlllllll'nt c,f Shadwick 
:1 •• "fhr:,~.iilC' :._ ". __ . 5.3 acres 

Brookens 
Admlnistrlltlvc Celliel' 

t 77() E. Wa~hi nl:!lOo Street 
Urbana. Iltio(, js 6 n:02 

( ~ t 7) .'x-i -371.10 

Schedule for Development: 
mediate upon approval 

John Hall 
Zoning Administrator 

STATUS 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to 
allow for the use of 1 single family 
residential lot in the CR Conservation 
Recreation Zoning District by adding 
the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) 
Zoning District 

Location: An approximately 5.3 acre 
tract of land that is located in the 
West Half of the North Half of the 
Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and that is 
located approximately 2,000 feet west 
of the intersection of County Highway 
16 and Illinois Route 130 and located 
on the south side of County Highway 
16 (CR200N). 

This case was continued from the June 16, 2011, meeting at which it was not discussed. The Preliminary 
Memorandum was handed out at that meeting but it has been included again in this mailing. 

The Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact art: included separately. 

ATTACHMENTS 

A Petitioner Submittals 
B Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9, 2011, received on April 29, 

2011 
C Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts 

and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems 
D A verage Annual Daily Traffic 
E Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign 

County, Illinois 
F Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1,2011 
G Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
H Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State 

Water Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing 
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot 

I Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property 
J RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability 
K Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility 

With Agriculture 
L Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately) 



Attachment A. Petitioner Submittals 
Case 690-AM-11 AUGUST 4,2011 

Submittals Document Name, Date, and Notes 

• REQUIRED SUBMITTALS 1 

Schematic Plan Excerpt of Plat of Survey by Moore Surveying and 
Mapping received April 29 2011 

Open Title Commitment or Title Policy Commitment for Title Policy received with effective 
date of February 9, 2011, received on April 29, 2011 

Section 22 (Natural Resource) Report by the Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD 
Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation for Justin Harrison received February 19,2008 
District 

Copy of Agency Action Report from the Endangered Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT 
Species Program of the Illinois Department of Natural Agency Response dated March 1, 2011 
Resources 

Copy of Agency Response from the Illinois State Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy 
Historic Preservation State Historic Preservation Officer 

Excerpt from USGS 7.5 Topographic Map Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward 

Or actual topographic information by an Illinois Engineering received April 29, 2011 I 

Licensed Surveyor 

Written explanation by an Illinois Professional Engineer 
Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel 'A' 
(Shadwick Property) and Parcel '8' (Sollers Property) 

of the proposed surface drainage system 
dated March 10, 2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering 

Letter from the Illinois State Water Survey 1 

Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka, 
Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State Water 
Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the 
likelihood of successfully finishing an onsite water well 
sufficient to serve the proposed lot 

NOTES 
1. Subject property is clearly within the area of limited groundwater availability and submittals from the Illinois 
State Water Survey are required and have been required to date. 



COMM~~;-;OR TITLE INSURANCE -I 

@ 
Chicago Title Insurance Company 

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY ("Company'), for valuable consideration, commits to issue its 
policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A, in favor of the Proposed Insured named in 
Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee of the estate or interest in the Land described or referred to in Schedule A, 
upon payment of the premiums and charges and compliance with the requirements; all subject to the provisions 
of Schedule A and B and to the Conditions ofthis Commitment. 

This Commitment shall be effective only when the identity of the Proposed Insured and the amount of the policy 
or policies committed for have been inserted in Schedule A by the Company. 

All liability and obligation under this Commitment shall cease and terminate 6 months after the Effective Date or 
when the policy or policies committed for shall issue, whichever first occurs, provided that the failure to issue the 
policy or policies is not the fault of the Company. 

The Company will provide a sample of the policy form upon request. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Chicago Title Insurance Company has caused its corporate name and seal to be 
affixed by its duly authorized officers on the date shown in Schedule A. 

Issued By: 

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
201 NORTH NEIL STREET 
CHAMPAIGN, IL 61820 

Refer Inquiries To: 
(217)356-0501 

Fax Number: 
(217)351-2982 

COMCYI'Ot IIIOf Dec r:1W 

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

Commitment No.: , 1253 000864661 CHA J 

02/24/11 



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE A 

YOUR REFERENCE: Shadwick ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA 

EFFECTNE DATE: FEBRUARY 9, 2011 

1. POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSU ED: 

2. THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND DESCRIBED OR REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMITMENT IS 
FEE SIMPLE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

3. TITLE TO THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND IS AT THE EFFECTIVE DATE VESTED IN: 
Ber0amin R. Shadwick and Jennifer A. Shadwick, in joint tenancy. 

4. MORTGAGE OR TRUST DEED TO BE INSURED: 
NONE 

COMAII)I 6/01 DCC DAW PAGE A1 DAW 02/24/11 16: 13: 33 



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE A (CONTINUED) 

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA 

5. THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMITMENT IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

Beginning on the North I ine of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27, Township 17 
North, Range 9 East of the Third Principal Meridian, a distance of 410.0 feet 
East of the Northwest corner of said Northeast Quarter; thence South 90°00.0 
minutes East 232.1 feet on said North I ine; thence South 00°00.0' West 898.0 feet; 
thence South 74°06.3' West 43.8 feet along the center I ine of the Embarras River; 
thence South 63°26.1' West 44.7 feet along said center I ine; thence South 48°48.0' 
West 53.1 feet along said center I ine; thence South 18°26.1' West 126.5 feet along 
said center I ine; thence South 50°28.6' west 51.9 feet along said center I ine; 
thence South 84°17.4' West 30.1 feet along said center I ine; and thence North 
00·00.0' East 1121.0 feet to the point of beginning, in Champaign County, 
II I inois. 

COMI.C06 12106 DCC DAW PAGE A2 DAW 02/24/11 16: 13: 33 



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE B 
ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA 

SCHEDULE B OF THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE FOLLOWING 
MATTERS UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE COMPANY. 

GENERAL EXCEPTIONS 

1. RIGHTS OR CLAIMS OF PARTIES IN POSSESSION NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS. 

2. ANY ENCROACHMENT, ENCUMBRANCE, VIOLATION, VARIATION, OR ADVERSE CIRCUMSTANCE 
AFFECTING THE TITLE THAT WOULD BE DISCLOSED BY AN ACCURATE AND COMPLETE LAND SURVEY 
OF THE LAND. 

3. EASEMENTS, OR CLAIMS OF EASEMENTS, NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS. 

4. ANY LIEN, OR RIGHT TO A LIEN, FOR SERVICES, LABOR OR MATERIAL HERETOFORE OR 
HEREAFTER FURNISHED, IMPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBLIC RECORDS. 

5. TAXES OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS WHICH ARE NOT SHOWN AS EXISTING LIENS BY THE PUBLIC 
RECORDS. 

SCHEDULE B OF THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
FOLLOWING MATTERS UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE COMPANY. 

NOTE FOR INFORMATION: THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THIS COMMITMENT AND ANY POLICY ISSUED 
PURSUANT HERETO SHALL NOT COMMENCE PRIOR TO THE DATE ON WHICH ALL CHARGES PROPERLY 
BILLED BY THE COMPANY HAVE BEEN FULLY PAID. 

1. DEFECTS, LI ENS, ENCUMBRANCES, ADVERSE CLA I MS OR OTHER MATTERS, I F ANY, CREATED, 
FIRST APPEAR I NG I N THE PUBLI C RECORDS OR ATTACH I NG SUBSEQUENT TO THE EFFECT I VE 
DATE HEREOF BUT PR I OR TO THE DATE THE PROPOSED INSURED ACQU I RES FOR VALUE OF 
RECORD THE ESTATE OR INTEREST OR MORTGAGE THEREON COVERED BY THIS COMMITMENT. 

2. AN ALTA LOAN POLICY WILL BE SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING EXCEPTIONS (A) AND (B), IN 
THE ABSENCE OF THE PRODUCTION OF THE DATA AND OTHER ESSENTIAL MATTERS DESCRIBED IN 
OUR "STATEMENT REQUIRED FOR THE ISSUANCE OF ALTA OWNERS AND LOAN POLICIES (ALTA 
STATEMENT). (A) ANY LIEN, OR RIGHT TO A LIEN, FOR SERVICES, LABOR, OR MATERIAL 
HERETOFORE OR HEREAFTER FURN I SHED, I MPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBL I C 
RECORDS; (B) CONSEQUENCES OF THE FAILURE OF THE LENDER TO PAY OUT PROPERLY THE 
WHOLE OR ANY PART OF THE LOAN SECURED BY THE MORTGAGE DESCRIBED IN SCHEDULE A, AS 
AFFECTING; (I) THE VALIDITY OF THE LIEN OF SAID MORTGAGE; AND (I I) THE PRIORITY OF 
THE LIEN OVER ANY OTHER RIGHT, CLAIM, LIEN OR ENCUMBRANCE WHICH HAS OR MAY BE COME 
SUPER I OR TO THE L I EN OF SA I 0 MORTGAGE BEFORE THE 0 I SBURSEMENT OF THE ENT I RE 
PROCEEDS OF THE LOAN. 

B 3. a. Any I ien, or right to a I ien, for labor, or material heretofore or herafter 
furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the public records. 
b. Consequences of the fai lure of the insured to payout properly the whole or any 
part of the loan secured by the mortgage described in Schedule A, as affecting 

(A) The val idity of the I ien of said mortgage; and 
(B) The priority of the I ien over any other right, claim, I ien or 

encumbrance which has or may become superior to the I ien of said mortgage before 
the disbursement of the entire proceeds of the loan. 
c. Rights of Parties in Possession; any encroachment, encumbrance, violation, 
variation, or adverse circumstance affecting the title that would be disclosed by 
an accurate and complete land survey of the land; and easements or claims of 
easements not shown by the publ ic records. 

C 4. Taxes for the year 2009 in the amount of $12.90 shown paid. 
Taxes for the years 2010 and 2011, which are a I ien although not yet due & 
payable. 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED) 
ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA 

Crittenden Township, 08-33-27-200-020, Tax Code 7, assessed to 5.31 acres. 

D 5. Effective June 1, 2009, pursuant to Publ ic Act 95-988, satisfactory evidence 
of identification must be presented for the notarization of any and al I 
documents notarized by an I I linois notary public. Unti I July 1, 2013, 
satisfactory identification documents are documents that are val id at the time 
of the notarial act; are issued by a state or federal government agency; bear 
the photographic image of the individual's face; and bear the individual's 
signature. 

E 6. Rights of way for drainage ti les, ditches, feeders, laterals and underground 
pipes, if any. 

F 7. Rights of the publ ic, the State of I I I inois and the municipal ity in and to 
that part of the land taken or used for road purposes, including but not 
I imited to that part dedicated in document recorded May 28, 1947 in book 282 
at page 352 as document no. 415481. 

G 8. Existing unrecorded leases and al I rights thereunder of the lessees and of any 
person or party claiming by, through or under the lessees. 

H 9. Rights, if any, of the United States of America, the State of I I I inois, the 
municipal ity and the publ ic in and to that part of the land lying within the 
bed of the Embarras River; and the rights of other owners of land bordering on 
the river in respect to the water of said river. 

10. Easement in favor of Eastern I I I ini Electric Cooperative, and its successors 
and assigns, and the provisions relating thereto contained in the grant 
recorded October 20, 2004 as document no. 2004R 33439. 

J 11. In order to provide endorsements over General Exceptions 1 through 5, this 
company must be furnished with an ALTA Statement executed by the Seller, 
Lender and Borrower, and a survey showing all recorded easements, apparent 
easements and al I improvements on the land and certified to Chicago Title 
Insurance Company. 

Note: There wi I I be an additional charge if Extended Coverage on the Owner's 
Pol icy is desired. 

K 12. If work has been performed on the land within the last six months which may 
sUbject the land to I iens under the mechanics I ien laws, the Company should be 
furnished satisfactory evidence that those who have performed such work have 
been fully paid and have waived their rights to a I ien and this commitment is 
subject to such further exceptions as may be deemed necessary. If evidence is 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 
SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED) 

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA 

not provided or is unsatisfactory, this commitment/pol icy wi I I be subject to 
the fol lowing exception: 
"Any I i en, or right to a I i en, for serv ices, I abor or mater i a I, heretofore or 
hereafter furnished, imposed by law, and not shown on the publ ic records." 

A 13. Mortgage dated October 7, 2009 and recorded October 20, 2009 as document 
2009R30428 made by Benjamin R. Shadwick and Jennifer A. Shadwick, husband and 
wife to Heartland Bank & Trust Company to secure a note in the amount of 
$41,706.14. 

***END*** 

M 14. The "Good Funds" section of the Title Insurance Act (215 ILCS 155/26) is 
effective January 1, 2010. This Act places I imitations upon our abi I ity to 
accept certain types of deposits into escrow. Please contact your local 
Chicago Title office regarding the appl ication of this new law to your 
transaction. 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

ORDER NO.: 1253 

CONDITIONS 

000864661 CHA 

1. The term mortgage, when used herein, shall include deed oftrust, trust deed, or other security instrument. 

2. If the proposed Insured has or acquired actual knowledge of any defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other 
matter affecting the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment other than those shown in 
Schedule B hereof, and shall fail to disclose such knowledge to the Company in writing, the Company shall be 
relieved from liability for any loss or damage resulting from any act of reliance hereon to the extent the Company is 
prejudiced by failure to so disclose such knowledge. If the proposed Insured shall disclose such knowledge to the 
Company, or if the company otherwise acquires actual knowledge of any such defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse 
claim or other matter, the Company at its option may amend Schedule B of this Commitment accordingly, but such 
amendment shall not relieve the Company from liability previously incurred pursuant to paragraph 3 or these 
Conditions. 

3. Liability of the Company under this Commitment shall be only to the named proposed Insured and such parties 
included under the definition ofInsured in the form of policy or policies committed for and only for actual loss 
incurred in reliance hereon in undertaking in good faith (a) to comply with the requirements hereof, or (b) to 
eliminate exceptions shown in Schedule B, or (c) to acquire or create the estate or interest or mortgage thereon 
covered by this Commitment. In no event shall such liability exceed the amount stated in Schedule A for the policy or 
policies committed for and such liability is subject to the insuring provisions and Conditions and the Exclusions from 
Coverage of the form of policy or policies committed for in favor of the proposed Insured which are hereby 
incorporated by reference and are made a part of this Commitment except as expressly modified herein. 

4. This Commitment is a contract to issue one or more title insurance policies and is not an abstract oftitle or a report 
of the condition oftitle. Any action or actions or rights of action that the proposed Insured may have or may bring 
against the Company arising out of the status of the title to the estate or interest or the status of the mortgage 
thereon covered by this Commitment must be based on and are subject to the provisions ofthis Commitment. 

5. The policy to be issued contains an arbitration clause. All arbitrable matters when the Amount of Insurance is 
$2.000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the option of either the Company or the Insured as the exclusive remedy of 
the parties. You may review a copy of the arbitration rules at <http://www.aita.org/> . 
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Effective Date: May 1,2008 

Fidelity National Financial, Inc. 
Privacy Statement 

Fldellt)' National Fmanclal, Inc. and Its subsidiaries ("FNF") respect the privacy and secunty of vour non-public personal Information ("Personal 
Information") and protecting your Personal InformatIOn IS one of our top priorities. This Privacy Statement explain FNF's privacy practices. Includmg 
how \I>e use the Personal Information 'M! receive from you and from other specified sources, and to \~om it may be disclosed FNF follow.; the 
privacy practices described In the PrIvacy Statement and, depending on the business performed, FNF companies may share informatIOn as described 
herein 

Personal Information Collected 
We may collect Personal InformatIOn about you from the followmg sources: 
Information \I>e receive from you on applications or other forms, such as your name, address, social security number, tax identification number, 
asset information and income information; 
Information m: receive from you through our Internet 'M!bsites, such as your name, address, Internet Protocol address, the website lmks you used 
to get to our \\Ilbsltes, and your activity ~ile uSing or reviewing our v.ebsites. 
Information about your transactions with or services performed by us, our affiliates, or others, such as information concerning your policy, 
premiums, payment history, information about your home or other real property, information from lenders and other third parties involved in 
such transactions, account balances, and credit card information; and 
Information m: recetve from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded. 

Disclosure of Personallnfonnatlon 
We may provide your Personal Information (excluding informatIOn v.e receive from our consumer or other credit reporting agencies) to vaTlous 
individuals and compaOles, as permitted by law, without obtaining your prior authonzation. Such law.; do not allow consumers to restrict these 
disclosures. Disclosures may include, without limitation, the following: 
To insurance agents, brokers, representatives, support organizations, or others to provide you with services you have requested, and to enable us 
to detect or prevent criminal activity, fraud, material misrepresentation, or nondisclosure in connections with an insurance transactions. 
To third-party contractors or service providers for the purpose of determining your eligibility for an insurance benefit or payment and/ or 
providing you with services you have requested. 
To an insurance regulatory, or law enforcement or other governmental authority, in a Civil action, in connection with a subpoena or a 
governmental investigation 
To companies that perform marketmg services on our behalf or to other financial institutions with ~ich m: have had joint marketing agreements 
and/ or 
To lenders, lien holders, Judgement creditors, or other parties clauning an encumbrance or an interest in title ~ose claim or interest must be 
determined, settled, paid or released prior to a title or escrow closing 

We may also disclose your Personal Information to others ~en we believe, in good faith, that such disclosure is reasonably necessary to comply with 
the law or to protect the safety of our customers, employees, or property and/ or to comply with a judicial proceeding, court order or legal process. 

Disclosure 12..Affiljated Companies - We are permitted by law to share your name, address and facts about your transaction with other FNF 
companies, such as insurance companies, agents, and other real estate service providers to provide you with services you have requested, for 
marketing or product development research, or to market products or services to you. We do not, however, disclose information we collect from 
consumer or credit reporting agencies mth our affiliates or others without your consent, in conformity with applicable law, unless such disclosure 
is otherwise permitted by law. 

Disclosure to Nonaffiliated Third Parties - We do not disclose Personal Information about our customers or former customers to nonaffiliated 
third parties, except as outlines herein or as otherwise permitted by law. 

Confidentiality and Security of Personal Information 
We restrict access to Personallnformalion about you to those employees ~o need to know that information to provide products or services to 
you. We mamtain physical, electronic, and procedural safeguards that comply with federal regulation to guard Personal Information. 

Access to Personal Infonnatlonl 
Requests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information 
As required by applicable law, y,e will afford you the right to access your Personal lnformation,under certain circumstances to find out to ~om 
your Personal Information has been disclosed, and request correction or deletion of your Personal Information. However, FNF's current policy 
is to maintain customers' Personal Information for no less than your state's required record retention requirements for the purpose of handling 
future coverage claims. 

For your protection, all requests made under this section must be In writing and must include your notarized signature to establish vour identity 

Where permitted by law we may charge a reasonable fee to cover the costs incurred in responding 10 such requests. Please send requests to: 

Changes to this Privacy Statement 

Chief Privacy 0 fficer 
Fidelity NatIOnal Financial, Inc. 

601 RiverSide A venue 

Jacksonville, FL 32204 

This Privacy Statement may be amended from ttme to time conststent Wlth applicable privacy law.;. When'M! amend thiS Privacy Statement, ill! 
will post a notice of such changes on our 'M!bslte. The effective date of thiS PTivacy Statement, as stated above, indicates the last time thiS Privacy 

Statement 'MIS revised or materially changed 

PRIVACY ,lOS ML 
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Sollers 

Kendall: 2.97 acres 

Martinsville: 1.27 acres 

Sawmill: 1.8 acres 

Shadwick 

Sawmill: 2.63 acres 

1.64 acres 

0.83 acres 

0.2 acres 

Camden: 

Drummer: 

Kendall: 

Martinsville: 0.01 acres 

Soil Information 
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"Base Map" - Changes the Base Map view. Choose between ROADS. AERIAL IMAGES and 

AERIAL MAP WITH LABELS. 

"Pick Map Type" - Point to the "Pick Map Type" button below and select from the drop­

down. 

"Table of Contents" - Use button below to toggle the data panel. The check boxes 

control da ta visibility depending on map scale. Click the 'triangle' or the 'Expand' and / or 

'Collapse' buttons to see data viewing options. 

"Search" - type in a place name and the map will be centered at that location 

("Springfield". "Buckingham FOllnta in") . 

Average AnlJual Daily Tiaffic 

i 8 
... 

n o .. 
~ 

illi noIS De partment of Tn1nspo rta t lOrl 2300 S. Dirksen Parkway Springfidd. it. 62764 . Contact 

Disclaimer 

http://www.gettingaroundillinois.com/mapviewer.aspx?mt=aadt 8/4/2011 
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~JORKSHEEr FOR PRi<;PARING SOIL ?ar.1IT~L R.~:rLI.J·S 

So !LY.s c : Se..p_tic Tan~ Abs0!EtiC?.~_Fie_!~~ ____ . ______ .'.' _____ j~I.".?p._! .. _CM~aJ.gn Cou!!!-L....!!l!n.ois __ .. ___ _ 

Happing Unit: Camden sUt loam, 1 to , percent slopes IJ4B 
--_. __ .- -T------------------.. .--------:------ ._ .. _ .. 
r I Soil and I Typical ; Typical 
t Evalua tion Factors I S ito De~ree of Effects _ Correctbu' ·,lo.sjlpes ! Coot.l on i og 1J..::J.iU:..tio,...ou..os,,---, f------.. --.-~l: C~~ itions Limi~:: ~~~~t-': !!~--!--K i~~~_ j_}_'l~!!_~: ~~n4~ ----- - -i,: Iry!l-~l 
I Flooding None Slight INone ; None : None 

I I t I 
Depth to High Waterl~6.0 ISlig~t None INone Nono I 

Table (Ft) . I I f 

Permeability 
(IN/HR):(2u-60 1l

) 

Slope (PCT) 

I 0.6-2.0 IModerate INone 

I 1-5 ,Slight INone 

iStandard Absorption i 0 
jField 210-290 ! 
ISq.Ft./Bedroom I 
I 

!None 

I 

i None 
i 
I 

I 
! None 
I 

I I 
L----I-------·- _··t- ... -./ ---J------l------t-~::~.---- I 1 ~ 
: 0 . Tota ___ _ I __ ~ __ .. Total _0__ __ I 
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Performance 
Standard 
Index 

o -------
I1casure 
Cost Indox 

-_Q...- ---

Continuin.; 
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Cost Index 

lOO 

Soil Potential Infbx 1/ 

1/ If oerfornance exceeds the standard increase .sf'I by th3.t amount. 
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~lORKSHEE1' FOR PK2:PARING SOIL por .jIT~L R.~/rLLS 
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I Flooding I Common Severe ISystem i Fill 2 I with fine 25: Possible I 5 

I (Upland /Failure! textured material I surfacing of I 
Position) i . effluent I 

Depth to High Hater 0-2.0 'severe System i Subsurface Drainage: 12 
Table (Ft) Failure . Locate Outlet ! 5 

l I j 
, Pemeability 
(IN/HR): (24-60" ) 

Slope (PCT) 

0.6-2.0 

0-2 

Moderate l~one 1 Standard Absorption I 
IField 210-290 
1Sq .Ft./Bedroom 

Slight None I None 

a 

I None 
, 

I 
I 
I None 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I None 

l ~ i 
I 

~otal 42 -'-r-~:~al --=-__ ~LJ 
100 ._~L __ -~-.-- .. 53 
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Continuin:; 
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,!SUbsurface Drainage! 12 'I; Possible Depth to High Water 
Table (Ft) 
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Slope (PCT) 
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I 0.6-2.0 Moderate 

I 0-2 Slight 
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Index 

/
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Continuin:~ 
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1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase JPI by th~t amount. 
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Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources 
One Naturlll Resources WilY Springfield, lllinois 62702-1271 
http://dnr.statc.il.us 

March 01,201 I 

Elitsa Dimitrova 
Alan Singleton 
200] S 1st St #209 
Champaign. IL 6]820 

Re: Rezoning 

Project Number(s): 1109251 

County: Champaign 

Dear Applicant: 

Pal Quinn, Governor 
Marc Miller, Director 

This letter is in reference to the project you recently submitted for consultation. The natural resource review 

provided by EcoCA T identified protected resources that may be in the vicinity of the proposed action. The 

Departrn ent has evaluated this information and concluded that adverse effects are unlikely. Therefore, 

consultation under 17 Ill. Adm. Code Part 1075 is terminated. 

This consultation is valid for two years unless new information becomes available that was not previously 

considered; the proposed action is modified; or additional species, essential habitat, or Natural Areas are 

identified in the vicinity . If the project has not been implemented within two years of the date of this letter, or 

any of the above listed conditions develop, a new consultation is necessary. 

The natural resource review reflects the information existing in the Illinois Natural Heritage Database at the time 

of the project submittal, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor 

should it be a substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If 

additional protected resources are encountered during the project's implementation, you must comply with the 
applicable statutes and regulations. Also, note that termination does not imply IDNR's authorization or 

endorsement of the proposed action. 

Please contact me ifyoll have questions regarding this review. 

Rick Pietruszka fZ f 
Division of Ecosystems and Environment 

217-785-5500 

Printed on recycled and recyclable paper 



Eco~CAT 
Ecological Compli_ A.ueumant Tool 

Applicant: 
Contact: 
Address: 

Project: 
Address: 

Description: 

Alan Singleton 
Elitsa Dimitrova 
2001 S 1 st St #209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Rezoning 
Approximately 1553 CR 200 N, Tolono 

Rezoning to RRO - Shadwick 

Natural Resource Review Results 

IDNR Project #: 
Date: 

1109251 
03/01/2011 

Consultation for Endangered Species Protection and Natural Areas Preservation (Part 1075) 
The "linois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the vicinity of 
the project 
location: 

Little Spectaclecase (Villosa /ienosa) 

An IDNR staff member will evaluate this information and contact you within 30 days to request 
additional 
information or to terminate consultation if adverse effects are unlikely. 

Location 
The applicant is responsible for the 
accuracy of the location submitted 
for the project. 

County: Champaign 
TownShip, Range, Section: 
17N,9E,27 

Page 1 of 2 



IL Department of Natural Resources Contact 
Rick Pietruszka 

Zoning 
217-785-5500 

Division of Ecosystems & Environment 

Disclaimer 

Local or State Government Jurisdiction 

Champaing County Department of Planning & 

John Hall 
Brookens Administrative Center 
1776 E. Washington St. 
Urbana, Illinois 61802 

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, 
absence, or 
condition of natural resources in Illinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at 
the time of 
this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it 
be a 
substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional 
protected 
resources are encountered during the project's implementation, compliance with applicable statutes 
and 
regulations is required. 

Terms of Use 
By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms 
may be revised 
by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the EcoCAT application after we post changes to these 
terms, it will 
mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not 
continue to 
use the website. 
1. The IDNR EcoCAT website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the 

public could 
request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the Illinois Endangered Species 
Protection 
Act, Illinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and Illinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. EcoCAT uses 
databases, 
Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if 
proposed actions 
are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of Use for 
this 
application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose. 

2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly 

prohibited and may 
be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information 
Infrastructure 
Protection Act. 
3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, 
or to 

Page 1 of 2 



terminate or restrict access. 

Security 
EcoCAT operates on a state of Illinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to 
identify 
unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to 
damage this site. 
Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited 
by law. 
Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or 
software, may 
subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant 
information 
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials. 

Privacy 
EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. 
Otherwise, IDNR 
uses the information submitted to EcoCAT solely for internal tracking purposes. 

Page 1 of 2 



Champaign County 
Tolono 

'Old State Capitol Plaza Springfield, Illinois 62701-1512 • www,illinois-history,gov 

PLEASE REFER TO: IHPA LOG #020031711 

Parcel 1 - West aide of County Road 1600 East, South of County Road 200 North; Parcel 2 - Approximately 
1561 County Road 200 North; Parcel 3 - Approximately 1553 County Road 200 North 
Rezoning of Parcels 

Aptil 2, 2011 

Alan Singleton 
Singleton Law Firm, P,C, 
2001 S, Firat St" Suite 209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Dear Mr, Singleton: 

The Illinois Historic Preservation A.9.ency is required by the Illinois State Agency Historic Resources 
Preservation Act (20 ILCS 3420, as amended, 17 lAC 4180) to review all state funded, permitted or 
licensed undertakings for their effect on cultural resources, We have received information indicating 
that the referenced project will, under the state law cited above, require comments from our office and 
our comments follow. Should you have any contrary information, please contact our office at the number 
below. 

According to the information provided to us concerning your proposed project, apparently there is no 
federal involvement in your project. However, please note that the state law is less restrictive than 
the federal cultural resource laws concerning archaeology, therefore if your project will use federal 
loans or grants, need federal agency permits or federal property then your project must be reviewed by 
us under a slightly different procedure under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended, Please notify us immediately if such is the case. 

The project area has a high probability of containing significant prehistoric/historic archaeological 
resources, Accordingly, a Phase I archaeological reconnaissance survey to locate, identify, and record 
all archaeological resources within the project area will be required. This decision is based upon our 
understanding that there has not been any large scale disturbance of the ground surface (excluding 
agricultural act~vities) or major construction activity within the project area which would have 
destroyed existing cultural resources prior to your project. If the area has been disturbed, please 
contact our office with the appropriate written and/or photographic evidence. The area(s) that need(s) 
to be surveyed (within the zone that needs to be surveyed) include(s) all area{s) that will be 
developed as a result of the issuance of the I;ltate agency permit(s) or the granting of the state funds 
or loan guarantees that have prompted this review. Enclosed you will find an attachment briefly 
describing Phase I surveys and listing archaeological contracting services. A COpy OF OUR LETTER WITH 
THE IHPA LOG NUMBER SHOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE SELECTED PROFESSIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTRACTOR TO ENSURE 
x~r THE SURVEY RESULTS ARE CONNECTED TO YOUR PROJECT PAPERWORK. 

If you have,further questions, please contact Joseph Phillippe, Chief Archaeologist, at 217/785-1279. 

~CC~CVLkv 
Anne E. Haaker 
Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

Enclosure 

A teletypewriter lor the speech/hearing impaired IS available at 217-524·7128, It is not a voice or fax Ime, 



UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS 
AT URBANA-CHAMPAIGN 

Institute of Natural Resource Sustainability 
Illinois State Water Survey 

2204 Griffith Drive, MC-674 
Champaign, Illinois 61820-7463 

February 22, 2011 

Singleton Law Firm, P.C. 
Research Park at the University of Illinois 
clo Ms Elitsa Dimitrova 
2001 South First St., Suite 209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Dear Ms Dimitrova: 

I 

As per your email of February 18,2011, please find the enclosed Water Survey correspondence 
and well construction report information for Section 27, T.l7N., R.9E., Champaign COUflty. It is 
Uflderstood that this information is required through the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance 
for rezoning to the Rural Residential District. 

If you have any questions or we can be of any further assistance, please feel free to contact us. 

Associate Hydrologist 
Center for Groundwater Science 
Illinois State Water Survey 
Phone: 217-333-8431 

jt 

Enclosures 
RECEIVED 

FEB ? 5 2011 

Singleton Law Firm, P.C. 

telejJhan! 2) 7 -244-5459 • [iIX 2) 7 -333-4983 • www.sw5.uiuc.edu 



.... 

Illinois State Water Survey 
Main Office' 2204 Griffith Dove' Champaign, IL 6) 820-7 <195 • Tel (2] 7) 333-2210 • Fox (2] 7) 333-6540 

Peona Office' PO Box 697 • Peorlo, IL 61652-0697 • Tel (309) 67] -3] 96· Fax (309) 67] -3 ] 06 

Mr. lustin Harrison 
202 N. Oak St. 
Villa Grove, IL 61956 

Dear Mr, Harrison: 

©©~p> 
This letter is in response to your inquiry about the groundwater availability for a domestic water 
supply in the Northeast ~ of Section 27, T.17N., R.9E., Champaign County. It is understood 
that you are planning to construct a home at this location which will require its own groundwater 

t1«(' supply and that the Champaign County Department of Planning and Zoning has required you to 
/ have the groundwater availability assessed at this site prior to approving your construction. 

The available infonnation indicates that groundwat6r for domestic use in this part of the section 
is obtained from large-diameter bored wells tapping sand and gravel deposits found in the 
unconsolidated materials above bedrock. These wells obtain their water from lenses of sand and 
gravel ranging in thickness from about 1 foot to as much as 7 feet. These wells range in depth 
from 22 to 65 feet below land surface and have reported nonpumping water levels ranging from 
8to 10 feet below land surface. The water levels fluctuate seasonally in response to the 
variations in precipitation and some wells may go dry in the late summer or early fall. The yield 
of a bored well may be limited to a few hundred gallons a day but in this area seem to be capable 
of supplying adequate groundwater for normal household uses. 

Analyses showing the mineral quality of water from the unconsolidated materials indicate that 
the water is hard and contains enough iron to cause staining of laundry and porcelain fixtures. In 
such cases, the quality of the water can be improved for household uses with commercially 
available home treatment units. 

The information available indicates the chances are fair to good at this site for developing the 
desired supply from a large-diameter (3 feet) bored well. Though the yield of this type of well is 
limited, the large storage capacity (about 53 gallons for each foot of water in a 3-foot diameter 
well) should permit the peak demands to be met with stored water and then recovered by seepage 
from the surrounding fine-grained materials during periods of little or no water use. 

If you have any questioaye can be of any further assistance, please feel free to calL 

Cj!:3lfItft!!tI 
Kenneth J ~inka 
Associate Hydrologist 
Center for Groundwater Science 
Phone: (217) 333-8431 

Pt'I1I1('t/ (In rt'/'ydrt! 1'lIeN 
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Tele~hone Request 
and Reply 
January 9, 1978 

Memorandum 

TO: Files 
FROM: Charles B. Burris C-843 
SUBJECT: Groundwater availability in the N~, N~, NE~, Section 
27, T.l7N., R.9E" Champaign. County. 

Mr. Chandler Parsons, C.S. Parsons and Associates, 303 W. 
Springfield Ave., Champaign, called for information concerning 
the develo~ment of individual lot supplies for 40 homes at the 
above location. 

Wells for domestic and farm use in this part of Illinois 
are either drilled O~ bored wells finished in the unconsolidated 
deposits above bedrock. The drilled wells range in depth from 
78 to 130 feet and reportedly are pumped at rates of 5 to 10 gpm. 
The large-diameter bored wells range from 40 to 60 feet in depth 
and appear to provide adequate supplies for home use, Available 
chemical analyses indicate the water from the unconsolidated 
materials is hard and contains iron. The underlying bedrock 
consists of shale and of~ers no potential for developing the 
desired supplies. 

From the information available it appears the chances are 
fair at this site for developing the individual lot supplies desired 
from drilled~ells tapping the sand and gravel deposits at depths 
of 80 tb 130 feet. If a drilling attempt is made it should 
continue until a satisfactory supply is obtained or to the underlying 
bedrock surface(perhaps 200 feet). If, on a particular lot, it 
proves a successful drilled well cannot be constructed, then 
the chances appear good for developing a satisfactory bored well. 

. ,~.~'" '" 
t'/ 

©©~p 



, 
Wh~te ink Copies: 
Ill. Dept. of Public Health 

Yellow Copy: Well Contractor 
Golden COpy: Well Owner Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

11. Type of Wel)-
a. Bored~ Hole Diam.LI:L in. Depthi../-J ft 

Buried Slab: YesJL. No_ 
b. Driven__ Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. ·Depth __ ft 

c. Drilled__ Finished in Drift~ In Rock __ _ 
I (KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) 

f 

2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? 
L Date well drilled ¥- c;....Cf-,S: 

Yes J No __ 

4. Permanent pump installed? Yes - Date, ______ _ No->"L 
Manufacturer Type, ___ _ 
Location ________________________________________ _ 

Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 
Well top seal ed? Yes~ No__ Type c:::o:::o:7 ~ 

6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes~ No 
Manufacturer .6o.../<-~r Model No. I .tS .Am 
How attached to c;;;ng?_,-__ ~L/kf~0L~:t~-------------

7. Well di sinfected? Yes..-.£ NO_'_ 
8. Pump and equi pment di si nfected Yes__ No __ 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Hanagement Center. 

I ~. 
f?77~90126 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
Do Not Use Felt Pen 

B 
(Qj 
~ 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9. oriller1Z~l'Y)ol.h VJ~I/..D6lh'()~ License No'/O;'+"-OD..]7"9S"" 
10. Well Site Address /S.7'-1- c. P-. /oo.lt.[ V .. He;... G-vovt.---
11. Property Owner (J.Jo..-(~V" ~-z.. __ It Well No. __ -'--__ 
12. Permit No. 19-5o-'7S- Date Issued)?-;.f-"lr' 
13. location: d~y-county i:?" ttqlO!5 <rfi-. 

, Sec.~_/Ar-~ r I I 

Twp_ I;N 
Rge.~ 

14. Water from .s; ..... ,J. ; (;."-Q'-v..) at depth 10 ft 
15. Casing and liner Pipe to l¥- ft Show location 

in sec t ion Diam.(in) Kind and Weight From (ft) To (ft) 
p1 at 

~ If PVc.... -+1 -II 
-6E 6£ .6E , , 

3~ .1 C CIY\ C Y" e.;t-e... -/1 -L/I 
--

16. Screen: Diam. __ in, length __ in, Slol Size __ 
17. Size hole below casing __ in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl. 
19. Static level __ ft below casing top which is __ ft. above 

ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for hours. 
20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of Depth of 

I Top Bottom 

!3 I CA.-Ll"- i) r Y't- 0 -2...-

IS y- ~ w,,- d e>-...y -2 -/0 
J 

S~J ?' 9 v-o....v~1 -(0 - 11.( , IJ 

G \-<>"'-1 C. 10.'1 -14 -1.// 
I t 

Continue on separate sheet if necessary. 

Sig",d ~ v: ay Date s=;- 2~- '7.1-



I WA i~;';;i~["~o'~s~r;~~i'~;;i;;~ORT 
Date Al hg lett-

rYPE OR PRESS FlAAlL Y WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DA YS OF 

VELLCOMPjETION AND SEND TO TIlE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT. RECEIVED 
1. Type of 'fell 3 . Driven Well ysing diam. ___ in. Depth fl-

b. Bored ~ell Buried Slab (vi) Yes (] No 
Hole iameter ~in. to ~ft. ·. __ in. to .; __ . in . to ___ ft. 

c. Drilled.Well PVC ca5ing Formation pack~r setatde~' ;. -flo RErEIVED 
Hole Diameter 10 . to ft. 10 . to :f~1 ~o It-' 

• C of drout -:r Sa s -::-wei-:-From ~o (fl.) Tremi~ :1.) 2 6 200 L 
~.~ ISO t~' O ,. 

JUI "2 6 lOU4 GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 
t1 . Property Owner "Ph: \\'p ~Nc!-:S Well # _ ..!-.\ ___ _ 
14. Driller lodd ~~,~~ License # ~&~2~ 
IS. Name of Drilling Co. 1?-br*"\c\~ t...)~l\ O!Z.;tLN"0~ 
16. ermit No . Ltl - 5l{ - Q~ Date Issued _____ _ 

17. ate Drilling St~rted O'7/llDioA 
18. ell SITE address _____________________ _ __ _ 

19 Township Name Land ID If --"tJ,,-,/w::A~ __ 

20 Subdivision Name t.J / A Lot If ~IA 
I 21 Location a. County C b !<I""f\A ;'1tJ 

b. Township 11 ~ Range qGJ. Section 2. 7 I • HttHt 
c . 5£ Quarter IJt Quarter fJtr' Quarter f-.. 

d. Coordinates Site Elevation fL '-~"-.• -I-' 

I 
22. Casings, Uners* and Screen Information f-

Diam. Cin.) F~ Sur"ey U-.e Slot Size Joint From (fl.) 

....., r: V<.I- ygLVt",,'r Nffl 1(' ~ ttY .. IlP·<-J Ifl6-L 

I© (OJ 

©/2)- 23. W.t<"'Om £"wd 4 6 ... , .. 1 .t. depth of 5 3' ~ ft . to '" <>. 6 " 

\Xl\;6-%"fPtA~"tl CJ6,-llR 14> . .0 LDS.O 

2. Well us~! [ ~omestic [J Irrigation J Commercial J Livestock 
( 1 Monitoring ( 1 Other 

3. Date We Completed CD 1/<.&,/04 Well Disinfected [v(Yes [ ) No 
. Driller's estimated well yield ':5!::J gpm 

I 4. Dale Perranent Pump Installed, ________ _ 
5. Pump Capacity gpm Set at (depth) fl. 

6. Pitless Ailapter Model and Manufacturer --:-----;---=-----r---
7. Well Ca~Type and Manufacturer mC'rl. .t.sg../ 1O&Vtr (~Ti~) 
8. Pressure Jfank Working Cycle gals . Captive Air [ 1 Yes [ ) No 
9 . Pump Syttem Disinfected [ 1 Yes [ J No 

10. NameofrumPCOmpany ______________ ~. ____________________ __ 

II . ~UU¥n*-r § $] 
12. ~ F'P ;~E- &...: 

Licensed Pump Contractor Signature ~ 

Il linoi s De pltment of Publ ic Health 
Division of Env ironmental Health 

~ 

525 W. JelTefson SI. 
Springfield. IL 62761 
~ 'J ~~ ~ DO NOT write on these lines 

IMPORTANll NO~E:~iS state agency is requesting disclosure of inform~tion that is necessary to 
accomplish thf statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863 . DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
INFORMATlON IS MANDA TORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

I 

~ f1~' ~tatic water level q. 0 ft. below casing wh ich is i.B..-in. above ground 
pumping level is .:Il.£;:ft. pumping ~pm after pumping for ~hollr$ 

24. Earth Malerials Passed Through From ( fl.) To (II) 
i 

~I out log an£~ole was scaled.) 

:Jd1 . - ~- 0,2 -0082-42...-
License NUl1lhcr 25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature 

SEE REVERSE SlDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORI\IA nON) 



· . tlUTRUCTJONS ,10 r ~I':!!! : 
III. Ot!Pt..'rPubilcHu"ft fiLl IN ALL PERTINENT 'N.fORMATIOH REQUESIE~AHOMAIL ORI~'HAL TO STATE 

Y.Uo ... CopY~W.flContla.;;tol DEPARTMENT' OF PUBLIC HEALTH; COHSUMER H.EAl:TH PROTECTION, 535 WEST 
BI"Copy-"eIlO_, JEFFERSON, SPRIN~FIELO, ILLINOIS, U761! 00 NOT O~'u,at CEOLOCICAL/WATER 

I SURVEYS SECTION. 8E SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION; 

llLLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALnt GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

I WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT ~ ~ 
1. -rn:e of Well \J .A f) ~/' Address U D F< li ~L\fJ vi \ \0 fficiri 10. Property OWDer u~~~ ~ A~ ?Jr.' No . .....--_ 

a. I~_. Bored-,L. Hole Dlam.~.JD .. pepth...uLft. Driller JOS)j;) License rw.:. zti3d51 
:n 

Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes-x"'-No . 11. Permit No. ~~:h Date 
b'IDt~ven D~i~e Pip~ Diam. __ ' _in. ~pth __ ft. 12. Water from A"i4i.iJ1Oi 41< 13. CoantJ \ ~~. 
c. DnlltHl . FlDlShed In Drift . In Rock d th. It Se c21 I J... "it'l 

Tubular . Gravel Packed )(1 at ep -- to __ . c.; \ . 
d. I Grout; 14. Screen: Diam. in. Twp. \] TV 

(KINO) I'''OW (Fl.) TO (rt.) Length: __ ft. Slot Rqe. ~ 

2 Distance to Nearest: 
B~ilding Ft. Seepage Tile Field ______ _ 
C1ss Pool Sewer (non Cast iron} ____ _ 
Privy Sewer (Cast iron) __ -'-__ ~ 
~~tic Tank Barnyard ________ ~ 
L~aching Pit . Manure Piie. -r;t-:-

~ W,U furnishes water for humWI cons~pt~n? Yes~No_. __ 
4.. Wte well completed 9 ~ . 
5. P1nnanent Pump Installed? Yes __ Dcrte No~ 

Manufacturer Type Location ____ _ 

C~acity gpm. DXOth of Setting Ft. 
6. wtll Top ~aled? Yes No __ :1l'pe CdS+ jj'iiiJ 
7. P~Uess Adapter IR:t%led? Yes h No O-I'\H ( 

MWIufacturer ! cal 2..JL,. Model Number !,dIT _ -0 
Hbw rittQch~ to casing?_---,~-----~-------

B. W~ll Disinfected? Yes K No __ ----,.,. 
9. pbp WId Equipment Disinfected? Yes x: No ___ _ I . 

10. Pressure Tank Size gaL Type _'-_______ _ 
Location __________________________ ~ __ __ 

It W~er Sample Submitted? Yes No ___ _ 
REMARKS: 

I 
©©~)7 

I 
IDPH ".065 

" 1/741- KNB-l ... \ r--. _ . ...--.. ~ 

Elev. __ _ 
15. Casinq and L~r Pipe 

16. Size Hole below casinq: in. 

-.olf 
LOCATIO" "' 

ncTJO" PLAT 

;..Ie- NE N~ 

17. Static lenl ft. below ccminq top which is It. 
. above qround level. Pumping level ____ ft. ",hen pumpinq at~ 
qj>m for ____ hours. 

18. I'OlUlATION8 PASSED THROUGH 

(CONTINUE 0 WOCF;SSAR Y) 

THtCI:H ... DKPTH OF 
ItOT'fOM 

SIGNED ... L...t=11\.1!'4.l1 \ 1\.\LA4' I\J INS DATE 'J I '-' I 



.J 

SOURCE: WELL 

WATER SAMPLE DATA 
LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 224315 

OWNER: WALTER AND CAROL EZELL 
LOCATION: NORTH OF VILLA GROVE 

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN TOWNSHIP: 17N RANGE: 9E SECTION: 27.2A 
DATE COLLECTED: 06/27/91 DATE RECEIVED: 06/28/91 
WELL DEPTH (Ft.): 40. TEMPERATURE REPORTED (F): ND 
TREATMENT: NONE 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM KITCHEN SINK TAP. 

PARAMETER: 
==================== 
Iron (Total Fe): 
Manganese (Mn): 
Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesi um (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 
Ammonium (as NH4): 
Othe~ Parameters: 

Turbidity (Lab): 
Color: 

mg/L me/L 
======= ----------

ND 
ND 

0.04 
-0.01 
79.7 
30.7 
5.4 

-1 NTU 
-1 PCU 

3.98 
2.53 
0.23 
0.00 

Odor: NONE 
pH (in Lab): 
Specific Conductance: 

7.9 
ND uS/em 

PARAMETER: 
==================== 
Fluoride (F): 
Nitrate (as N03): 
Chloride (Cl): 
Sulfate (S04): 

mg/L 
------------

0.1 
1.1 

27.6 
94.6 

Alkalinity (as CaC03): 198 
Hardness (as CaC03): 325 
Total Diss. Minerals: 435 
Non-Volatile Organic Carbon 

(Dissolved, as C): ND 

me/L 
----------

0.01 
0.02 
0.78 
1.97 

3.96 
6.5 

CALCULATED VALUES: TDM = 358 mgj: 

Ion diff.: 
TDM diff.: 

Cation sum = 
(cation - Anion)= . 

(Res. - Calc.)= 

6.74 
0.01 

77 
Ion % 
TDM % 

Anion sum= 6.71 
difference= 0.1 % 
dif~erence= 19.4 % 

= Below detection limit (i.e. -1.0 = less than 1.0 mg/L) 
mg/L 
melL 
ND 

= milligrams per liter uS/em = microsiemens per centimeter 
= milliequivalents per liter 
= Not determined/Information not available 

IEPA Certified Environmental Laboratory, Number 100202 
Analyst: Lauren F. Sievers 

Assistant Chemist 

~@~)Y 

t 
/, ~ '""' /' - S c;...., ,;t. • ....,-~ ='.1..:::> --' 



Water Source: 

WATER SAMPLE 
REOUIRED INFORMATION 

PC! ;)0 k. W~ II Well depth: '-10 6 t 
(e.g. private wel~ pond, municipal well number, etc.) 

Location /77"/ ¢Q?wrr. t',Q /ou Jd= )e.e (L--\tncJorO eCl~Cir-S 
(in feet from each of two adjoining section lines, or m~ed on map) 

County: Cher(np 0...( ~ /! Township No.: J~1t ella ekange: q £Q:;,1" Section: d 7, '2 )1-
I i 

Owner: Wi1L.n:.\ ~ Cgy=Q1 E~<;.\\ Phone:(2/7) )3)- C;ot.,t 

Address: /)~2i.(Cc('Ll?i=rl2& 100 N ! 

t1()l>fJ 
Collected by: La Cj) L. f 1et I Date: b' 17- '1 / Time:-,-rJ~ __ _ 

, , 

Sample Collection Point: Kltc£..on ~l 0 Ie 
(e.g. Kilchen sink cold water tap, hydrant at well head, well depth, etc.) 

TreAtment? rv 0 Description: J~' 
(Yes or No) 

Send Report to: Name: Phone: I 1\, (~{ C" " 
(Other than or in addition to owner) <:. , 44 i< 

Ad~e": y 

REOUESTEDINFORMATION 

7 _~.r.:::::: ~,.: t:/,I ;2 
Date Drilled: Log: ~I;' F) :;> [' 

.~ (Thicknesses and depths dr formations encountered during drilling) 
Size hole: 40 h t. 9- If reduced, where and how much: ______________ _ 

Casing record: ? Screen record: _______________ _ 

Type of pump: C~:y.JJ ~ 
(Submersible, shallow/deep well jet, centrifugal, etc.) 

Distance and direction from potential pollution sources: [Andil'll i en,le S 0,. k>:n, 

e&..<) + 
~ 

Plumbing: Coffee t ~\o.sb(, 
(Materials, (.g., copper, galvanized, plastic, iron) 

Gas Presence: Previous analysis: _______ _ 
(Specific odor, other S)111ploms •• milky wnter, baryging pipes) 

Prior owners: C. L; 110, c 

\ 

Intended use: (.2 ou"'hl"\~ 
(e.g., routine domestic, drinking.wllier only, irrigalion, livestock (specify) watering, industrial, ctc.) 

Spccia I uscrs: __________________________________ _ 

-------J.;)G-5G-r..j·rt.i0n-0f-p.r.0,blc.m.J.co.m.m.c.n.ts:====_=~ _________________ -==~ ___ _,_ _ 

_ ••• A OmS/qn 01 rh,. ."'n· ""no" Op.Pilrrmcnr of Etlp.tqy and Narural Resources 
SA~IPLr: :-;0: 2-2 y ~ ( ) RECEIVED 

/ ' ~{' ~~ . ~:n-' / (/ ' . I ~A TE: J (.- / 
BY:!::::: CO "", . .q..-

'-)/ S.:,) 0-. ~ ~= 



_ INSTRUCTIONS ·lDRILLERS 

"""Cclpl- '. III. Dept ofPubCic HuItt! FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE 
Y"'OW~- •• IIContuCIoI DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, HEALTH PROTECTION, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH, 525 
Blue Copy I • .,10_. WEST JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER I SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

r
LLlNOlS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 
10. Property owoerJ sO C lALJJFc)/{t') Well No. ___ _ 

1. Tp-pe of Well I" Address g: [5.. t:f. 1 QI LL&. d go vg 
a! Dug __ . Bored /. Hole Diam.~in. Deptb~ft. Driller nose",! R Sra(Jr:1,j License No. r2tf'z.~ 00(£0 I V 

I Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes ~ No 11. Permit No. 00 <f { 9C, Date 7-/3 8 
b Driven . Drive Pipe Dimn. __ in. Depth __ It. 12. WGter hom ~Nt:2 l:C5 .f'AtJ€4-3. County c::!1'1;1 Ifff'?? I(D~ 
cl Drilled __ ~. Finished in Drift ____ . In Rod: d th Fo ..... tlo .. 18" 1- 5'2.' S 

Tubular __ _ Gravel Packed e.-/' 
dl Grout: 

(KIND) FROio! (Pl.) TO (Ft.) 

2. Distance to Nearest: 
I 
~uilding Ft. Seepage Tile Field _____ _ 
qess PooI ______ _ Sewer (non Cost iron) ____ _ 

RfiVY Sewer (Cast iron) 
pUc T JIlX Barnyard _________ _ 

eachinq Pit Manure Pile .., 
3. ~ell furnishes water for human consumption? Yes t7 No __ _ 
4. qate well completed ___ -"8~-..lo80t...i0a!..--_________ _ 
5. f1ermonent Pump Installed? Yes __ Dcrte No __ _ 

t.1anufacturer Type Location _____ _ 

Gopacity gpm. Depth of Setting Ft. 
6. ~ell Top Sealed? Yes ~o __ Type GdS"T :t/elliJ 
7. :pUess Adopter Installed? Yes ~ No 

f1anuiacturer M ts-\2-R Model Number l GAUktC, 
~ow attach~ to casing? ___ -LIv:::...::'"1::.wTi.-_________ _ 

8. ~ell Disinfeded? Yes No ___ _ 

9. ~ump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes No ___ _ 

10. Rl' res sure Tank Size gaL Type -------------l 
~occrtion ____________________________ ~ 

lL 'Yater Sample Subt;:itted? Yes No \ 

REMMKS: j \r . 31\}\ 

lDP.H '.065 I KNB:'l 

, d-6 S D JP I L ~ 8 2 - 0 1 2 6 

~~ ~ 'r .. 

f~' L . \ 
1. ·'4 \. 
~ :...1 '., • 

; 1'1 'Iii' • 

at ep __ to __ ft. ec. 

14. Screen: Diom. in. Twp. 
Length: __ ft. Slot Rge. ~II f Elev. 

15. Casing and Liner Pipe 

lUnd .nd Weicht From (rt.) I To (rt.) SHOW 
LOCATION IN 

BCCnOH PLAT 

wjSe,JJe. 

16. Size Hole ~low casing: in. 
17. Static level ___ fl. ~low casing top which is ft. 

above ground leveL Pumping level ___ ft. when pumping at __ _ 
gpm for ___ hours. 

18. PO RYA TIOHS PASSED THROUGH 

---0 P $01'-

THICItHltSS I DKPTH OF 
BOTTO .. 

L 

0' 

. (CONTINUE'ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARy) 

SIGNED W ~ eJ..J.~ DATE If- fifj 



~ 

I 1. . of Public Health 
Whjte, Pink Copies: 

Ye low Copy: Well Contractor 
Go den COpy: Well Owner Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD. ILLINOIS 62761 

Cl;.;,,},?, :1'1', 1P.'iNiA 
PtG1.!(; 'it/WI 

~ '~.~~ :'. 

J Type of .... ell 
a, Bored~ 

Buried Slab: 
Hole Diam.~4 in. 

. ~ ~~-\, } . .;", '*oo(,~1."'- (' I • ,~, 

O"th 3 f '-".0.1 i9
7 

_ .ft 
Yes,";/ No_ 

b, Oriven __ _ Drive Pipe Diam. in. 
c. Drill ed Finished in Drift V 

(KIND) FROM (Ft.) 
d. Grout: 

21' Well furnishes water for human consumption:; 
3. Date well drilled ,/- ;},,-'1J 

Permanent pump installed? Yes Date 
~lanufacturer 

Depth __ ft 
In Rock 
TO (Ft.) 

Yes v No __ --

No-L 
Type 

Location _____________________________________________ _ 

Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 
l' Well top sealed? Yes~ No__ Type CCLS-r :L:..CrT---. 

Manufacturer Q ,,-k"" y- Model No. I B ;4/Y} 
,

. Pitless adapter installed? Yes\! No 

How attached to casing?_r-~!LI~~~~T~ __________________ __ 
1- Well di si nfected? Yes V No __ 

1
· Pump and equi pment di si nfected Yes__ No __ 

(C? 
IMPORTANT NOnCE .--./@~ 

This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information Z;~ 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act ?5-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
00 Not Use Felt Pen 

I 
/ 

fL482-0126 ~ 
1'0 '1"Ci V 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9. DrillerfS~"DojJ..rW-e..11 O.-;) \;"'¥ license No.iO")..-003-]~1-S 
10. Well Site Address c..I<... ;J..ao/'J P/;,(o(V,lk_G-vov'L-

• j 
11. Property Owner:::! 0-£11'0 6-..I.+: -f i c.1< Well No . ____ _ 
12. Permit No_ is-I'='}- 95" Date Issued /() -;)S-'1[ 
13. Location: CountYC)'!0?1PC-""Lr'n ... sec.2:L,;J,Hg1 

Twp. 17-1/ 

Rge. q f. 

14. Water from ,,)j~ J. at depth i 0 ft 
15_ Casing nnd Liner Pipe to 

,--' 
IV ft 

piam.{in) Kind and Weight From (ft) To (ft) 

" 'f PV~ -;-f -1/ 

3 ( ., CoY'l C-Y"e;/ ~ - I I -sf' 

~--

16. Screen: Diam. __ in. Length __ in, Slot S;ze __ 

Show location 
;n secti on 

pl at 

NW, Nt,NG 

17. Size hole below casing ______ in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl. 
19. Static level __ ft below casing top which is __ ft. above 

ground level. Pumping level ft. pumping gpm for hours. 
20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of Depth of 

Top Bottom 

(31Q...t..~ D;v- t 0 '-L 

13}-~~ (1iD....J -:1. -(0 I 

( 
/:> S; <L,-, rl -/0 -13 

c;=: I, 0.. '-I J c,- y 
" -3F --/-.) 

I 

Continue on separate sheet if necessary. 

Signed IIe&2vI / ~ Da te / /- :J, 7 - 9 5 



I 
WATER WELL CONS~ 

'yrE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF 
!ELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

I. Type Of~ell a. Driven Well Casing diam. ___ in. Depth ft. 
b. Bored lVell Buried Slab f><1 Yes (] No 

Hole piameter !l.CLin to ~ft.; __ in. to ___ ft.; __ in. to ___ ft. 
c. Drilled tNell PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft. 

Hole Diameter in. (0 ft. in. (0 ft. in. to ft. 1--------
Tvoe orGNU! # of Bags Grout Weight From (ft.) To (ft. 

-Cf I -/0 

d. Drilled tell Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ J Yes [ J No 
Hole Dlameier __ in. to ___ fl. __ in. to ___ ft. __ 10. to ___ ft. 

Type of drout # of Bags GroutWeight From (ft.) To (ft.) Tremie Depth (ft.) 

I 
e. Well finished within txJ Unconsolidated Materials [ ] Bedrock 

I 
Kind of Oravcl Sand Pack 

I . 
2. Well Use /Xl Domestic [) Irrigation [] Commercial [] Livestock 

I ] Monitoring L ] Qther 
3 Date Well Completed 65/0'l/2OO{ Well Disinfected D<l Yes [ ] N~ 

Driller's +timated well yield gpm \ ( ~ 
4. Date Perm~nent Pump Installed <~© 
S. Pump Capacity gpm Set at (depth) ft. )~ 
6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacture:~&'JOX (;0.J 
7. Well Cap Tvpe and Manufacturer~""oL.J.~:r.L-~ ..... ~~)_~lVtI{8t_~I:=I!""-='-_____ _ 
8. Pressure Tank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air [ ] Yes [ ] No 
9. Pump Systdm Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No 

I 10. Name of P~mp Company __________________ _ 

, I. Pump Installer License # ______ _ 
.2. \ License# ______ _ 

Licensed prmp Contractor Signatur_e ______________ -'-__ 

lIinois Departrrent of Public Health 
)jvision of En1ironmental Health 
;25 W Jefferson SI. I COUNTi-~O :I",~~ ~! N"\II~IT\I ~'o.;'L~P..?;':'J 

J ;pringfield, IL h2761 

'<.. i ~ f.c. c::::,c., / DO NOT write on these lines 

MPORT ANT NGlTICE: This state agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to 
ccomplish "the stktutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
NFOR.MA TION rs MANDA TORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

I 
I 

·CTION REPORT 
Date ~~/Y.6NJ=· . \--l _ 

GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 

~fHtaJe. J. Hll)]£;' Well # ___ _ 

15. Name ofDrill~ Co. • 

16. Pennit No. -=-''1~ .--«....1-----::""'+---::-1..------
17. Date Drilling Started~~l.W.~~=-I---._ 
18. Well SITE address ~p..~-3~~""""""""'--.eeu!!OO'-L.!CL...-__ --::___=,.____=-
19. Township Name Land ID #n-J3-2Z-~-tn 
20. Subdivision Name Lot # ______ _ 

21. Location a. County t:BJ4Jt1PAllJJ 
b. Township 17iJ Range U Section ~ 

c.~ Quarter Il! Quarter ~ Quarter J./ 
d. Coordinates Site Elevation ft. (Illsl) 

22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information 

For Survey U!Ie 
- ~-.-- -~. - - ... - - - - -- , , - .-, .f Nc.. ~2.J -1--1 -/0 

3'" 1~i'A ~ -/0 -22-

(*)--~----~~--~~--~--~~~-----------------­
(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed) 

23. Water from ~ t /JAVEL at a depth of -10 n. to -IS ft. 

a. Static water level __ ft. below casing which is __ in. above ground 
b. Pumping level is __ ft. pumping __ gpm after pumping for hours 

From (ft.) To (ft.) 

-z. 

-zz. 

/02. - 1»3.725 
25. Licensed Water Well Contract~nature License Number 

(SEE REVERSE SlOE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



illinois Dep.rtmen~ ruoue .t1_nn 
WATER WELL CONS. LJcnON REPORT 

I 
iPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WTIH1N 30 DAYS OF 
ELL COMPTN AND SEND TO THE APPROPRlA TE HEALTH DEP ARTMEN1'. 

. TypeofWel\ a.. Driveo Well Casing diam. __ in. Depth .. ~ _~fl 
b. Bored 111 Buried Slab (¥'f Yes (] No 

Hole Ifameter ~in. to l?'oO ft.; ~in. to 53-o
ft.; __ in. to ___ ft. 

c. Drilled 1::' PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft. 
Hole DiT·._ter __ in. to ft. __ in. to ft. __ in. to ___ ft. 

~ • orB'~ 0,,", w:t F~t) To 1""j l\<mi. D9!th (It) 

Mi7-s~1 \5 I =iSO, I nt. 1'":1, MIA: I 
I 

d. Drnled 'fell Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ] Yes [ ] No 
Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to ft. in. to ft. 

eocdrou-I-#OfOU.S Grout-:::t Fromm.) Tofft.) T=O!h({t. 

t ] Bedrock 

2. Well Usel(vf Domestic (] Irrigation (] Commercial [] Livestq6lc.......: 
[ ] Monitoring () Other Ii"'"""" 

3.DateWellCompleted 05 2.0/08 Well Disinfected [~Yes [ ] 
Driller'~ estimated well yield SO ... gpm 

4. Date Permanent Pump Installed. _______ _ 
S. Pump Ca~acity gpm Set at (depth) ft. 

co 
c::> 
c::> 
C"J 

= 
:z 
=> --, 

6. Pitless AEiapter Model and Manufacturer ~ 
7. WeO Ca~Type and Manufacturer 1'1lcn\~bs&/l3at:.J:R (<.a6r iiit> 
8. Pressure fank Working Cycle gals. 

..... 
edt) 
~f5 

..0 .~ 
~O 

~..c 
6l:,.!'" 

'@ ... 
0 .. 1. 
8 u m--
..c ..c 
U;:1 

CL 

9. Pump S~tem Disinfected ( ] Yes [ ) No 
lo.NameofrumpCo~~y ______________________________ -==--------------~ 

Date MA'i S, ~4:=-OOB 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 
13. Property Owner c'a.l 'Q&c)"'" WeU # _.Ll -.,-__ _ 
14. Driller :t04f\ £14:'+WC- License # ca%-(X:)Sz~%. 
15. Name ofDJilling Co. g .......... l4 .. '"'Ptt.ali ... Cotr.p 
16. PennitNo. 19 - U -oS bate Issued 04104/oB 
17. Date Drilling Started o~/lq /Q8 
18. Well SITE address rs''''CC.ZCOtl -Tc\onc>'11 <D18ac 
19. Township Name GCi~awd.a.i • Land ID #Q8·33-21·2LP""~1 
20. Subdivision Natne N/A Lot # -H/A 
21. Location a. County ~l'lJ"~"H 

b. Township n Ii Range 9<t. Section -,Ze=...a.7 __ 

c.~ Quarter ~Quarter ~ Quarter ~ H 
d. Coordinates $54' '!QN. Site Elevation ~.ft. (ms\) 

O~JO'o&tpl 
22. Casings, Liners· and Screen InfoITnation 

- -- . 

For Survey Ute 

~ F"'~ 40. Y!(.e W'kI~ Nt!\ I' - ACa~ 14- - ~L 

(*)--~----~~--~----~~~~~----------------(Ust reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals Installed) 

23. Water from !)QNA.t6 .... ,,&latadepthof 4'.0 ft. to 53.a ft. 
L Static water level ~ it. below Ca5lng which is ~in. above ground 
h. Pwnping level is Jh.9ft. pumping .J.C.Lgpm after pumping for A&hours 

II. Pump Installer License # ~ 

12,. ! License # n~~ ~:a:btQs -6M, rno:V Y."8·IiI;-~tId 'tC9&111V!t.1.I ,,-~.~ I C6Rt9 
Licensl Pump Contractor Signature \~Q:dJ~ t='.,. Ii 04~~ "~';.A.~ · >' =.. :S~.(; b.n 

Illinois Depo/tIllent of Public Health ~ \\ /7 
Divisim of Environmental Health if 
525 W. JetfJrson St. 
Springlield'fL 62761 . . ' 

'( ~ib 'b ~ 'I tl DO NOT wnte on these hnes ~(r:i\ f.VlDJ7 (If dry b,;e. ~ ~t log and ind~a!1 h01iYhole was sealed.) 

IMPORTANT NOnCE: This state agency is requesting disclasure of information thaI is nec~nv.lJlJ LJ\j{@{15l ~6L- »1 ... :>tZ~-"-' pcIZ -aoSz4 2-
accomplish uk statutory purpose u outlined under Public Act 3S"()863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS - -. 25. Ueensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number 
lNFORMA ljtON IS MANDATORY. This fQrn'l his been t.pproved by the Forms Management Center. 

! SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



" 

.. nll.e~OI rill" \...v..,.~, .. 
Ill. U of Public Health 

Yello l /y: Well Contractor 
Golden Copy: Well Owner 

,~' p~;"':l ~ !~i'5~ 
We.il Construction Rep,ort 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
. SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

1. Tfjpe of Well II 

~
. Bored~ Hole Diam~in. 

Buried Slab: Yes~ No_ 
. Driven__ Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. 

9' Drilled Finished in Drift 
I (KINO) : I FROM (Ft.) 

Oepth~~ 

d.Gcou" E u; 
,~ : 

-"J 
<~.;, ~ 

2. 1", fu,nishes w.t" f., hum.n ,.n'umptl.n' 
3. pate well drilled (P-:;J2-9y 

Yes C/'" No __ 

4. fermanent pump installed? Yes Date, ____________ __ No __ 

~
anufacturer Type 
ocation ____________________________________________ ~ ____ _ 

rapacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 
5. /Well top sealed? Yes No__ Type'_~ ____ ~ __ _ 

6. !Pitless adapter installed? Yes __ _ No_~ 
Manufacturer Hodel No. _____ -'--__ _ 
How attached to casing? _______________________________ ~ ____ _ 

7'lwe11 disinfected? Yes No 

~ 
4 
:i:. 

1 :~j 

;; 
,.! j 
'';,l ~ 

,,;. 

., ~f' ·~t 

. \1 

9. 
10. 

:1: 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

11. Property Owner~h9::'U;W4,<..p~ v Well No. 
12. Perinh No./9.;s;.:?:'9y~ate Issuedt..-/9-;-9V 
13. Loc~t;on: Count~ 

, ~~ 

Sec. ;22..:.3tJ 
TwP'~ I I I I 
Rge . .££ 

'4. "'.t .• ;; from at depth n 
~5. Casing and Liner Pipe to ft Show location 

Kind and Weight From (ft)\ To (ft)\ in section 
plat 

/ I Nt::, N.v.I,"';;'£ 

:~;~! 
;: '.~ I I i-oJ I ~. £. . 

=:t:1. IZmJbEi<S -..5u...e 
. :~ \ 

16. Scr~lm: .Diam. __ in, Length __ in. Slot Size_' _ 
17. Siz~trho1e below casing __ in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl. 
19. Static leve1 __ ft be1o ..... casing top which is __ ft. above 

ground level. Pumping level __ ft. pumping gpm for hours. 
O. E~rth Materials Passed Through I Depth of I Depth of1 

:: . -: : ,-~ I Top Bottom 

B. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes __ 

((;;©~'; I~' ~ ~. =k I -

This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information' 'W IMPORTANT NOTICE 

No __ -&-- ~I 

.-:Z I /rY 
/5" I '10' 

that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as. • 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 

the Forms Management Center. 

I PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
Do Not Use Felt Pen 

I 482-0126 / 
J, ' ,\ 

,. 
;; 
, <. 

-.;.,. "H 

"i" 
{ ~~'~,; 

. ,,~~ 

.. ~ 
1 

'/0 1 r-Q/ 

Continue,on separat~ sheet if necessary. 

Signed'1IQ~ Date &:~/- 91 



I 
Illinois Department of Public Health 

WATER WELL CONS-'-11CTION REPORT 

YPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYSDF 
Date ~t,l~ ~ ..... ,2..A::>3 

GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD ELL COMPLEfION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

i. Type of wlell a. Driven Well Casing diam. ___ in. Depth ft. 
13. Property Owner Lyle i ANNA (,,,st Well # ~. __ '--
14. Driller T<>dd 4IK.i.",II#£ License # .Dsz-0C>62.4Z. 

bBoredvfellBuriedSlab [vjYes []No 
Hole qiameter __ in. to ___ ft.; __ in. to ___ ft.; __ in. to ___ ft. 

c Drilled 'fell PVC casing Formalion packer set at depth of ft. 
Hole Dlreter ~m to ~ft __ in. to ___ ft. in. to ___ ft. 

Type ofGrpul # of Bags Grout Weij1;ht From (ft.) To (ft.) 

15. Name of Drilling Co. 17::::lo\d5 J..)LIJ De.,;II;~. 
16. Permit No. /9 /4"] LQ~ Date~ssued'~(J-LdLa3 __ 
17. Date Drilling Started Q(P /;U. /0:3 
18. Well SITE address /5u2, ~ t:! R 2a::>AL. 
19. Township Name - CR.,'u/Wdw Lalld ID #~o/4 

:N.Y;CQp)..., <f'detlwN: \5 75:') Ib5 1 9.501 10,50 1 "'IAt 20. Subdivision Name __ .oA1u.OI:.=.. _______ _ 
I I I 211 Location a. County c:!..hAt*;P""'..,~/~7""'N"----

Lot# _____ _ 

e. 

] Yes [ ] No 
in.to __ ft. <=­c:: 

r-
1-' 

o 
N = = c.o 

b. Township I7N Range 9 c Section ~ 

I c.~ Quarter J:J..!6L Quarter J::JL Quarter '¥-If 
~ d. Coordinates Site Elevation __ ft. (msl) 

n22. Casings, Liners· and Screen Information 
m 
<:r=~~~=r~~==~~===r~~=-~ 

rn 
CJ~=-~~--~~~~~~~~~ 

m--.1_ --
.... _.-!-.. _- . . . 

=rt~~lm 
For Survey U!e 

I I {*) __ ~~ __ ~~ __ --~------__ ---------------------------
2 Well Use t /.D est c [] I . t· ] C . I ] L' k (List reason for liner, type or upper and lower seals installed) 

vJ I om I rnga Ion ommercla Ivestoc 
[ ] Monitoring [ ] Other d . 

3 Date Well Completed Ql.plz<"/o3 Well Disinfected [vrYes [ ]No 23.W~terfrom ~<&-LAVGI a~adep~hof 52:0 ft. to ~ 
Driller's stlmated well yield;O gpm a. StatIc .water lev:I .8.:.3.. ft. belO\,:, casmg wInch IS .L.-3-1l1. above ground 

4 Date Pe~anent Pump Installed b. Pumpmg level IS ___ ft. pumpmg ___ gpm after pumping for 

5. Pump Ca~city gpm Set at (depth) ft. 

~@~ ,R'·,C''''I- ..,..'" ."";;' ""~ 6. Pit1ess AdjlPter Model and Manufacturer _______ --;-__ ,--_--,_ 

7. Well Cap f!'ype and Manufacturer &4.c /mm,:I41(, (CA~J ,.~ 
8. Pressure lank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air [ ) Yes [ ] No 
9. Pump System Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No 

10. Name of 1ump Company __________________ _ 

11. Pump Ins~lIer License # 
12. I License #-------

LieensedlPump Contractor Signature 

---~ac~a=~~-=~~~~~~~/~ 

ri~~i;f~~t~~~,~:~l~,~:~lth [;;.~J 
. Qj '?j~~~t;~/ DO NOT write on these lines 

24. li\tIl:,;:'''.rl.1" 
/Z. C:rUy .... ~~" _-,-

(If dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed) 

4·;:> o . (l~)L-.-r-_ 

25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number 

hours 

ft 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This stite Ygency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to 
accomplish th~ statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
INFORMA nlN IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. (SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



WhiteCopy.J ,. -.,--- liN' f\VV 'l\,In", 'v "'r' ....... "-"" 
III. Dept. ~P _ .ic Health FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES-, _J AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE OE-

Yellow Copyj-Well Contra<;tor PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 616, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, 
BlueCoPY-f/eIIOwner ILLINOIS, 62706. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL /WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO 

1/67 

1 
PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

IL INOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 

L Typ~ of Well r.t. I I[ 
a. qug __ . Bored Hole Diam. ~in. DepthlP 71 it: 

SUrb material Buried Slab: Yes No __ _ 
b. qriven Drive Pipe Diam. ___ in. Depth ___ ft. 
c. qrilled~ Finished in Drift V . In Rock ___ . 

~ubular ~ Gravel Packed ___ _ 
d. Grout: 

(KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO eFt.) 

2. Dis~nce to Nearest: 
BUifing Ft. Seepage Tile Field _____ _ 
Cess Pool Sewer (non Cast iron) ____ _ 

Pdt Sewer (Cast iron) 
Sep~c Tank Barnyard _________ _ 
Leaching Pit Manure Pile ________ _ 

3. Is w:\!ater from this well to be used for human consumption? 

Yes \./ No "0 
4. Date well completed I ('1 q 

I ' 
5. Penranent Pump wtalled? Yes V 

ManWacturer {"1/{ 'I € 1 ,c) Type 

Capbcity gpm. Depth of setting 
I > 

6. Well Top Sealed? Yes ) / No _____ _ 

7. Pitl~ss Adaptor Installed? Y;s No __ V-'--_' __ _ 

No , 
rp fA') -C Jc:-f If? II. "'\' u -' t \ ' ! 

I ft. 

8. Well Disinfected? Yes No to' 
9. Watlr Sample Submitted? Yes ,/ No _____ _ 

REMARL Iili q I S [I» t(O :;P-

cr;;(Qj[pJw 
V 9qq<q 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD 

I I 10. 
I Il­
I 
I 
J 
I 12. 
I 
I 
I 14. 
I 
I 
I 

Dept. Mines and Minerals permit No, ;J ,/ 1 Year ___ _ 
Property own~rJQ}ll! {Z. 14./; II raN tC'-j Well No. _____ _ 

Address VI lId b R.oV E:.. 
Driller v(J/111':::.i 1 U S>O V,, License No. ______ _ 
Water from 13. Coun.ty _______ _ 

Fonn~»on _ _-

at depth(oO to (Q7"~L Sec.Z {.SA.. 
Screen: D,iam. 7-- in., 0 Twp. nAJ 

r7,11I 1_ ~p, 
Length: _:J_t>_' ft. Slot u? Rng. ~1-

Elev.C;;; -Y~ 
I 15. Casing and Liner Pipe m 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Dlam. (in.) Kind and Wel\:ht From (Ft.) To (Ft,) J SHOW 
LOCATION IN 

SECTION PLAT 

I 16. 
I I 17. 

1/~?dO 

18. 

~ 7/· f 
, lr-)e. :7 fot( , 

Size Hole belo~ casing: in. J;''("C \\ \. ell! ('I' ,. ~,\ \ c ,J C \ 

Static level V,' ft. bel&w.--e:.asing-iOfl-Y'Lhis:;h is .~ ft. 
above ground leveL Pumping level ___ ft. when pumping at __ _ 
gpm for ___ hours. 

FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS DEPTH OF 
BOTTOM 

~ '\ ->Dl I I 
\-(el(OL-U C,·\a\.\ -/ \.-7 

(J 

Yelk)lU Sd\l\d L( 12-
13 ILAC C \ c'l' -\ -20 7'2 ) .....-

'5' a~" d .-..1 I 33 
f3 (lAC. C Ia.'-l S CI V' a v E:. \ 1/ 

r -.~.,. 

.L) 0 
C, .~ 
. .,..' -' 

-~\ \ \j \ &( a \.j 12 . ' 1 '5 7 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARy) (~'t'\)(' ,(~) , 
1" •• 
1 ~-' \ 

SIGNED . Jl, (;:<.\ /( Jlf/ ! (/'" ,",. ," DATE ' .. ' :\ () I I .. I ~ 

I' "\ 
; ("7rJ$') 

. / 

f 



/ yJ 
WELL DATAC:// 

City G ,hit' £, /mt'[ c'/ £q.rorV"tnCounty Chc2kn,t2<Zlyl7 

Section ..2 Z' ~ ?/d Twp. .I Z ;\1 Range __ .+9'---"=£"'---____ _ 
Location (in feet from section corner) ~aQ t Ill; len';"- e/' ,rE Cor .elf ~ 

;~~~~'-~~~~~~:~·ot --::~'- (:.=,.,.-., /' /:~ /<,( -;C1 -;() 

Owner 0 flo A4 Hen rtf - Address ,,' v/II"l C Coc":" 
/ 

Authority M,.-.r 0 1112 b3f Address _______ .:..:-______ _ 

Contractor_ ~cya.. }d./;' ~a tz2,Ct:?o Address, ______ H'--'--'7-'-..C.!w"-o""'o"d""--_______ _ 

Date dug, bored, drilled ,/Zt.:!;, 194C Sea level elevation pump base ______ _ 
I i j/" / n ,,) / 

Sea level elevation ground . \0 1-') Depth c< '7 b" Log->.J. 02 i 0 -

ve;0;&, CAlf J- B , !/~w.fa: nd g- 12, DIke C!q V 12 32 T ~ /.,/ ./ r ~ '. 
,Saoa'" ,i2- 13 ,b.0G CI4~t/ If 't?cq.vtAl .9.3- 50 J ,S'and,£, ocq,ye./ <£,0-5"7 

? .., ~ ;r ~ ./ 

,.so it blue' cky j-Z-: £0 >' Coar.re ,rand GQ~ v?--Z3.---'· 

w?!!td pelnt of waf,,.. "",.. 3:2r?[3'i1 Aquifer ,S'9:=d /ret......, £'0 '(7~ 
Were drill cuttings saved Where fileu,d ____________ _ 

Size hole at top If reduced, where and how much ____________ _ 

Casing record and materiall... _ ..... 3«..-,!/_z' ___ --'"t{<-..<.1-_,"_·· ___________________ _ 

Screen make Ckty,Lan d1nek-$' Type Materi""aJ1-____ -.,-___ _ 

Screen diameter 2 1/ Length S' I t:: 1/ Slot opening i:::t CO ;;9' q '9" e . 

Static water level was 8 I at end of hours quiet period 

on\(date) . Pumpir!g water level was after 
_____ hours pumping at a rate of g.p.m. on ____________ _ 

, (k~) 

Reference point for .above measUIements __ ..\.C;r::..I.c,J;t2.::.Jv"'-'..,~d~..l.,.LrJCV:.Lr~I.:':!!~'.!:"::::~"-' ______ ~-....-...:._--

Can static water level be measured now Ala' How 74& 0;/ We II C;", r'~ r ¢: d 

Can pumping water level be measured now~ow ,-",'ih korth, 

Can discharge be measured now How, _____________ :---_ 

Influence on other wells l~' 

Length of air line below pump base Elev. of lower end '..,:. ....... JJ=?-, _ 

Size Material"::::::;'~ '\ 

How is lower end madL........-)L 
Pressure gauge size Malcc..e ___________________ _ 

Temperature of water at discharge Date, time. _____________ _ 

Water sample collected at (time) S','O'C' 8 M on(date) /Vl'J)/ 2 S 1'77'-/ 

after /L h-,,' n ~ pumping at rate of a.bovf- 3 g.p.m. 

Analysis No, Cf (,,:;-9 ~ 0 Location of sampling tap~ ,;.2 r-e f'Sp ce f- q !7:,.t:. 

Color ~ Odor ~ Gassy Turbidity ______ _ 

CO~ -- pH Was filtered sample collectedu......._...J..M-'--"'..:.... ___________ _ 

Purpose of usr 

Treatment 
r-erdrfed 

(M5679-2M--4-41) 

Corrosive to what. ____________ _ 

wn e. 
hard t..-vi..f-h ,h-r(/C), /1'''''''' 

u~2 
~...:> r-. \ C\ 0'\ '::\--'i" 
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White Copy L 
111. Oept~fF .fie Health 

Yellow Copt-Welf Contractor 
BI ue Copy 1 Well Owner 

INSTRUCTIONS TO ,ILLERS 

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESl ~~ AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE DE­
PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 616, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, sPRINGFIELD, 
ILLINOIS, 62706. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL !WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO 
PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

II.~_JNOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 

1. Type of Wel~ j-7 

a. tug_V_. Bored . Hole Diam. ___ in. Depth~ft. 
[urb material IJ;;;;;;J<. Buried Slab: Yes No ~ 
I 

b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. ___ in. Depth ___ ft. 
c. Drilled Finished in Drift . In Rock __ _ 

I 

Tubular Gravel Packed ___ _ 
d. Grout: 

i~) 
2. Distance to Nearest: 

I 

TO (Ft.) (KIND) FROM (Ft-) 

Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field _____ _ 
Ce* Pool Sewer (non Cast iron) 
Prity Sewer (Cast iron) _____ _ 
Septic Tank Barnyard _________ _ 
Ledching Pit Manure Pile ________ _ 

3. Is \~ater frowthis well to be used for human consumption? 
Ye, V No ___ _ 

4. Date well completed _________________ _ 

5. Perbanent Pwnp Installed? Yes V No !. :J ,. () 

Murlufacturer Type 19 (pC ) e/ . l ft, L 
Ca~acity gpm. Depth of setting / I ___ ft. 

6. Well Top Sealed? Yes No ~ 
7. Pit~ess Adaptor Installed? Yes No V 
8. Well Disinfected? Yes No ~/ 

! / 
9. watrr Sample Submitted? Yes No V 

REMARKS: 

CC@~)f 

\ ("'\~~,,~j(:-i 

1/67 

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD 

10. Dept. Mines and Miner9ls~rmit No. Year ___ _ 
ll. Property owner !fir -lit 1- cn~; de( - Well No. _____ _ 

Address 76)% $ P CO2 /~~ae eli jt1 
Driller --_. License No . .....,-_,...-____ _ 

12. :;~e:p::o_m-.- to 7q~"7;t 13 ~::;y7, ~tm/I-'1 "'. 
14. Screen: DlOm. - In. Twp. 17/V 

Length:...::::=n. Slot Rng. CJE. 
Elev.Ie5"2--

15. Casing and Liner Pipe 

Diam. (in.) Kind and Weight From (Ft.) To (Ft.) I 
30 Bnck 0 /Lj,7 1 

'------- ~.-.- - - .. -.---.---~ ---.. ~ .. -- --------

SHOW 
LOCATION IN 

SECTION PLAT 

16. Size Hole below casing: -- in. 
17. Static level 3,35"ft. below casing top which is ft. 

above ground level. Pumping level_' __ ft. when pumping at ~ 
gpm for":'=:'" hours. 

18. FOR~TIONS PASSED THROUGH 

~-----

~- .. -. 

-

- - . 

I 

- . -~. -

-- .- --.. ~--

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY) 

SIGNED tillt' / /1 / \~ 

/) r7 I .. 
/ /) C) 

DATE 

THICKNESS DEPTH OF 
BOTTOM 

IS 
. 

j l{ I /(0 ''/ ' 

i')/l 



j WELL CONSTIl-rCTION REPORT Date CYJs;..,..v-"-'''- 3 0) r::;"~_ 

lYPE OR PI{ 
FORM MUo/ BE COMPLETED WInnN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION 
AND SENTfO THE APPROPRIATE HEAL11I DEPARTMENT 

I. Date WeV Completed ·W~ 3 OJ /59'1 

2. Use: ~ pomestic []Irrigation [J Commercial [] Uvestock 

[ ] t-f0nitorlng [ ] Other _______________ _ 

3. Type of }Veil: 

ft. a. Borell Well: Hole Diameter Sf (. in. Depth 3.:s 
Casulg Diameter <3 G, in. Buried Slab: l>fYes []No 

b. Driv!: Well: Drive Pipe Diameter in. Depth ft. 

c. Drill~ Well: Well Diameter ~. Depth ft. 
Casing Diameter in. Type Joint, ___ _ 

Casing GroJt: 

I 
Oversized 

Drill Hole(In) From(ft) To(m 
;-{b (p P I(.,--~ "'f.6" -10 -ti 

I u 

I 
.- L __ .... __ -_ .. _.-

FiniSh!' In: Unconsolidated N Gravel Pack: NY'es []No 

Rock l ] Grain Size f3 LLc..iCJ l,tJl 
4. Well Dijinfected? J;x3Yes []No , 
5. Date Peprument Pump lnstalled _______________ _ 

6. Ucens; Pump Contractor __________ -,-______ _ 

Ucense rumber 

7. Pitless t.daPter'Installed? p5)Ye; [ ]No . , 

Manufacturer -~ X ~:4' h...Jjj Model BPI 0 X 
AttachJ to Casing ~ How? [] Screwer On [] Welded W Compression 

3. Type 01 Well Cap CO->S'T "'I, y~ 
9. Tank ~orking Cycle gallons Captive Air: []Yes. [ ]No 

10. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? []Yes []No 

I " 
General Cdrnrnents: (If dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed.) 

illinois De~artment of Public Health /") t 
Oiv.isioll of Environmental Health .. 525 W. ;'~ff~rson C·O t .. -;?5l18' ="". 

Spnngfield, IL 62761 "\"3;0 <\:l. U .. . -= 
I 0 ~\, " 

IMPORTANT NOTICE. This State Agency is requestfug disclosure of information that is neciSsaIy to 
accomrlish uie statutory pwpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosure of this information 
is mandatoryi This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

IL 482-0126 Printed by Autborityofthe Sbte ofIlliD<U P.O. PR:r30301446.5M 6/98 

I 

GEOLOGICAL AND·W ATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 

II. Permit Number f q - 0 J J - q l' Date Issued 3 ,- ;;;L 1 - '7 '1 
12. Property Owner:£ by 1/ .. s t(/ i /11 ~:.5 Well fI _____ _ 

,13. Dril~ingCompany Name f?.:vt nO j Js C1.iC 1/;]) v,' J: " VI t -+hL' 

14. Nanie of Person who drilled the well R-ev," h {/, LP ... Y ..... :::j 
15. Well Site Address /$' '4 F e..C~-t-1T~ /:.J.. (00 AI /t!..,: II C'- ~ vav L. I 
16. 1'wnsbp Name e. lr .. -tt e.nJt.'('-.....- r / Land IDfl0J' -3 3 - ;;"7 .. 30o-~ 
17. Subdivision Name • D.'t Lot Elevation, ft. 

18. Location: CntyC~Q; '1 h.,... Sect d..-J Twns~ l7K Range q t: 
;) w Quarter of the .s E Quarter of the ..) ~ Quarter 

19. ~ing and Liner Pipe: 20. Screen: 

Dia Diameter in. 

(., " .9.1 Length __ ft. 

3 (; " Slot Size ___ _ 

Material, _____ _ 

21. Water from SIYr, d atdepth 10ft. to !'f ft. 

22. Static Level __ _ 

Pumping Level ft. 

. Materials Passed Throu 

B (Q.c...IC d. ,- \-, 
B r I:) ~-o:.tDvV I -;;L I -10 
SG--n~ I -/0 I-~/i 

Qr-O-j c.J v_y I -1.Lf \- 3..5 
( 

I~ 
"L::(n,~~ 
'-..-/~LC-!. \\::? 

u 

Continue on back of sheet if necessary 

/~.\. 'I 'CT -', 
/~'f,,\-:'-\ L~' " ',::--.,. 

... '.<, .. ,\' ..... 
/~f~·~) 

i/,;' 
" '-.,I' 

'/~t) 
1: -. 

t: ',1 
(l'" ,-.'1 
~ .. ' ~.'" 

'.-J~~ 
r I:':; . i.- I if' \:-.!. 

;\ 
,".\ 
L~ 

;~=l 
=--l \;- '. '1 '~,~. . '.Jj} \. "f" '. -.:--.." ~ 1:.~ r"' ........ ~~ \ .~ '\. ~-~I'~ " ---'i::-\~ ,,' r " ~ '.,['- -i, 

"~~)l ')_ . ('\\ ~~~~ 
~~~:Gl.BUl-~~· 

..... "~/,~ 
Licensed Contractor Signature 

/ 0 d.-- 00.3 '1 '15 
Ucense Number 

11/9 

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDmONAL INFORMA nON) 



~ite \ Pink Copies: 
-I l11 Ipt. of Public Health 

vlr.11u, ... Copy: Well Contractor 
Gblden Copv: Well Owner Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

1. Type of Well 
a. Bored__ Hole Olam. __ 'n. 

Buried Slab: Yes No_ 
b. Driven__ Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. 
c. Drilled)( Finished ;n Drift--&- 4"\.~V)<"~ 

}u ••• ~( FROM (Ft.) ~~ ,,<;:.'-' . 
d. Grout: o 

m ti on1 h an consu p for urn :3 2 
Well furnishe~llweadtec 0;; D.to ,,/z:lType 

• 11 dn ? Yes -"=- ___ . 3. D. t. w. ,mp in, t.n .d. /d. S 

Yes~ No __ 

No __ 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9. Driller I-fgu.-.o JJ, IZ~}<.... license No./O.;:2.--{()J3--..3 7 
10 • Well Site Add res s,!;/~lu:Ku").e....::C:::.e.:;::;1-.1 .c.3~O.:::O_...v--:-_______ ~ __ 
11. Property Owner tr-IAb..... L}-'1 r.r~ Well No .--:--:L~r.:--
12. Permit No. /9 -72 - 024- Date Issued$/}L 
13. location: a County ~~J=11 

"- Rge.1e 
~:~~~ribtm 

14. Water frOlll ~Y1cl at depth 2-2:;J.. ft , 

15. Casing and Liner Pipe 
iam.(in) Kind and Weight 

(t4'O;% , 

to :;t~ft 
From (ft) To (ft) 

- ~--.-

Show locat.i.c 
in section 

pl at 

~u)1 1--1 W/ N 

4 Pom.n.nt p ~~ ft. 
. Han""t"" W,~.A I . ¥O 

f settlng ___________ __ L".U,n /S- gpm. D.pto ~, Typ. 

e.pmty 'Y .. ~ X N, ___ / W 11 top sealed.. talled? Yes~ Model 
5. e adapter 1ns& . ,e~ / 

6. Pitless r~ c.d-..-- .;C1e-t! ~ Y !{(J~ 
Manufacture tcaSing?,@ / I~ le~ ~ _____ _ 
How at~a~hedct:d? Yes-d- ~o Yes >'--No___ 0 )~~J VI;~ ~. 7 W.11 d",nto. t d"in,,,t. ~ v:::>I . d equlpmen 8. Pump an 

16. 
17. 
19. 

Screen: Diam.~in. Length~n. Slot Size~ 
Size hole below casing~in. 18. Ground flev. ft ms' 
Static 1eve1~t below cas~p which is ~ft. above 
ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for ~our' 

I 

20. £art:h Hater; a.l s Passed Through I Depth of , Depth of 

Top Bottom 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This Stat~ Agency is requesting disclosure of' information 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

IL482-0l26 

\) :::, '""' ::~ "\.,.\ ,-\ ~ 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
00 Not Use Felt Pen 

..P..?' 

Continue on separate sheet if necessary. 

~i9n'd 12 ~ dJ- o.t.~ 



.' "'Jo.-..- ..... ..... __ .__ __ _ ____ .... .... 

LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 235650 

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL 

WELL#: 
l,oCATlON: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN 
TOWNSHIP: 17N 

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD 
WELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE- COLLECTED: 8/1512008 
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 

AQ CODE: 

RANGE: 09E 
SECTION: 17 
PLOT: BG 

COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT. 
PAGE 3 OF 5. 

TREATMENT: 

PARAMETER Result Units meqlL PARAMETER Result Units meq/L 

Iron (Total Fe): 0.655 mgIL 
Potassium (K): 2.99 mgIL 0.08 

Calcium (Ca): 42.6 mgIL 2.13 

Magnesium (Mg): 19.7 mg/L 1.62 

Sodium (Na): 307 mg/L 13.35 

Aluminum (AI): 40 ugIL 

Arsenic (As): 6.99 ugIL 

Barium (Ba): 125 ug/L 

Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ugIL 

Boron (B): 203 ugIL 

Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L 

Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ugIL 

Manganese (Mn): 24 ugIL 
~, -Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L 

Zinc (Zn): 36 ugIL 

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 5.0 NTIJ 
Color (PCU): 22 peu 
pH (Lab): 7.92 
Odor: NONE 

Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 17.18 
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0!050 IPD= 

IDS: Calculated= 963 Difference(m-c)= .15.42 

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L = milligrams per liter 

ND = Not determinedlInformation not available 

Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/L 

Chloride (CI): 404 mg/L 

Nitrate (N03-N): < 0.07 mg/L 

Sulfate (304): < 0.31 mg/L 

©©~)y 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 291 

Silica (Si02): 10.8 

Hardness (as CaC03): 187 

Total Dissolved Solids: 978 

...- - .~,-< ---=::-1--;-" 

Major Anions Sum (meq/L): 
-0.14 RPD= 

RPD= 1.59 Ratio (mlc)= 

. I 
-'-" L.' ._ .,.-i, __ 

17.23 
0.29 
1.02 

hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) = 
hardness= 106.37 + 81.12 = 187.50 
ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L) 

mg/L 

mg/L 

mgIL 

mgIL 

0.00 

11.39 

0.00 

0.01 

5.82 

Qill9tft1.. "*5 .."....,. 4NQjlljfll,mJQI'PjIW~~~CJm'1O'ftIn~'l'aJIIn'~ 

PASS FAll., COMMENTS 0 
Tiolding Time: ~ 0 \ d.. q ~:t '] "') - () ? 
.<.PD: g] 0 -. . 
Transcription: 521_0 # ~ 
QA(Anions, pH,Alk,TDS): (Xl 0 :ffi·, ,.. !) ~OD8:::a:;v;14/ 

, 1"4 V V ~ Z 



,., r>... .... ..Lo~\.. ~.c...J.V.L.l ~J.... .v ... '""l.. .... ..{"l.. '<..t ... , '-<: _ ,A.. ... ~ .... ......... __ 

!. ~ "Rnl{ II T()PV c: ~ 7I1J1>[ V l\JTll\JfP:!:'l;" 2~:;{;3()T)Tm , r. ~nnr. 

1'·'",' • ...... ··-'-'·--',,'Jfl ""'--Jb' ' ... ?'m ......... j .... -' ..... -£ .•. f/,"\._r- U· "" 

SOURCE: PRlVATE WELL 

WELL#: 
T OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUNTY; CHAMPAIGN 
TOwNSHIP: 1111 -" 

OWNER: GLENN LmSTEAD 
\VELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 8115/2008 
DATE RECEIVED: 8115/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 

RANGE: 09E COMM:ENTS: SAlvfPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT. 
SECTION: 27 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: 

PARAMETER Result Units meqlL PARAMETER Result Units meq/L 

Iron (Total Fe): 
Potassium (K): 
Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesium (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 

Aluminum (Al): 

Arsenic (As): 
Barium (Ba): 

Beryllium (Be): 

Boron (B): 

Chromium (Cr): 

Copper (Cu): 
__ .fanganese (MnJ: 

.-iickel (Ni): 
Zinc (Zn): 

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 
Color (PCU): 
pH (Lab): 
Odor: 

< 

< 
< 

< 

0.651 
3.00 

42.3 
19.4 

306 

41 

7.30 
123 

0.55 
203 

5.8 
0.79 

24 

14 
37 

4.6 
22 
7.93 

NONE 

mg/L 
mg/L 
mg/L 
mgiL 
mg/L 

ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 

NTU 
PCU 

0.08 
2.11 
1.60 

13.31 

Fluoride (F): 

Chloride (CI): 

Nitrate (N03-N): 

Sulfate (304): 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 
Silica (Si02): . 

Hardness (as CaC03): 

Total Dissolved Solids: 

< 0.08 mg/L 

404 mg/L 

< 0.07 mg/L 

< 031 mg/L 

© @~)p 

293 

10.7 
186 

978 

.- ~ _. -_. - -1-" 
. :::~. 'j 

,--,," ~- -.~; ~.~~I 

mgfL 

rngIL 
rngIL 
rng/L 

0.00 

11.39 

0.00 

0.01 

5.86 

eji,r!! •..• 4 ,j,'T"""47 =-"'~'(l""7D 

Major Cations Sum (meglL): ]7.10 

Iou Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0.173 

TDS: Calculated= 962 Difference(m-c)= 

< """ Below detection limit (Le. < 1.0 '" less than 1.0) 

mglL = milligrams per liter 

ND = Not determinedlInformation not available 

Major Anions Sum (meqlL): 
IPD= -0.50 RPD= 

15.91 RPD= 1.64 Ratio (mle)= 

17.27 
1.00 
1.02 

hardness = (Ca mglL * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) = 
hardness = 105.62 + 79.89 = 185.51 
uglL = micrograms per Liter (1 mglL :.= 1000 uglL) 

PASS FAIL COMMENTS 
-Tolding Time: 

_..PD: 
fa 0 ~ A~ cl =!fl ~ ~ C-3 
E2J 0 ,'1/'. 

#4· --+l'al1SGr-iptiou: [gJ-r:::J • "_ '" ~ r!.. 'fdu,'U,.,o 
QA(Anions, pH,Alk,TDS): ~ 0 N 0\1 {) ~j f.l~W 



." 
VY.~.lLK ':>.'iJYLrLL J.JfLt.~ '-.!..~/'-.!.'- LU..L V.l'-.L J..r..~ 

T I nAT' I ..,... ....... '"'f"\,) rIll rn ..... ..,.... .... "?"Y' ...... ,..~-,..,. ........... -: .. ',. 

_'"1...~':"U.iJL: _ •. __ ...... __ -_ ... '-' ..... '- ____ - ..... _ __ _ " ...... ~, ........... _ ..... ~. _...iJ"-'-' ..... 

'3" .~'-:'Jl~-£1I3)I£r." "'J"lY·g...,.. .... --'~-·-- .. 7F"b'-ztT"'...,.rru:;'t-d'P"'irr· r---'-C'i""'"TYiD'-' rtr. ,f" -~ .", Q'j'J!'j'l\y-=;;rr,.:;" f< -,fI"'?7r .o:-c ---v -. 

SOURCE; PRlV ATE WELL 

WELL#: 
~'0CATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUKTY: CHAMPAlG!\ 
TOWNSHIP: lTh 
RANGE: 09E 

SECTION: 17 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATNLENT: SOFTENER 

PARAMETER 

Iron (fatal Fe): 
Potassium (K): 

Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesium (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 

Aluminum (Al): 
Arsenic (As): 

Barium (Ba): 

Beryllium (Be): 
Boron (B): 

Chromium (Cr): 
Copper (Cu): 

-, _fanganese (Mn): 

!'Hckel (Ni): 
Zinc (Zn): 

Turbidi1y (Lab, NTU): 

Colqr (pCU): 
pH (Lab): 

Odor: 

< 

< 

< 

< 

Result 

0,077 

1.30 
0.809 
0.339 

387 

6.1 

6.41 
1.5 
0.55 

201 

5.8 
6.2 

2.2 
14 
12 

2.3 
20 

8.01 
NONE 

Units 

mg/L 
mgIL 
mgIL 

mg/L 
mg/L 

ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ug/L 
ugIL 
ugIL 

NTU 
PCU 

meg/L 

0.03 
0,04 

0.03 
16.83 

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD 
'WELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008 
DATE RECEIVED: 811512008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM UNFILTERED 
KlTCHEN TAP, PAGE 4 OF 5, 

PARAMETER Result Units meqlL 

Fluoride (F): < 0,08 mg/L 0,00 

Chloride (CI): 402 mg/L 11.34 

Nitrate (N03-N): < 0,07 mgIL 0.00 

Sulfate (S04): < 0.31 mg/L om 

({;;((j)fPJv 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 292 rngIL 5.84 

Silica (Si02): 10.6 mgIL 

Hardness (as CaC03): 3 rngIL 

Total Dissolved Solids: 991 mg/L 

r- -. --. ...... -.':--.,~ 
, r. 'I - ,.' / 

,_._---' 
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Major Cations Stun (meqlL): 16.94 
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0.256 

IDS: Calculated= 978 Difference(m-c)= 

< "" Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L = milligrams per liter 

ND = Not determinediinformation not available 

Major Anions Sum (meqlL): 
IPD= ·0.75 RPD= 

13 ,04 RPD= 1.32 Ratio (mlc)= 

17.19 
1.50 
1.0] 

hardness = (ea mglL * 2.497) + (Mg rnglL * 4,118) = 
hardness = 2,02 + 1.40 = 3.42 
uglL = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L) 
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-')Iding Time: 
_J>D: 

PASS FAlL 

[RJ 0 
COM:MENTS 

Q d '-\ ':l. llr..rr~ .. - tl S 
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QA(Anions, pH,Alk,TDS): 
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SOURCE: PRIVATE V,TELL 

WELL#: 
J"OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUi'\TY: CHAMPAlG1\ 
TOWNSHIP: 171\ 
RANGE: on: 
SECTION: 27 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: SOFTENER,FIL TRA TION 

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD 
WELL DEPTH: 226.00 

DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008 

DATE RECEIVED: 8115/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM FILTERED 
KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 5 OF 5. 

PARAMETER Result Units meqlL PARAMETER Result Units meq/L 

Iron (Total Fe): < 0.0059 mglL Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/L 0.00 

Potassium (K): 0.141 mglL 0.00 Chloride (CI): 65.8 mg/L 1.86 
Calcium (Ca): 0.169 mgIL 
Magnesium (Mg): 0.080 mgIL 
Sodium (Na): 56.1 mgIL 

0.01 Nitrate (N03-N): < 0.07 mgiL 0.00 
0.01 

Sulfate (S04): 0.31 mg/L 0.01 < 
2.44 

< 6.1 uw,L Aluminum (Al): 1 .92 uw,L 
Arsenic (As): 2.0 uw,L 

Bm ... (Ba), 0.55 ugIL ~© 
B""I_ (B')' < 217 og/L \~, 0 lff::J, W Buro. (B), 5.8 og/L '/j"V 
Chromium (Cr): ~ 0 .79 uw,L 
Copper (Cu): < 1 .5 uWL 
\1anganese (Mn): 14 uw,L 

-; -:{jekel (Ni): ~ 7.3 uw,L 
Zinc (Zn): 

Turbidity (Lab. NTU): < 0.1 NTU 
PCU 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 23 .8 mglL 0,48 
Color (FCU): < 5 Silica (Si02): 1.54 mg/L 
pH (Lab): 6.76 
Odor: NONE 

Hardness (as CaC03): 

Total Dissolved Solids: 

< 1 mg/L 

133 mg/L 

(: r-'. ._ ~'-: ~:~-:~.). 
! - / \ ~- .~ " _ .. t ~.l 
........ -- ~---'--'-~~ 
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Major Carions Sum (meq/L): 2.46 
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= 0.112 

TDS: Calculated= 139 Difference(n:!-c)= 

< "" Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L = milligrams per liter 

ND ::= Not determinedlInforrnation not available 

IPD= 

-5.83 

, Major Anions ·Sum (meq/L): 
2.33 RPD= 

RPD= 4.29 Ratio (rn/c)= 

2.35 

4.65 
0.96 

hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mglL * 4.118) = 

hardness = 0.42 + 0.33 = 0.75 
ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L ::= 1000 uglL) 
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PASS FAIL 
'1:01ding Time: [gJ 0 

COMMENTS 

~ 'd.~~~'l':l- b'l 
2D: EJ 0 <) ~ 

Transcription: ~-D .;..f/ it 
QACAnions, pH,Alk,TDS): [5?J 0 ,,f)ct dc2Lf'/~ 
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• 

• 

• 

. Date: &/4-/'\ 
Case#: ~'t'>-~-" f ~B1--M-I' 

LAND EVALUATION AND SITE ASSESSMENT 
WORKSHEET 

Worksheet for calculating the total point value for the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
System. Refer to the Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment System manual for 
speclftc Instructions and definitions. C-etse a..S( 

I I. Land Evaluation Value --- ---- - .... - . -- (~I '1~ 
D. Site Assessment 

A. Agricultural Uses: 
c,..~ ,,~. "10 

1. Percentage of Area In Agricultural Uses wltbln one and one balf (1 ~) mlles of Site \e~ 
900/0 or more 18 
75% to 89% 16 
50% to 74% 12 
25% to 490" 8 
Less than 25% 0 

Z. Land Use Adjacent to Site 8 
All sides in Agricultural Use 18 18 

, 

I 

1 Side in Non-Agricultural Uses 16 
2 Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 12 
3 Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 8 
All Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 0 

3. Pereentate of Site In or Suitable for Agricultural Uses 10 ( 
75% to 100% 10 
59% to 74% 8 
25% to 49% 6 
10% to 24% 4 
0% to 9% 0 

B. Zoning and Prior Governmental Actions: 

1. Percentage orland zoned AGol, Agriculture, AGol, Agrlc:ulture and lor CR, Conservation-Rec:reation to 
I 

wltbln one-half (Ill) mlles of Site 
9O%ormorc 10 
75% to 89% 8 
50% to 74% 6 
25% to 49% 4 
Less than 25% 0 

2. Percentage of Site zoned AGo1, Agrlc:ulture, AGo2, Agric:ulture or CR, Conservatlon-Rec:reation to 
90% to 100% 10 
75% to 89010 8 
50% to 74% 6 
25% to 49% 4 
24% or less 0 

3. Have prior governmental actions committed site to development l? 
No 10 
Partially 6 
Yes 0 

(1) 
1?!?ql?n1n 



, . C. CompadbWtylImpact of Uses: 

1. Dlltuce from City or Vinage Corporate Limits 
I () 

More than 1.5 (l ~) miles 10 

• 1 to 1.49 miles 8 
.25 to .49 miles 6 
o to .49 miles 4 
Adjacent 0 

1. CompatibWty of proposed use and zonIng mange with surrounding Agricultural Uses i7 
Incompatible 10 
Somewhat Compatible 6 
Compatlble 0 

'---

D. Land Use Feasibility: 

• 1. Size of Site Feasible for Farming 2-
tOO acres or more 8 
40 to 99 acres 6 
20 to 39 acres 4 
5 to 19 acres 2 
Under 5 acres 0 

1. SoU LimItation. for Proposed Use and Proposed Zoning Change B 
Severe 10 
Moderate to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

3L Alternative Sites proposed on less produetlve land f> 
Yea 8 • No 0 

2! 
3b. Need for addltlonalland 

Vacant buildable land available 8 
Little buildable land remaining 0 

E. Existence of Infrastructure: 

1. AvaUabntty of Central Sewage System Ie) 
More than 1.5 (1 ~) miles 10 
.75 to 1.49 miles 8 
.50 to .74 miles 6 
.25 to .49 miles 4 
200 feet to .24 mites 2 
200 feet or less or on-site 0 I 

2. AvalJablllty of Central Water System 10 
More than 1.5 (1 ~) miles 10 
.75 to 1.49 miles 8 
.50 to .74 miles 6 
.25 to .49 miles 4 
200 feet to .24 miles 2 
200 feet or less or on-site 0 

3. Transportation 
/ v:> 

* Inadequate for planned Use and Proposed Rezoning. Site 10 \. beyond 1.5 (I ~) miles from City or Village Corporate Limits 
* Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning, Some 8 
Minor improvements required - site beyond 1.5 (I ~) miles 
from CityNiIlage Corporate Limits 
* Adequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning. site beyond 6 
1.5 (I ~) miles of CityNiJlage or Village Corporate Limits 
*InadCQuate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site within 4 

12/29/2010 



1,5 (1 ~) miles o/City or Village Corporate Limits 
·Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning. Some minor 2 
improvements required • site within 1,5 (1 ~) miles of CityNillage • Corporate Limits 
• Adequate for Planned Usc & Proposed Rezoning - site within 1,5 
(1 ~) miles ofCitylVillage Corporate Limits 0 

4. Dbtuce of site from fire protection service 
Not in fire protection district (FPD) 10 
In a FPD. but 1llOt'e than 5 miles from fire protection service 8 
2 ~ to S miles • volunteer 6 
o to 2.49 miles • volunteer 4 
2 ~ to 5 miles • paid 2 
o to 249 miles - paid 0 

• F. Environment Impact of Proposed Use and Zoning Change: 

1. Impact on FloodJDglDraioage 
Negative Impact 6 
SomcImpact 4 
Little or none with special desian or protective measures provided or required 2 
None 0 

l. Impact on blstorle, cultural, unique or Important vegetation areas, or 
other areas of ecological Importance 
Negative impact 6 
Some impact 4 
No Impact 0 

/" 
t&> 

0 

4" 

C) 

! 

! 
\ 
\ 

3. Impact on Recreation and open spaces 
Negative impact 6 
Somcimpact 4 • 
N~~ 0 (" 
Q~ i"""""t .i 

• 

No Impact 0 

4. Impact on Water Quality 
Severe 10 
Moderate to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

5. Impact on Water Supply 
Severe 10 
Moderate to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

- ... ~-.-. _ ... _ ..... -- _ ... -_ ... __ ._ ..... ~.-- ... - .... --.~--.----

Land Evaluation Total: 

Site Assessment Total: 

Total Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Point Value 
~ 

(3) 

Assessing a Site Where Proposed Agricultural Uses are to be Converted: 

220 - 300 
200 - 219 
180 -199 
179 or below 

Very High Rating for Protection 
High Rating for Protection 
Moderate Rating for Protection 
T ,ow Ratino (or ProtpI'tion 

0 

0 

&a So! ~ CJl!~ «. 
(petGi "f,l~ 

I 
78 
\ 1)1,. 

'2-to 

-
7~ 

1?2 --
2 .. 0 2:> 
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Attachment J. RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development 
Suitability 
Case 690-AM-ll PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4, 2011 

--.-~ .. ~ ..... - .... --

Factors Related To Proposed Site Is Most Similar To Which Common Condition: 
Development Suitability 

Worst Or Much More or Much Better Ideal or 
Nearly Worse Than Less Typical Than Nearly Ideal 
Worst Typical Condition1 Typical Condition1 

Condition1 Condition1 Condition1 

til 
~. 0 ~ 0 IJ 

Adequacy of RoadsL o;j 

Other Hazards 0 3 

Septic Suitability ~;j 

Effects on Drainage2 1~3 

Emergency Services ~3 

Effects OF Farms 1~3 

LESA Score 
1~3 

Availability of Water 0 3 

Environmental Concerns O;j 

Flood Hazard Status III 

NOTES 
1. All comparisons are to common Champaign County conditions. Typical conditions are not necessarily suitable 
for development. See the text. 

2. Also related to the finding on Compatibility With Surrounding Agriculture. See that discussion and rating. 

3. There is no difference in suitability of the Proposed Site for either the Proposed RRO or the Non-RRO 
Alternative. 

I 

I 



Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With 
Agriculture 
Case 690-AM-ll PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4, 2011 

Factors Related To Compared To The Non-RRO Alternative1
, 

Compatibility With Agriculture The Proposed RRO Development Would Have: 

MORE SAME LESS 
EFFECTS EFFECTS EFFECTS 

(Or Nearly Same) 

Land Conversion: 
By Ownership2 NEARLY SAME 

By Developmene NEARLY SAME 

Road Safety4 NEARLY SAME 

Effects ON Farms5 NEARLY SAME 

Drainage4 NEARLY SAME 

Land Evaluation Score NEARLY SAME 

NOTES 
1. The Non-RRO Alternative is a rough estimation by staff of the amount of development that may occur 
without RRO designation and includes considerations of feasibility and marketability. In Cases 689-AM-11 and 
690-AM-11 there will be no additional residences without the rezoning. 

2. Refers to the division of land that is suitable for farming into smaller tracts. Non-RRO Alternatives that would 
result in large tracts of land being divided into a number of 35 acre tracts are generally considered to have only a 
minor detrimental effect on production agriculture. 

3. Refers to the amount of land that is (more or less) actually developed. 

4. Also related to the finding on site suitability for rural residential development. The proposed RRO will add 
100% more traffic than the non-RRO alternative but the amount of traffic will not adversely affect road safety or 
farm traffic. 

5. Includes consideration of how much adjacent farming activity there is. Sites with fewer sides bordering farms 
will have less effect than if all sides border farms. 

I 

L--._ .. ~._ .. __ .. _ .. _ ... _ ... __ .. __ ... _ .... _ ... _ ... _ - _ ... - - _ ... _ .... -_ .. _ ...... _ ... _ ..... _ ..... _ ... __ .. _._ ... _ ..... _ ... __ .. -



PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

690-AM-ll 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE, 

FINDING OF FACT, 

AND 

FINAL DETERMINATION 

of 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

Final Detennination: {RECOMMEND ENACTMENT/ RECOMMEND DENIAL} 

Date: August 11, 2011 

Petitioners: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Shadwick 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to allow for the use of I single family residential lot in the CR 
Conservation Recreation Zoning District by adding the Rural Residential Overlay 
(RRO) Zoning District 



Case 690-AM-11 
Page 2 of 23 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

From the documents of record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing conducted on June 
16,2011, and August 11,2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. The petitioners Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Shadwick own the subject property. 

2. The subject property is an approximately 5.3 acre tract ofland that is located in the West Half of the 
North Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township and that is located 
approximately 2,000 feet west of the intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 and 
located on the south side of County Highway 16 (CR200N). 

*3. The subject property is not located within the one-and-a-half-mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of a 
municipality with zoning. 

*4. Regarding petitioner's comments on the petition: 

* A. 'W'hen asked on the petition what error in the present Ordinance is to be corrected by the 
proposed change, the petitioner stated the following: 
Zoning should be amended to RRO because the nature of the neighborhood has changed as 
there are at least 5 single family residences in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 on 
comparable in size and characteristic parcels. 

*B. When asked on the petition what other circumstances justify the rezoning the petitioner stated 
the following: 
There are adequate and convenient roads providing access to the property (RTE 130 and 
County Road 1600E) and access is with good visibility. Emergency services are available as 
the Villa Grove Fire Department is conveniently located 3.1 miles away. Two new homes 
would not have negative effect on nearby farming and the soil is not best prime farmland 
overall (the LESA Score of the land is much lower than the county average of 92 and no 
amount that was previously used for agriculture will be rezoned to RRO). 

*C. Additional comments made by the petitioner on the petition are the following: 
The wells in the area are capable of supplying adequate groundwater for normal household 
use. Drainage flows towards and through the natural waterway. The water does not flow 
onto any adjoining property, and any sump pump discharge will be diverted by the natural 
waterway. The site of the potential residence is above the BFE line. The parcel is not close 
to any man-made hazard and is relatively close to urbanized area (within 16 miles of 
Urbana). Finally, there are no concerns about wetlands, protected natural resources or 
habitat in this vicinity. 

5. Land use and zoning on the subject property and in the immediate vicinity are as follows: 
*A. Land to the north is zoned AG-l Agriculture and is farmland. 

B. Land to the East and West is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential. 
*= same as related Case 689-AM-11 



PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 690-AM-11 
Page 3 of 23 

*c. Land to the South is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential and 
agriculture and is proposed for a Heliport and Restricted Landing Area in Case 688-S-11. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE REQUIREMENTS FOR ESTABLISHING AN RRO DISTRICT 

6. Generally regarding relevant requirements from the Zoning Ordinance for establishing an RRO District: 
A. The Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District is an overlay zoning designation that is in 

addition to the pre-existing (underlying) rural zoning. An RRO is established using the basic 
rezoning procedure except that specific considerations are taken into account in approvals for 
rezoning to the RRO District. 

B. Paragraph 5A.3.C.l of the Zoning Ordinance requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to make two 
specific findings for RRO approval which are the following: 
(1) That the proposed site is or is not suitable for the development of the specified maximum 

number of residences; and 

(2) That the proposed residential development will or will not be compatible with 
surrounding agriculture. 

C. Paragraph 5 A.3 C.l of the Zoning Ordinance requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to consider 
the following factors in making the required findings: 
(1) Adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the site; 

(2) Effects on drainage both upstream and downstream; 

(3) The suitability ofthe site for onsite wastewater systems; 

(4) The availability of water supply to the site; 

(5) The availability of emergency services to the site; 

(6) The t100d hazard status of the site; 

(7) Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas or wildlife 
habitat; 

(8) The presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards; 

(9) Effects on nearby farmland and farm operations; 

(10) Effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed residential development; 

(11) The amount ofland to be converted from agricultural uses versus the number of dwelling 
uni ts to be accommodated; 

(12) The Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) score of the subject site; 



Case 690~AM-11 
Page 4 of 23 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE MAXIMUM ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT WITHOUT AN RRO 

7. Regarding the maximum number of new zoning lots that could be created out of the subject property 
without the authorization for the RRO Zoning District: 
* A. As amended on February 19,2004, by Ordinance No. 710 (Case 431-AT-03 Part A), the Zoning 

Ordinance requires establishment of an RRO District for subdivisions of any tract that existed on 
January 1, 1998, into more than three lots (whether at one time or in separate divisions) less than 
35 acres in area each (from a property larger than 50 acres) and/or subdivisions with new streets 
in the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts) except that parcels between 25 and 50 
acres may be divided into four parcels. 

*B. The subject property was divided out of an approximately 65.54 parcel (the parent tract) ofland 
in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township indicated in the January 1, 1998, 
Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official Tax Map (see attachment). 

*C. By July 1, 2005, that 65.54 acre parcel had been divided into a total of six different tax parcels 
each of which was less than 35 acres in area and one parcel that was larger than 35 acres (see 
attachment B). The last three lots less than 35 acres in area had been created in a Plat of Survey 
dated 5118/04 that was recorded on July 1,2005 (see attached).The attachment also illustrates 
that by March 7, 2008, zoning use permits had been authorized on three of the new small (less 
than 35 acre) lots, as follows: 
(1) Zoning Use Permit 65-01-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 6, 2001. 
(2) Zoning Use Permit 85-03-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 13,2003. 
(3) Zoning Use Permit 361-07-0IFP (floodplain development permit) was authorized on 

March 17,2008. The application for this Zoning Use Permit was received on December 
27,2007. 

*D. On December 26,2007, a Community Acknowledgement ofFill Form was submitted for the 
subject property by the owners at that time, Justin and Spring Harrison of Villa Grove. In a letter 
dated April 24, 2008, the Zoning Administrator informed the Harrisons that the subject property 
was unbuildable without a County Board approval of a Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) zoning 
map amendment. The letter also stated that the third lot created in the Plat of Survey was also 
not buildable without the RRO amendment and there was an enforcement action against the 
owner of that lot for unauthorized construction. The letter also explained that Phillip Jones, from 
whom the property had been purchased, had been informed of the Zoning Ordinance limit on the 
number of lots that could be created and what it meant for the division of the property long 
before the Plat of Survey was ever prepared. 

*E. There can be no dwelling constructed on the subject property without the requested RRO 
rezonmg. 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-Il 



PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE PROPOSED RRO DISTRICT 

Case 690~AM~11 
Page 5 of 23 

8. The plan that was received on April 29, 2011, in fulfillment of the Schematic Plan requirement indicates 
the following: 
A. There is one proposed buildable lot that is 5.3 acres in area. 

B. The RRO District is necessary for the proposed lot. 

C. The subject property has access to County Highway 16 (CR200N) and is located approximately 
2,000 feet west of the intersection with Illinois Route 130. 

D. The proposed lot meets or exceeds all of the minimum lot standards in the Zoning Ordinance. 

E. The subject property is in different ownership than the property in related case 689-AM-Il but 
the impacts of each case should be considered together since both lots require rezoning. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE SOILS ON THE PROPERTY 

9. A Section 22 Natural Resource Report was prepared for the subject property by the Champaign County 
Soil and Water Conservation District on February 8, 2008, and supplemental infonnation was provided 
on April 29, 2011. The types of soils and other site characteristics are as follows: 
A. The area covered by the Natural Resource Report prepared on February 8, 2008, appears to cover 

more area than the actual proposed lot, which might make some difference in the LE score and 
relative extents of the soil types on the subject property. Supplemental infonnation provided on 
April 29, 2011, indicates that the subject property is not best prime fannland overall. 

B. Regarding the soils on the subject property, their extents, and their relative values are as follows: 
(1) Approximately 2.63 acres (about 50%) of the subject property is soil map unit 3107 A 

Sawmill silty clay loam (fonnerly 402 Colo silty clay loam), 0 to 2% slopes. Sawmill soil 
generally covers the southern half of the property nearest the river. 

(2) Approximately 1.64 acres (about 31 %) of the subject property is soil map unit 134B 
Camden silt loam, 2% to 5% slopes. Camden soil is generally in the northern half of the 
property. 

(3) Approximately .83 acres (about 16%) of the subject property is soil map unit 152A 
Drummer silty clay loam, 0 to 2% slopes. Drummer soil is in the northeastern part of the 
subject property. 

(4) The rest of the subject property consists of very small areas of Kendall and Martinsville 
soils. 

B. The subject property is not Best Prime Fannland under the Champaign County Land Use 
Regulatory Policies, as follows: 
(1) Best Prime Fannland is identified by the Champaign County Land Use Regulatory 

Policies - Rural Districts as amended on November 20,2001, as any tract on which the 



Case 690-AM-11 
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

soil has an average Land Evaluation Factor of 85 or greater using relative values and 
procedures specified in the Champaign County, Illinois Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment System. 

(2) The Land Evaluation Worksheet in the Natural Resource Report indicates the overall 
Land Evaluation factor for the soils in the original Plat of Survey is 76 and based on the 
soil areas for the subject property indicated in the Phillip Jones Tract Soils Infonnation 
including soil infonnation for Sollers and Shadwick tracts, the overall Land Evaluation 
for the subject property is 78. 

C. Site specific concerns stated in the Section 22 report are the following: 
(1) The Drummer soil is subject to severe wetness. 

(2) The Drummer soil is also the general location of a surface drainageway that carries the 
f10w from a culvert under County Highway 16. This surface drainageway must be kept 
open. 

(3) Extra care should be taken to minimize soil erosion and sedimentation into the East 
Branch of the Embarras River on the south edge of the property. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE ADEQUACYAND SAFETY OF ROADS 

10. Regarding the adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the proposed RRO District: 
A. The Institute of Transportation Engineers publishes guidelines for estimating of trip generation 

from various types ofland uses in the reference handbook Trip Generation. Various statistical 
averages are reported for single family detached housing in Trip Generation and the average 
"weekday" traffic generation rate per dwelling unit is 9.55 average vehicle trip ends per dwelling 
unit. Trip Generation does not report any trip generation results for rural residential 
development. 

B. The Staff report Locational Considerations for Rural Residential Development in Champaign 
County, Illinois that led to the development of the RRO Amendment, incorporated an assumed 
rate of 10 average daily vehicle trip ends (ADT) per dwelling unit for rural residences. The 
assumption that each proposed dwelling is the source of 10 ADT is a standard assumption in the 
analysis of any proposed RRO. 

C. Based on the standard assumption that each proposed dwelling is the source of 10 ADT, the 
single residence in the requested RRO District is estimated to account for an increase of 
approximately 10 ADT in total, which is a 100% increase over the non-RRO alternative. The 
subject property and the property in related case 689-AM-ll should be considered together and 
both properties together are an increase of approximately 20ADT. 

D. The Illinois Department of Transportation's Manual of Admin is trati ve Policies of the Bureau of 
Local Roads and Streets are general design guidelines for local road construction using Motor 

*:::: same as related Case 689-AM-l1 
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Fuel Tax funding and relate traffic volume to recommended pavement width, shoulder width, 
and other design considerations. The Manual indicates the following pavement widths for the 
tollowing traffic volumes measured in Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 
(1) A local road with a pavement width of 16 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of no 

more than 150 vehicle trips. 

(2) A local road with a pavement width of 18 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of no 
more than 250 vehicle trips. 

(3) A local road with a pavement width of20 feet has a recommended maximum ADT 
between 250 and 400 vehicle trips. 

(4) A local road with a pavement width of22 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of 
more than 400 vehicle trips. 

E. The Illinois Department of Transportation's Manual of Administrative Policies of the Bureau of 
Local Roads and Streets general design guidelines also recommends that local roads with an 
ADT of 400 vehicle trips or less have a minimum shoulder width of two feet. 

F. The subject property is located on County Highway 16. The width of the pavement is 
approximately 22 feet. A special condition has been proposed to ensure that the driveway 
entrance is approved by the County Engineer. 

G. The Illinois Department of Transportation measures traffic on various roads throughout the 
County and determines the annual average 24-hour traffic volume for those roads and reports it 
as Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT). As indicated in a print out of IDOT traffic data 
included with the 8/4/11 Supplemental Memorandum, the most recent AADT data in the vicinity 
of the subject property is 750 AADT along CH16 (CR200N) where it passes the subject 
property. 

H. The relevant geometric standards for visibility are found in the Manual of Administrative 
Policies of the Bureau of Local Roads and Streets prepared by the Bureau of Local Roads and 
Streets of the Illinois Department of Transportation. Concerns are principally related to 
"minimum stopping sight distance". Design speed determines what the recommended distance is. 
There appear to be no visibility concerns related to the placement of the new street. 

I. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "nearly ideal" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the adequacy and safety of roads 
providing access because the subject property is located approximately 2,000 feet west of IL 130 
and appears to have adequate capacity. 
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GENERALLY REGARDING DRAINAGE 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

11. Regarding the effects of the proposed RRO District on drainage both upstream and downstream: 
A. The Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10,2011, was 

an attachment to the Preliminary Memorandum and describes the topography of the subject 
property as follows: 
(1) The subject property is Parcel "A" and the property in related Case 689-AM-l1 is Parcel 

loi·C". 

(2) The subject property varies in elevation from 655 feet to 648 feet mean sea level. 

(3) The subject property has a mounded area approximately 1 00 feet square located 120 feet 
south of the north property line (ROW ofCH16) at elevation 655 feet. The rest of the 
property has ground slope between 2% and 8% or steeper in the natural drainageway. 

(4) There is an existing natural drainageway along the east property line that drains to the 
river and all drainage from the subject property drains through the waterway. The 
waterway also drains the northern 100 feet of Parcel C and the intervening parcel. 

(5) The engineer has no knowledge of any specific proposals for onsite wastewater treatment 
and disposal systems and so there are no recommendations. 

(6) Any sump pump discharge could be diverted to the natural waterway and the quantity of 
discharge water will not impact the capacity or condition of the natural waterway. 

B. Staff evidence relevant to the drainage conditions on the subject property is as follows: 
(1) The topographic contours do not indicate any areas of significant storm water ponding on 

the subject property. 

(2) The Champaign County Zoning Ordinance does not contain a minimum required ground 
slope but 1 % is normally considered a minimum desirable ground slope for residential 
development. 

C. Overall, the proposed RRO District is comparable to "much better than typical" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the drainage effects on properties located 
both upstream and downstream because of the following: 
(1) The subject property has ground slope exceeding 2% in general. 

(2) The subject property does not drain over any adjacent property except for a portion of the 
natural drainageway that is on the adjacent property. 

*::::: same as related Case 689-AM-Il 
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GENERALLY REGARDING SUITABILITY OF THE SITE FOR ON SITE Jf'ASTEWATER SYSTEMS 

12. Regarding the suitability of the site for onsite wastewater systems: 
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A. The pamphlet Soil Potential Ratings for Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign County, 
illinois, is a report that indicates the relative potential of the various soils in Champaign County 
for use with subsurface soil absorption wastewater systems (septic tank leach fields). The 
pamphlet contains worksheets for 60 different soils that have potential ratings (indices) that 
range from 103 (very highest suitability) to 3 (the lowest suitability). The worksheets for the 
relevant soil types on the subject property were included with the Supplemental Memorandum 
dated August 4, 2011, and can be summarized as follows: 

(l) Camden silt loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes (map unit 134B), soil is rated as having "very 
high" suitability for subsurface soil absorption wastewater systems (septic tank leach 
fields) and requires no corrective measures. Camden soil is generally in the northern half 
of the property where a home would most likely be constructed. 

(2) Drummer silt loam (map unit I52A) has a low suitability for septic tank leach fields with 
a soil potential index of 53. Drummer has severe wetness problems due to low 
permeability and a high groundwater level. The typical corrective measures are fill, a 
large absorption field, or subsurface drainage improvements (underground drain tiles or 
curtain drains) to lower the groundwater level. Drummer soil makes up about 16% (about 
.83 acres) of the subject property. 

(3) Sawmill silty clay loam, 0-2% slopes, (map unit 3107 A; formerly Colo silty clay loam) 
has Very Low suitability for septic tarik leach fields with a soil potential index of 3. 
Sawmill has severe wetness problems due to a water table high enough to cause flooding 
(1 foot above to 2 feet deep) and moderate permeability. The typical corrective measure 
is subsurface drainage to lower groundwater levels. Sawmill soil makes up about 50% 
(2.63 acres) of the subject property. 

B. The subject property is comparable to "much better than typical" conditions for Champaign 
County because approximately 50% of the soils on the subject property have Very High 
suitability, as compared to the approximately 51 % of the entire County that has a Low Potential. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE AVAILABILITY OF GROUNDWATER AT THE SITE 

13. Regarding the availability of water supply to the site; 
A. The Staff report Locational Considerations and Issues for Rural Residential Development in 

Champaign County, Illinois included a map generally indicating the composite thickness of 
water bearing sand deposits in Champaign County. The map was an adaptation of a figure 
prepared by the Illinois State Geological Survey for the Landfill Site Identification Study for 
Champaign County. 

B. The subject property is located in an area with known limited bTfoundwater availability. 
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C. In a letter dated January 24,2008, that was included with the Supplemental Memorandum dated 
August 4,2011, Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State Water Survey Center 
for Groundwater Science stated the chances are fair to good for developing the necessary water 
supply at the subject property. 

D. The subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "more or less typical" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the availability of water supply. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE AVAILABILITY OF EMERGENCY SERVICES TO THE SITE 

14. Regarding the availability of emergency services to the site: 
A. The subject property is under contract with the Villa Grove Fire Protection Department and is 

located approximately 3.1 road miles from the Villa Grove station. The approximate travel time 
is less than 10 minutes. The Fire District Chief has been notified of this request for rezoning. 

B. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the availability of 
emergency services because the site is under contract with and located approximately 3.1 road 
miles from the Villa Grove fire station. 

GENERALLY REGARDING FLOOD HAZARD AND OTHER NATURAL OR MANMADE HAZARDS 

15. Regarding the f100d hazard status of the site: 
A. An excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 1708940275 B 

dated March 1, 1984, was included with the Preliminary Memorandum and indicates the entire 
subject property is within the mapped 1 OO-year f1oodplain. 

B. An excerpt from the Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping. Champaign 
County. Illinois by the Illinois State Water Survey (August 2002) was also included with the 
Preliminary Memorandum and indicates that the entire subject property is located within the 
100-year f100dplain and based on interpolation the base f100d elevation is approximately 654.5 
feet mean sea level at the subject property. 

C. The Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10,2011, was 
an attachment to the Preliminary Memorandum and indicates there is a mounded area 
approximately 100 feet square located 120 feet south of the north property line at elevation 655 
feet and one-half foot above the base f100d elevation. 

D. The Champaign County Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance allows construction in the 100-
year f100dplain regardless of depth below the base f100d elevation provided that proper measures 
are taken to minimize damage from f1ooding. However, the greater the depth below the base 
f100d elevation the more expensive are the minimum requirements to minimize damage from 
f1ooding. 

*== same as related Case 689-AM-l1 
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E. Overall, the proposed RRO District is comparable to "worst or nearly worst" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of flood hazard status because the entire no part of the subject 
property is in the mapped floodplain however there is pad of elevated ground that will make it 
easier to construct a home and partially mitigate this condition. 

16. Regarding the presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards, there are no known hazards in the 
vicinity and the location on a County Highway and proximity to a state highway should minimize the 
problems with weather related conditions. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are 
comparable to "nearly ideal" conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the 
presence of nearby natural or manmade hazards. 

GENERALLY REGARDING COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING AGRICULTURE AND THE EFFECTS OF NEARBY 
FARM OPERATIONS ON THE DEVELOPMENT 

17. Regarding the likely effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed development: 
A. Rough analysis of land use within a one-half mile radius of the subject property indicates the 

following: 
(1) Row crop production agriculture occupies a portion of the land area within the immediate 

vicinity of the proposed RRO District, but occurs on only one side of the proposed RRO 
and that is to the north and separated from the subject property by the right of way of 
CH16. 

(2) Row crop production produces noise, dust and odors that homeowners sometimes find 
objectionable. Farm operations may begin early and continue until well after dark 
exacerbating the impact of noise related to field work. 

B. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the effects of nearby 
farmland operations on the proposed development because the subject property is bordered on 
one side by row crop agriculture. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE (LESA) SCORE 

18. Regarding the LESA score of the proposed RRO District: 
A. The Champaign County, Illinois LESA system is a method of evaluating the viability of 

farmland for agricultural uses. The LESA system results in a score consisting of a Land 
Evaluation portion and a Site Assessment portion. The score indicates the degree of protection 
for agricultural uses on that particular site and the degrees of protection are as follows: 
(1) An overall score of 220 to 300 indicates a very high rating for protection of agriculture. 

(2) An overall score of 200 to 219 indicates a high rating for protection of agriculture. 

(3) An overall score of 180 to 199 indicates a moderate rating for protection of agriculture. 

(4) An overall score of 179 or lower indicates a low rating for protection of agriculture. 
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For comparison purposes, development on prime farmland soils but in close proximity to 
built up areas and urban services typically has scores between 180 and 200. 

B. The LESA worksheets are an attachment to the Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4, 
2011. The component and total scores are as follows: 
(1) The Land Evaluation component rating for the proposed RRO District is 78. 

(2) The Site Assessment component rating for the proposed RRO District is 132. 

(3) The total LESA score is 210 and indicates a High rating for protection of agriculture. 

C. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the LESA score because 
there is no best prime farmland and the total score of210 indicates a High rating for protection of 
agriculture. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE EFFICIENT USE OF BEST PRIME FARMLAND 

19. The subject property is not best prime farmland overall. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE EFFECTS ON WETLANDS, ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES, AND NATURAL AREAS 

20. Regarding the effects on wetlands, endangered species, and natural areas: 
A. An application to the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) for endangered species 

consultation and a report was received from IDNR on March 1,2011, and included with the 
Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4,2011, that indicated that it is unlikely that the 
proposed action would have adverse effects on any protected resource that may be in the vicinity 
of the subject property. 

B. Regarding the effects on archaeological resources, a letter reply from the Illinois Historic 
Preservation Agency was dated April 2, 2011, and included with the Supplemental Memorandum 
dated August 4, 2011, and indicated that a Phase I archaeological survey will be required on the 
subject property because it is located within a "high probability" area. 

C. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "More or less typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of effects on wetlands, archaeological sites, and 
natural areas because much of Champaign County is located within a "high probability" area for 
archaeological resources. 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-l1 
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GENERALLY REGARDING OVERALL SUITABILITY OF THE SITE FOR RURAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 

21. Compared to "common conditions" found at rural sites in Champaign County, the subject property is 
similar to the following: 
A. "Ideal or Nearly Ideal" conditions for 2 factors (adequacy of roads and manmade hazards) 

B. "Much Better Than Typical" conditions for 5 factors (septic suitability, availability of emergency 
services, effects of nearby farms, LESA score, and effects on drainage) 

C. "More or Less Typical" conditions for 2 factors (availability of groundwater and effects on 
wetlands, endangered species, and natural areas) 

D. "Worst or Nearly Worst" conditions for flood hazard status however there is pad of elevated 
ground that will make it easier to construct a home and partially mitigate this condition. 

GENERALLY REGARDING COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING AGRICULTURE AND THE EFFECTS OF THE 
DEVELOPMENT ON NEARBY FARM OPERATIONS 

22. Regarding the likely effects of the proposed development on nearby farm operations: 
A. The surrounding land use on only one side of the subject property is agriculture. Direct 

interactions between the proposed development and nearby farmland are likely to include the 
following: 

(1) The added traHi.c from the proposed development will increase the conflicts with 
movement of farm vehicles. See the concerns related to adequacy and safety of roads. 

The single-family dwellings that will result from the proposed RRO and the RRO in Case 
689-AM-ll will generate 200% more traffic than the non-RRO alternative that is no 
additional dwellings. 

(2) Trespassing onto adjacent fields possible resulting into damage to crops or to the land 
itself. 

The single-family dwellings that will result from the proposed RRO will probably is only 
adjacent to farmland that is across the County Highway so there may be little or no 
trespassing. 

(3) Blowing litter into the adjacent crops making agricultural operations more difficult. 

The single-family dwelling that will result from the proposed RRO is located downwind 
from the farmland to the north and there may be some increase in blowing litter. 

(4) Discharge of "dry weather flows" of stormwater or ground water (such as from a sump 
pump) that may make agricultural operations more difficult. 
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Because the subject property is adjacent to a natural drainage ditch, there should be no 
problems with dry weather t1ows, which means there would be no difference between the 
proposed RRO and the non-RRO alternative. 

(5) Trees planted close to the property lines on the subject property will not be a problem on 
any adjacent farmland or interfere with farming operations. 

Theretore, there will be no difference between the proposed RRO on the subject property 
and the non-RRO alternative. 

B. The indirect etfects are not as evident as the direct effects: 
(1) A potential primary indirect effect of non-farm development on adjacent farmers (as 

identified in Locational Considerations and Issuesfor Rural Subdivisions in Champaign 
County) is that potential nuisance complaints from non-farm neighbors about farming 
activities can create a hostile environment for farmers particularly for livestock 
management operations. 

(2) Champaign County has passed a "right to fann" resolution that addresses public nuisance 
complaints against farm activities. The resolution exempts agricultural operations from 
the Public Nuisance Ordinance (except for junk equipment) but does not prevent private 
law suits from being tiled. 

(3) The State of Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act (51 OILCS 77) governs where 
larger livestock facilities (those with more than 50 or more animal units) can be located 
in relation to non-farm residences and public assembly uses (churches, for example). The 
separation distances between larger livestock facilities and non-farm residences is based 
on the number of animal units occupying the livestock facility and the number of non­
farm residences in the vicinity. The Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act was 
adopted on May 21, 1996, and facilities in existence on the date of adoption are exempt 
from the requirements of that act so long as the fixed capital cost of the new components 
constructed within a 2-year period does not exceed 50% of the fixed capital cost of a 
comparable entirely new facility. 

Evidence to be added 

GENERALLY REGARDING CONFORM.A.NCE WITH THE LAND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

23. The Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan (LRMP) was adopted by the County Board 
on April 22, 2010. The LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies were drafted through an inclusive and 
public process that produced a set of ten goals, 42 objectives, and 100 policies, which are currently the 
only guidance for rezoning land under the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance, as follows: 
A. The Purpose Statement of the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies is as follows: 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-l1 
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It is the purpose of this plan to encourage municipalities and the County to protect 
the land, air, water, natural resources and environment of the County and to 
encourage the use of such resources in a manner which is socially and 
economically desirable. 

B. The LRMP defines Goals, Objectives, and Polices as follows: 
(1) Goal: an ideal future condition to which the community aspires 

(2) Objective: a tangible, measurable outcome leading to the achievement of a goal 

(3) Policy: a statement of actions or requirements judged to be necessary to achieve goals 
and objectives 

C. The Background given with the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies further states, "Three 
documents, the County Land Use Goals and Policies adopted in 1977, and two sets of Land Use 
Regulatory Policies, dated 2001 and 2005, were built upon, updated, and consolidated into the 
LRMP Goals, Objectives and Policies." 

D. LRMP Objective 1.1 is entitled "Guidance on Land Resource Management Decisions", and 
states, "Champaign County will consult the LRMP that formally establishes County land 
resource management policies and serves as an important source of guidance for the making of 
County land resource management decisions." 

E. Goal 1 of the LRMP is relevant to the review of the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies in 
land use decisions (see Item 6.D. above), but is otherwise not relevant to the proposed rezoning. 
The Goals for Governmental Coordination (Goal 2), Prosperity (Goal 3), and Cultural Amenities 
(Goal 10) and their subsidiary Objectives and Policies also do not appear to be relevant to the 
proposed rezoning. 

REGARDING LRMP GOAL 4 AGRICULTURE 

12. LRMP Goal 4 is entitled "Agriculture" and is relevant to the proposed rezoning because the proposed 
rezoning includes land currently zoned AG-2 and proposed to be zoned B-4. Goal 4 states, "Champaign 
County will protect the long term viability of agriculture in Champaign County and its land resource 
base." 

The proposed rezoning fA CHIEVES / DOES NOT A CHIEVEj Goal 4 because of the following: 
A. Goal 4 includes nine subsidiary Objectives. Objectives 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, and 4.9 do not 

appear to be relevant to the proposed rezoning. 

B. Objective 4.1 is entitled "Agricultural Land Fragmentation and Conservation" and states, 
"Champaign County will strive to minimize the fragmentation of the County's agricultural land 
base and conserve farmland, generally applying more stringent development standards on best 
prime farmland." 

The proposed rezoning fA CHIEVESj Objective 4.1 because of the following: 
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Objective 4.1 includes nine subsidiary policies. Policies 4.l.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.1.7, and 
4.1.9 do not appear to be relevant to the proposed rezoning. 

Policy 4.1.1 states "Commercial agriculture is the highest and best use of land in the 
areas of Champaign County that are by virtue of topography, soil and drainage, suited to 
its pursuit. The County will not accommodate other land uses except under very restricted 
conditions or in areas ofless productive soils." 

Policy 4.1.1 DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE RELEVANT to any specific Rural 
Residential Overlay map amendment. 

(3) Policy 4.1.6 is as follows: 

Provided that the use, design, site and location are consistent with County policies 
regarding: 
i. Suitability of the site for the proposed use; 
ii. Adequacy of infrastructure and public services for the proposed use; 
lll. Minimizing conflict with agriculture; 
iv. Minimizing the conversion of farmland; and 
v. Minimizing the disturbance of natural areas; then 

a) On best prime farmland, the County may authorize discretionary 
residential development subject to a limit on total acres converted which is 
generally proportionate to tract size and is based on the January 1, 1998 
configuration of tracts, with the total amount of acreage converted to 
residential use (inclusive of by-right development) not to exceed three 
acres plus three acres per each 40 acres (including any existing right-of­
way), but not to exceed 12 acres in total; or 

b) On best prime farmland, the County may authorize non-residential 
discretionary development; or 

c) The County may authorize discretionary review development on tracts 
consisting of other than best prime farmland. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.1.6 because of the following: 
(a) The Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison 

received February 19, 2008, indicates that the subject property is not best prime 
fannland overall and the limit on best prime farmland does not apply. 

(2) Policy 4.1.8 states that the County will consider the LESA rating for farmland protection 
when making land use decisions regarding a discretionary development. 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-l1 
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The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.1.6 because the LESA rating for the 
subject property is 210 which is a High Rating for Protection which is much better 
(lower) than a typical LESA rating for Champaign County. 

C. Objective 4.2 is entitled "Development Conflicts with Agricultural Operations" and states, 
"Champaign County will require that each discretionary review development will not interfere 
with agricultural operations." 
The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES/ DOES NOT ACHIEVE} Objective 4.2 because of the 
following: 
(1) Policy 4.2.2 states the following: 

The County may authorize discretionary review development in a rural area if the 
proposed development: 
a. Is a type that does not negatively aflect agricultural activities; or 
b. Is located and designed to minimize exposure to any negative etlect caused by 

agricultural activities; and 
c. Will not interfere with agricultural activities or damage or negatively affect the 

operation of agricultural drainage systems, rural roads, or other agriculture-related 
infrastructure. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.2 because of the following: 
(a) The proposed use will not interfere with agricultural activities or negatively atlect 

the operation of agricultural drainage systems, rural roads, or other agriculture­
related infrastructure. 

(b) The proposed use will have minimal exposure to any negative effect cause by 
agricultural activities. 

(3) Policy 4.2.3 states, "The County will require that proposed discretionary development 
explicitly recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities to continue on 
adjacent land." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.3 because a special condition has 
been proposed to require any use established on the subject property to explicitly 
recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities on adjacent land. 

(4) Policy 4.2.4 states, "To reduce the occurrence of agricultural land use and non­
agricultural land use nuisance conflicts, the County will require that all discretionary 
review consider whether a buffer between existing agricultural operations and the 
proposed development is necessary." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.4 because of the following: 
(a) No buffering is necessary on the north side of the subject property because the 

right of way of County Highway 16 is situated between the subject property and 
the fannland to the north. 
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D. Objective 4.3 is entitled "Site Suitability for Discretionary Review Development" and states, 
"Champaign County will require that each discretionary review development is located on a 
suitable site." 

The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES} Objective 4.3 because of the following: 
(1) Policy 4.3.1 states, "On other best prime farmland, the County may authorize a 

discretionary review development provided that the site with proposed improvements is 
uited overall for the proposed land use. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.1 because ofthe following: 

Evidence to be added 

(2) Policy 4.3.2 does not apply because the soils are not best prime farmland overall. 

(3) Policy 4.3.3 states, "The County may authorize a discretionary review development 
provided that existing public services are adequate to support to the proposed 
development effectively and safely without undue public expense." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.3 because of the following: 

Evidence to be added 

(4) Policy 4.3.4 states, "The County may authorize a discretionary review development 
provided that existing public infrastructure, together with proposed improvements, is 
adequate to support the proposed development effectively and safely without undue 
public expense." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.4 because of the following: 

Evidence to be added 

13. Regarding proposed special conditions of approval: 

A. The subject property fronts County Highway 16 and any driveway entrance must meet the 
County Engineer's requirements. The following conditions should ensure timely review by the 
County Engineer: 

(1) The petitioner shall apply for a driveway permit from the County Engineer and 
comply with the requirements of the County Engineer for any required driveway 
driveway entrance. 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-ll 
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(2) The Zoning Administrator shall not approve a Zoning Use Permit without 
documentation of the County Engineer's approval of the proposed driveway 
entrance. 

(3) Construction related traffic shall not track mud onto the County Highway at any 
time. 

(4) The Zoning Administrator shall not issue a Zoning Compliance Certificate without 
documentation of the County Engineer's approval of the constructed driveway 
entrance including any necessary as-built engineering drawings. 

To ensure that: 

Any driveway entrance complies with the County Engineer's requirements. 

B. LRMP Policy 4.2.3 requires discretionary development and urban development to explicitly 
recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities to continue on adjacent land. The 
following condition is intended to provide for that: 

The owners of the subject property hereby recognize and provide for the right of 
agricultural activities to continue on adjacent land consistent with the Right to Farm 
Resolution 3425. 

The above special condition is necessary to ensure the following: 

Conformance with policies 4.2.3 and 5.1.5. 
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1. Application received April 29, 2011, with attachments: 
A Excerpt of Plat of Survey by Moore Surveying and Mapping received April 29, 2011 
B Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward Engineering received April 29, 2011 
C Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011 
D Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Flood Insurance Program Elevation 

Certificate for P ARCEL"C" 
E Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9,2011, received on April 29, 

2011 
F Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts 

and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems 
G Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1, 2011 
H Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
I Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel 'A' (Shadwick Property) and Parcel 'B' (Sollers 

Property) dated March 10, 2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering 
J Letter dated February 22,2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State 

Water Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing 
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot 

2. Preliminary Memorandum dated June 16,2011, with Attachments: 
A Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning) 
B Excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 1708940275 B dated 

March 1, 1984 
C Excerpt of Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping, Champaign County, Illinois. 

Illinois State Water Survey. August 2002. 
D Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011 
E Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received February 19, 

2008 
F Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011 
G Topographic Survey received April 29, 2011 
H Topographic / Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011 
1 Table of Common Conditions Int1uencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential 

Development in Champaign County (included separately) 
J Comparing the Proposed Site Conditions to Common Champaign County Conditions 

3. REVISED Preliminary Memorandum dated August 4,2011, with Attachments: 
A Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments 

Official Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township , 
B Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1, 2005 
C Plat of Survey recorded on July 1,2005 
D Preliminary Memorandum dated June 16, 2011, with Attachments 

*= same as related Case 689-AM-11 
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4. Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4,2011, with Attachments: 
A Petitioner Submittals 

Case 690-AM-11 
Page 21 of 23 

B Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9,2011, received on April 29, 
2011 

C Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts 
and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems 

D A verage Annual Daily Traffic 
E Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields 

Champaign County, Illinois 
F Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1,2011 
G Letter dated April 2,2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
H Letter dated February 22,2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State 

Water Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing 
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot 
Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property 

J RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability 
K Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility 

With Agriculture 
L Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately) 
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FINDING OF FACT 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

From the Documents of Record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing conducted on 
June 16,2011, and August 11,2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. The Proposed Site {IS SUITED/IS NOT SUITED} for the development of 1 residence because: 

and despite: 

2. Development of the Proposed Site under the proposed Rural Residential Overlay development {WILL 
BE COMPATIBLEIWILL NOT BE COMPATIBLE} with surrounding agriculture because: 

and despite: 

3. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment the Land Resource Management Plan because: 
A. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment IS NOT NECESSARY TO ACHIEVE any 

LRMP goal. 

B. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment will {HELP ACHIEVE / NOT HELP 
ACHIEVE} any LRMP goal(s): 

C. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment {WILV WILL NOT IMPEDE} the 
achievement of the other LRMP goals: 

4. The proposed map amendment {WILL NOT / WILL} correct an error in the present Ordinance. 

*"" same as related Case 689-AM-ll 
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FINAL DETERMINATION 

Case 690~AM~11 
Page 23 of 23 

Pursuant to the authority granted by Section 9.2 of the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Board 
of Appeals of Champaign County detelmines that: 

The Map Amendment requested in Case 690-AM-II should {BE ENACTEDINOT BE ENACTED} by 
the County Board {AS REQUESTED/SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING SPECIAL CONDITIONS}. 

The foregoing is an accurate and complete record of the Findings and Determination of the Zoning Board of 
Appeals of Champaign County. 

SIGNED: 

Eric Thorsland, Chair 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

ATTEST: 

Secretary to the Zoning Board of Appeals 

Date 



CASE NO. 689-AM-11 
PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM 

Champaign August 5, 2011 
County Petitioner: Charles T. and Shelly Sollers 

Depallment of 

iji'@diJ Site Area: 6 acres 

Time Schedule for Development: 

Already developed without 
Drookena authorization- subject of enforcement 

,\dminlstr~"ve C~nler case ZN-08-01l33 
1716 E. Wnshlllgton Street 

, Urb:lIlu, Illinois 61802 
Prepared by: John Hall 

(217) 3lS-+-3708 Zoning Administrator 

BACKGROUND 

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to 
allow for the use of 1 single family 
residential lot in the CR Conservation 
Recreation Zoning District by adding 
the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) 
Zoning District 

Location: An approximately 6 acre 
tract of land that is located in the 
West Half of the North Half of the 
Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of 
Crittenden Township and that is 
located approximately one-half mile 
west of the intersection of County 
Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 
and located on the south side of 
County Highway 16 (CRlOON). 

The Champaign County Zoning Ordinance requires that the creation of more than three lots, each of 
which is less than 10 acres, in the rural districts after January 1, 1998, requires rezoning to the Rural 
Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District. 

THE NEED FOR THE R.R.O. 

The following infonnation is included under item 7. in the Summary of Evidence that is included 
separately as an attachment: 

• As amended on February 19,2004, by Ordinance No. 710 (Case 431-AT-03 Part A), the Zoning 
Ordinance requires establishment of an RRO District for subdivisions of any tract that existed on 
January 1, 1998, into more than three lots (whether at one time or in separate divisions) less than 
35 acres in area each (from a property larger than 50 acres) and/or subdivisions with new streets in 
the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts) except that parcels between 25 and 50 acres 
may be divided into four parcels. 

• The subject property was divided out of an approximately 65 .54 parcel (the parent tract) of land in 
the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township indicated in the January 1, 1998, 
Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official Tax Map (see attachment). 

• By July 1, 2005, that 65.54 acre parcel had been divided into a total of six different tax parcels 
each of which was less than 35 acres in area and one parcel that was larger than 35 acres (see 
attachment B). The last three lots less than 35 acres in area had been created in a Plat of Survey 
dated 5/18/04 that was recorded on July 1, 2005 (see attached). The attachment also illustrates that 
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by March 7, 2008, zoning use pennits had been authorized on three of the new small (less than 35 
acre) lots, as follows: 
• Zoning Use Pennit 65-01-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 6,2001. 

• Zoning Use Pennit 85-03-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 13,2003. 

• Zoning Use Pennit 361-07-01FP (floodplain development pennit) was authorized on 
March 17,2008. The application for this Zoning Use Pennit was received on December 
27,2007. 

• On December 26,2007, a Community Acknowledgement ofFill Fonn was submitted for the 
subject property in related Case 690-AM-ll by the owners at that time, Justin and Spring Harrison 
of Villa Grove. In a letter dated April 24, 2008, the Zoning Administrator infonned the Harrisons 
that the subject property was unbuildable without a County Board approval of a Rural Residential 
Overlay (RRO) zoning map amendment. The letter also stated that the third lot created in the Plat 
of Survey was also not buildable without the RRO amendment and there was an enforcement 
action against the owner of that lot for unauthorized construction. 

• The subject property is the subject of enforcement case ZN-08-0l/33 for unauthorized 
construction. There is an existing building on the property without a pennit and no pennit can be 
authorized on the subject property without the requested RRO rezoning. The existing building is 
also apparently not a dwelling and is only a storage structure and non-agricultural storage 
structures cannot be authorized without there being a dwelling. Resolution of the required RRO 
rezoning will lead to eventual resolution of all other necessary authorizations. 

Purpose of the RRO District 

The unique nature of the district and the specific considerations required for detennination in each RRO 
request merit a brief review the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District is intended to identify 
those rural areas that are most suitable for residential development and whose development will not 
significantly interfere with agricultural pursuits in neighboring areas. The RRO Zoning District is an 
overlay zoning designation that is in addition to the pre-existing (underlying) rural zoning. 
Rezoning to the RRO District is required fo subdivisions with more than three lots (whether at one time or 
in separate divisions) and/or new streets in the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts). 
Approval of the RRO district does not change any current requirement of the underlying districts. All 
other restrictions on use, setbacks, lot coverage, etc. remain in effect. 

Specific Findings and Considerations Required In RRO Requests 

The RRO district is established using the basic rezoning procedure except that specific considerations are 
taken into account in approvals for rezoning to the RRO District. The Zoning Board of Appeals must 
make two specific findings for RRO approval. Those findings are: 

• Suitability of the proposed site for the development of rural residences; and 

• Impact that the proposed residential development will have on surrounding agriculture. 
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The Board is required to consider the following factors in making these findings: 

1. Adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the site 

2. Effects on nearby farmland and farm operations 

3. Effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed residential development 

4. The LESA (Land Evaluation and Site Assessment) score of the subject site 

5. Effects on drainage both upstream and downstream 

6. The suitability of the site for onsite wastewater systems 

7. The availability of water supply to the site 

8. The availability of emergency services to the site 

9. The flood hazard status of the site 

3 

10. Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas or wildlife habitat 

11. The presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards 

12. The amount of land to be converted from agricultural uses versus the number of dwelling 
units to be accommodated 

No specific standards apply to the criteria and a positive evaluation of every factor may not to be 
necessary for approval. The Board should feel comfortable, however, that significant potential problems 
that are identified are not insurmountable. 

Difference between RRO Rezoning Approval and Subdivision Approval 

The zoning approval for the RRO District is not the same thing as approval of the subdivision of the land. 
At this stage the County is considering only the suitability of the site for residential development and not 
the adequacy of a specific design. The division of the land into separate legal parcels for sale must still 
comply with the regulations of the relevant subdivision jurisdiction which in this case is the City of 
Urbana. 

Engineering design issues are only relevant in determining whether the development of the site is 
practical from a public as well as private standpoint. The RRO criteria contain a number of important 
issues regarding suitability of the site that are not amenable to site engineering such as traffic and land use 
compatibility issues. When necessary to deal with concerns of suitability and compatibility, the Board 
may recommend specific conditions that should be imposed on the future subdivision of the land as part 
of the RRO approval. Significant differences between the plan submitted for RRO designation and the 
Preliminary Plat required for subdivision approval would not be allowed. 
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For example, the Board may determine that a site has particular problems that should be addressed by 
some action on the part of the developer such as improving a road or ditch or with respect to the design of 
the subdivision 

PETITIONER SUBMITTALS 

Section 5.4.4 of the Zoning Ordinance requires several supporting documents for each petition for RRO 
rezoning. All have been received. 

EXISTING LAND USE AND ZONING 

Table 1 summarizes the land use 
and zoning on the subject 
property and adjacent to it. 

Direction 

Onsite 

North 

East 

West 

South 

Table 1. Land Use and Zoning In The 

Land Use Zoning 

Farmland CR Conservation Recreation 

Farmland AG-1 Agriculture 
Single Family 

CR Conservation Recreation 
Residential 
Single Family 
Residential 

CR Conservation Recreation 
---------------------

Agriculture 
Single Family 
Residential! CR Conservation Recreation 
Agriculture 

MUNICIPAL EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION 

The subject property is located within the mile and a half ETJ of the City of Urbana. Municipalities have 
protest rights on all map amendment cases within their mile and a half ETJ, and as such they are notified 
of all such cases. 

COMPARISON WITH COMMON CHAMPAIGN COUNTY CONDITIONS 

Attachment V summarizes the comparison of the subject property with common Champaign County 
conditions that are in the same Attachment. 
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ATTACHMENTS 

A Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning) 
B Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments 

Official Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township 
C Divisions ofland in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1, 2005 
D Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005 
E Petitioner Submittals 
F Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9,2011, received on April 29, 

2011 
G Excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 170894 0275 B dated 

March 1, 1984 
H Excerpt of Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping, Champaign County, Illinois. 

Illinois State Water Survey. August 2002. 
I Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011 
J Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19,2008 
K Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts 

5 

and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems 
L Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011 
M Topographic Survey received April 29, 2011 
N Topographic I Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011 
o A verage Annual Daily Traffic 
P Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign 

County, Illinois 
Q Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1,2011 
R Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
S Letter dated February 22,2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State 

Water Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing 
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot (included separately) 

T Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property 
U Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential 

Development in Champaign County (included separately) 
V RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County 

Conditions 
W RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability 
X RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With Agriculture 
Y Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately) 
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Attachment E. Petitioner Submittals 
Case 689-AM-11 AUGUST 4, 2011 

Submittals Document Name, Date, and Notes 

REQUIRED SUBMITTALS 1 

Schematic Plan Excerpt of Plat of Survey by Moore Surveying and 
Mapping received April 29, 2011 

Open Title Commitment or Title Policy Commitment for Title Policy received with effective 
date of February 9, 2011, received on April 29, 2011 

Section 22 (Natural Resource) Report by the Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD 
Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation for Justin Harrison received February 19, 2008 
District 

Copy of Agency Action Report from the Endangered Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT 
Species Program of the Illinois Department of Natural Agency Response dated March 1, 2011 
Resources 

Copy of Agency Response from the Illinois State Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy 
Historic Preservation State Historic Preservation Officer 

Excerpt from USGS 7.5 Topographic Map Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward 

Or actual topographic information by an Illinois Engineering received April 29, 2011 

Licensed Surveyor 

Written explanation by an Illinois Professional Engineer 
Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel 'A' 
(Shadwick Property) and Parcel '8' (Sollers Property) 

of the proposed surface drainage system 
dated March 10, 2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering 

Letter from the Illinois State Water Survey1 
Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka, 
Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State Water 
Survey Center for Groundwater SCience, regarding the 
likelihood of successfully finishing an onsite water well 
sufficient to serve the proposed lot 

NOTES 
1. Subject property is clearly within the area of limited groundwater availability and submittals from the Illinois 
State Water Survey are required and have been required to date. 



COMMITMENT F~R-:;;~I~S~~~CE l 

@ 
Chicago Title Insurance Company 

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY ("Company''), for valuable consideration, commits to issue its 
policy or policies of title insurance, as identified in Schedule A, in favor of the Proposed Insured named in 
Schedule A, as owner or mortgagee ofthe estate or interest in the Land described or referred to in Schedule A, 
upon payment ofthe premiums and charges and compliance with the requirements; all subject to the provisions 
of Schedule A and B and to the Conditions of this Commitment. 

This Commitment shall be effective only when the identity of the Proposed Insured and the amount of the policy 
or policies committed for have been inserted in Schedule A by the Company. 

All liability and obligation under this Commitment shall cease and terminate 6 months after the Effective Date or 
when the policy or policies committed for shall issue, whichever first occurs, provided that the failure to issue the 
policy or policies is not the fault of the Company. 

The Company will provide a sample of the policy form upon request. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Chicago Title Insurance Company has caused its corporate name and seal to be 
affixed by its duly authorized officers on the date shown in Schedule A. 

Issued By: 
CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
201 NORTH NEIL STREET 
CHAMPAIGN, IL 61820 

Refer Inquiries To: 
(217)356-0501 

Fax Number: 
(217)351-2982 

COMCVl'06 I//I)(j DGG r:e< 

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

Commitment No.: r:5-;-oo~;M~60 CHA J 

02/25/11 



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE A 

YOUR REFERENCE: Sollers ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA 

EFFECTIVE DATE: FEBRUARY 17, 2011 

1. POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED: 

2. THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND DESCRIBED OR REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMITMENT IS 
FEE SIMPLE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. 

3. TITLE TO THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND IS ATTHE EFFECTIVE DATE VESTED IN: 
Char I es T. So I I ers and She I I ey So I I ers, as j oint tenants 

4. MORTGAGE OR TRUST DEED TO BE INSURED: 
NONE 

COMAJ()Ii 6/01 DGG DSK PAGE A1 DSK 02/25/11 15:03:02 



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE A (CONTINUED) 

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA 

5. THE LAND REFERRED TO IN THIS COMMITMENT IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: 

Beginning at the Northwest corner of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27, 
Township 17 North of the Base Line, Range 9 East of the Third Principal Meridian; 
thence South 90 degrees 00.0 minutes East a distance of 200.0 feet on the North 
Line of said Northeast Quarter; thence South 00 degrees 00.0 minutes West 1175.0 
feet; thence South 38 degrees 39.6 minutes West 32.0 feet along the center I ine of 
the Embarras River; thence South 32 degrees 28.3 minutes West 130.4 feet along 
said center I ine; thence South 34 degrees 17.2 minutes West 21.3 feet along said 
center I ine; thence North 89 degrees 56.6 minutes West 106.8 feet on the South 
Line of the North Half of said Northeast Quarter; and thence North 00 degrees 
22.5 minutes East 1327.5 feet on the West Line of said Northeast Quarter to the 
point of beginning, in Champaign County, I I I inois, 

said tract shown on Plat of Survey prepared by Robert A. Moore and recorded July 
1, 2005 as Document 2005R 18295, in Champaign County, II I inois. 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

SCHEDULE B 
ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA 

SCHEDULE 8 OF THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE FOLLOWING 
MATTERS UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE COMPANY. 

GENERAL EXCEPTIONS 

1. RIGHTS OR CLAIMS OF PARTIES IN POSSESSION NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS. 

2. ANY ENCROACHMENT, ENCUMBRANCE, VIOLATION, VARIATION, OR ADVERSE CIRCUMSTANCE 
AFFECTING THE TITLE THAT WOULD BE DISCLOSED BY AN ACCURATE AND COMPLETE LAND SURVEY 
OF THE LAND. 

3. EASEMENTS, OR CLAIMS OF EASEMENTS, NOT SHOWN BY PUBLIC RECORDS. 

4. ANY LIEN, OR RIGHT TO A LIEN, FOR SERVICES, LABOR OR MATERIAL HERETOFORE OR 
HEREAFTER FURNISHED, IMPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBLIC RECORDS. 

5. TAXES OR SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS WHICH ARE NOT SHOWN AS EXISTING LIENS BY THE PUBLIC 
RECORDS. 

SCHEDULE B OF THE POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED WILL CONTAIN EXCEPTIONS TO THE 
FOLLOWING MATTERS UNLESS THE SAME ARE DISPOSED OF TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE COMPANY. 

NOTE FOR INFORMATION: THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THIS COMMITMENT AND ANY POLICY ISSUED 
PURSUANT HERETO SHALL NOT COMMENCE PRIOR TO THE DATE ON WHICH ALL CHARGES PROPERLY 
BILLED BY THE COMPANY HAVE BEEN FULLY PAID. 

1. DEFECTS, LI ENS I ENCUMBRANCES, ADVERSE CLA I MS OR OTHER MATTERS, I F ANY, CREATED, 
FIRST APPEAR I NG I N THE PUBLI C RECORDS OR ATTACH I NG SUBSEQUENT TO THE EFFECT! VE 
DATE HEREOF BUT PR I OR TO THE DATE THE PROPOSED INSURED ACQU I RES FOR VALUE OF 
RECORD THE ESTATE OR INTEREST OR MORTGAGE THEREON COVERED BY THIS COMMITMENT. 

2. AN ALTA LOAN POLICY WILL BE SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING EXCEPTIONS (A) AND (B), IN 
THE ABSENCE OF THE PRODUCTION OF THE DATA AND OTHER ESSENTIAL MATTERS DESCRIBED IN 
OUR " STATEMENT REQU I RED FOR THE I SSUANCE OF ALTA OWNERS AND LOAN POll C I ES ( ALTA 
STATEMENT). (A) ANY LIEN, OR RIGHT TO A LIEN, FOR SERVICES, LABOR, OR MATERIAL 
HERETOFORE OR HEREAFTER FURN I SHED, I MPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBL I C 
RECORDS; (B) CONSEQUENCES OF THE FAILURE OF THE LENDER TO PAY OUT PROPERLY THE 
WHOLE OR ANY PART OF THE LOAN SECURED BY THE MORTGAGE DESCRIBED IN SCHEDULE A, AS 
AFFECTING; (I) THE VALIDITY OF THE LIEN OF SAID MORTGAGE; AND (II) THE PRIORITY OF 
THE LIEN OVER ANY OTHER RIGHT, CLAIM, LIEN OR ENCUMBRANCE WHICH HAS OR MAY BE COME 
SUPER I OR TO THE L I EN OF SA I D MORTGAGE BEFORE THE DISBURSEMENT OF THE ENT I RE 
PROCEEDS OF THE LOAN. 

B 3. Taxes for the years 2010 & 2011, which are a I ien although not due & payable. 

Note: Taxes for the year 2009 in the total amount of $7.88 shown paid in ful I. 
Crittenden Township, 08-33-27-200-022, Tax Code 7, assessed to 6.04 acres. 

C 4. Rights of way for drainage ti les, ditches, feeders, laterals and underground 
pipes, if any. 

D 5. Rights of the publ ic, the State of I I I inois and the municipal ity in and to that 
part of the land taken or used for road purposes, including but not I imited to 
that part dedicated in document recorded May 28, 1947 in book 282 at page 352 as 
document no. 415481. 

E 6. Existing unrecorded leases and al I rights thereunder of the lessees and of any 
person or party claiming by, through or under the lessees. 

F 7. Rights, if any, of the United States of America, the State of I I I inois, the 
municipal ity and the publ ic in and to that part of the land lying within the bed 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 
SCHEDULE B (CONTINUED) 

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA 

of the Embarras River; and the rights of other owners of land bordering on the 
river in respect to the water of said river. 

G 8. Easement in favor of Eastern 1 I I ini Electric Cooperative, and its successors 
and assigns, and the provisions relating thereto contained in the grant 
recorded October 20, 2004 as document no. 2004R 33439. 

H 9. Easement in favor of Eastern III ini Electric Cooperative Right of Way -
Underground, and its/their respective successors and assigns, to instal I, 
operate and maintain al I equipment necessary for the purpose of serving the 
land and other property, together with the right of access to said equipment, 
and the provisions relating thereto contained in the grant dated March 26, 
2008 and recorded August 4, 2008 as document no. 2008 R 20325. 

10. Easement in favor of Eastern 1 I I ini Electric Cooperative Right of Way -
Underground, and its/their respective successors and assigns, to instal I, 
operate and maintain al I equipment necessary for the purpose of serving the 
land and other property, together with the right of access to said equipment, 
and the provisions relating thereto contained in the grant dated March 26, 
2008 and recorded August 4, 2008 as document no. 2008 R 20326. 

J 11. Mortgage dated August 27, 2010 and recorded September 3, 2010 as Document No. 
2010 R 19939 made by Phi I ip W. Jones and Sarabeth F. Jones, Husband and Wife 
to Heartland Bank and Trust Company to secure an indebtedness in the amount of 
$315,611.00. 

***END*** 

M 12. Please refer inquiries regarding this order to Deb Kurz (Deborah.Kurz®ctt.com) 
at (217)356-0501. 

N 13. Copies of this commitment have been furnished to: 
Alan Singleton. 

DSK PAGE B 2 DSK 02/25/11 15:03:02 
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE 

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA 

CONDITIONS 

I. The term mortgage, when used herein, shall include deed of trust, trust deed, or other security instrument. 

2. If the proposed Insured has or acquired actual knowledge of any defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse claim or other 
matter affecting the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Comm itment other than those shown in 
Schedule B hereof, and shall fail to disclose such knowledge to the Company in writing, the Company shall be 
relieved from liability for any loss or damage resulting from any act of reliance hereon to the extent the Com pany is 
prejudiced by failure to so disclose such knowledge. If the proposed Insured shall disclose such knowledge to the 
Company, or if the company otherwise acquires actual knowledge of any such defect, lien, encumbrance, adverse 
claim or other matter, the Company at its option may amend Schedule B of this Commitment accordingly, but such 
amendment shall not relieve the Company from liability previously incurred pursuant to paragraph 3 or these 
Conditions. 

3. Liability ofthe Company under this Commitment shall be only to the named proposed Insured and such parties 
included under the definition oflnsured in the form of policy or policies committed for and only for actual loss 
incurred in reliance hereon in undertaking in good faith (a) to comply with the requirements hereof, or (b) to 
eliminate exceptions shown in Schedule B, or (c) to acquire or create the estate or interest or mortgage thereon 
covered by this Commitment. In no event shall such liability exceed the amount stated in Schedule A for the policy or 
policies committed for and such liability is subject to the insuring provisions and Conditions and the Exclusions from 
Coverage of the form of policy or policies committed for in favor of the proposed Insured which are hereby 
incorporated by reference and are made a part of this Commitment except as expressly modified herein. 

4. This Commitment is a contract to issue one or more title insurance policies and is not an abstract oftitle or a report 
of the condition of title. Any action or actions or rights of action that the proposed Insured may have or may bring 
against the Company arising out of the status of the title to the estate or interest or the status of the mortgage 
thereon covered by this Commitment must be based on and are subject to the provisions of this Commitment. 

5. The policy to be issued contains an arbitration clause. All arbitrable matters when the Amount of Insurance is 
$2,000,000 or less shall be arbitrated at the option of either the Company or the Insured as the exclusive remedy of 
the parties. You may review a copy of the arbitration rules at <http://www.alta.org/> . 

COMCON06 12106 DeC DSK DSK 02/25/11 15:03:02 



Effective Date: May 1,2008 

Fidelity National Financial, Inc. 
Privacy Statement 

Fidelity National Financial, Inc. and Its subsidiaries ("FNF") respect the privacy and security of your non-public personal mformatlon ("Personal 
Information") and protectmg your Personal Information is one of our top priorities. This Pnvacy Statement explain FNF's pflvacy practices, mcludlng 
how v.e use the Personal InformatIOn v.e receive from you and from other specified sources, and to whom It may be dIsclosed. FNF follows the 
privacy practices described in the Privacy Statement and, depending on the business performed, FNF companies may share Information as described 
herein 

Personal Information Collected 
We may collect Personal Information about you from the following sources: 
Information v.e receive from you on applications or other forms, such as your name, address, social security number, tax identification number, 
asset information and mcome informatIOn; 
Information v.e receive from you through our Internet v.ebsites, such as your name, address, Internet Protocol address, the ",ebslte Imks you used 
to get to our v.ebsites, and your activity while using or revlewmg our v.ebsites. 
Information about your transactions with or services performed by us, our affiliates, or others, such as mformation concernmg your policy, 
premiums, payment history, information about your home or other real property, Information from lenders and other thud parties Involved in 
such transactions, account balances, and credit card tnformatlOn; and 
Information we receive from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded. 

Disclosure of Personal Information 
We may provide your Personal Information (excluding information v.e receive from our consumer or other credit reporting agencies) to various 
individuals and compallles, as permitted by law, without obtaining your prior authorization. Such laws do not allow consumers to reSlnct these 
disclosures Disclosures may include, without limitation, the following: 
To Insurance agents, brokers, representatives, support organizations, or others to provide you With services you have requested, and to enable us 
to detcct or prevent criminal activity, fraud, matenal misrepresentation, or nondisclosure in connections with an insurance transactIOns. 
To third-party contractors or service providers for the purpose of determilllng your eligibility for an insurance benefit or payment and/or 
providing you with services you have requested. 
To an Insurance regulatory, or law enforcement or other governmental authority, in a civil action, in connection with a subpoena or a 
governmental Investigation 
To compames that perform marketing services on our behalf or to other financial institutions with which v.e have had joint marketing agreements 
and/ or 
To lenders, lien holders, judgement creditors, or other parties claiming an encumbrance or an interest in title whose claim or interest must be 
determined, settled, paid or released prior to a title or escrow closing 

We may also disclose your Personal Information to others when v.e believe, in good faith, that such disclosure is reasonably necessary to comply with 
the law or to protect the safety of our customers, employees, or property and/ or to comply with a judicial proceeding, court order or legal process. 

Disclosure to Affiliated Companies - We are permitted by law to share your name, address and facts about your transaction With other FNF 
companies, such as insurance companies, agents, and other real estate service providers to provide you with services you have requested, for 
marketing or product development research, or to market products or services to you. We do not, hov.ever, disclose information we collect from 
consumer or credit reporting agencies with our affiliates or others without your consent, in conformity with applicable law, unless such disclosure 
is otherwise permitted by law. 

Disclosure to Nonaffiliated Third Parties - We do not disclose Personal Information about our customers or former customers to nonaffiliated 
third parties, except as outlines herein or as otherwise permitted by law. 

Confidentiality and Security of Personal Information 
We restrict access to Personollnformation about you to those employees who need to know that information to provide products or services to 
you. We maintain physical, electronic, and procedural safeguards that comply with federal regulation to guard Personal Information. 

Access to Personal Infonnationl 
Requests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information 
As required by applicable law, \I<!: will afford you the right to access your Personal Information,under certain circumstances to find out to whom 
your Personal Information has been disclosed, and request correction or deletion of your Personal Information. However, FNF's current policy 
is to maintam customers' Personal Information for no less than your state's required record retention requirements for the purpose of handling 
future coverage claims. 

For your protection, all requests made under this section must be III writing and must IIlciude your notarized signature to establish your Identity. 

Where permitted by lawv.e may charge a reasonable fee to cover the costs incurred in responding to such requests. Please send requests to·. 

Changes to this Privacy Statement 

Chief Privacy Officer 
Fidelity NatIOnal Financial, Inc. 

601 Riverside A venue 

Jacksonville, FL 32204 

ThiS Privacy Statement may be amended from time to tIme consistent With applicable privacy laW!. When v.e amend this Privacy Statement, m: 
Will post a notice of such changes on our v.ebsite The effective date of this Privacy Statement, as stated above, mdlcates the last time thiS Pflvacy 

Statement '005 reVised or mateflally changed 

PRIVACY 5/0S ML 
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Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation District 
2110 W. Park Court, Suite C 

Champaign, IL. 61821 
(217) 352-3536, Ext. 3 

NATURAL RESOURCE REPORT 

Development Name: None 

Date Reviewed: February 8, 2008 

Requested By: Justin Harrison 

Address: Justin and Spring Harrison 
202 North Oak Street 
Villa Grove, IL 61956 

RECEIVED 
FEB 1 9200t 

CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPAI~T:,;tNr 

Location of Property: Part of the Northwest quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section 
27, T17N, R9E, Crittenden Township, Champaign County, IL. This is on the south side 
of County Road 200 North 3/8 mile west of Highway 130. The site consists ofa com 
field on the north and a small home with grass and trees on the south adjoining the 
Embarras River 

The Resource Conservationist of the Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation 
District inspected this tract February 6,2008. 

SITE SPECIFIC CONCERNS 

1. The area that is to be developed has 3 soil types that have severe wetness and 
ponding characteristics. This will be especially important for the septic 
system that is planned. 

2. Water drains from tbe north under tbe road along tbe east edge of tbe 
property. Tbis flow continues to the East Branch of tbe Embarras River on 
tbe soutb side of tbe property. Tbis drainageway must be kept clear to 
maintain its function. 

3. Pollution of tbe river is a concern due to tbe proximity of tbe bouses. Extra 
care sbould be taken to minimize any possibility tbat runoff could carry 
pollutants to the river. 

SOIL RESOURCE 

a) Prime Farmland: 
This tract is NOT considered best prime fannland for Champaign County. 

/1 
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This tract has an L.E. Factor of 76; see the attached worksheet for this calculation. A 
portion ofthe tract is in corn and the south portion is not farmed. It is along the banks of 
the Embarras River and subject to flooding. 

b) Erosion: 

This area will be susceptible to erosion both during and after construction. Any areas left 
bare for more than 30 days, should be temporarily seeded or mulched and penn anent 
vegetation established as soon as possible. The area is covered with corn stalks, which 
will minimize erosion until construction begins. Extra care should be taken during 
construction to minimize erosion due the proximity ofthe river. 

c) Sedimentation: 

A complete erosion and sedimentation control plan should be developed and 
implemented on this site prior to and during major construction activity. All 
sediment-laden runoff should be routed through sediment basins before discharge. No 
straw bales or silt fences should be used in concentrated flow areas, with drainage areas 
exceeding 0.5 acres. A perimeter benn could be installed around the entire site to totally 
control all runoff from the site. Plans should be in confonnance with the Illinois Urban 
Manual for erosion and sedimentation control. Extra care should be taken during 
construction to minimize erosion due the proximity of the river. 

d) Soil Characteristics: 

There are three (3) soil types on this site; see the attached soil map. The soils present 
have moderate to severe limitations for development in their natural, unimproved state. 
The possible limitations include severe ponding and wetness that will adversely affect 
septic fields on the site. 

A development plan will have to take these soil characteristics into consideration; specific 
problem areas are addressed below. 

Map 
Svmbol N -

Camden 
1346 Silt Loam 

Drummer 
152A Silty Clay Loam 

Kendall 
242A Silt Loam 

Sawmill 
3107A silty clay loam 

570C2 Martinsville Loam 
Campton 

6808 . ~il! IQal71 

SI 

2-5% 

0-2% 

0-2% 

0-2% 

5-10% 

2-5% 

Shallow 
Excavatl 
Severe: 
cutbank cave 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
cutbank cave 
Severe: 
wetness 

B t 
Moderate: 
shrink-swell 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
ponding 
Moderate: s 
hrink-swell 
Severe: 
wetness 

Road 
Severe: 
low strength 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
low strength 
Severe: 
ponding 
Moderate: 
low strength 
Severe: 
low strength 

Septic 
Field 
Moderate: 
percs slowly 
Severe: 
ponding 
Severe: 
wetness 
Severe: 
flooding 

Slight: 
Severe: 
wetness 



fa 
\ .• 

clt 

; •. ' • 

WATER RESOURCE 

a) Surface Drainage: 

Most of the water drains from the north to the south and into the Embarrass River on the 
south side of the property. The field north ofthe road drains into a culvert under the road 
and through the property to the south into the river. This drainageway is east of a pad that 
was built up for future building. No building should take place in this area and the flow 
must be maintained to move the water to the river. 

b) Subsurface Drainage: 

This site may contain agricultural tile, if any tile found care should be taken to maintain it 
in working order. 

Wetness may be a limitation associated with the soils on this site. Installing a properly 
designed subsurface drainage system will minimize adverse effects. Reinforcing 
foundations helps to prevent the structural damage caused by shrinking and swelling of 
naturally wet soils. 

c) Water Quality: 

As long as adequate erosion and sedimentation control systems are installed as described 
above, the quality of water should not be significantly impacted. 

CULTURAL, PLANT, AND ANIMAL RESOURCE 

a) Plant: 

For eventual landscaping ofthe site, the use of native species is recommended whenever 
possible. Some species include White Oak, Blue Spruce, Norway Spruce, Red Oak, and 
Red Twig Dogwood. Extra care should be taken to maintain or increase grass planting on 
the south side of the property to act as a filter for water going into the river. Planting trees 
and grass along the river floodplain area would be desirable to maintain water quality. 

b) Cultural: 

The Illinois Historic Preservation Agency may require a Phase I Archeological Review to 
identify any cultural resources that may be on the site. 

If you have furthe 
Conservation Dilt 

, please contact the Champaign County Soil and Water 

Signed by 7.(].Ak ...... .d...~4k:ti('-Prepared by it 4'-<W4L( 1 ... v "."Y ...... -

Board Chairman Resource Conservationist 
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Soil Tvpe 

134B 
152A 
242A 

3107A 
570C2 

LAND EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

AgGroup Relative Value Acres L.E. 

5 79 2.5 197.50 
2 98 0.7 68.60 
4 85 4.6 391.00 
6 70 6.8 476.00 
7 65 2.1 136.50 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

0.00 
Total LE factor- 1269.60 

Acreage= 16.7 

Land Evaluation Factor for site = 76 

Note: A Soil Classifier could be hired for additional accuracy if necessary. 

Data Source: Champaign County Digital Soil Survey 
Revised fall 2002 
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Sollers 

Kendall: 2.97 acres 

Martinsville: 1.27 acres 

Sawmill: 1.8 acres 

Shadwick 

Sawmill: 2.63 acres 

1.64 acres 

0.83 acres 

0.2 acres 

Camden: 

Drummer: 

Kendall: 

Martinsville: 0.01 acres 

Soil Information 

{ 
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WAYNE WARD ENGINEERING 
9n N COUNTY ROAD 1500 E 

CAMARGO, ILLINOIS 61919 

PHONE: (217) 253·2120 FAX: (217) 253·3218 

SURFACE DRAINAGE ANALYSIS OF 
PARCEL 'A' (SHADWICK PROPERTY) AND 

PARCEL 'C' (SOLLERS PROPERTY) OF 
16.7 ACRE TRACT LOCATED IN NW1J4 OF NE1J4 OF 

SECTION 27, T 17N, T 9E OF 3rd P.M. 

I, F. Wayne Ward, Registered Professional Engineer in the State of lliinois, entered upon 
Parcel ttA II and Parcel tIC" to survey and determine the surface drainage of the Parcels. A Plat of 
the resulting survey is hereby attached which indicates the ground contours on one foot internals 
and the direction and slope of stufaoe drainage on the Parcels. 

There is an existing natural waterway along the east property line of Parcel "A" thatdrains 
south from Road 200 North approximately 900 feet to the East Branch of the Embarrass River. All 
drainage from Parcel "A" flows towards and through the natural waterway. 

The drainage from Parcel tIC" flows naturally to the North road ditch for the north 100 feet 
of property, which then flows to the natural waterway mentioned above. The remaining part of 
Parcel "e" flows over natural ground for approximately 1200 feet toward the East Branch of the 
Embarrass River .. 

Water from Parcel" A" or Parcell/C,i does not flow onto any adjoining property with the 
exception of the portion of the natural waterway that lies within the boundary of the adjoining 
property on the east. 

All ground slopes have been indicated on the attached plH:1. 

There is currently no structure on Parcel "A" and Parcel"C" has been planted with nursery 
stock trees, therefore. 1 have no knowledge of any proposed wastewater disposal sy&tem. Any 
sump pump discharge will be diverted to the same natural waterway that carries tlie 'surface water 
to the river. The quantity of discharge water would not impact the capacity or condition of the 
natural waterway. 

, The above information and the information provided on the attached plat isim ·~curate 
representation of the existing conditions of drainage on Parcel "A" (Shadwick Property) ahd 

Parcel "C" (Sollers Property) at this time. . 

Prepared By 

Marcil 10. 2011 
Date 

:: hI 
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TOPOGRAPIDC SURVEY FOR PIDLLlP JONES 
LOCATED IN M\l1l4 OF NE1I4 OF SECTION 27 , 

TI7N, R9E OF 3rd P.M. ( CRITTENDEN TOWNSHIP ) 
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SURVEYED AND PLATTED BY 
WAYNE WARD ENGINEERING 
977 N. COUNTY ROAD 1500 E. 
rA.MADl"ra n T ~'"""..-~ c ..... ~ ... 
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TOPOGRAPHIC !DRAINAGE ANAL ¥SIS SURVEY FOR 
P ARCEL ~A" ( SHADWICK) AND PARCEL nco ( SOLLERS ) 
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Home Map Road Const ruction 

"Base Map" - Changes the Base Map view. Choose between ROADS. AERIAL IMAGES and 

AERIAL MAP WITH LABELS. 

"Pick Map Type" - Point to the "Pick Map Type" button below and select from the drop­

down. 

"Table of Contents" - Use button below to toggle the data panel. The check boxes 

control data visibility depending on map scale. Click the 'triangle' or the 'Expand' and/or 

'Collapse' buttons to see data viewing options . 

"Search" - type in a place name and the map will be centered at that location 

("Springfield", "Buckingham Fountain"). 
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HORKSHEET FOR PRlPARmG SOIL POT.:Jrr~L R.J.TL,liB 

So~LP.§.c: SEll'..~ 1c Tank Abs<2!'p.t i(~nJ'ie:t.Q.s ____________ . _____ ..!lr.§l..n.,!. _p_lLampflJ.gQ CountY1- IUitl..Q.U 

Happing Unit: Martinsville loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded 57OC2 

r

·-----u 

ISOil and' . 1--'--- ___ u --I---~Ypi~al ··----------~~ypical.---··-~ .. '-. 

Evaluation Factors ISite De~ree of /Effects '7 --C!:lrrectino l~1feS ,Contiolllog T.lj'Jjt8~o.os 
I COnditiOn1Lir.Jitation.L9n Use ..i Kinds J __ ]:nd_e_~. _K.AI14~ __ .___ ... _II99~ t----------r----- --------, ------1·--------: I 

Flooding I None Slight INane iNane ; None I 
Depth to High Water 1>6.0 
Table (Ft) 

Slight 

Permeability 
(IN/HR): (24-6011 ) 

Slope (PCT) 

I I 0.6-6.0 Moderate 
I 

I 5~10 Slight 

.lQQ 

Performance 
Standard 
Index 

, , 

I None : None I None 

i : I 
jStandard Absorption '1,0 I None 
IField 210-290 , 
I Sq • Ft. /Bedroom I I 
I I 

Surfacing of:Serial 4 \Monitor Erosion 
Effluent on /Distribution or lOver System 
Sideslopes,jSlope Design I 
~.-'. ·\o\Q. =.xA'~ I 
~f 6-J~~"'w Q.. L 
~rO~IOI') 

--l-------· 

None 

1 

• I 
LTotal .J.J:. __ ,Total 1 

. __ L_ 

Heasurc 
Cost Index 

_-l._ ... __ = 

Continuin:~ 
LLr:'Jitation 
Cost Index 

I 

9$ 

Soil Potential Ind~x 1/ 

1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase ~?I by th3.t amount. 

--
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~lORK;3!IEEI' FOR PRlPARD~G SOIL .. JOr.lrr~L R1.'fLJ·.iS 

So~LY.§..o: Sept.ic Tank Absoreti5!':! .!iel~ ____________ . __ . _____ ..:i1::~p._!.. J;t@mpa!.gp_ C0:t:tpty, I1J.J .. noiE _____ _ 

Happing Unit: Kendall silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 242A 

/

---._-- I· , ---,--... ---------------.. --.-------.-'- ._-._ .. - .... _. 
iSoil and 'Typical ~Typica1 

, ivaluation Factors !Site IDe~ree of IEffccts .. Carrecthrc 'Ic~s<.l.pe~ ,Ccntiolliog .Lia.itat~OllS f---.. ----.-.---f~r:.~~t~~~ Limit~~~~~~.:: US?_' ----f---~~~~~- !_.)nd_~;~;)5.~I1C\~. __ .. __ . . _iJ .. 99P-! 

! Flooding I None Slight I None ; Hone i 
I I ! I 

, I 

Depth to High Water 1.0-3.0 Severe System i Subsurface ; 12 
I Table (Ft) I Failure I Drainage or fill ! 

I j and curtain drain 

Permeability (IN/HR.)10.6-2.0 1110derate I None j Standa.rd Absorp. i 0 
(24-60 11

) /' /: Field 210-290Sq.Ft.,' 
/Bedroom 

I 1 
0-3 Slight None I None Slope (PCT) 

I 

I 

None 

Possible 
surfacing of 
effluent 

None 

None 

5 

L 
'j -->-------_. -~- ......... -. 

Total i 12 . : TotJ.l ~5 __ , 

100 __ 11... __ __ ..5 ____ = 83 

Performance Heasure Continuin'~ Soil fotentiu1 Inc~x 1/ 
Standard Cost Index LLr:litation 
Index Cost Index 

1/ If perfornance exceeds the standard increase JfI by th?t ar.Jount. 

-------------------
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~lORK3HEEl' FOR PRi!:PARINu SOIL POr.lITL1.L R.-:.TLiJS 

So!l l!sc: Sept~~.n.k...A.bs..Q.tP..tion. XhlQ.lI ___ _ _____ . _____ j~r!lA!. ... _.cb.ampa.ign..Couaty?-D 1 ioois 

Happing Unit: Colo silty clay loam 402 
I--·-------------'·----~----- ---.. -.... -- .-.. 

1
_-- I Soil and I I Typical i Typi?al. 

Evaluation Factors I Site De~ree of Effects ~ --C.orr€ct,hw ':Ia:2S11f'-'s ! ContlOlll ng .Liaita~ 

f-----···---1~':.~diti~~ Lintit~~~~nl O':!:'s..c_' ----r--K~~~-S -- l-J_nd~~i ~~~~4e._____ _-lk9!!.aJLi 
Flooding I Common Severe ,!system i Check Federal, I 65 ; System I 10 

(Floodp1ai Failure' State, & local laws ~ Maintenance I 

position) I /Consult Eni:ineer ! I 

I I Special Design ,; I 

j : I 
Severe /,system "subsurface Drainage! 12 I; Possible 

I Failure Locate Outlet I 5 Surfacing of 
I I I Efnuent 
I I 

1 None 2/ I None 

I None I I None 

~ +-___ 1 ____ _ 

1 Total i 82 

Depth to High Water +1.0-2.0 
Table (Ft) 

I 
Penneability I 0.6-2.0 
(IN/HR) : (24-60") 

Slope (PCT) I 0-2 

Moderate None 

Slight None 

Total 

100 --~-- -_-15-___ - 3 

Performance Neasure COl1tinuin:~ Soil Potential IndbX 
Standard Cost Index LLr:Jitation 
Index Cost Index 

1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase JfI by th~t ~ount. 
2/ Moderate permeability limitation 13 overCQ~e with Special Des1~n. 

1/ 

5 

15 



.' 

Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources 
One Natural Resources Way Springfield, Illinois 62702-1271 
hnp:lldnr.statc.il.us 

March 01,201 J 

Elitsa Dimitrova 
Alan Singleton 
2001 S 1st St #209 
Champaign, lL 61820 

Re: Rezoning 
Project Number(s): 1109248 

County: Champaign 

Dear Applicant: 

Pat Quinn, Governor 
Marc Mr!1er,t5irector 

This letter is in reference to the project you recently submitted for consultation. The natural resource review 

provided by EcoCA T identified protected resources that may be in the vicinity of the proposed action. The 

Department has evaluated this information and concluded that adverse effects are unlikely. Therefore, 

consultation under 17 Ill. Adm. Code Part 1075 is terminated. 

This consultation is valid for two years unless new information becomes available that was not previously 

considered; the proposed action is modified; or additional species, essential habitat, or Natural Areas are 

identified in the vicinity. If the project has not been implemented within two years of the date of this letter, or 

any of the above listed conditions develop, a new consultation is necessary . 

The natural resource review reflects the information existing in the Illinois Natural Heritage Database at the time 

of the project submittal, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor 

should it be a substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If 

additional protected resources are encountered during the project's implementation, you must comply with the 

applicable statutes and regulations. Also, note that termination does not imply IDNR's authorization or 

endorsement of the proposed action. 

Please contact me if you have questions regarding this review. 

Rick Pietruszka rz f 
Division of Ecosystems and Environment 

217-785-5500 

Printed on recycled and recyclable paper 



EcomCAT 
Ecolosical Co~i_ Aueument Tool 

Applicant: 
Contact: 
Address: 

Project: 
Address: 

Description: 

Alan Singleton 
Elitsa Dimitrova 
2001 S 1 st St #209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Rezoning 
Approximately 1561 CR 200 N, Tolono 

Rezoning to RRO - Sollers 

Natural Resource Review Results 

IDNR Project #: 
Date: 

1109248 
03/01/2011 

Consultation for Endangered Species Protection and Natural Areas Preservation (Part 1075) 
The Illinois Natural Heritage Database shows the following protected resources may be in the vicinity of 
the project 
location: 

Little Spectaclecase (Vil/osa lienosa) 

An IDNR staff member will evaluate this information and contact you within 30 days to request 
additional 
information or to terminate consultation if adverse effects are unlikely. 

Location 
The applicant is responsible for the 
accuracy of the location submitted 
for the project. 

County: Champaign 
Township, Range, Section: 
17N, 9E, 22 17N, 9E,27 
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IL Department of Natural Resources Contact 
Rick Pietruszka 

Zoning 
217-785-5500 

Division of Ecosystems & Environment 

Disclaimer 

Local or State Government Jurisdiction 

Champaign County Department of Planning & 

John Hall 
Brookens Administrative Center 
1776 E. Washington St. 
Urbana, Illinois 61802 

The Illinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence, 
absence, or 
condition of natural resources in Illinois. This review reflects the information existing in the Database at 
the time of 
this inquiry, and should not be regarded as a final statement on the site being considered, nor should it 
be a 
substitute for detailed site surveys or field surveys required for environmental assessments. If additional 
protected 
resources are encountered during the project's implementation, compliance with applicable statutes 
and 
regulations is required. 

Terms of Use 
By using this website, you acknowledge that you have read and agree to these terms. These terms 
may be revised 
by IDNR as necessary. If you continue to use the EcoCAT application after we post changes to these 
terms, it will 
mean that you accept such changes. If at any time you do not accept the Terms of Use, you may not 
continue to 
use the website. 

1. The IDNR EcoCA T website was developed so that units of local government, state agencies and the 

public could 
request information or begin natural resource consultations on-line for the Illinois Endangered Species 
Protection 
Act, Illinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and Illinois Interagency Wetland Policy Act. EcoCAT uses 
databases, 
Geographic Information System mapping, and a set of programmed decision rules to determine if 
proposed actions 
are in the vicinity of protected natural resources. By indicating your agreement to the Terms of Use for 
this 
application, you warrant that you will not use this web site for any other purpose. 

2. Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this website are strictly 

prohibited and may 
be punishable under the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act of 1986 and/or the National Information 
Infrastructure 
Protection Act. 

3. IDNR reserves the right to enhance, modify, alter, or suspend the website at any time without notice, 

orto 
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· . 
terminate or restrict access. 

Security 
EcoCAT operates on a state of Illinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to 
identify 
unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information, to cause harm or otherwise to 
damage this site. 
Unauthorized attempts to upload, download, or change information on this server is strictly prohibited 
by law. 
Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or 
software, may 
subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant 
information 
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials. 

Privacy 
EcoCAT generates a public record subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act. 
Otherwise, IDNR 
uses the information submitted to EcoCA T solely for internal tracking purposes. 
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1 'Old State Capitol Plaza 

Champaign county 
Tolono 

Springfield, Illinois 62701-1512 • www.illinois-history.gov 

PLEASE REFER TO: IHPA LOG #020031711 

Parcel 1 - West side of County Road 1600 East, South of County Road 200 North; Parcel 2 - Approximately 
1561 County Road 200 North; Parcel 3 - Approximately 1553 County Road 200 North 
Rezoning of Parcels 

April 2, 2011 

Alan Singleton 
Singleton Law Firm, P.C. 
2001 S. First St., Suite 209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Dear Mr. Singleton: 

The Illinois Historic Preservation A3ency is required by the Illinois State Agency Historic Resources 
Preservation Act (20 ILCS 3420, as amended, 17 lAC 4180) to review all state funded, permitted or 
licensed undertakings for their effect on cultural resources. We have received information indicating 
that the referenced project will, under the state law cited above, require comments from our office and 
our comments follow. Should you have any contrary information, please contact our office at the number 
below. 

According to the information provided to us concerning your proposed project, apparently there is no 
federal involvement in your project. However, please note that the state law is less restrictive than 
the federal cultural resource laws concerning archaeology, therefore if your project will use federal 
loans or grants, need federal agency permits or federal property then your project must be reviewed by 
us under a slightly different procedure under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended. Please notify us immediately if such is the case. 

The project area has a high probability of containing significant prehistoric/historic archaeological 
resources. Accordingly, a Phase I archaeological reconnaissance survey to locate, identify, and record 
all archaeologi~al resources within the project area will be required. This decision is based upon our 
understanding that there has not been any large scale disturbance of the ground surface (excluding 
agricultural activities) or major construction activity within the project area which would have 
destroyed existing cultural resources prior to your project. If the area has been disturbed, please 
contact our office with the appropriate written and/or photographic evidence. The area(s) that need(s) 
to be surveyed (within the zone that needs to be surveyed) include(s) all area(s) that will be 
developed as ~ result of the issuance of the $tate agency permit(s) or the granting of the state funds 
or loan guarantees that have prompted this review. Enclosed you will find an attachment briefly 
describing Phase I surveys and listing archaeological contracting services. A COPY OF OUR LETTER WITH 
THE IHPA LOG NUMBER SHOULD BE PROVIDED TO THE SELECTED PROFESSIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL CONTRACTOR TO ENSURE 
~T THE SURVEY RESULTS ARE CONNECTED TO YOUR PROJECT PAPERWORK. 

If you have,further questions, please contact Joseph Phillippe, Chief Archaeologist, at 217/785-1279. 

~[~w.kv 
Anne E. Haaker 
Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

Enclosure 

A teletypewriter for the speech/hearing impaired is available at 217-524-7128. It is not a voice or fax line. 
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. Date: &/4-/" 
Case#: ~1t>-~-" ~ ~B1-M-'\ 

LAND EVALUATION AND SITE ASSESSMENT 
WORKSHEET 

Worksbeet for calculating the total point value for the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment 
System. Refer to the Cbampaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment System manuai for 
spec:lftc instructions and definitions. C4 se c..S(i' 

II. La;;;; ;~~I~';;~;';;;;:--- - --- I til; 11i1~ 
n. Site Assessment 

A. Agricultural Uses: 
~te~ ~61 ~ ''to 

1. Percentaae of Area In Aaricultural Uses within one and one balf (1 ~) miles of Site lB 
9O%ormorc 18 
75% to 890At 16 
50%0074% 12 
25%0049% 8 
Less than 25% 0 

1. Land Use Adjacent to Site 8 
All sides in Agricultural Usc 18 18 
1 Side in Non-Agricultural Uses 16 
2 Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 12 
3 Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 8 
All Sides in Non-Agricultural Uses 0 

10 • 

3. Percentale of Site In or Suitable for Aaricultural Uses 
( 

75% to 100%, 10 
59% to 74% 8 
25% to 49% 6 
10% to 24% 4 
0% to 9% 0 

:........--------- _ ....... _-- - ...... --- ..... - - - -

B. Zoning and Prior Governmental Actions: 

1. Pernntale of land zoned AGo!, Aariculture, AGol, AartcuIture and lor CR, Conservadon-Recreadon 10 
within one-half (Ill) mlIes of Site 

900A. or more 10 
75% to 89% 8 
50% to 74% 6 
25%1049% 4 
Less than 25% 0 

1. Percentale of Site zoned AGol, Aartculture, AGol, Agriculture or CR, Conservatlon-Recreadon (0 
90% to 100% 10 
75%00 89% 8 
50% to 74% 6 
25% to 49% 4 
24% or less 0 

3. Have prior governmental aetlons committed site to development f.? 
No 10 
Partially 6 
Yea 0 

--_._ .. - _ .... - - _ ... - -

(1) 
1? I?QI?() 1 () 



.. C. CompatJblUtylImpact of Uses: 

1. Dlltance from City or VIn .. e Corponte Limits 
;0 

More than l.S (I ~) miles 10 

• I to 1.49 miles 8 
.25 to .49 miles 6 
o to .49 miles 4 
Adjacent 0 

1. CompatlbWty of proposed use and zoDiD, dlance with surroundln, Agricultnnl Usa b 
Incompatible 10 
Somc:wbat Compatible 6 
Compatible 0 

D. Land Use Feasibility: 

4 
1. Size of Site Feasible for Farming 2. 

100 acrca or more 8 
40 to 99 acres 6 
20 to 39 acres 4 
5 to 19 acres 2 
Under 5 acres 0 

1. SOU LlmJtatIon. for Proposed Use and Proposed ZonlDg Chance B 
Severe 10 
Moderate to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

3L Alternative Sites proposed on lest productive land l:> 
Yes 8 • No 0 

£C 
3b. Need for addltionalland 

Vacant buildable land available 8 
Little buildable land remaining 0 

E. Existence of Infrastructure: 

t. AvaJIabillty of Central Sew .. e System 10 
More than 1.5 (1 ~) miles 10 
.15 to 1.49 miles 8 
.50 to .14 miles 6 
.25 to .49 miles 4 I 

I 

200 feet to .24 milea 2 I 

200 feet or less or on-site 0 I 

1. AvaUablUty o(Central Water System \0 
More than t.s (I V2) miles 10 
.75 to 1.49 miles 8 
.50 to .74 miles 6 
.25 to .49 miles 4 
200 feet to .24 miles 2 
200 feet or lesa or on-site 0 I 

3. Tnnsportation ~ 

* Inadequate fOT planned Use and Proposed Rezoning - Site 10 

".' 

.' , 
I, • 

beyond \.5 (1 ~) miles from City or Village Corporate Limits 
- Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning. Some 8 
Minor improvements required - site beyond 1.5 (1 ~) miles 
from CityNillage Corporate Limits 
-Adequate fOT Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning" site beyond 6 
1.5 (I V2) mites of CityNiJlagc or Village Corporate Limits 
-Inadequate for Planned Usc & Proposed Rezoning," site within 

----
4 i-. _ 

12/29/2010 
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1.5 (1 ~) miles of City or Village Corporate Limita 
-Inadequate for Planned Use &: Proposed Rezoning. Some minor 2 
ImproVCllDCllta required • site within 1.5 (I ~) miles of CilyNilIage 
Corporate Limits 
-Adequate for Planned Usc &: Proposed Rezoning - site within I.S 
(I ~) miles ofCityNillage Corporate Limits 0 

4. Dbtsace of site from fire protection semce 
Not in fire protcetion district (FPD) 10 
In a FPD, but more than 5 miles from fire protection service 8 
2 ~ to 5 milca - volunteer 6 
o to 2.49 milCi • volunteer 4 
2 ~ to 5 miles- paid 2 
o to 249 miles - paid 0 
-

F. Environment Impact of Proposed Use and Zoning Change: 

1. Impact on FJoodJn&!Dralnage 
Negative Impact 6 
SomoImpact 4 
Little or none with special desiill or protcetive measures provided or required 2 
None 0 

1. Impact on b.lstorte, cultural, unique or Important vegetation areas, or 
other areu of ecoloatc:allmportanc:e 
Negative impact 6 
Some impact 4 
No Impact 0 

3. Impact Oil Recreation and open spaces 
Negative impact 6 
Somoimpact 4 

No Impact 0 

4. Impact 00 Water QoalIty 
Severe 10 
Moderate to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

5. Impact on Water Supply 
Sevcte 10 
Modmte to Severe 8 
Moderate 6 
Slight to Moderate 4 
Slight 0 

Land Evaluation Total: 

Site Assessment Total: 

Total Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Point Value 

(3) 

Aslening a Site Where Proposed Agricultural Uses are to be Converted: 

220 -300 
200 .. 219 
180 -199 
179 or helow 

Very High Rating (or Protection 
High Rating for Protection 
Moderate Rating for Protection 
J .OlN DQ~n ... I'ft_ D_~. __ ~ __ 

,/ 
~ 

0 

4-

.0 

0 

0 
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Attacbment V. RRO Table 2. Comparing Tbe Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions 
Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 5, 2011 

f2 • "":.W... ........... --

RRO Rezoning Factor Conditions At The Proposed Site Are Most Comparable To The Following Common Conditions: 

1) Availability of water supply o More or Less Typical Conditions Reasonable confidence of water availability (area with no suspected problems of 
groundwater availability) and no reason to suspect impact on neighboring wells. 

2) Suitability for onsite wastewater '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. About 50% of the soils have a very high suitability and only about 13% 
systems of the soils on the property have low suitability compared to the approximately 51 % of the entire County that has a Low . 

Potential. Also, according to the Champaign County Public Health Department only two of the proposed lots Will need curtain 
drains. 

3) Flood hazard status fjJ Worst or Nearly Worst Conditions Entire lot is entirely within the SFHA (based on actual topography) but fill 
has been added to make a buildinq pad above the Base Flood Elevation 

4) The availability of emergency '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Located between two-and-half and five road miles from a fire station 
services4 

within the district. 

5) The presence of nearby natural 
or manmade hazards5 o Nearly Ideal Conditions. There are no man-made hazards nearby 

6) Effects on wetlands, historic or o More or Less Typical Conditions Archaeological concerns may apply to a small part of the site but in general 
archeological sites, natural or no negative effects. 
scenic areas, and/or wildlife 
habitat 

7) Effects of nearby farm '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Approximately half of the surrounding land use is farmland and half the 
operations on the proposed perimeter of the subject property is bordered by row crop agriculture. 
development 

8) The LESA score '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. The LESA score is 208 

9) Adequacy and safety of roads o Nearly Ideal Conditions. Access is from a County Highway (CH16) and is less than one mile from a State Highway 
providing access (III. 130). Access is at a location with good visibility. 

10) Effects on drainage both '* Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Only about 13% of soils are "wet" soils; there is good surface drainage 
upstream and downstream with adequate outlets and the property drains only a short distance over adjacent land. 



Attachment V. RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions 
Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 5, 2011 
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RRO Rezoning Factor I Conditions At The Proposed Site Are Most Comparable To The Following Common Conditions: 

LEGEND (Also see the Descriptions of Prototypical Champaign County Conditions) 

o WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is more or less equal to the ideal Champaign County site * WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is much better than typical but not equal to the ideal Champaign County site 
o WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is equal to or somewhat better than the typical Champaign County site 

WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is worse than the typical Champaign County site 
WITH NO CORRECTIVE IMPROVEMENTS, the proposed site is more or less equal to the worst Champaign County site for 

NOTES 
1. Typical Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on averages for the entire County except for water availability. For example, 
the overall average Land Evaluation is for all of the land in the County. Some factors are based on a review of date for all major rural subdivisions (such as the 
gross average lot size). 

2. The ideal Champaign County rural residential development site conditions are based on the best possible conditions for each factor that can be found in rural 
Champaign County regardless of the amount of land that might be available and regardless of whether or not any individual site would likely ever combine ideal 
ratings on all factors. 

3. Typical factor is based on a review of data from major rural subdivisions in the AG-1 and CR districts and does not reflect conditions found in rural residential 
development that occurred under the requirements of the Illinois Plat Act and without County subdivision approval. These Plat Act Developments typically take up 
much more land since the minimum lot size is five acres. 

4. Ambulance service can presumably be further than five miles distance and be acceptable. NO STANDARD OF COMPARISON IS PROPOSED FOR 
EMERGENCY AMBULANCE SERVICE. 

5. Any location in the County is subject to natural hazards such as tornadoes, freezing rain, etc. 
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Attachment W. RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development 
Suitability 
Case 689-AM-ll PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4, 2011 

Factors Related To Proposed Site Is Most Similar To Which Common Condition: 
Development Suitability 

Worst Or Much More or Much Better Ideal or 
Nearly Worse Than Less Typical Than Nearly Ideal 
Worst Typical Condition1 Typical Condition1 

Condition1 Condition1 Condition1 

rtl D 0 ~ 0 

Adequacy of Roads' OJ 

Other Hazards 0 3 

Septic Suitability 1"r 3 

Effects on Drainage2 ~3 

Emergency Services ~J 

Effects OF Farms ~3 

LESA Score 
~3 

Availability of Water 0 3 

Environmental Concerns 0 3 

Flood Hazard Status til 

NOTES 
1. All comparisons are to common Champaign County conditions. Typical conditions are not necessarily suitable 
for development. See the text. 

2. Also related to the finding on Compatibility With Surrounding Agriculture. See that discussion and rating. 

3. There is no difference in suitability of the Proposed Site for either the Proposed RRO or the Non-RRO 
Alternative. 
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Attachment X. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With 
Agriculture 
Case 689-AM-ll PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4,2011 

Factors Related To Compared To The Non-RRO Alternative 1, 

Compatibility With Agriculture The Proposed RRO Development Would Have: 

MORE SAME LESS 
EFFECTS EFFECTS EFFECTS 

(Or Nearly Same) 

Land Conversion: 
By Ownership2 NEARLY SAME 

By Developmentl NEARLY SAME 

Road Safetl NEARLY SAME 

Effects ON Farms5 NEARLY SAME 

Drainage4 NEARLY SAME 

Land Evaluation Score NEARLY SAME 

NOTES 
1. The Non-RRO Alternative is a rough estimation by staff of the amount of development that may occur 
without RRO designation and includes considerations of feasibility and marketability. In Cases 689-AM-11 and 
690-AM-11 there will be no additional residences without the rezoning. 

2. Refers to the division of land that is suitable for farming into smaller tracts. Non-RRO Alternatives that would 
result in large tracts of land being divided into a number of 35 acre tracts are generally considered to have only a 
minor detrimental effect on production agriculture. 

3. Refers to the amount of land that is (more or less) actually developed. 

4. Also related to the finding on site suitability for rural residential development. The proposed RRO will add 
100% more traffic than the non-RRO alternative but the amount of traffic will not adversely affect road safety or 
farm traffic. 

5. Includes consideration of how much adjacent farming activity there is. Sites with fewer sides bordering farms 
will have less effect than if all sides border farms. 

, 

I 



PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

689-AM-l1 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE, 

FINDING OF FACT, 

AND 

FINAL DETERMINATION 

of 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

Final Detemlination: {RECOMMEND ENACTMENT/ RECOMMEND DENIAL} 

Date: August 11, 2011 

Petitioners: 

Request: 

Charles T. and Shelly Sollers 

Amend the Zoning Map to allow for the use of 1 single family residential lot in the 
CR Conservation Recreation Zoning District by adding the Rural Residential 
Overlay (RRO) Zoning District 



Case 689-AM-11 
Page 2 of 23 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 
From the documents of record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing conducted on June 
16,2011, and August 11, 2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. The petitioners Charles T. and Shelly Sollers own the subject property. 

2. The subject property is an approximately an approximately 6 acre tract of land that is located in the West 
Half of the North Half of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township and that is located 
approximately one-half mile west of the intersection of County Highway 16 and Illinois Route 130 and 
located on the south side of County Highway 16 (CR200N). 

*3. The subject property is not located within the one-and-a-half-mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of a 
municipality with zoning. 

*4. Regarding petitioner's comments on the petition: 

* A. When asked on the petition what error in the present Ordinance is to be corrected by the 
proposed change, the petitioner stated the following: 
Zoning should be amended to RRO because the nature of the neighborhood has changed as 
there are at least 5 single family residences in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 on 
comparable in size and characteristic parcels. 

*B. When asked on the petition what other circumstances justify the rezoning the petitioner stated 
the following: 
There are adequate and convenient roads providing access to the property (RTE 130 and 
County Road 1600E) and access is with good visibility. Emergency services are available as 
the Villa Grove Fire Department is conveniently located 3.1 miles away. Two new homes 
would not have negative effect on nearby farming and the soil is not best prime farmland 
overall (the LESA Score of the land is much lower than the county average of 92 and no 
amount that was previously used for agriculture will be rezoned to RRO). 

*C. Additional comments made by the petitioner on the petition are the following: 
The wells in the area are capable of supplying adequate groundwater for normal household 
use. Drainage flows towards and through the natural waterway. The water does not flow 
onto any adjoining property, and any sump pump discharge will be diverted by the natural 
waterway. The site of the potential residence is above the BFE line. The parcel is not close 
to any man-made hazard and is relatively close to urbanized area (within 16 miles of 
Urbana). Finally, there are no concerns about wetlands, protected natural resources or 
habitat in this vicinity. 

5. Land use and zoning on the subject property and in the immediate vicinity are as follows: 
* A. Land to the north is zoned AG-I Agriculture and is farmland. 

B. Land to the East is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential. 
*= same as related Case 690-AM-ll 



PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 689-AM-11 
Page 3 of 23 

*C. Land to the South is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential and 
agriculture and is proposed for a Heliport and Restricted Landing Area in Case 688-S-11. 

D. Land to the West is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential and 
agriculturaL 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE REQUIREMENTS FOR ESTABLISHING AN RRO DISTRICT 

6, Generally regarding relevant requirements from the Zoning Ordinance for establishing an RRO District: 
A. The Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) Zoning District is an overlay zoning designation that is in 

addition to the pre-existing (underlying) rural zoning. An RRO is established using the basic 
rezoning procedure except that specific considerations are taken into account in approvals for 
rezoning to the RRO District. 

B. Paragraph 5.4.3.C.1 of the Zoning Ordinance requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to make two 
speCific findings for RRO approval which are the following: 
(1) That the proposed site is or is not suitable for the development of the specified maximum 

number of residences; and 

(2) That the proposed residential development will or will not be compatible with 
surrounding agriculture. 

C. Paragraph 5.4.3 C.l of the Zoning Ordinance requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to consider 
the following factors in making the required findings: 
(1) Adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the site; 

(2) Effects on drainage both upstream and downstream; 

(3) The suitability of the site for onsite wastewater systems; 

(4) The availability of water supply to the site; 

(5) The availability of emergency services to the site; 

(6) The flood hazard status of the site; 

(7) Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas or wildlife 
habitat; 

(8) The presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards; 

(9) Effects on nearby farmland and farm operations; 

(10) Effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed residential development; 



Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT 
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(11) The amount ofland to be converted from agricultural uses versus the number of dwelling 
units to be accommodated; 

(12) The Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) score of the subject site; 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE MAXIMUM ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT WITHOUT AN RRO 

7. Regarding the maximum number of new zoning lots that could be created out of the subject property 
without the authorization for the RRO Zoning District: 
* A. As amended on February 19,2004, by Ordinance No. 710 (Case 431-AT-03 Part A), the Zoning 

Ordinance requires establishment of an RRO District for subdivisions of any tract that existed on 
January 1, 1998, into more than three lots (whether at one time or in separate divisions) less than 
35 acres in area each (from a property larger than 50 acres) and/or subdivisions with new streets 
in the AG-l, AG-2, and CR districts (the rural districts) except that parcels between 25 and 50 
acres may be divided into four parcels. 

*B. The subject property was divided out of an approximately 65.54 parcel (the parent tract) of land 
in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township indicated in the January 1, 1998, 
Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official Tax Map (see attachment). 

*C. By July 1, 2005, that 65.54 acre parcel had been divided into a total of six different tax parcels 
each of which was less than 35 acres in area and one parcel that was larger than 35 acres (see 
attachment B). The last three lots less than 35 acres in area had been created in a Plat of Survey 
dated 5118/04 that was recorded on July 1,2005 (see attached).The attachment also illustrates 
that by March 7,2008, zoning use permits had been authorized on three of the new smaIl (less 
than 35 acre) lots, as follows: 
(1) Zoning Use Permit 65-01-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 6, 2001. 
(2) Zoning Use Permit 85-03-01 for a new dwelling was authorized on March 13,2003. 
(3) Zoning Use Permit 361-07-01FP (floodplain development permit) was authorized on 

March 17,2008. The application for this Zoning Use Permit was received on December 
27,2007. 

*D. On December 26, 2007, a Community Acknowledgement ofFill Form was submitted for the 
subject property by the owners at that time, Justin and Spring Harrison of Villa Grove. In a letter 
dated April 24, 2008, the Zoning Administrator informed the Harrisons that the subject property 
was unbuildable without a County Board approval of a Rural Residential Overlay (RRO) zoning 
map amendment. The letter also stated that the third lot created in the Plat of Survey was also 
not buildable without the RRO amendment and there was an enforcement action against the 
owner of that lot for unauthorized construction. The letter also explained that Phillip Jones, from 
whom the property had been purchased, had been informed of the Zoning Ordinance limit on the 
number oflots that could be created and what it meant for the division ofthe property long 
before the Plat of Survey was ever prepared. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-ll 
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E. The subject property is the subject of enforcement case ZN-08-0l/33 for unauthorized 
construction. There is an existing building on the property without a permit and no permit can be 
authorized on the subject property without the requested RRO rezoning. The existing building is 
also apparently not a dwelling and is only a storage structure and non-agricultural storage 
structures cannot be authorized without there being a dwelling. Resolution of the required RRO 
rezoning will lead to eventual resolution of all other necessary authorizations. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE PROPOSED RRO DISTRICT 

8. The plan that was received on April 29, 2011, in fulfIllment of the Schematic Plan requirement indicates 
the following: 
A. There is one proposed buildable lot that is approximately 6 acres in area. 

B. The RRO District is necessary for the proposed lot. 

C. The subject property has access to County Highway 16 (CR200N) and is located approximately 
2,000 feet west of the intersection with Illinois Route 130. 

D. The proposed lot meets or exceeds all of the minimum lot standards in the Zoning Ordinance. 

E. The subject property is in different ownership than the property in related case 689-AM-ll but 
the impacts of each case should be considered together since both lots require rezoning. 

F. Although not indicated on the Plat of Survey, an unauthorized building has been constructed on 
the subject property and a pond has been constructed. The subject property is the subject of 
enforcement case ZN-08-01/33. Because of the extent of the floodplain both the building and the 
pond are located in the floodplain but were constructed without zoning use permits and thus 
without a floodplain development permit. The pond appears to be less than one acre in area and 
if so a special use permit is not required and it appears to have been completely excavated and is 
probably compliant with the Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance. The building is apparently 
not a "dwelling" and is a storage building which means the property has no principal use. Non­
agricultural storage buildings are not authorized without a principal use. Approval of the RRO 
request will not resolve all of the violations on the property but is a necessary first step. 
Resolution of the remaining violations will be the responsibility of the owners. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE SOILS ON THE PROPERTY 

9. A Section 22 Natural Resource Report was prepared for the subject property by the Champaign County 
Soil and Water Conservation District on February 8,2008, and supplemental information was provided 
on April 29, 2011. The types of soils and other site characteristics are as follows: 
A. The area covered by the Natural Resource Report prepared on February 8, 2008, appears to cover 

more area than the actual proposed lot, which might make some difference in the LE score and 
relative extents of the soil types on the subject property. Supplemental information provided on 
April 29,2011, indicates that the subject property is not best prime farmland overall. 
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B. Regarding the soils on the subject property, their extents, and their relative values are as follows: 
(l) Approximately 2.97 acres (about 50%) of the subject property is soil map unit 242A 

Kendall silt loam, 0 to 2% slopes. Kendall soil generally covers the the northern half of 
the property. 

(2) Approximately 1.8 acres (about 30%) of the subject property is soil map unit is soil map 
unit 3107 A Sawmill silty clay loam (formerly 402 Colo silty clay loam), 0 to 2% slopes. 
Sawmill soil is a floodplain soil that covers the southern 30% of the property nearest the 
Dver. 

(3) The rest of the subject property (1.4 acres or about 20%) consists of map unit 570C2 
Martinsville silt loam, 5% to 10% slopes, eroded. Martinsville soil is midway between 
the Kendall and the bottomland Sawmill soil and probably indicates a stream terrace. 

B. The subject property is not Best Prime Farmland under the Champaign County Land Use 
Regulatory Policies, as follows: 
(l) Best Prime Farmland is identified by the Champaign County Land Use Regulatory 

Policies - Rural Districts as amended on November 20, 200 I, as any tract on which the 
soil has an average Land Evaluation Factor of 85 or greater using relative values and 
procedures specified in the Champaign County, Illinois Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment System. 

(2) The Land Evaluation Worksheet in the Natural Resource Report indicates the overall 
Land Evaluation factor for the soils in the original Plat of Survey is 76 and based on the 
soil areas for the subject property indicated in the Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information 
including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts, the overall Land Evaluation 
for the subject property is also 76. 

C. Site specific concerns stated in the Section 22 report are the following: 
(1) The Kendall soil is subject to severe wetness (although less than Drummer). 

(2) Extra care should be taken to minimize soil erosion and sedimentation into the East 
Branch of the Embarras River on the south edge of the property. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE ADEQUACYAND SAFETY OF ROADS 

10. Regarding the adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the proposed RRO District: 
A. The Institute of Transportation Engineers publishes guidelines for estimating of trip generation 

from various types ofland uses in the reference handbook Trip Generation. Various statistical 
averages are reported for single family detached housing in Trip Generation and the average 
"weekday" traffic generation rate per dwelling unit is 9.55 average vehicle trip ends per dwelling 
unit. Trip Generation does not report any trip generation results for rural residential 
development. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-Il 
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B. The Statlreport Loeational Considerations for Rural Residential Development in Champaign 
County, Illinois that led to the development of the RRO Amendment, incorporated an assumed 
rate of 10 average daily vehicle trip ends (ADT) per dwelling unit for rural residences. The 
assumption that each proposed dwelling is the source of 10 ADT is a standard assumption in the 
analysis of any proposed RRO. 

C. Based on the standard assumption that each proposed dwelling is the source of 10 ADT, the 
single residence in the requested RRO District is estimated to account for an increase of 
approximately 10 ADT in total, which is a 100% increase over the non-RRO alternative. The 
subject property and the property in related case 689-AM-l1 should be considered together and 
both properties together are an increase of approximately 20ADT. 

D. The Illinois Department of Transportation's Manual of Administrative Policies of the Bureau of 
Local Roads and Streets are general design guidelines for local road construction using Motor 
Fuel Tax funding and relate traffic volume to recommended pavement width, shoulder width, 
and other design considerations. The Manual indicates the following pavement widths tor the 
following traffic volumes measured in Average Daily Traffic (ADT): 
(1) A local road with a pavement width of 16 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of no 

more than 150 vehicle trips. 

(2) A local road with a pavement width of 18 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of no 
more than 250 vehicle trips. 

(3) A local road with a pavement width of20 feet has a recommended maximum ADT 
between 250 and 400 vehicle trips. 

(4) A local road with a pavement width of22 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of 
more than 400 vehicle trips. 

E. The Illinois Department of Transportation's Manual of Administrative Policies of the Bureau of 
Local Roads and Streets general design guidelines also recommends that local roads with an 
ADT of 400 vehicle trips or less have a minimum shoulder width of two feet. 

F. The subject property is located on County Highway 16. The width of the pavement is 
approximately 22 feet. A special condition has been proposed to ensure that the driveway 
entrance is approved by the County Engineer. 

G. The Illinois Department of Transportation measures traffic on various roads throughout the 
County and determines the annual average 24-hour traffic volume for those roads and reports it 
as Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT). As indicated in a print out oflDOT traffic data 
included with the 8/4111 Supplemental Memorandum, the most recent AADT data in the vicinity 
of the subject property is 750 AADT along CH16 (CR200N) where it passes the subject 
property. 
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H. The relevant geometric standards for visibility are found in the Manual of Administrative 
Policies of the Bureau of Local Roads and Streets prepared by the Bureau of Local Roads and 
Streets of the Illinois Department of Transportation. Concerns are principally related to 
"minimum stopping sight distance". Design speed detennines what the recommended distance is. 
There appear to be no visibility concerns related to the placement of the new street. 

I. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "nearly ideal" conditions for 
Champaign County in tenns of common conditions for the adequacy and safety of roads 
providing access because the subject property is located approximately 2,000 feet west of IL 130 
and appears to have adequate capacity. 

GENERALLY REGARDING DRAINAGE 

11. Regarding the effects of the proposed RRO District on drainage both upstream and downstream: 
A. The Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011, was 

an attachment to the Preliminary Memorandum and describes the topography of the subject 
property as follows: 
(1) The subject property is Parcel "C" and the property in related Case 690-AM-II is Parcel 

"A" . 

(2) The northern half of the subject property varies in elevation from 655 feet to 653 feet 
mean sea level. 

(3) The subject property has a mounded area approximately 1 00 feet square located 120 feet 
south of the north property line (ROW of CH 16) at elevation 655 feet. The rest of the 
property has ground slope between 1 % and 2% or steeper near the East Branch of the 
Embarras River. 

(4) The engineer has no knowledge of any specific proposals for onsite wastewater treatment 
and disposal systems and so there are no recommendations. 

(5) Any sump pump discharge could be diverted to the natural waterway and the quantity of 
discharge water will not impact the capacity or condition of the natural waterway. 

B. Staff evidence relevant to the drainage conditions on the subject property is as follows: 
(1) The topographic contours do not indicate any areas of significant stonn water ponding on 

the subject property. 

(2) The Champaign County Zoning Ordinance does not contain a minimum required ground 
slope but 1 % is nonnally considered a minimum desirable ground slope for residential 
development. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-ll 
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C. Overall, the proposed RRO District is comparable to "much better than typical" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the drainage effects on properties located 
both upstream and downstream because of the following: 
(1) The subject property has ground slope exceeding 2% in general. 

(2) The subject property does not drain over any adjacent property except for a portion of the 
natural drainageway that is on the adjacent property. 

GENERALLY REGARDING SUITABILITY OF THE SITE FOR ONSITE WASTEWATER SYSTEMS 

12. Regarding the suitability of the site for onsite wastewater systems: 
A. The pamphlet Soil Potential Ratings for Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign County, 

Illinois, is a report that indicates the relative potential of the various soils in Champaign County 
for use with subsurface soil absorption wastewater systems (septic tank leach fields). The 
pamphlet contains worksheets for 60 different soils that have potential ratings (indices) that 
range from 103 (very highest suitability) to 3 (the lowest suitability). The worksheets for the 
relevant soil types on the subject property were included with the Supplemental Memorandum 
dated August 4,2011, and can be summarized as follows: 

(l) Kendall silt 10am,0 to 3 percent slopes (map unit 242A) soil covers about 50% of the 
property and is rated as having "medium" suitability for subsurface soil absorption 
wastewater systems (septic tank leach fields) with a soil potential index of 83 and 
requires corrective measures generally of subsurface drainage or fill and a curtain drain. 
Kendall soil is generally in the northern half of the property where a home would most 
likely be constructed. 

(2) Martinsville silt loam, 5% to 10% slopes, eroded covers about 20% of the property and 
has "high" suitability for septic tank leach fields with a soil potential index of 95 but may 
require a serial distribution to accommodate the slope. 

(3) Sawmill silty clay loam, 0-2% slopes, (map unit 3107 A; formerly Colo silty clay loam) 
has "very low" suitability for septic tank leach fields with a soil potential index of 3. 
Sawmill has severe wetness problems due to a water table high enough to cause flooding 
(1 foot above to 2 feet deep) and moderate permeability. The typical corrective measure 
is subsurface drainage to lower groundwater levels. Sawmill soil makes up about 50% 
(2.63 acres) of the subject property. 

B. The subject property is comparable to "much better than typical" conditions for Champaign 
County because 50% of the soils on the subject property have "medium" suitability and 20% of 
the soils have "high" suitability, as compared to the approximately 51 % of the entire County that 
has a Low Potential. 
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GhlVERALLY REGARDING THE AVAILABILITY OF GROUNDWATER AT THE SITE 

13. Regarding the availability of water supply to the site; 
A. The Staff report Loeational Considerations and Issuesfor Rural Residential Development in 

Champaign County, Illinois included a map generally indicating the composite thickness of 
water bearing sand deposits in Champaign County. The map was an adaptation of a figure 
prepared by the Illinois State Geological Survey for the Landfill Site Identification Study for 
Champaign County. 

B. The subject property is located in an area with known limited groundwater availability. 

C. In a letter dated January 24, 2008, that was included with the Supplemental Memorandum dated 
August 4,2011, Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State Water Survey Center 
for Groundwater Science stated the chances are fair to good for developing the necessary water 
supply at the subject property. 

D. The subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "more or less typical" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the availability of water supply. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE AVAILABILITY OF EMERGENCY SERVICES TO THE SITE 

14. Regarding the availability of emergency services to the site: 
A. The subject property is under contract with the Villa Grove Fire Protection Department and is 

located approximately 3.1 road miles from the Villa Grove station. The approximate travel time 
is less than 10 minutes. The Fire District Chief has been notified of this request for rezoning. 

B. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the availability of 
emergency services because the site is under contract with and located approximately 3.1 road 
miles from the Villa Grove fire station. 

GENERALLY REGARDING FLOOD HAZARD AND OTHER NATURAL OR MANMADE HAZARDS 

15. Regarding the flood hazard status of the site: 
A. An excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 1708940275 B 

dated March 1, 1984, was included with the Preliminary Memorandum and indicates the entire 
subject property is within the mapped 100-year floodplain. 

B. An excerpt from the Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping, Champaign 
County. Illinois by the Illinois State Water Survey (August 2002) was also included with the 
Preliminary Memorandum and indicates that the entire subject property is located within the 
I OO-year floodplain and based on interpolation the base flood elevation is approximately 654.5 
feet mean sea level at the subject property. 

*;:::; same as related Case 690-AM-ll 
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C. The Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011, was 
an attachment to the Preliminary Memorandum and indicates there is a mounded area 
approximately 100 feet square located 120 feet south of the north property line at elevation 655 
feet and one-half foot above the base flood elevation. 

D. The Champaign County Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance allows construction in the 100-
year floodplain regardless of depth below the base flood elevation provided that proper measures 
are taken to minimize damage from flooding. However, the greater the depth below the base 
flood elevation the more expensive are the minimum requirements to minimize damage from 
flooding. 

E. Overall, the proposed RRO District is comparable to "worst or nearly worst" conditions for 
Champaign County in terms of flood hazard status because the entire no part ofthe subject 
property is in the mapped floodplain however there is pad of elevated ground that will make it 
easier to construct a home and partially mitigate this condition. 

16. Regarding the presence of nearby natural or man-made hazards, there are no known hazards in the 
vicinity and the location on a County Highway and proximity to a state highway should minimize the 
problems with weather related conditions. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are 
comparable to "nearly ideal" conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the 
presence of nearby natural or manmade hazards. 

GENERALLY REGARDING COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING AGRICULTURE AND THE EFFECTS OF NEARBY 
FARM OPERATIONS ON THE DEVELOPMENT 

17. Regarding the likely effects of nearby farm operations on the proposed development: 
A. Rough analysis of land use within a one-half mile radius of the subject property indicates the 

following: 
(1) Row crop production agriculture occupies a portion of the land area within the immediate 

vicinity of the proposed RRO District, but occurs on only one side of the proposed RRO 
and that is to the north and separated from the subject property by the right of way of 
CH16. 

(2) Row crop production produces noise, dust and odors that homeowners sometimes find 
objectionable. Farm operations may begin early and continue until well after dark 
exacerbating the impact of noise related to field work. 

B. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the effects of nearby 
farmland operations on the proposed development because most of the buildable area on the 
subject property is bordered on only one side by row crop agriculture. 
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GENERA.LLY REGARDING THE (LESA) SCORE 

18. Regarding the LESA score of the proposed RRO District: 
A. The Champaign County, Illinois LESA system is a method of evaluating the viability of 

farmland for agricultural uses. The LESA system results in a score consisting of a Land 
Evaluation portion and a Site Assessment portion. The score indicates the degree of protection 
tor agricultural uses on that particular site and the degrees of protection are as follows: 
(1) An overall score of 220 to 300 indicates a very high rating for protection of agriculture. 

(2) An overall score of 200 to 219 indicates a high rating for protection of agriculture. 

(3) An overall score of 180 to 199 indicates a moderate rating for protection of agriculture. 

(4) An overall score of 179 or lower indicates a low rating for protection of agriculture. 

(5) For comparison purposes, development on prime farmland soils but in close proximity to 
built up areas and urban services typically has scores between 180 and 200. 

B. The LESA worksheets are an attachment to the Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4, 
2011. The component and total scores are as follows: 
(1) The Land Evaluation component rating for the proposed RRO District is 76. 

(2) The Site Assessment component rating for the proposed RRO District is 132. 

(3) The total LESA score is 208 and indicates a High rating for protection of agriculture. 

C. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "much better than typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of common conditions for the LESA score because 
there is no best prime farmland and the total score of 208 indicates a High rating for protection of 
agriculture. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE EFFICIENT USE OF BEST PRIME FARMLAND 

19. The subject property is not best prime farmland overall. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE EFFECTS ON WETLANDS, ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES, AND NATURAL AREAS 

20. Regarding the effects on wetlands, endangered species, and natural areas: 
A. An application to the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) for endangered species 

consultation and a report was received from IDNR on March 1,2011, and included with the 
Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4, 2011, that indicated that it is unlikely that the 
proposed action would have adverse effects on any protected resource that may be in the vicinity 
of the subject property. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-l1 
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B. Regarding the effects on archaeological resources, a letter reply from the Illinois Historic 
Preservation Agency was dated April 2, 2011, and included with the Supplemental Memorandum 
dated August 4,2011, and indicated that a Phase I archaeological survey will be required on the 
subject property because it is located within a "high probability" area. 

C. Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to "More or less typical" 
conditions for Champaign County in terms of effects on wetlands, archaeological sites, and 
natural areas because much of Champaign County is located within a "high probability" area for 
archaeological resources. 

GENERALLY REGARDING OVERALL SUITABILITY OF THE SITE FOR RURAL RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT 

21. Compared to "common conditions" found at rural sites in Champaign County, the subject property is 
similar to the following: 
A. "Ideal or Nearly Ideal" conditions for 2 factors (adequacy of roads and manmade hazards) 

B. "Much Better Than Typical" conditions for 5 factors (septic suitability, availability of emergency 
services, effects of nearby farms, LESA score, and effects on drainage) 

C. "More or Less Typical" conditions for 2 factors (availability of groundwater and effects on 
wetlands, endangered species, and natural areas) 

D. "Worst or Nearly Worst" conditions for flood hazard status however there is pad of elevated 
ground that will make it easier to construct a home and partially mitigate this condition. 

GENERALLY REGARDING COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING AGRICULTURE AND THE EFFECTS OF THE 
DEVELOPMENT ON NEARBY FA.RM OPERA TIONS 

22. Regarding the likely effects of the proposed development on nearby farm operations: 
A. The surrounding land use on only one side of the subject property is agriculture. Direct 

interactions between the proposed development and nearby farmland are likely to include the 
following: 

(1) The added traffic from the proposed development will increase the conflicts with 
movement of farm vehicles. See the concerns related to adequacy and safety of roads. 

The single-family dwellings that will result from the proposed RRO and the RRO in Case 
690-AM-ll will generate 200% more traffic than the non-RRO alternative that is no 
additional dwellings. 

(2) Trespassing onto adjacent fields possible resulting into damage to crops or to the land 
itself. 

The single-family dwellings that will result from the proposed RRO will probably is only 
adjacent to farmland that is across the County Highway so there may be little or no 
trespassing. 
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(3) Blowing litter into the adjacent crops making agricultural operations more difficult. 

The single-family dwelling that will result from the proposed RRO is located downwind 
from the farmland to the north and there may be some increase in blowing litter. 

(4) Discharge of "dry weather flows" of storm water or ground water (such as from a sump 
pump) that may make agricultural operations more difficult. 

Because the subject property is adjacent to a natural drainage ditch, there should be no 
problems with dry weather flows, which means there would be no difference between the 
proposed RRO and the non-RRO alternative. 

(5) Trees planted close to the property lines on the subject property will not be a problem on 
any adjacent farmland or interfere with farming operations. 

Therefore, there will be no difference between the proposed RRO on the subject property 
and the non-RRO alternative. 

B. The indirect effects are not as evident as the direct effects: 
(1) A potential primary indirect effect of non-farm development on adjacent farmers (as 

identified in Locational Considerations and Issues for Rural Subdivisions in Champaign 
County) is that potential nuisance complaints from non-farm neighbors about farming 
activities can create a hostile environment for farmers particularly for livestock 
management operations. 

(2) Champaign County has passed a "right to farm" resolution that addresses public nuisance 
complaints against farm activities. The resolution exempts agricultural operations from 
the Public Nuisance Ordinance (except for junk equipment) but does not prevent private 
law suits from being filed. 

(3) The State of Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act (51OILCS 77) governs where 
larger livestock facilities (those with more than 50 or more animal units) can be located 
in relation to non-farm residences and public assembly uses (churches, for example). The 
separation distances between larger livestock facilities and non-farm residences is based 
on the number of animal units occupying the livestock facility and the number of non­
farm residences in the vicinity. The Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act was 
adopted on May 21, 1996, and facilities in existence on the date of adoption are exempt 
from the requirements of that act so long as the fixed capital cost of the new components 
constructed within a 2-year period does not exceed 50% of the fixed capital cost of a 
comparable entirely new facility. 

Evidence to be added 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-11 
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23. The Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan (LRMP) was adopted by the County Board 
on April 22, 2010. The LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies were drafted through an inclusive and 
public process that produced a set of ten goals, 42 objectives, and 100 policies, which are currently the 
only guidance for rezoning land under the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance, as follows: 
A. The Purpose Statement of the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies is as follows: 

It is the purpose of this plan to encourage municipalities and the County to protect 
the land, air, water, natural resources and environment of the County and to 
encourage the use of such resources in a manner which is socially and 
economically desirable. 

B. The LRMP defines Goals, Objectives, and Polices as follows: 
(1) Goal: an ideal future condition to which the community aspires 

(2) Objective: a tangible, measurable outcome leading to the achievement of a goal 

(3) Policy: a statement of actions or requirements judged to be necessary to achieve goals 
and objectives 

C. The Background given with the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies further states, "Three 
documents, the County Land Use Goals and Policies adopted in 1977, and two sets of Land U<;e 
Regulatory Policies, dated 2001 and 2005, were built upon, updated, and consolidated into the 
LRMP Goals, Objectives and Policies." 

D. LRMP Objective 1.1 is entitled "Guidance on Land Resource Management Decisions", and 
states, "Champaign County will consult the LRMP that formally establishes County land 
resource management policies and serves as an important source of guidance for the making of 
County land resource management decisions." 

E. Goal 1 of the LRMP is relevant to the review of the LRMP Goals, Objectives, and Policies in 
land use decisions (see Item 6.0. above), but is otherwise not relevant to the proposed rezoning. 
The Goals for Governmental Coordination (Goal 2), Prosperity (Goal 3), and Cultural Amenities 
(Goal 10) and their subsidiary Objectives and Policies also do not appear to be relevant to the 
proposed rezoning. 

REGARDING LRMP GOAL 4 AGRICULTURE 

12. LRMP Goal 4 is entitled "Agriculture" and is relevant to the proposed rezoning because the proposed 
rezoning includes land currently zoned AG-2 and proposed to be zoned B-4. Goal 4 states, "Champaign 
County will protect the long term viability of agriculture in Champaign County and its land resource 
base." 
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The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES / DOES NOT A CHIEVEj Goal 4 because of the following: 
A. Goal 4 includes nine subsidiary Objectives. Objectives 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, and 4.9 do not 

appear to be relevant to the proposed rezoning. 

B. Objective 4.1 is entitled "Agricultural Land Fragmentation and Conservation" and states, 
"Champaign County will strive to minimize the fragmentation of the County's agricultural land 
base and conserve farmland, generally applying more stringent development standards on best 
prime farmland." 

The proposed rezoning (A CHIEVESj Objective 4.1 because of the following: 
(1) Objective 4.1 includes nine subsidiary policies. Policies 4.1.2, 4.1.4, 4.1.5, 4.1.7, and 

4.1.9 do not appear to be relevant to the proposed rezoning. 

(2) Policy 4.1.1 states "Commercial agriculture is the highest and best use of land in the 
areas of Champaign County that are by virtue of topography, soil and drainage, suited to 
its pursuit. The County will not accommodate other land uses except under very restricted 
conditions or in areas of less productive soils." 

Policy 4.1.1 DOES NOT APPEAR TO BE RELEVANT to any specitlc Rural 
Residential Overlay map amendment. 

(3) Policy 4.1.6 is as follows: 

Provided that the use, design, site and location are consistent with County policies 
regarding: 
i. Suitability of the site for the proposed use; 
ii. Adequacy of infrastructure and public services for the proposed use; 
Ill. Minimizing conflict with agriculture; 
iv. Minimizing the conversion of farmland; and 
v. Minimizing the disturbance of natural areas; then 

a) On best prime farmland, the County may authorize discretionary 
residential development subject to a limit on total acres converted which is 
generally proportionate to tract size and is based on the January 1, 1998 
contlguration of tracts, with the total amount of acreage converted to 
residential use (inclusive of by-right development) not to exceed three 
acres plus three acres per each 40 acres (including any existing right-of­
way), but not to exceed 12 acres in total; or 

b) On best prime farmland, the County may authorize non-residential 
discretionary development; or 

c) The County may authorize discretionary review development on tracts 
consisting of other than best prime farmland. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-l1 
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The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.1.6 because of the following: 
(a) The Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison 

received February 19, 2008, indicates that the subject property is not best prime 
farmland overall and the limit on best prime farmland does not apply. 

(2) Policy 4.1.8 states that the County will consider the LESA rating for farmland protection 
when making land use decisions regarding a discretionary development. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.1.6 because the LESA rating for the 
subject property is 208 which is a High Rating for Protection which is much better 
(lower) than a typical LESA rating for Champaign County. 

C. Objective 4.2 is entitled "Development Conflicts with Agricultural Operations" and states, 
"Champaign County will require that each discretionary review development will not interfere 
with agricultural operations." 
The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES/ DOES NOT ACHIEVE} Objective 4.2 because of the 
following: 
(1) Policy 4.2.2 states the following: 

The County may authorize discretionary review development in a rural area if the 
proposed development: 
a. Is a type that does not negatively affect agricultural activities; or 
b. Is located and designed to minimize exposure to any negative effect caused by 

agricultural activities; and 
c. Will not interfere with agricultural activities or damage or negatively affect the 

operation of agricultural drainage systems, rural roads, or other agriculture-related 
infrastructure. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.2 because of the following: 
(a) The proposed use will not interfere with agricultural activities or negatively affect 

the operation of agricultural drainage systems, rural roads, or other agriculture­
related infrastructure. 

(b) The proposed use will have minimal exposure to any negative effect cause by 
agricultural activities. 

(3) Policy 4.2.3 states, "The County will require that proposed discretionary development 
explicitly recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities to continue on 
adjacent land." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.3 because a special condition has 
been proposed to require any use established on the subject property to explicitly 
recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities on adjacent land. 
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(4) 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

Policy 4.2.4 states, "To reduce the occurrence of agricultural land use and non­
agricultural land use nuisance cont1icts, the County will require that all discretionary 
review consider whether a buffer between existing agricultural operations and the 
proposed development is necessary." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.2.4 because of the following: 
(a) No buffering is necessary on the north side of the subject property because the 

right of way of County Highway 16 is situated between the subject property and 
the farmland to the north. 

D. Objective 4.3 is entitled "Site Suitability for Discretionary Review Development" and states, 
"Champaign County will require that each discretionary review development is located on a 
suitable site." 

The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES} Objective 4.3 because of the following: 
(1) Policy 4.3.1 states, "On other best prime farmland, the County may authorize a 

discretionary review development provided that the site with proposed improvements is 
uited overall for the proposed land use. 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.1 because of the following: 

Evidence to be added 

(2) Policy 4.3.2 does not apply because the soils are not best prime farmland overall. 

(3) Policy 4.3.3 states, "The County may authorize a discretionary review development 
provided that existing public services are adequate to support to the proposed 
development effectively and safely without undue public expense." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.3 because of the following: 

Evidence to be added 

(4) Policy 4.3.4 states, "The County may authorize a discretionary review development 
provided that existing public infrastructure, together with proposed improvements, is 
adequate to support the proposed development effectively and safely without undue 
public expense." 

The proposed rezoning {CONFORMS} to Policy 4.3.4 because of the following: 

Evidence to be added 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-11 



PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

13. Regarding proposed special conditions of approval: 

Case 689·AM·11 
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A. The subject property fronts County Highway 16 and any driveway entrance must meet the 
County Engineer's requirements. The following conditions should ensure timely review by the 
County Engineer: 

(1) The petitioner shall apply for a driveway permit from the County Engineer and 
comply with the requirements of the County Engineer for any required driveway 
driveway entrance. 

(2) The Zoning Administrator shall not approve a Zoning Use Permit without 
documentation of the County Engineer's approval of the proposed driveway 
entrance. 

(3) Construction related traffic shall not track mud onto the County Highway at any 
time. 

(4) The Zoning Administrator shall not issue a Zoning Compliance Certificate without 
documentation of the County Engineer's approval of the constructed driveway 
entrance including any necessary as-built engineering drawings. 

To ensure that: 

Any driveway entrance complies with the County Engineer's requirements. 

B. LRMP Policy 4.2.3 requires discretionary development and urban development to explicitly 
recognize and provide for the right of agricultural activities to continue on adjacent land. The 
following condition is intended to provide for that: 

The owners of the subject property hereby recognize and provide for the right of 
agricultural activities to continue on adjacent land consistent with the Right to Farm 
Resolution 3425. 

The above special condition is necessary to ensure the following: 

Conformance with policies 4.2.3 and 5.1.5. 

14. Regarding enforcement case ZN-08-0l/33, there is an existing building on the property without a permit 
and no permit can be authorized on the subject property without the requested RRO rezoning. The 
existing building is also apparently not a dwelling and is only a storage structure and non-agricultural 
storage structures cannot be authorized without there being a dwelling. Resolution of the required RRO 
rezoning will lead to eventual resolution of all other necessary authorizations but approval of the 
required RRO rezoning by itself will not resolve the other necessary authorizations. 
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DOCUMENTS OF RECORD 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

1. Application received April 29, 2011, with attachments: 
A Excerpt of Plat of Survey by Moore Surveying and Mapping received April 29, 2011 
B Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward Engineering received April 29, 2011 
C Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10,2011 
D Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Flood Insurance Program Elevation 

Certificate for P ARCEL"C" 
E Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9,2011, received on April 29, 

2011 
F Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts 

and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems 
G Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1,2011 
H Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel 'A' (Shadwick Property) and Parcel 'B' (Sollers 
Property) dated March 10,2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering 

J Letter dated February 22,2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State 
Water Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing 
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot 

2. Preliminary Memorandum dated June 16,2011, with Attachments: 
A Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning) 
B Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official 

Ta,x Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township 
C Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1,2005 
D Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005 
E Petitioner Submittals 
F Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9,2011, received on April 29, 2011 
G Excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 1708940275 B dated March 

1, 1984 
H Excerpt of Embarras River Watershed Digital Floodplain Mapping, Champaign County, Illinois. Illinois 

State Water Survey. August 2002. 
I Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011 
J Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19,2008 
K Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts and Soil 

Potential ratings for septic systems 
L Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011 
M Topographic Survey received April 29,2011 
N Topographic! Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011 
o A verage Annual Daily Traffic 
P Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank AbsOlption Fields Champaign 

County, Illinois 
Q Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1,2011 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-l1 
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R Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
S Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State Water 

Survey Center for Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing an onsite 
water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot (included separately) 

T Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property 
U Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential 

Development in Champaign County (included separately) 
V RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions 
W RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability 
X RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With Agriculture 
Y Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately) 
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FINDING OF FACT 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

From the Documents of Record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing conducted on 
June 16,2011, and August 11, 2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. The Proposed Site {IS SUITED/IS NOT SUITED} for the development of 1 residence because: 

and despite: 

2. Development of the Proposed Site under the proposed Rural Residential Overlay development {WILL 
BE COMPATIBLEIWILL NOT BE COMPATIBLE} with surrounding agriculture because: 

and despite: 

3. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment the Land Resource Management Plan because: 
A. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment IS NOT NECESSARY TO ACHIEVE any 

LRMP goal. 

B. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment will {HELP ACHIEVE / NOT HELP 
ACHIEVE} any LRMP goal(s): 

C. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment {WILli WILL NOT IMPEDE} the 
achievement of the other LRMP goals: 

4. The proposed map amendment {WILL NOT / WILL} correct an error in the present Ordinance. 

*= same as related Case 690-AM-II 
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FINAL DETERMINATION 

Case 689-AM-11 
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Pursuant to the authority granted by Section 9.2 of the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Board 
of Appeals of Champaign County determines that: 

The Map Amendment requested in Case 689-AM-ll should {BE ENACTED/NOT BE ENACTED} by 
the County Board {AS REQUESTED/SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING SPECIAL CONDITIONS}. 

The foregoing is an accurate and complete record of the Findings and Determination of the Zoning Board of 
Appeals of Champaign County. 

SIGNED: 

Eric Thorsland, Chair 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

ATTEST: 

Secretary to the Zoning Board of Appeals 

Date 



UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS 
AT URBANA-CHAMPAIGN 

Institute of Natural Resource Sustainability 
Illinois State Water Survey 

2204 Griffith Drive, MC-674 
Champaign, Illinois 61820-7463 

February 22, 2011 

Singleton Law Firm, P.C. 
Research Park at the University of Illinois 
c/o Ms Elitsa Dimitrova 
2001 South First St., Suite 209 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Dear Ms Dimitrova: 

I 

As per your email of February 18,2011, please fmd the enclosed Water Survey correspondence 
and well construction report information for Section 27, T.l7N., R.9E., Champaign County. It is 
understood that this information is required through the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance 
for rezoning to the Rural Residential District. 

If you have any questions or we can be of any further assistance, please feel free to contact us. 

Associate Hydrologist 
Center for Groundwater Science 
Illinois State Water Survey 
Phone: 217-333-8431 

jt 

Enclosures 
RECEIVED 

FEB ? 5 2011 

Singleton Law Firm, P.C. 

telephondI7-244-5459' fax 217-333-4983' www.sws.uiuc.edu 
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Illinois State Water Survey 
Main Ottice· 2204 Griffith Drive' Champaign. IL 6 1820-7495 • Tel (2 17) 333-22 10 · Fox (21 7) 333-6540 

Peoria Office' PO Box 697 . Peofla. IL 61652-0697 • Tel (309) 671 -3196 ' Fox (309) 67 1-3106 

Mr. Justin Harrison 
202 N. Oak St. 
Villa Grove, IL 61956 

Dear Mr. Harrison: 

«~tg~p > 
This letter is in response to your inquiry about the groundwater availability for a domestic water 
supply in the Northeast 1,;4 of Section 27, T.I7N., R,9E., Champaign County. It is understood 
that you are planning to construct a home at this location which will require its own groundwater 
supply and that the Champaign County Department of Planning and Zoning has required you to 
have the groundwater availability assessed at this site prior to approving your construction. 

The available information indicates that groundwater for domestic use in this part of the section 
is obtained from large-diameter bored wells tapping sand and gravel deposits found in the 
unconsolidated materials above bedrock. These wells obtain their water from lenses of sand and 
gravel ranging in thickness from about 1 foot to as much as 7 feet. These wells range in depth 
from 22 to 65 feet below land surface and have reported nonpumping water levels ranging from 
8 to J 0 feet below land surface. The water levels fluctuate seasonally in response to the 
variations in precipitation and some wells may go dry in the late summer or early fall. The yield 
of a bored well may be limited to a few hundred gallons a day but in this area seem to be capable 
of supplying adequate groundwater for normal household uses. 

Analyses showing the mineral quality of water from the unconsolidated materials indicate that 
the w.ater is hard and contains enough iron to cause staining of laundry and porcelain fixtures. In 
such cases, the quality of the water can be improved for household uses with commercially 
available home treatment units . 

The information available indicates the chances are fair to good at this site for developing the 
desired supply from a large-diameter (3 feet) bored well. Though the yield of this type of well is 
limited, the large storage capacity (about 53 gallons for each foot of water in a 3-foot diameter 
well) should permit the peak demands to be met with stored water and then recovered by seepage 
from the surrounding fine-grained materials during periods of little or no water use. 

Associate Hydrologist 
Center for Groundwater Science 
Phone: (217) 333-8431 

._ - - - - , . --~---------- . 

r,., l/ ltd fi ll Il' ( "' "( Irtll )II/'r' 
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Telephone Request 
and Reply 
January 9, 1976 

Memorandum 

TO: Files 
FROM: Charles B. Burris G8£ 
SUBJECT: Groundwater availability in the N~, N~, NE\, Section 
2 7, T. 1 7 N ., R. 9 E., Cham p a i g n, C 0 un t y . 

Mr. Chandler Parsons, C.S. Parsons and Associates, 303 W. 
Springfield Ave., Champaign, called for information concerning 
the development of individual lot supplies for 40 homes at the 
above location. 

Wells for domestic and farm use in this part of Illinois 
are either drilled ov bored wells finished in the unconsolidated 
deposits above bedrock. The drilled wells range in depth from 
78 to 130 feet and reportedly are pumped at rates of 5 to 10 gpm. 
The large-diameter bored wells range from 40 to 60 feet in depth 
and appear to provide adequate supplies for home use. Available 
chemical analyses indicate the water from the unconsolidated 
materials is hard and contains iron. The underlying bedrock 
consists of shale and of~ers no potential for developing the 
desired supplies. 

From the information available it appears the chances are 
fair at this site for developing the individual lot supplies desired 
from drilled ~ells tapping the sand and gravel deposits at depths 
of 80 tb 130 feet. If a drilling attempt is made it should 
continue until a satisfactory supply is obtained or to the underlying 
bedrock surface(perhaps 200 feet). If, on a particular lot, it 
proves a successful drilled well cannot be constructed, then 
the chances appear good for developing a satisfactory bored well. 

., .. ;/ 
/' .. / 

©©~~ 



wn,te lnk Copies: 
Ill. Dept. of Public Health 

Yellow Copy: Well Contractor 
Golden COpy: Well Owner Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

11. Type of Wel).-
a. Bored~ 

Buried Slab: 
Hole Diam. 4'J.. in. 

Yes~ NO-=--
DepthLf..1 ft 

b. Driven__ Drive Pipe Di am. in. 
in Drift~ 

Depth __ ft 
c. Dri 11 ed__ Fi ni shed In Rock __ _ 

I (KINO) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) 

1-

2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? 
3. Date well dri 11 ed ¥- d·Pi-C; [' 

yes./ No __ 

4. Permanent pump installed? Yes Date ____________ __ No---.,L 
Manufacturer Type ______ _ 
Location ___________________________________________ ___ 

Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 

~ 
.. Well top seal ed? Yes~ No__ Type G:J' ~ 
6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes~ No __ 

Manufacturer Bo.../<..~v: Model No. 1.6 AIYl 
How attached to c;;;ng? __ ~--~,Jk(~~ZL~:t~-------------------

7. Well disinfected? Yes1 No __ 
8. Pump and equipment di sinfected Yes__ No __ 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

j ~ 
~?7 BP~0126 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
Do Not Use Felt Pen 

B 
(Q; 
~ 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9. Dril 1 er£1!-'(YlO JJs We-II .D6( h Y\ ~ License No'/Od-.-Oo3-r7J 
10. Well Site Address /5.7"1- c. IZ. 160 Ai U; lie;... G-.... oys....,. 
11. Property Owner Wo....l+e-v- ?"7...e..I( Well No. __ -'--__ 
12. Permit No. 19-5a-C;s.- Date Issued ¥-.,1f~<'i.J 
13. Location: a~y--<:ounty £?" uwgl £5 <ifi--

, Sec .~./A'-'>{ r I I 

Twp. J?N 
Rge.S£ 

14. Water from &.....-..4 , (;.r(N)--.J at depth /0 ft 

15. Casing ~nd Liner Pipe to L 1.f ft 

piam.(in) Kind and Weight From (ft) To (ft)l 
I 

Show location 
;n section 

p1 at 

~ {I 

i 

PVC -/I 
-6E, &,.6£ 

-+1 
_~(,,_oI.. _ CCf'nCv~ - /1 -L/I 

- -_._---

16. Screen: Diam. __ in, Length __ in. Slot Size __ 
17. Size hole below casing ______ in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl. 
19. Static level __ ft below casing top which is __ ft. above 

ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for hours. 
20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of Depth of 

Top Bottom 

!3 I CLL/,- UfY'T 0 -~ 

BY-~w" cJ fA.y' -2 -/0 , 
J 

0CLnJ.. <f 9 rRvt.) -/0 -Ii.( 
I IJ 

G- t-o..y C /o...y -/4 - '1/ 
/ t 

---

Continue on separate sheet if necessary. 

Signed /(~ 1/ ~ Date f:-.2'l-9.s-



...... va::. ueparunen,-,I .. t'UbIiC Health 
WATER WELL CONS I ICTION REPORT 

Dale 61 119 lett 
••• "" vn A ~>J • " ... TO..,. H ........... n"'n. .ll'n. ~ ""n. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF 
H i e" r" .. n .. .,....'r.." AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 

RECEIVED 
_____ ft. 

in. to ___ ft. 

, n. t~" REh=EIVED 

UCblJiaP·n;,.1 I , j: b' 
. . - !i1ffin Ign-Urbana 

JU12 6 ZOU4 GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 

t1.PropertyOwner ?h:ILp ~Nf:5 Well#_i.,I _ _ _ _ 
14. Driller T,..,d.s:;l ~L"I.1NCg. License # ct1Z -QC.?;z<\Z. 
IS. Name of Drilling Co. 12...c-.,>sc\cl~ l0t:..1 \ Oil..; II :N'l ~ 
16. ermit No . I q - 5Y - Q ~ Date Issued _ _ _ __ _ 

17 . ate Drilling St~rted 07 JI~kA 
18. ell SITE address __________________ __ _ 

19 Township Name Land lD # ---It...l>l..</u:A~ __ 

20 Subdivision Name t.J / A Lot # N/A 
21 Location a.County ChA~A'-5f'" 

b. Township 11.A-1 Range q'Gt Section .2 7 Ht1t1=1-es-H.NQ-..:.~_-.·_:.::alth District 
---.- . '''-" ----' c. 56 Quarter jJt Quarter J-ftr Quarter 

d. Coordinates Site Elevation __ ft. (msl 

22. Casings, Liners" and Screen Information 

Diam. (in.) Join! Slot Size From (fl.) FOf Survey u~ 

"'"' ,.. v,+ Y41V1!:N'f NUl I" -2 1'tY"t Hp· ..... .r.p6L 

I~ (*) __ ~ ______________________________________ _ 

2. Well Use! [ v1Domestic [J Irrigation J Commercial J Livestock \~©') (List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed) 

3 Completed OJ II l..o/04 Well Disinfected [v(Yes [ ] No () 23. W~ter from f).rNd ~ 6b'<e,\ a~ a depth of 53.- 'S ft. to (oe)' 0 
[ ] Monitoring [ J Other ~-

estimated well yield ~ gpm ~. Static .water lev:' '4.0 ft. bel0v:' casing which IS .l,e)._)n above ground 

4 . 

5. 
6. 
7. 

anent Pump Installed umpmg level IS ...11..:f;:it. pumping .-l.Q...gpm after pumping for ~hour~ 
ity gpm Set at (depth) ft. 
er Model and Manufacturer 24. Earth Materials Passed Through From (fl.) To (rt .) 

and Manufacturer !Y)C)'t.t6R. /&Ytv (c.A;)T i~) I 

Workmg Cycle gals . Captive Air [ 1 Yes [ J No 
Disinfected [ J Yes J No 

umpCompany ____________ ~ ______________________ _ 

Licensed Pump Contractor 

Illinois Dep~lInenl of Public Health 
01 vision of Environmental Health 
525 \V . Jeff~son Sl 
Springfield. IL 62761 

i!~l B! 

~ 'J ~~ ~ DO NOT write on these lines 

IMPORTANlj NO~E:~iS state agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to 
accomplish thf statutory purpose as outlined under Public Ac! 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
INfORMATION IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

I 

I 

~I;;; ~n:<!l=o~ was scaled) 
a:;z -co8.?-~~ 
Lic:cnse NUll1hcr 25 . Licenseu Water Well Contractor Signature 

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORI\IATION) 

rt . 



lIh.leCaprJ 
'JlSTRUCllOfIS TO r '.Eftt ' ~l ' 

III. Dep .. PubUcH ... .,. 
Y.ltow Ccpyj- • ." ConIJ KtD, 
BI .. Copy - 1'-11 O~I 

I 

fIll IH ALL PERTIHENT IH,fORMATION R'EOUESIEQ AHD MAIL ORI.GIHAL TO STATE 
DEPARTMENT' OF PUBLIC HEALtH.' COHSUMER H~Al:TH PROTECTION. 535 WEST 
JEFFERSON. SP'UN~FJELO. ILLINOIS, 62761. 00 NOT OETAOI GEOLOGICAL/WATER 
SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION; 

I1!.LlNOIS OEPARl1IENl' OF PUBLIC HEALTH I WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 

1. t~ of W.U \/ .A I) .t:::..1 
o.IDuq __ . Bored-/L-. Hole Dlam.3k6.JD" 'pepth~(t. 

ClUb material . Buried Slab: Yes-x"'-No __ _ 
b'IDriven 
c. Drilled 

Tubular 
d.IGrout:' 

! 

Drive Pipe Diam. __ ' _in. Depth __ ft. 
Finished in Drift . In Rod. ___ . 
Grovel Packed --)(1 

(KINO) FROU (PI.) TO (Ft.) 

2 Distance to Nearest: 
B~ilding Ft. Seepage Tile Field _....;.... __ _ 
C15s Pool Sewer {non Cast iron) ____ _ 
Privy Sewer (Cast iron) _____ _ 
Se~tic Tank Barnyard ________ _ 

Lelaching Pit Manure Pile, -.:f":-
3. W,U furnishes water for human cons~D? Yes~No __ 
4.. Date well completed q ~ . 
5. P,rmcment Pump Installed? Yes __ Date No~ 

Manufacturer Type Location ____ _ 

C~acity gpm. DX-th of Setting Ft. 
6. W~ll Top Sealed? Yes No __ ;?pe Ccib+ TItrtJ 
7. P;Uess Adapter I)3:tqkled? Yes ~ No 6""-H ~ 

Manufacturer ! WI 9.JL, Model Number --\.....l_~rT~_~.!..V"Y' 
H6w attach~ to casing?_-..,...--____ ~ ____ ~ __ 

8. W~ll Disinfected? Yes K No __ -,..,. 
9. p~ and Equipment Disinfected? Yes K No ___ _ 

10. piessure Tank Size gal. Type _'--________ _ 
Lbcalion ______________________________ __ 

11 Whter Sample Submitted? Yes No ___ _ 
REMArucS: 

I 

I 
IDPH -4.065 
1/741- KNB-l "'" - .--. ~, 

CC'©~)y 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

10. ""oped, --~~ ~~ Vii! .... 
~~::. ~ f~A\I. Lice ... ':~~ ~~ I Jl 

11. ·PennitNo. ~~~ Date j~~ 
12 .• "0' _ ili'-'iii.l- 4'i\ 13. C .... ty =~ 

at depth __ · to __ ft. Sec. ~~!A.--J 
14. ScreeD: Diom. in. Twp. \] "-' I--'-~~ 

Length: __ ft. Slot Rqe. ~ 
Elev. __ _ 

15. Casing and Liner Pipe 

16. Size Hole below casing: in. 

IIfOW 
LOCATIO" Of 

aacTJO" PLAT 

;.Ie- NE /1/2 

17. Static level ft. below casing top which is ft. 
. above qround level. Pumpinglevel ___ ft. wheD pumpioq at_\ __ 
gpm for ____ hours. 

18. FOJUllATIOH8 PASSED THROUGH 

(CONTINUE 0 NECESSARY) 

SIGHED '*' ?.f1l\1~1A' ]\»"4' IV I}",fJ 

TtflCJ[Ha .. I DJ[PTlt OF 
ItOTTOM 



~. 

SOURCE: WELL 

WATER SAMPLE DATA 
LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 224315 

OWNER: WALTER AND CAROL EZELL 
LOCATION: NORTH OF VILLA GROVE 

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN TOWNSHIP: 17N RANGE: 9E SECTION: 27.2A 
DATE COLLECTED: 06/27/91 DATE RECEIVED: 06/28/91 
WELL DEPTH (Ft.): 40. TEMPERATURE REPORTED (F): ND 
TREATMENT: NONE 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM KITCHEN SINK TAP. 

PARAMETER: mg/L me/L 
==================== ======= ===== 
Iron (Total Fe): 
Manganese (Mn): 
Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesi um (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 
Ammonium (as NH4): 
other. Parameters: 

Turbidi ty (Lab): 
Color: 
Odor: 
pH (in Lab): 

ND 
ND 

0.04 
-0.01 
79.7 
30.7 
5.4 

-1 NTU 
-1 PCU 

NONE 

3.98 
2.53 
0.23 
0.00 

Specific Conductance: 
7.9 

ND uS/em 

CALCULATED VALUES: 
cation sum = 

Ion diff.: (Cation - Anion)= 
TDM diff.: (Res. - Calc.)= 

6.74 
0.01 

77 

PARAMETER: 
==================== 
Fluoride (F): 
Nitrate (as N03): 
Chloride (Cl): 
Sulfate (S04): 

mg/L 
====== 

0.1 
1.1 

27.6 
94.6 

me/L 
----------

0.01 
0.02 
0.78 
1.97 

Alkalinity (as CaC03): 198 3.96 
Hardness (as CaC03): 325 6.5 
Total Diss. Minerals: 435 
Non-Volatile organic Carbon 

(Dissolved, as C): ND 

TDM = 358 mg;::; 
Anion sum= 6.73 

Ion % difference= 0.1 % 
TDM % difference= 19.4 % 

= Below detection limit (i.e. -1.0 = less than 1.0 mg/L) 
mg/L 
me/L 
ND 

= milligrams per liter uS/em = microsiemens per centimeter 
= milliequivalents per liter 
= Not determined/Information not available 

IEPA Certified Environmental Laboratory, Number 100202 
Analyst: Lauren F. Sievers 

Assistant Chemist 

~@~lY 

1 
(~ ')f.-. ~C~ ~ 4--



WATER SAMPLE 
REOUIRED INFORMATION 

Water Source: P C{ Va k.. Well Well depth: L...) 0 I t-
O (e.g. privale wel~ pond, municipal well number, elc.) 

Location /571./ eoanl-'1. t'rO z'il() P= 5e.e o....-\md.QrO foFc-s 
(in £«1 from tach of two aeljoining seclion lines, or mUed on map) 

County: Chomp 0.(; 17 Township No.: C)~tt el'\<F~ange: 'l [05+ Section: ;;; 7, 2 )1-
Owner: \tVA LT[(' ~ Co, '[0 I £-:?<., \ \ Phone: Cd 17) )3)- 90 t, ~ 

Address: I <)'2 if (cun'4 (2& II) C) N I 

11 of) {J 
Collected by: Co.. ()) c... f 2e (I Da te: b' 'J 7- '1/ Time: fJ ,. ~~------

Sample Collection Point: 1« ±cL.o n :; { 0 Ie 
(e.g. Kilchen sink cold waler tap, hydrant at well head, well depth, etc.) 

Treatment? NO 
(Yes or No) 

Description: ,,,,?<, 

Send Report to: N am e:-:---, ___ ~:-:-___ -:-______ _ 
(Other than or in addition to owner) 

Address: y 

REOUESTEDINFORMATION 

7 _~.c: ."r-tf,l /' 
Date Drilled:.. Log: ~;.. F) >j 

~ . (fhicknesses and depths fir fomlations encountered during drilling) 
Size hole: 40 e±-~flf reduced, where and how much: ______________ _ 

Casing record: " Screen record:. _______________ _ 

Type of pump: C~7Si ~ 
(Submersible, shallow/deep well jet, centrifugal, etc.) 

Distance and direction from potential pollution sources: {dod. f('U --:s end e S 
ot k.e(Q, 

e~<;t 
~ 

Plumbing: Coffee t ~ tCtsb( , 
(Materials, e.g., copper, gnlvanized, plastic, iron) 

Gas Presence: Previous analysis: _______ _ 
(Speci/ic odor, other symptoms··milky waler, bal)ging pipe.~) 

Prior owners: t L; 11r.) f c 

Intended use: (.2 0 U, h('\~ 
(e.g., rouline domeslic, drinking-water oniJ. irrigation, liveslock (specify) wattring, induslrial, etc.) 

Special uscrs: ____________________________________________________________________ __ 

----DG5c;.r..jFlt.i0n-of-p.r.0blc.m.l-co.mm.c.n.ts:===~_~ _____________________ """"'== 

.... 'JIll A D,v/ilon 01 thf' 

."", /II,no,; O"piJrrmcnr of Enprqy and Narural Resource; 
SA.\lPLE :"0: 2-2. y ~ ( ) RECEIVED 

(}!) . I:~f' ny:mvGATE: J :n ~-( / 
...... _____ ___~ I _ ~ - ~ / 



lIbU. C4Ip 1 _ • 
JII.o.plo,PubiitHn,OI FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE 

INSTRUCTIONS I DRILLERS 

Y.fJOW~-.elICClntUltlof DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, HEALTH PROTECTION, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH, 525 
fNueCclpYI Wei/Owner WEST JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER 

~ 
SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

LINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT • r-c ,a D 

10. Property owner rc)" Well No. ____ _ 

1. Trn of Well / r Address ¢.. / d 
0

1 

Duq __ . Bored_. Hole Diam. ~.:!::_)n. Depth...s2:ft. Driller .s License No. r2 't z.~ o('Hizo I V 
Curb material . Buried Slob: Yes ~No 11. Permit No. 00 Y. tt:;y;? Date "7-88 

b Driven , Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. Depth __ ft. 12. Water hom ~tVf2 l== G3 £Att6f4-3, County <!lIri mF/1I(DrJ 
c! Drilled Finished in Drift _~ _.' In Rock d th FO ... tl°ftD /8'.,.... 5'2.' s 

Tubular __ _ Gravel Packed ~ 

d! Grout: 
(KIND) 

2. qistance to Nearest; 
~ui1ding Ft. 
qess Pool ______ _ 

FROio! (Pt.) TO (Ft.) 

Seepage Tile Field _____ _ 
Sewer {non Cast iron) ____ _ 

~
iVY Sewer (Cast iron) 
ptic T..mk Barnyard _________ _ 

eaching Pit Manure Pile r 

3. ~eJl furnishes water for human consumption? Yes 7 No __ _ 
4. qate well completed ___ ..c.8L--...l.9.L.i1.8L-_________ _ 
5. l1ennanent Pump Installed? Yes __ Date No __ _ 

~anufacturer Type Location ____ _ 

Gapacity gpm. Depth of Setting Ft. 
6. ~ell Top Sealed? Yes ~o __ Type c...d57'" :J:,Je.qjJ 
7. ~ptless Adapter Installe-d? Yes ~ No 

lfanuiacturer M- ts--?-R Model Number ; 9Al!kt c, 
~ow attach~ to casing? ___ ...JIy~L.j::.· L.TI--_________ _ 

8. ~ell Disinfected? Yes No ___ _ 

9. ~ump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes No ___ _ 

10. P.I res sure Tank Size gal. Type ----------i llocation _________________________ ~ 

lL ,ater Sample Sub~itted? Yes No \ 

RETKS / y * ~y\}1 
lDP-1 H 4.065 

KNS.:'l 

+6 <;:./-0 db E. .J 8 2 - 0 1 26 
I 

~ ,,- (l 
l. ". \ < 

... 

;,; 

at ep __ to __ . ec. 

14. Screen: Diom. in. Twp. 
Length: __ ft. Slot Rge. 

Elev. 
~II Fl 

IS. Casing and Liner Pipe 

To (Ft.) 

16. Size Hole ~low casing: in. 

1H01J 
LOCAT)O" 1M 

.acTlO" PLAT 

w;Se,ve 

17. Static level ___ ft. ~low casing top which is ft. 
above ground level. Pumping level ___ ft. when pumping at __ _ 
gpm for _____ hours. 

18. FORltATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICI[NItSS I DBl[o"l~~" 

"""""'0 P SelL 2..... 

YS' 
s 

. (CONTINUE-ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY) 

SIGNED ~ ~ tt.s~Jb DATE If- f/fj 



~ 

Ye low Copy: Well Contractor 
11'· . of Public Health 

Go den COpy; Well Owner Well Construction Report 

I 
I 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS'! 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD. ILLINOIS 62761 

C ;i;'.;'~~~l ;:n·~ 1j1;;tJ/A 
fliJl i, ;!u'UI! 

:j,'.:' 

<,,-, , 

,1 Typ" of 'W,,11 

a. Bored~ Hole Diam.~4 in. Depth 3 f ft 
Bud ed Sl ab: 

b. Driven __ 
c. Dr; 11 ed __ 

d. Grout: 

Yesv" No_ 
Drive Pipe Oiam. in. 

Fi ni shed in Dri ft V 
Depth __ ft 
In Rock 

(KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) 

21· Well furnishes water for human consumption! 
31. Date well drilled f/-;}i-<7J 

Yes~ No __ 

Permanent pump installed? Yes Date ____________ _ No....,L 
Manufacturer ____________________________________ __ Type ____ _ 
Location ________________________________ ___ 

Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 
,: W,l1 top , .. ,,", y,,~ N,__ Type COJS-r :I..:..err.. 

Pitless adapter installed? Yes\! 
Manufacturer (3 "'-)::."2.. y-
How attached to casing? __ r-__ LJlI~~~~t ________________________ _ 
Well disinfected? Yes Y' No __ 
Pump and equipment disinfected Yes __ 

No 
Model No. I BA/Yl 

1-
8. 

I 

No __ 

/~ 
\~@I(y 

This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information ZJ~ 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 

outlined under Public Act ?5-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

\ 
I 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
00 Not Use Felt Pen 

I 
IL482-0l26 / lQ~'lC::1 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9.DrillertS3.-'u,nIJ,cW-e../1 0..-; jl:n¥, License No.iO~-003-]~1S 
10. Well Site Address C .R... ;J.QO/'J PI;. (o/V:jk_(t-vov~ , , 
11. Property Owner-;\ o:Acc J,...l.+:.f idS Well No. ____ _ 
12. Permit No. /3-/9- 95' Date Issued ID -;;t-S-'71 
13, Location: CountyV")(.l.m-JP .... :17Y\"., 

~:;:~?J'Hml 
Rge. 9 f. 

14. Water from ,4G/nd... at depth /0 ft 
~ ..... - .... - - .. ~~ 

15. Casing nod Liner Pipe to 
piam.(;n) Kind and Weight From (ft) 

(, rf PV~ -r-( 

3 ( ./ CoY'l Cye.;f~ - / I 

,-' 
10 ft 

To (ft) 

-I( 

-S~ 

Show location 
in section 

pl at 

NW, Nt, NG 

16. Screen: Diam. __ ;n, Length __ in, Slot Size __ 
17. Size hole below casing __ in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl. 
19. Static level __ ft below casing top which is fL above 

ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for hours. 
20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of Depth of 

Top Bottom 

(3lo...t.."- U;v- t 0 .- 1-

B ~ \) IAJ'-v--.. (1io.. ./ -:1 -10 
( 

~b> S--CL-n J -10 -13 

c;:: I,... 0. " J C\.Y 
'; 

--I..) -3P 
! f 

--

Continue on separate sheet if necessary, 

Signed /~vJ / ~ Da te / /- :J. 7 - 9 5 



IT Al J!,K W J!,LL LUNS~ 

I 
TYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYSDF 
WELL COMP,lION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

I Type of lell a Driven Well Casing diam. ___ in. Depth ft. 
b. Bored l elJ Buried Slab b<j Yes [] No 

Hole I iameter ~jn to ~fL; __ in. to ___ ft; __ in. to ___ ft 
c Drilled tVeli PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft. 

Hole Diameter in to ft. In to ft. in. to ft. 1- -- - -
e ofG(OUl 

1 
d. Drilled 'fell Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ] Yes [ ] No 

Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to ft. in. to ft. 1-- -- ----
T)Jle ofqrout # of Bags Grout Weight From (ft.) To (ft.) Tremie Depth (tt.) 

I 
e. Well filliled within ~ Unconsolidated Materials 

I 
J Bedrock 

Kind of Gravel Sand Pack 

I 
2. Well Use l)(J Domestic (]Irrigation (] Commercial [J Livestock 

~ jMonltonng. ~ j qlhcr 

.3. Date Well Completed t56/12i/12Dl>1 Well Disinfected P(J Yes [ ] N©O . 
Driller's 9tlmated well Yield gpm 

4. Date Permanent Pump Installed '" © 
5 Pump Cap~clty gpm Set at (depth) ft.')~ 
6. Plticss Adapter Model and Manufacturer~l>X ~1 
7 Well Cap lpe and ManufacturerCl6~ 
8 Pressure T k Working Cycle gals. Captive Air [ ] Yes [ ) No 
9. Pump Sysl m Disinfected [ J Yes [ ] No 
D. Name of pJmp Company 

I ------------------
Pump Installer License # _______ _ 

2. License # _______ _ 

Licensed prmp Contractor Signatur_e _________________ _ 

linois Department of Public Health 

IviSlon of En+ronmental Health 
:5 \V. Jefferson St. 

1/ 
I COUNTY No :.t ~d-;./_ ~ 

)ringfield, I L t27G I / 

'<.. 3 ~ <.0 ~ DO NOT write on these lines 

IPORlANl NGTICE: This state agency is requesting disclosure ofinfonnation that is necessary to 
complish <ihe st~tulory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
FORM.A. TION ts MANDATORY. ThiS fonn has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

1 
I 

<cnON REPORT Date~ 
GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 
~I}b~ d. HlllJE. Well # ___ _ 

17 < Date Drilling Started u;UtrflJC.PU, 
18. Well SITE address ~ < ~ Jl6f1Jl.. 
19. Township Name altr£iJ~ Land ID #1J'I .. 33-27-2!ib-tll 
20. Subdivision Name Lot # __ ~ ___ ~ 

21. Location a< COWlty C14~1W11.JJ I m I 
b. Tow",hip 17" R'"g' '}£ S,,,ioo 27_;( /.. ti#lnit! 
c.~ Quarter ~Quarter ~ Quarter 1-/ lil± :::= 
d. Coordinates Site Elevation ft. (Illsl) 

22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information tJlftJtf 
For Survey U,., 

I ,.: <INCU~211' •..•. r +I 1'-10 
J('U co.~= .. ___ -/0 -22.. 

(*)--~----~~--~~--~--~~~~---------------­
(List reason for tiner, type or upper and lower seals installed) 

23< Water from SArJbt ~va at a depth of -10 ft. to -IS rt 
a. Static water level __ ft. below casing which is _~in. above ground 
b. Pumping level is __ ft. pumping __ gpm after pumping for __ hours 

From (ft.) To (ft.) 

-z.. 

"22 

lot. - tl'JZtf5 
25. Licensed Water Well Contract~nature License Number 

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



! 

) 
uuuu .. """'1'.' ~ ... 

WATER WELL CONS UcnONiEPORT 
Date MR,,\ S'.~ 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 
ryer;; OR PRESS FlRML Y WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF 
,yELL caMPioN AND SEND TO THE APPROPRlA TE HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 

\. Type ofW~1I a. Driven Well Casing diam. __ in. Depth it. 
13. Property Owner ~a.l -e)lIk)lAU4 WeU # _..s.l--,-__ _ 

b. Borw ~ll Buried Slab ( -1 Yes [] No 
Hole l:fametcr~ln. to l~'o ft.; ~in. to S3'°ft.; __ in. to ___ ft. 

c. Drilled 'fell PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft. 
Hole Dilter __ in. to ft. __ in. to ___ ft. __ in. to ___ ft. 

TYtlcofGJ,ut # orBa 

14. Driller -,00.\ ~14;"HfC License # CffZ -c::oSZ.~%. 
15. Name ofDJilling Co. 12 ...... NA\Q .. =p .. il\i~aop 
16. Pcxmit No. 19 ... Ii -Q Shate Issued 04104/oB 
17. Date Drilling Started O~/lq/oe. 
\8. Well SITE address \S"1:tcc.zeo '" -Tc)<me>.l:l <D 1880 
19. Township Name C.ca~awcl... Land lD #o8·33-21-ZOO~'7.l 
20. Subdivision Name H/A Lot # _cHu:/ .... A _____ _ 

21. Location a. County C.)U!a~l'H 
b. Township n", Range q to Section -,Z=:'1...&..-_ 

c.~ Quarter ~Quarter ~ Quarter ~ H 
d. Coordinates Ms' ~tJ. Site Elevation ~·ft. (ms\) 

o~ 10'0& tIol 
22. Casings, Liners· and Screen lnfonnation 

n· . . 
I 

for Survey UIC! 

[ ] Bedrock 

J 

---- -----~--- ~·M (*) 

2 Well Us [
-..<'D t' [) I . ti' [] C . 1 [) . co ~ <Il (Ust reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed) 

. e v J omes Ie mga on ommercla Livest Ole......: = t is 
[ ) Monitoring ( Other ~ ~ ;::J ..c: • 

3. Date Wei Completed GS).z.o/()8 Well Disinfected [vfYes [] =~.!-' 23.W~terfrom 6~,.,.d.1;6"'Y&la~adep~o~ -41:0 ft. to 53.Q ft. 
Driller' estimated well yield SO + gpm .- a. Static water level ~ ft. below casUlg which IS ~m. above ground 

4. Date Pennanent Pump installed :z ~.:f: I b. Pumping level is J..h.9ft. pumping J!Lgpm after pumping for A&hours 

5. Pump Capacity gpm Set at (depth) ~ ~ .~ 
6. Pitless A?apter Model and Manufacturer 6 f; 
7. WeU Ca~Typc and Manufacturer ~. 
8. Pressure fank ,,:,~rking Cycle '. 
9. Pump S%.tem Dlsmfected [ ] Yes \;)t &t"'a,-l)!lq\tM$C:sM,\, mo.:n; $t;g. 1,4 "7.0 -

10. Name ofFump Company -

11. Pump Installer License # 'A 
12. I Lk",sc# t~ 

Licensed Pump Contractor Signature~ )~ 

ll1inois Dep~nt of Public Health ~ \\// 
Divjsioo of Environmental Health V 
525 W. Jetf6rson St. 
Springfield, rL 62761 . . 

~ '-\~ ~ '6 t) \) DO NOT wnte on these hnes ~(r al fYJDnf2 (If ~ log and in.:Si ho"Y hole was sealed.) 

IMPORT ANT NOnCE: This state agency is requesting disclosure of information thlll is neces\'i/jt\)lUl} 001 C:;'{Ol 'bf. ,-..t.f1 •• OClZ -OO8Z42. 
accomplish o)e statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act SS'()863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS - ., 25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number 
INFORMAlilON IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

! SitE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



Ill. Iv of Public Health 
',{~ . ~·.:~i<o_ :' ;"i;!"~~ 

Ye110i t /y: Well Contractor 
Golden COpy: Well Owner 

;: , ,'4 ~:,~' ~ 
Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
'SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

1. Type of Well II 

Buried Slab: Yes~ No_ 
. Driven__ Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. 

Depth~~ 

1
. Bored~ Hole Diam~in. 

. Drilled Finished in Drift .. II IW\.I\ ~"_~~ 

I (KINO) ·1 FROM (Ft.) 1=-
d. Grout: I' 

i 
:.'; 

2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? 
3. pate well drilled tC - ;;J 7- 9y 

Yes [../" c No __ 

4. Fermanent pump installed? Yes Date, ____________ __ No __ 

~
anufacturer Type 
ocation __________________________________________________ _ 

apacity gpm. Depth of setting __________________ _ ft. 
5. /Well top sealed? Yes__ No__ Type 
6. IPitless adapter installed? Yes__ No __ 

Manufacturer Model No. __________ _ 
How attached to cas;ng? ____________________________ ~ ____ __ 

7'j'rlelldiSinfected? Yes No 

" 

"'~ ,~" 
i 

t·J <~ , f 

~j .~ 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WEll RECORD 

10. Wen Site Addr::=.u//Z~!?{Ly~.tf1!<. >4'd.f.:~, ~':t--
11. Property Owner,.,~'""""Yi~J"'_L ..... a...""'4""~~~ .... -""""'+t.6::f7=..~~~-
12. Permit No.19-sg-9y 
13. Loci\.tion: 

::~~~I-'I-+-!L~-fl 
Rge.~ 

H. 

1". Wlhr from at depth n 
~5. Casing and Liner Pipe to ft Show location 

From (ft) I To (ft)1 in section 
plat 

iam.(in)i Kind and Weight 
"'\~~ 

/ I f\l~. Nw, ~£ 

r--'-...:..;"'i'------+---i--l'l-or I G. £:.. 
RnDbf;RS -.5u.E 

~ I 
Screen: Diam. __ in, Length __ in, Slot Size __ 16. 

17. Siz~':hole below casing __ in. 18. Ground E1ev. ft msl. 
19. Static 1evel __ ft below casing top which is __ ft. above 

ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for hours. 
Earth Materials Passed Through I Depth of I Depth of I Zo. 

I 
Top Bottom 

8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes No 

IMPORTANT NOT--IC--E - CC(Q)~\\/?I /~'~ v~ I -
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information ~ 

if SJI 
,.:;2 I /~ 

/t' I <;10' 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
00 Not Use Felt Pen 

1,1l.482-0126, / 

J ' " 

'" 
-.."~ 

"~ ~ 
... ~: 

,.~~; 

VOl ~/ 

Continue~on separate sheet if necessary. 

Signed' ifQ~i Date &:~/- 9,/ 



1 

lUlDOlS uepanmem .,!l rUDUC HealtD 

WATER WELL CONS"'" IlCTION REPORT 
Date ,,'Ju tJ.f;. L-..I 2,.CA3 , 

'YPE OR PRESS fiRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYSDF 

B. Property Owner ~)h ~ ANNA (,ost 
14. Driller T""k\ "91(,;,..11"&9 License # 09z-Q082,.4z... 
15. Name of Drilling Co. l? ... .,blOid!'. -'01'11 De.;II;bI~ Co&p. 
16. Permit No. 19 /4"'] J;3 Date 1ssued ~.MLdLa3~ 
17. Date Drilling Started OU/:U./O~ 
18. Well SITE address /5<42 ~ t::! R Za)AL 
19. Township Name Ce.;H&Jdw Land ID # ~~oI4 

VELL COMPLrlON AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

I. Type of Well a. Driven Well Casing diam. ___ in. Depth ft. 
b. Bored "fell Buried Slab [vj Yes [] No 

Hole qiameler __ in. to ___ ft.; __ in. to ___ ft.; __ in. to ___ ft. 
c Drilled fell rvc casing FormatIOn packer set at depth of ft. 

Hole Dlreter ~In. to ~ft __ In to ___ ft __ in. to ___ ft. 

GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 

Well # ---'-----

~\Ii(Apwt4ruwuJk \51 7eo'~1 9,501/6.501 tiM 'j 20.Subdi:isionName..t.lA:1 Lot# -----~ 
T I 211 Location a. County CJVt""'j2A"AI 

Type of Grout # of Bags Grout WeIght From (ft.) To (ft.) Tremie Depth (ft.) 
, I I I I 

]Yes [ ]No 
in. to __ ft. 

e. [v(Unconsolidated Materials [ ] Bedrock 

2. Well Use tv( Domestic [J Irrigation [] Commercial [] Livestock 
[ ] Monitoring [ ] Other 

3 Date Well Completed ouIZ<../03 Well Disinfected [v]Yes [ ] No 
Driller's stimated well yield;o gpm 

4. Date Pemlanent Pump Installed 

~n 
0- ::r­=.s:u '­c: 

r-
1--' 

o 
"'-> 
t::) 
~ 
c.u 

b. Township I7N Range 9.e Section ~ t-+~l=rl-+-I 

c.~ Quarter hl.&Quarter ~ Quarter "1-1{ 
.-

······'· .. i····-;AJI 
m d. Coordinates Site Elevation __ ft. (Illsl) 

n22. Casings, Liners* and 
m 

Screen Information =1~1~~~lm 
For Survey U!r; 

,I I r=y< I .::xy'QlTI ty'..... If'4&<' ~ n· '""1&-L 

(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed) 

23. Water from .:5&ud·i&~.AVGI at a depth of 52.0 ft to ~ It 
a. Static water level ~ ft below casing which is .L-3-in. above ground 

b. Pumping level is __ ft. pumping __ gpm after pumping for __ hours 

s. Pump Cadacity gpm Set at (depth) ft. 
G Pitless Ad~Pter Model and Manufacturer _______ -,--_---,,---_---,-_ 
7. Well Cap pype and Manufacturer &tv Lmm.:/d?6 CQi:sI,·;l.tW) 
8. Pressure lfank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air [ ] Yes [ ] No 

:t!!;.<:ru" .... o!;. .. ~ _,-
~!?'\\ 24. """'"' ""8; ~~ ..... ,;::,>?II!. ... y; ... ...,.,_ \.~(QJ~.!r.,C! ... - _ 4'.;:> g·o 

9. Pump Syslem Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No 
10. Name of Rump Company ___________________ _ 

II. Pump Inskller License # ______ _ 
12. I License # ______ _ 

Llcensedrump Contractor Signature 

IllinOIS Depa1ment of Public Health. ------"l[~_ ~~~; a; ~~~"""-f~/ 
DmSlOn of Ervlronmental Health _. _. ~ .. __ --!~_-
525 W. Jefferpon SI. If. *-=---=-__ '--_ 
Springfield, IL 6276 I ... 

. ~ ~~, '\./ DO NOT write on these lines 

IMPORTANT ",OTICE: This ~~gency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to 
accomplish the statutory pUf1lose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 
INFORMA r.dN IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. 

I 

(If dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed) 

25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number 
(SEE REVERSE SlOE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION) 



I White C-OP-Y-i;'- ."" I nv ... "VJ't,) I v ;1J..p.!'-'-l:.n:> 
Ill. Dept P. ,ic Health FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES". J.) AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE DE-

YeJlowCopy Well Contractor PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 616, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, sPRINGFIELD, 
BlueCopy- ell Owner ILLINOIS, 62706. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL /WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO 

1 
PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

1/67 

IL INOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

j WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 

1. Typ of Well -/ I ,I 
a. qug __ . Bored __ . Hole Diam.2-in. Depth/? 7 /1t: 

durb material . Buried Slab: Yes No __ _ 
b. ~riven Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. Depth __ ft. 
c. qrilled~ Finished in Drift V . In Rock __ _ 

~ubular ~ Gravel Packed ___ _ 
d. Grout: 

~ 
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) 

1JIDn) 

2. Dis~F.nce to Nearest: 
BUifing Ft. Seepage Tile Field ____ _ 
Cess Pool Sewer (non Cast iron) ___ _ 
Pri+ Sewer (Cast iron) _____ _ 
Sep,c Tank Barnyard ________ _ 
Leaching Pit Manure Pile _______ _ 

3. Is w:1later fro~ this well to be used for human consumption? 
Yes \,/ No -- D 

4. Date well completed I 'Ill 
I ' 

5. Perymnent Pump ~,stalled? Yes V No , r 'i7 
Manrfacturer fH' ret ;::2 Type I 0 Ii) -C J e-r 17 d, \ ! 

Capacity gpm. Depth of setting f Q ft. 
I ~ 

6. Well Top Sealed? Yes ) / No _____ _ 
I '" . 

7. Pit~ess Adaptor Installed? Yes No_~v..-'> ___ _ 

8. Well Disinfected? Yes No L' 

9. Watt Sample Submitted? Yes \/ No _____ _ 

REMARL. llii q I S WS t{ 0 {[, .1--

CCcQ)fPJ'V 
) qqq9 

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD 

10. Dept. Mines and Minerals permit Nl' iJ,') Year ___ _ 
ll. Property ownf;,r J ~))1I! f? 1-1/; I r au 1<7 Well No. _____ _ 

Address \/111.3 b ROV E.. 
Driller /1(; I ( I ! .~ ! t I ~, C) \". License No. ______ _ 

12. Water from 13. County _______ _ 
Forma~n ,_'~' _~ 

at depth~ to (07 .~t. Sec.Z I.S9.,. 
14. Screen: l1iam. 7-- in~ 0 Twp. OAJ 

Length:~_3_h_'_' ft. Slot L2 Rng. 2~{E 
Elev . .y~ m 15. Casing and Liner Pipe 

Dlam. (In.) Kind and Welw;ht From (Ft.) To (Ft.) SHOW 
LOCATION IN 

SECTION PLAT ~ 7711-)<2- :3 (0 tf 
1 

---- .... ~-~-. _.- -- _ .... --- ---- - -- -

16. 
17. 

'j'O I~ft { 

18. 

Size Hole bel0'1 casing: in. -\''(('1'\. ,..:.\V' (_,I'" <.~ \ ~'J~ \ 
Static level f1 ft. bel&w_c.asing top :whh::h is- ft. 
above ground leveL Pumping level ___ ft. when pumping at __ _ 
gpm for ___ hours. 

FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS DEPTH OF 
BOTTOM 

Soi. \ I I 
'-(e.t(OLU CID,.\ ~/ 9' r:J 

~:) lle)LU S Cl \1\ d L( 12-
B l~tC C \ C~)'-{ -20 -~ 'L...-

"5 CJ 1'\ d -.J I ?J -3 
f3( lAC C laq ti C·\( aUE'. \ I, r {) .!) 

S .~ &(~ tJ ~ \ ' 1 <" 
J 7 

t. 
(CONTrNUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY) (~.,.,\)( {~\ , --- '-'--

I tIl J '/(-('" ! ( , ',f 
SIGNED ;_ i - -, DATE /, 1\,1 j1 

{ ~, i 

(7 rJ :)) 
/' 



WELLDATAY 
City G hit' [" I I b.,,' f c;../ T,q ,CO t.:YtnCOunty e ha. rn ,J2czlyJ2 
Section .2 Z, =, C<,.../' Twp. ,I 7 ;\1 Range __ 4C9-----=::£=--____ _ 

Location (in feet from section corner) .; QCJ I /II l ,I /a:J';- e/ .r.£' eo!" . r w ~ 
f~~ ... -:/-_.~._'-·~~--::." :---- '_-;--,-__ J._ - / C; -;!) 

Owner 0 f!.a dI) Hen cy - Address V/I/", C rOC? 

Authority Mr,r 0 /(eb:;/ Address _________ ...:....:...-_______ _ 

Contractor O"cra. ~. //;4 ....,..,.r"'o Address ~c7""---'-zL'---"-w"'--"'o"""o""'d"__ _______ _ 

Date dug, bored, drilled '/??Y7' 194t:J Sea level elevation pump base ______ _ 

Sea level elevation ground (0 :{{ Depth £ 7' 6" n T,og~" i/O - / 
V.p//ah/ L!hv /- 8 , t/P~~ .'?a hd f?'- 12, A /ve r- l.::t v /2 - 32 7 ~-7------7-7--- - ----- - ---- --"r ~~i" ~ ,-----
Sgnci ,U,-33 , blue clat/ £.. 'q:rq,vrBl '33-5"0 J ,~aY7c1.e. or'a.peJ £,o-!J7 

;;> ./ v 7..,.,- ./ 
,1't'J II: blue' ckt/ ,,- z- £a, eoa' ere ,ecz nd 60-- ,£-7/i-- ." ". 
~ r > --

}VlU4* P'erhr of WA ,4u" "" '" 3:2" <:(' ilJ' Aquifer r:I /rtf! ....... ,~q.-r. ~- .- /7~ $"'CJ -.. z.. 
Were drill cuttings saved Where fileud _____________ _ 

Size hole at top If reduced, where and how muchL-____________ _ 

/" / :T Casing record and materiaJL---".3""----"1d"""--....J6""-4:<--_____________________ _ 

Screen make ,Ciay/.an d/lQ .... ks Type Materia1L-_________ _ 

Screen diameter 2 N Length 3' I&"" Slot opening ~ t£o ...... Q a 'Sf e . 

Static water level was 8 I at end of hours quiet period 

on ,(date) . Pumping water level was after 
______ hours pumping at a rate of g.p.m. on ____________ _ 

(date) 

Reference point for .above measurements C co lin d .fpc i4.=:.l'~-e,-. ______ ~ __ ~ __ 

Can static water level be measured now AI.? How Tq& 0.1 We 1/ Carer~c/ 

Can pumping water level be measured now~ow t-,'ih J.;"a r tho 

Can discharge be measured now How ______________ _ 

Influence on other wells ,c;::::;c" 

Length of air line below pump base Elev. of lower en" '..' .......... (,=,\ , 

Size Material '=~\\ ..... 
How is lower end made if' 
Pressure gauge size Make __________________ _ 

Temperature of water at discharge Date, time: ______________ _ 

Water sample collected at (time) !;-.'~ eMon (date) /vl'J)/ .2 ~ 1'7-1-/ 

after /.£: t-n": n ~ pumping at rate of a. bo/.<' f 3 g.p.m. 

Analysis No. (/ (,','9.:; Location of sampling tap~ /,:7 r-ersere f-q 17k, 

Color ~ Odor ~ Gassy Turbidity ______ _ 

CO
2 

- pH Was filtered sample collecteu..d_-----'!1'--'--/".c..' ___________ _ 

Purpose of use Corrosive to what 
Treatment _~~~~~~e~. ________________ -------------

r-eIJe'rr",d hard L-v}l-h )?-1vch t'ro'1. 

(A~5679-2M-~-41) ~2 
~~...-. ......... C""j' 



'. · t(45~7.. 
«~' ". , 

.. " . 

ll~~~ 
c~n 11NgE-2705o,-

,_u_.~ .... ·· PARTIAL 'MINERAL ANALYSIS 
. , , ' ~ . . ' ,' ,-.9~,{'- tf? Uj...c.(:t~< , ... , c - iq 7 0 

/, 

~~~~.l!l"l'!l!,j~~~.t<)":!;l:~g.~~d from a .well owned by Otto M. Henry 
.... <&",\i~-rul~h~ I.U~J~.~.Jiiy:1\-~'l~1;~:s'V~'~~r. ~ilj;):'l0iB~ . Location of well: 200' Nand 

. . ,.Y .. , . .... _~, ..... " ".,~_, .H' · '*·:',"-:" iii" w:~~ off)e'cti 01127 fct.T • . 17 N., R. 9 E. 

~::, .~,.}',;;.:td ~~ I"" " ,:?,-." , x.. ~ " ,,~ .' , ,~,~--;:::::_,",--:Date oollected: Ma.y 20, 19
41

• 
,~,'ff~Pt.t~v- ,.: ,,,,,,,.,<,~,; ,, : :,):; : ,?;· '< ;·;!;:'.:f:·~/q'i.;: . :. ; 

' '';,' . 

~05~2 

}4ade. 
' ... ... . 

Pte. per 
million 

12 
o 
o 

'. t,' ('~""', ' ----ro,.'.-" .~_.~v.. __ . 32 '. 

o 
3~2 

4tl 
w~;~~ .SqRVEY D1VI7 

, . . 
Larson, Chemist 

. .• . ,',:. ! ... . 

vJ v,Q,~ 

CC(Qj[pJw 

7 

':,:, :.,'.... ,,, - , . , ~ ~~~o.. 



INSTRUCTIONS TO ~ILLERS 
White Copy L' !--

ilL Depl~tF .licHealth FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES1 ... J AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE DE-
YeliowCopt,-WeJI Contractor PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 616, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD, 
Blue Copy 1 Well Owner ILLINOIS. 62706. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL / WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO 

PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION. 

1/67 

I1INOls DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT 

1. TYPr of ~ ih 
a. Dug __ . Bor~. . Hole Diam. __ in. Depth / ~ 

€urb material /Jo<;:..=K. Buried Slab: Yes No 
I 

b. ~riven Drive Pipe Diam. ___ in. Depth ___ ft. 
c. prilled Finished in Drift . In Rock __ _ 

Tubular Gravel Packed ____ _ 

d/~7~ 
I) 

2. Distance to Nearest: 

TO (Ft.) (KIND) FROM (Ft.) 

, 
Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field _____ _ 
Ce* Pool Sewer (non Cast iron) 
Prity Sewer (Cast iron) _____ _ 
Septic Tank Barnyard _________ _ 
Ledching Pit Manure Pile ________ _ 

3. Is iaterfroj:'this well to be used for human consumption? 
Yes ~ No ______ _ 

4. Datb well completed _____________________ _ 
I 

5. Permanent Pump Installed? Yes V No j :oJ 1/ . P. 
Mar1ufacturer Type I'D I PC J P / IZ f-L ' 
Ca9acity gpm. Depth of setting r I _ ft. 

6. Well Top Sealed? Yes No ~ 
7. Pitless Adaptor Installed? Yes No V 

I 
8. Well Disinfected? Yes No \.r/ I . 
9. waIf Sample Submitted? Yes No V 

REMARKS: 

I 
CGCQJ[f'IJ'Y;7 

(-." >, '-"'I ~~~I 

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD 

10. Dept. Mines and Miner1ls ..R~rmi~ No. Year ___ _ 
11. Property owner M,fll F C);~(dq - Well No. _____ _ 

Address 7(J) J' $ ? CeQ /,r'Ae C 1'1 /1-1 

Driller --~ License No. =----0-----
12. Water from 13. County el/ /1-1 

at dePth_._to7q~~7?t. sec.,?7,5/;>[; 
14. Screen: Dlam. -- m. Twp. I 7 IV 

Length: --=--n. Slot Rng. q£ 
Elev. &f,;;L-

15. Casing and Liner Pipe 

Kind and Wei"ht 

E5nck 
SHOW 

LOCATION IN 
SECTION PLAT 

16. Size Hole below casing: -- in. 
17. Static level 8,35"ft. below casing top which is ft. 

above ground level. Pumping level ___ ft. when pumping at-==---
gpm for -==- hours. 

18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH 

~~--. 

--. -

-

- _. 

t 

-- ,-" . . --
(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY) 

SIGNED ttl!:; 
/)'7 I. I "1 C7 

DATE 

THiCKNESS DEPTH OF 
BOTTOM 

IS J l11 
I (/i 
: v 

U/J 



1 
WELL CONSTll-jJCTION REPORT Date lY"P::r"-"- 3 o} 1':::;"" 9. __ 

lYPE OR PRESS flRMJ,..Y wrrn BLACK INK PEN, TIllS 
fORM Mut BE COMPLETED WI1HIN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION 
AND SENT I 0 THE APPROPRIATE HEAL'IH DEPARTMENT 

I. Date We' Completed . ro~ 3 0; t5 7 CJ 
2. Use: C1 pomestic [] Irrigation [] Commercial [] Uvestock 

[ ] f10nitoring [ ] Other ______________ _ 

3. Type of }Veil: 

ft. a. Bored Well: Hole Diameter :fr (. in. Depth 3 S 
CasJg Diameter -3 (, in. Buried Slab: l>JYes []No 

b. Drivb Well: Drive Pipe Diameter in. Depth ft. 

c. DriUhI Well: Well Diameter ~. Depth ft. 

Cas· I D' . Ty J . mg lameter __ lD. pe 01llt. __ _ 

Casing GroJt: 

I 
Oversized 

Drill Hole(ln) From(ft) Tofft) 

j.jb Ie... P / k~ Lf..b" -/0 -II 
I V 

I 
Finisheid In: Unconsolidated ~ Gravel Pack: bfYes []No I Rock L ] Grain Size t3 LCc..JCJ j.., 17; 

4. Well Dirinfected? J><JYes []No 
5. Date Pepruwent Pump Installed _______________ _ 

6. Ucensed Pump Contractor ___________ -------
1 

Ucense rumber 

7. Pi tless tdapter Installed? NYes []N 0 

Manufa1turer if e I G X ~f /7-'J./ Model B.. P lOX 

Attached to Casing ~ How? [] Screwed On [] Welded W Compression 

e.Typeo~weIlCap Co...,st -:::I..y~ 
9. Tank ,orking Cycle gallons Captive Air: [ ]Yes [ ]No 

10. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? (]Yes []No 

I 
General Cdmrnents: Of dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed.) 

Illinois De~artment of Public Health /) { 
Division of Environmental Health - 525 W. J~ff~rson CO #~ 
Springfield, IL 62761 ~ ~o C\.:l U ./ . . 

1 0, c t 
IMl'ORTANT NOTICE. This State Agency is requestlng disclosure of information that is neciissary to 
accomrlisb ole statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 8>0863. Disclosure of this information 
is mandlllOryi This form bas been approved by the Fonns Management Center, 

IL 4.82-0126 Printed by Au1borityofth~ State ofIllinoU P.O. PRT30302446.5M 6/98 

I 

I 

GEOLOGICAL AND·WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD 

11. Pennit Number I q - 0 I .J - 9 '1 Date Issued 3 - ;;L'1 - '7 q 
12. Property Owner £ by 1/ • .1 tV; / I,. ~:.> Well , _____ _ 

l3. Dril~ingCompany Name fZt.ctno /Js (ifcl(J2Y"'j~'V\f ~nc.." 
14. Name of Person who drilled the well k-e...v,· h iI. C.A_X-~ 
15. Well Site Address /$ <f Y e..a.........-.f;."..~ lJ _ 10 tJ Ar (L; II C'- &=. V 0 v ~ 1: 

I 

16. Twnshp Name C- Ir t' -tt e.",.Jt..Y'--! Land ID#Oj -.3 3·· .;t7-:JoO-G 

17. Subdivision Name • bl( Lot Elevation, ft. 

18. Location: CntyC~(l.i '1 "'-' Sect OLJ Twns~ (7K Range q e 
S ru Quarter of the S E Quarter of the ..) 'q) Quarter 

19. Casing and Liner Pipe: 20. Screen: 

Dia Diameter in. 

(p" .9.1 Length __ ft . 

3(''' Slot Siu __ _ 

Material _____ _ 

21. Water from ~ d atdepth~ ft. to I 'f ft. 

22. Static Level ft. below casing top which is in. above ground level. 

Pumping Level ft. Pumping gplh for ___ bours. 

23. Earth Materials Passed 'Throucll Depth Top(ft) ::>~pth Bottom(ft) 

B((LcIC d..~\-\ CJ -~ I 
B 'r '0 ~ .~'i7vV -;;c -10 I 
,--. 
":::>u..-n~ 

I 
·-/0 -II/. 

GrQ...'j cJ v-v -/ J.{ -3..5 
{ { 

-,"', ~ . .,. -- -/~~"<I\ -~, \ L ~ ,. , 

I~ 
/~'r~~ ,;, ,,<j 

, :\ 
,l /"-of ())~ ...... i/,~~<~' :,~. /.,7;" 

2, '~I 
.. ;J. 
c·" 

~_~~\\v;7 
I, '. 

:~:'o- ~:~'\ r,r <', 
{l'" 

l.j F ',' " -J ,..}.' ~ .. ~, "-

\: <: ":\, . ••• ~,l,~ t-- ;.' .. ~1 
\' 

'\:' \ 
.. ,.:. '.,. "" -'!r/ 

.... ~, 'f 

"\Z~>J ., c .. ~ 
. (\' ''>)' 

., ~, ,. ,. -. ..... I 

Continue on back of sheet if neces~ ~"LiL8L .. ...-

.~/~ 
Licensed Contractor Signature 

10 Qt- 003? '-is 
License Number 

1119~ 

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL fNFORMA nON) 



-I 
I ~ 

... ~~ • • ..... "'''1' I ." •• 
11 lpt. of Public Health 
1hr.l Copy: Well Contractor 

Ghlden COpy: Well Owner Well Construction Report 

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS 
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO 

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 

525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 

1. Type of Well 
a. Bored__ Hole Diam. __ in. 

Buried Slab: Yes No_ 
b. Dr;ven__ Drive Pipe Diam. __ in. 
c. Drilled x:. Finished in Drift-&, J.n'{~,~~ 

FROM (Ft.) 
d. Grout: 

2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? YesL No __ 
3. Da te well d rill ed ___ ~~Y/'--..L.7_3~ ___ ---:----:~ ____ _ 
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes ~ Date ~ /5:1 No __ 

Manufacturer ~'-'-' /6 J I Type, ___ _ 
Location 0LI~(( 
Capacity /5- gpm. Depth of setting +,0 ft. 

5. Well top sealed? Yes~ No__ Type _________ _ 
6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes~ No __ 

Manufacturer 8f4/K~ Model No. Sh~ 
How attached to caSing? __ ~~~~~~~~/~~~~~~ ___________ ___ 

7. Well di 5i nfeeted? Yes-d..-. No ___ _ 
8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes >L---No __ 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 
~~ 

This State Agency is requesting disclosure of" information 
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this 
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by 
the Forms Management Center. 

IL482-0126 

c,) ::, \_\ ::) '--", \ ~ 

PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE 
Do Not Use Felt Pen 

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD 

9. Driller ~ Jd 11~/<- License No./O.:2--<U/:J...32 
10. Well Site Address 11K}, c.L. I 300 ....v 
11. Prope rty Owne r G-;:;-;'I4.b ........ .,~'-':LiH-;--::S"r.,,;.:;C4....cl=-----:---------:---
12. Permit No. 19-72-a2", 

Well No. ~ 
Date Issued$lj1-
County ~~J=h 13. Locat; on; 

[] Twp. J7# 
Rge.~ 'I-

14. Water from S-nd 

seC'~~m 

at depth 22;l. ft . 
15. Casing and Liner Pipe ","v £:, __ """"" r ... Show locaUc 
iam.(in) Kind and Weight From (ft) To (ft) in section 

plat 

16. 
17. 
19. 

20. 

~,1JWI N 

Screen: Diam.~in. Length~n, Slot Size~ 
Size hole below casing~in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl 
Static level~t below cas~p which is ~ft. above 
ground level. Pumping level ft, pumping gpm for ~our! 
Earth Materials Passe Through Depth of Dept of 

I 

/ 

..P..?C 

Continue on separate sheet if necessary. 

;kSigned 14-ubL U- o.te~ 



Vl'ft~...c".L\..':).l'UYJ..i.LJ.,I.:.i Llr:t...&. • .J>. ~.( ..... ,<_ .... _ ... _ ....... .-. 

LABORA TORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 235650 AQ CODE: . _ w_.' 
SOURCE: PRlVATE "WELL 

WELL#: 
TJOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN 
TOWNSHIP: 1m 
RANGE: 09E 
SECTION: 17 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: 

PARAMETER Result Units 

Iron (Total Fe); 0.655 mgIL 
Potassium (K): 2.99 mgIL 
Calcium (Ca): 42.6 mgIL 
Magnesiwn (Mg): 19.7 mgIL 
Sodium (Ns): 307 mgIL 

Aluminum (Al): 40 ugIL 
Arsenic (As): 6.99 ugIL 
Barium (Ba): 125 ugIL 
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ugIL 
Boron (B): 203 ugIL 
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ugIL 
Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ugIL 
Manganese (Mn): 24 ugIL 

-. -Nickel (Ni): < 14 ugIL 
Zinc (Zn): 36 ugIL 

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 5.0 NTU 
Color (PCU): 22 PCU 
pH (Lab): 7.92 
Odor: NONE 

Major Cations Sum (meqIL): 17,18 

meglL 

0.08 
2.13 
1.62 

13.35 

Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0~050 IPD= 

IDS: Calculated= 963 Difference(m-c)= .15.42 

< =< Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L "" milligrams per liter 

ND == Not determinedlInformation not available 

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD 
WELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 811512008 
DATE RECEIVED: 811512008 
TE:MPERA TURE (F): 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT. 
PAGE 3 OF 5. 

PARAMETER Result Units meqlL 

Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mgIL 
Chloride (CI): 404 mgIL 
Nitrate (N03-N): < 0.07 mg/L 
Sulfate (S04): < 0.31 mg/L 

~©~~ 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 
Silica (Si02): 
Hardness (as CaC03): 
Total Dissolved Solids: 

,-- -- -

'-

Major Anions Sum (meqIL): 
-0.14 RPD= 

RPD== 1.59 Ratio (m/c)== 

291 
10.8 

187 
978 

---,-
-, ,.} 

._ ..-J .~_~. 

17.23 
0.29 
1.02 

hardness = (Ca mglL * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.1 J 8) = 

hardness == 106.37 + 81.12 == 187.50 
uglL == micrograms per Liter (1 mglL == 1000 uglL) 

mgIL 
mgIL 

mgIL 
mg/L 

0.00 
11.39 
0,00 

0.01 

5.82 

PASS FAIL COMMENTS 

~ ~~~t.f12.-()?.. Bolding Time: 
.,pD: 
Trcmscription: 

QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): 

[2J 0 
g] 0 

~-B 
.1 ./ r 

".~'" ~ ~n~~~~-~f-~2P~t/ 
!'fUV 0;0 DJUti --1--



"'.t"),.J,. L.1'\,. ..,) .. '"'lo.J.Y.,LJ....J....J,L .J....I4~..l.n '<"~/'<'- ~"..I....!.l. 'J~'\...1, 

A "Rnl;> A'T'()l;>V "d 1\,fD! ):' NTll\If?£,l;>. 2~:=::h:=:()nTTD .0 r>""')T'\t:" 

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL 

WELL#: 
TOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUNTY; CHAMl'AJGK 
TOwNSHIP: Itr --
RANGE: 09E 
SECTION: 27 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: 

PARAMETER 

Iron (Total Fe): 
Potassium (Ie): 
Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesium (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 

Aluminum (Al): 

Arsenic (As): 
Barium (Ba): 
Beryllium (Be): 
Boron (B): 
Chromium (Cr): 
Copper (Cu): 

__ . 4.anganese (Mn),: 

I-J'ickel (Ni): 

Zinc (Zn): 

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 
Color (FCU): 
pH (Lab): 
Odor: 

< 

< 
< 

< 

Result 

0.651 
3.00 

42.3 
19.4 

306 

41 

7.30 
123 

0.55 

203 

5.8 

0.79 
24 

14 

37 

4.6 
22 
7.93 

NONE 

Units 

mgIL 
mg/L 
mgIL 
mgIL 
mgIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

NTU 
PCU 

meq/L 

0.08 
2.11 
1.60 

13.31 

OWNER: GLENNLINSTEAD 
'WELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 8115/2008 
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT. 

PARAMETER 

Fluoride (F): 

Chloride (CI): 

Nitrate (N03-N): 

Sulfate (S04): 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 

Silica (Si02): . 

Hardness (as CaC03): 

Total Dissolved Solids: 

Result Units meqlL 

< 0.08 mg/L 0.00 

404 mg/L 11.39 

< 0.07 mg/L 0.00 

< 0.31 mg/L 0.01 

~©~)7 

293 

10.7 

186 

978 

-- -. - ::~I ~!~ ') 

. I J ' .... ,.. _____ . _,---.1-_ 

rngIL 5.86 

mglL 

mgIL 
mgIL 

,n F t At +; t: a; " ;5 J ' +i ::,..xr:;zwr· =~~':rrrn 

Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 17.10 
Ion Balance: Difference( c-a)= -0.173 

TDS: Calculated=- 962 Difference(m-c)= 

< "" Below detection limit (Le. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L "" milligrams per liter 

ND = Not determinedfInformation not available 

Major Anions Sum (meqlL): 
IPD= -0.50 RPD= 

15.9] RPD= l.64 Ratio (m/c)= 

17.27 
1.00 
l.02 

hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) "" 

hardness = 105.62 + 79.89 = 185.51 
ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L) 

~!7Ci,.w>rlF"R :ti! flt""""mf!ii!"'T"lJII'O'lj7%"':'~~~~~""x:rc~"''7&it''';:;r~rt--!'''~':z::rn:;:zr:;:-'-r'7)lF''''''tS1J3~ .. ''?717 G --""'-'~......-v=;:-::rmr;""':n'!""--' ~W"""l:W~ 

PASS FAIL COMMENTS 
-lolding Time: t2l 0 <y A '-\ cl L\-r"l ~.. t) ~ 
.J>D: E2l 0 

--T.r.anSGFipti0n; Igj __ g 
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): ~ 0 

,,,) L 
-~~~7-T 

""- ~~~ 5', .. ,-- ,11£}, -fdLa./~ 
N hl! ff ~j lIJOO--7- ~-
, l 1, ... J \, .... ' ~ r 



VL'Ul:.K ::'_'l.JVJXLl:. VAlA ~A/VL Kl:.YV-Kl t'n:~ 

:_!_~~!:..~ ... ~2::~" ~/"'-~,:..~:...: ~~:,~~,:::==--"" :~:;~~. ~~~ \..-VUL; 
':-::n··>!"'Jl?i···---r{t;,t"""~'--~----"·TR'd1-..,..,..r-"n;:;:; ... ;;.tK'tT:'"rr,-,-. ;{27 .-~ ['''?'i'"':i;r:'''''e--''''w, 

SOURCE: PRN ATE VlELL 

WELL#: 
T0CATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUKTY: CHAMPAlG]\ 
TOV,'NSlnP: 17]\ 

RANGE: 09E 
S£CTlON: 27 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: SOFTENER 

PARAMETER 

Iron (Total Fe): 
Potassium (K): 
Calcium (Ca): 
Magnesium (Mg): 
Sodium (Na): 

Aluminum (Al): 

Arsenic (As); 

Barium (Ba); 

Beryllium (Be): 

Boron (B): 

Chromium (Cr): 
Copper (Cu): 

__ 1anganese (Mn): 

dickel (Ni): 

Zinc (Zn): 

Turbidity (Lab, NTIJ): 
Color (PCU): 
pH (Lab): 
Odor: 

< 

< 

< 

< 

Result 

0.077 
1.30 
0.809 
0.339 

387 

6.1 

6.41 

1.5 
0.55 

201 

5.8 

6.2 

2.2 
14 

12 

2.3 
20 

8.01 
NONE 

Units 

mgIL 
mgIL 
mgIL 
mgIL 
mgIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 
ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 
ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

ugIL 

NTU 
PCU 

OWNER: GLENN LIN STEAD 
WELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 8115/2008 
DATE RECEIVED: 8115/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 
CO.MMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM UNFILTERED 
KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 4 OF 5. 

meqlL PARAMETER Result_Unit£meqlL 

Fluoride (F): 
0.03 Chloride (CI): 
0.04 Nitrate (N03-N): 
0.03 

Sulfate (S04): 
16.83 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 

Silica (Si02): 

Hardness (as CaC03): 

Total Dissolved Solids: 

< 0.08 mgIL 0.00 

402 mgIL 11.34 

< 0.07 mgIL 0.00 

< 0.31 mgIL 0.01 

({;;©[fD~ 

292 
10.6 

3 

991 

--""-, 
, 'I 

_. 'I -- - '- ---./ 

rngIL 5.84 

mgIL 
mgIL 

mgIL 

~ rtf":rr'iF:'1"'C1 :;!il'! 'iJd.77'"':P. 1,.1:..'-".£ ~~ __ L.,.~.~_"'~~_~~mJ=TU'r7:rTrx:::~ 

Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 16.94 
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0.256 

IDS: Calculated=- 978 Difference(m-c)= 

< =: Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mglL = milligrams per liter 

ND ;: Not determinedlInformation not available 

Major Anions Sum (meq/l.): 
IPD= -0.75 RPD= 

13.04 RPD= 1.32 Ratio (m/c)= 

17.19 

1.50 
1.01 

hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) = 

hardness = 2.02 + 1.40 3.42 
uglL = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L) 

"W!DlV1tt':urmwu;m-mrm~;:rr;::zr;:r;:n=r;:ea=:rayp;Gy'I"MCC""!'M7"" a;,...,-.,:'7"'*'R"JJ!'£trn"'l"fTi'S' ;:zF"'I''J"3''V'iT:''£ -.::r:~"«",;,,z: rmu:cr;p;s:;; -~~r;s:;::r=;;-'31r:'-'JG'T=,,"-::'!IP 3d ! f ::z"'7Rt',.."...-=mrrl 

-')lding Time: 
_J>D: 

PASS .EA!1 
tRJ 0 

COMMENTS 

Q do '..\~ lV'1~- tJ S 
~ 0 0 ~ 

--J.::ransGFiptioni ~--8 !://-' 77 
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): [ZJ 0 11\ (J '. -r /1'.£''2,4.,L/ 

': O'V ./\ Q ~nr'lB Nl V~)LUU 
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SOURCE: PRIVATEV/ELL 

WELL#: 
-LOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO 

COUNTY: CHAMPAlGi\ 
TOWNSHIP: 17i\ 
RANGE: 09£ 

SECTTON: 27 
PLOT: 8G 

TREATMENT: SOFTENER,FIL TRA nON 

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD 
"''ELL DEPTH: 226.00 
DATE COLLECTED: 811512008 
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008 
TEMPERATURE (F): 
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM FILTERED 
KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 5 OF 5. 

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units meq/L 

Iron (Total Fe): < 0.0059 
Potassium (K): 0.141 
Calcium (Ca): 0.169 
Magnesium (Mg): 0.080 
Sodium (Na): 56.1 

Aluminum (Al): < 6.1 

Arsenic (As): 1.92 

Barium (Ba): 2.0 

Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 

Boron (B): 217 

Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 

Copper (Cu): < 0.79 

_, _\1anganese (Mn): < 1.5 
, :Hekel (Ni): < 14 

Zinc (Zn): < 7.3 

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): < 0 .1 
Color (FeU): < 5 
pH (Lab): 6.76 
Odor: NONE 

mg/L 
mg/L 
mg/L 
mg/L 
mg/L 

ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 
ugIL 

NTU 
peu 

Fluoride (F): 
0.00 Chloride (CI): 
0.01 Nitrate (N03-N): 
0.01 

Sulfate (S04): 
2.44 

Alkalinity (CaC03): 

Silica (Si02): 

Hardness (as CaC03): 

Total Dissolved Solids: 

< 0.08 mglL 0.00 

65.8 mglL 1.86 

< 0.07 mglL 0.00 

< 0.31 mglL 0.01 

((;;©/PJ'ly 

23 .8 mglL 0.48 

1.54 mglL 

< 1 mgIL 

133 mglL 

- .- ...... , ----.--. ... , 
:-'/'~' .~ , _ .. , .t

l

) '"--' 1,-- ~,....J"-'_I..-.--..._.-

II it.: & 4tI, '4 TJ!!rn1Y"~ ... E'.d .. LtL. ~ 

Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 2.46 
Ion Balance: Difference( c-a)= 0.112 

TDS: Calculated"" 139 Difference(n;-c)= 

< c: Below detection limit (Le. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) 

mg/L = milligrams per liter 

ND "'" Not determinedlInformation not available 

IPD= 

-5.83 

. Major Anions Sum (meqlL): 
2.33 RPD= 

RPD= 4.29 Ratio (m/c)= 

2.35 
4.65 
0.96 

hardness = eCa mglL * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) = 
hardness = 0.42 + 0.33 = 0.75 
ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 mglL = 1000 ug/L) 
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Champaign 
County 

Depanllle'nt of 
.155 "'lidS.' 

Brookens 
Admlnlstrutlve Cenler 

1776 E. Washington Street 
tUrbanu. Illinois 61 S02 

(217) _~g~-3708 

BACKGROUND 

CASE NO. 694-V-11 
PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM 
August 5, 2011 

Petitioner: Damon Reifsteck 

Site Area: approx. 1 acre 

Time Schedule for Development: 
Zoning Use Permit application 
already submitted; construction 
awaiting variance decision 

Prep~red by: John Hall 
Zoning Administrator 

Request: Authorize the construction 
and use of an addition to an existing 
dwelling and authorize the 
reconstruction of the existing dwelling 
with a setback· of 44 feet and 7 inches 
from CR900E, a minor street, in lieu of 
the minimum required setback of 55 
feet, and a front yard of 14 feet and 7 
inches from the front property line in 
lieu of the minimum required front 
yard of25 feet, in the AG-l District. 

Location: An approximately one acre lot 
in the Southwest Quarter of the 
Southwest Quarter of the Southwest 
Quarter of Section 27 of Tolono 
Township and commonly known as the 
house at 702 CR900E, Tolono. 

The petitioner applied for a zoning use permit to build an attached garage and found out that the existing 
dwelling was closer to the street than allowed by the minimum setback and a variance is required. 

EXTRATERRITORIAL JURISDICTION 

The subject property is located within the one and one-half mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of the Village 
of Tolono but municipalities do not have protest rights ih variance cases and are not notified of such 
cases. 

EXISTING LAND USE AND ZONING 

-

Direction Land Use Zoning 
Onsite Single Family Dwelling AG-1 Agriculture 
North Farmland AG-1 Agriculture 
East Farmland AG-1 Agriculture 
West Single Family Dwelling AG-1 Agriculture 
South Farmland AG-1 Agriculture 

-- -

ATTACHMENTS 

A Case Maps (Land Use) 
B Proposed site plan 
C Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact 
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

694-V-ll 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE, 
FINDING OF FACT 

AND 
FINAL DETERMINATION 

of 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

Final Determination: {GRANTED / GRANTED WITH SPECIAL CONDITIONS / DENIED} 

Date: August 11,2011 

Petitioner: Damon Reifsteck 

Request: Authorize the construction and use of an addition to an existing dwelling and 
authorize the reconstruction of the existing dwelling with a setback of 44 feet and 
7 inches from CR900E, a minor street, in lieu of the minimum required setback 
of 55 feet, and a front yard of 14 feet and 7 inches from the front property line in 
lieu of the minimum required front yard of25 feet, in the AG-J District 
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PRELIll1INARY DRAFT 

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE 

From the documents of record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing conducted on 
August 11,2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. The petitioner Damon Reifsteck owns the subject property. 

2. The subject property is an approximately one acre lot in the Southwest Quarter of the Southwest 
Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of Section 27 of Tolono Township and commonly known as the 
house at 702 CR900E, Tolono. 

3. The subject property is located within the one and one-half mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of the 
Village of Tolono but municipalities do not have protest rights in variance cases and are not 
notitied of such cases. 

GENERALLY REGARDING LAND USE AND ZONING IN THE IMMEDL4TE VICINITY 

4. Regarding land use and zoning on the subject property and adjacent to it: 
A. The subject property is zoned AG-l Agriculture and is a single family dwelling. 

B. Land to the north, east, and south of the subject property is zoned AG-l Agriculture and is 
farmland. 

C. Land to the west of the subject property is zoned AG-l Agriculture and is used as single 
family dwellings. 

GENERALLY REGARDING THE PROPOSED SITE PLAN 

5. Regarding the proposed site plan: 
A. The existing home is 44 feet and 7 inches from the centerline of CR 900E and the petitioner 

desires to construct an attached garage that is aligned with the front of the dwelling. 

GENERALLY REGARDING SPECIFIC ORDINANCE REQUIREMENTS AND ZONING PROCEDURES 

6. Regarding specific Zoning Ordinance requirements relevant to this case: 
A. The following definitions from the Zoning Ordinance are especially relevant to the 

requested variances (capitalized words are defined in the Ordinance): 
(1) "BUILDING RESTRICTION LINE" is a line usually parallel to the FRONT, side, 

or REAR LOT LINE set so as to provide the required YARDS for a BUILDING or 
STRUCTURE. 

(2) "DWELLING, SINGLE FAMILY" is a DWELLING containing one DWELLING 
UNIT. 



PRELliWINARY DRAFT Case 694-V-11 
Page 3 of 9 

(3) "LOT" is a designated parcel, tract or area of land established by PLAT, 
SUBDIVISION or as otherwise pennitted by law, to be used, developed or built 
upon as a unit. 

(4) "LOT LINE, FRONT" is a line dividing a LOT from a STREET or easement of 
ACCESS. On a CORNER LOT or a LOT otherwise abutting more than one 
STREET or easement of ACCESS only one such LOT LINE shall be deemed the 
FRONT LOT LINE. 

(5) "SETBACK LINE" is the BUILDING RESTRICTION LINE nearest the front of 
and across a LOT establishing the minimum distance to be provided between a line 
of a STRUCTURE located on said LOT and the nearest STREET RIGHT-OF­
WAY line. 

(6) "STREET" is a thoroughfare dedicated to the public within a RIGHT -OF -WAY 
which affords the principal means of ACCESS to abutting PROPERTY. A 
STREET may be designated as an avenue, a boulevard, a drive, a highway, a lane, a 
parkway, a place, a road, a thoroughfare, or by other appropriate names. STREETS 
are identified on the Official Zoning Map according to type of USE, and generally 
as follows: 
(a) MAJOR STREET: Federal or State highways 
(b) COLLECTOR STREET: COUNTY highways and urban arterial 

STREETS. 
(c) MINOR STREET: Township roads and other local roads. 

(7) "VARIANCE" is a deviation from the regulations or standards adopted by this 
ordinance which the Hearing Officer or Zoning Board of Appeals are pennitted to 
grant. 

(8) "YARD" is an OPEN SPACE, other than a COURT, of unifonn depth on the same 
LOT with a STRUCTURE, lying between the STRUCTURE and the nearest LOT 
LINE and which is unoccupied and unobstructed from the surface of the ground 
upward except as may be specifically provided by the regulations and standards 
herein. 

(9) "YARD, FRONT" is a YARD extending the full width of a LOT and situated 
between the FRONT LOT LINE and the nearest line of a PRINCIPAL 
STRUCTURE located on said LOT. Where a LOT is located such that its REAR 
and FRONT LOT LINES each abut a STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY both such 
YARDS shall be classified as FRONT YARDS. 

B. In the Zoning Ordinance, setback requirements are established in two sections, as follows: 
(1) Subsection 4.3.2. Setback Line states, "All BUILDINGS and all MAIN or 

PRINCIP AL STRUCTURES shall be positioned in confonnance with the 
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

SETBACK LINE regulations and standards specified hereinafter for the DISTRICT 
in which they are located," and drawings in 4.3.2 further specify that in the case of 
a MINOR STREET the required setback is 55 feet with a front yard of25 feet. 

(2) Section 5.3 is the Schedule of Area, Height, and Placement Regulations by District 
and indicates that the setback from a MINOR STREET is 55 feet and footnote 3 
further specifies that in no case shall the FRONT YARD be less than 25 feet from a 
MINOR STREET. 

C. The Department of Planning and Zoning measures yards and setbacks to the nearest wall 
line of a building or structure and the nearest wall line is interpreted to include 
overhanging balconies, projecting window and fireplace bulkheads, and similar 
irregularities in the building footprint. A roof overhang is only considered if it overhangs a 
property line. 

D. Paragraph 9.1.9 D. of the Zoning Ordinance requires the ZBA to make the following 
findings for a variance: 
(l) That the requirements of Paragraph 9.1.9 C. have been met and justify granting the 

variance. Paragraph 9.1. 9C. of the Zoning Ordinance states that a variance from the 
terms of the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance shall not be granted by the 
Board or the hearing officer unless a written application for a variance is submitted 
demonstrating all of the following: 
(a) That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the 

land or structure involved which are not applicable to other similarly 
situated land or structures elsewhere in the same district. 

(b) That practical difficulties or hardships created by carrying out the strict 
letter of the regulations sought to be varied prevent reasonable and 
otherwise permitted use of the land or structures or construction on the lot. 

(c) That the special conditions, circumstances, hardships, or practical 
difficulties do not result from actions of the Applicant. 

(d) That the granting of the variance is in harmony with the general purpose 
and intent of the Ordinance. 

(e) That the granting of the variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood, 
or otherwise detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare. 

(2) That the variance is the minimum variation that will make possible the reasonable 
use of the land or structure, as required by subparagraph 9.1.90.2. 

E. Paragraph 9.1.9.E. of the Zoning Ordinance authorizes the ZBA to prescribe appropriate 
conditions and safeguards in granting a variance. 
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GENERALLY REGARDING SPECL4.L CONDITIONS THAT MAY BE PRESENT 

Case 694-V-11 
Page 5 of 9 

7. Generally regarding the Zoning Ordinance requirement of a finding that special conditions and 
circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land or structure involved which are not applicable to 
other similarly situated land or structures elsewhere in the same district: 
A. The Petitioner has testified on the application that, "I would like west wall to line up with 

existing house because I think it looks better." 

Evidence to be added 

GENERALLY REGARDING ANY PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OR HARDSHIPS RELATED TO CARRYING OUT 
THE STRICT LETTER OF THE ORDINANCE 

8. Generally regarding the Zoning Ordinance requirement of a finding that practical diffIculties or 
hardships related to carrying out the strict letter of the regulations sought to be varied prevent 
reasonable and otherwise permitted use of the land or structures or construction on the lot: 
A. The Petitioner has testified on the application that, "My septic is too close to move it to 

the east" 

Evidence to be added 

GENERALLY PERTAINING TO WHETHER OR NOT THE PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES OR HARDSHIPS RESULT 
FROM THE ACTIONS OF THE APPLICANT 

9. Generally regarding the Zoning Ordinance requirement for a finding that the special conditions, 
circumstances, hardships, or practical difficulties do not result from the actions of the Applicant: 
A. The Petitioner has testified on the application that, "No, nothing I have done, the septic 

was there when 1 purchased property." 

Evidence to be added 

GENERALLY PERTAINING TO WHETHER OR NOT THE VARIANCE IS IN HARMONY WITH THE GENERAL 
PURPOSE AND INTENT OF THE ORDINANCE 

10. Generally regarding the Zoning Ordinance requirement for a finding that the granting of the 
variance is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Ordinance: 
A. The Petitioner has testified on the application that, "The proposed use is allowed in the 

AG 1 zoning district." 

B. The Zoning Ordinance does not clearly state the considerations that underlay the setback 
and front yard requirements. In general, the setback is presumably intended to ensure the 
following: 
(1) Right of way acquisition: 

(2) Off-street parking: The subject property provides the required amount of off-street 
parking outside of the setback. 
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

Aesthetics: Aesthetic benefit may be a consideration for any given front yard and 
setback but can be very subjective. 

C. The subject property conforms to all other zoning requirements. 

D. The proposed front yard of 14 feet and 7 inches is 58.3 % of the minimum required 25 feet 
for a variance of 41.7%, and the proposed setback of 44 feet and 7 inches is 81.0% of the 
required 55 feet for a variance of 19%. 

E. The requested variance is not prohibited by the Zoning Ordinance. 

GENERALLY PERTAINING TO THE EFFECTS OF THE REQUESTED VARIANCE ON THE NEIGHBORHOOD 
AND THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE 

11. Generally regarding the Zoning Ordinance requirement for a flnding that the granting of the 
variance will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to the public health, 
safety, or welfare: 
A. The Petitioner has testified on the application that, "There is adequate room for 

firefighting purposes, there is adequate vision for drivers, water drainage is not 
affected." 

B The Township Highway Commissioner has notified of this variance but no comments have 
been received. 

C. The Fire Protection District has been notifled of this variance but no comments have been 
received. 

12. When asked on the application what other circumstances justify the Variance the Petitioner stated 
"The west side wall would line up with existing house, the roof line would line up better." 

GENERALLY REGARDING PROPOSED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

13. No special conditions of approval are proposed at this time. 
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DOCUMENTS OF RECORD 

Case 694-V-11 
Page 7 of 9 

1. Zoning Use Permit Application 166-11-01 submitted on June 15,2011, with attachment: 
A Quit Claim Deed Recorder's Document #2003R02985 

2. Variance Application received on June 15,2011 with attachment: 
A Quit Claim Deed Recorder's Document #2003R02985 

3. Preliminary Memorandum with attachments: 
A Case Maps (Land Use) 
B Proposed site plan 
C Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact 



Case 694-V-11 
Page 8 of 9 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT 

From the documents of record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing for zoning 
case 694-V-ll held on August 11, 2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County finds that: 

1. Special conditions and circumstances {DO / DO NOT} exist which are peculiar to the land or 
structure involved, which are not applicable to other similarly situated land and structures 
elsewhere in the same district because: --------------------------------------------

2. Practical difficulties or hardships created by carrying out the strict letter of the regulations sought 
to be varied {WILL / WILL NOT} prevent reasonable or otherwise pennitted use of the land or 
structure or construction because: ------------------------------------------------

3. The special conditions, circumstances, hardships, or practical diffIculties {DO / DO NOT} result 
from actions of the applicant because: _____________________ _ 

4. The requested variance {SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED CONDITION} {IS / IS NOT} in 
hannony with the general purpose and intent of the Ordinance because: --------------

5. The requested variance {SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED CONDITION} {WILL / WILL NOT} 
be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare 
because: ----------------------------------------------------------

6. The requested vruiance {SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED CONDITION} {IS / IS NOT} the 
minimum variation that will make possible the reasonable use of the land/structure because: 

7. {NO SPECIAL CONDITIONS ARE HEREBY IMPOSED / THE SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
IMPOSED HEREIN ARE REQUIRED TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE WITH THE CRITERIA 
FOR SPECIAL USE PERMITS AND FOR THE PARTICULAR PURPOSES DESCRIBED 
BELOW:} 
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FINAL DETERMINATION 

The Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals finds that, based upon the application, testimony, and 
other evidence received in this case, that the requirements for approval of Section 9.1.9.C {HAVE I 
HA VE NOT} been met, and pursuant to the authority granted by Section 9.1.6.B of the Champaign 
County Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Board of Appeals of Champaign County determines that: 

The Variance requested in Case 694-V -11 is hereby {GRANTED/ GRANTED WITH 
CONDITIONSI DENIED} to the petitioner, Damon Reifsteck, to authorize the construction 
and use of an addition to an existing dwelling and authorize the reconstruction of the 
existing dwelling with a setback of 44 feet and 7 inches from CR900E, a minor street, in lieu 
of the minimum required setback of 55 feet, and a front yard of 14 feet and 7 inches from the 
front property line in lieu of the minimum required front yard of 25 feet, in the AG-l 
District {SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITION(S):}. 

The foregoing is an accurate and complete record of the Findings and Determination of the Zoning Board 
of Appeals of Champaign County. 

SIGNED: 

Eric Thorsland, Chair 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

ATTEST: 

Secretary to the Zoning Board of Appeals 

Date 
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Administrative Center 
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J Urbana, Illinois 61802 

To: Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

From: John Hall, Zoning Administrator 

Date: August 4, 2011 

RE: YrODOSed Revisions to ZBA .. hIIQUla 

UPDATE 

At the July 28, 2011, meeting the ZBA received an update on the 
proposed revisions to the Bylaws (see attached) that had been 
reviewed and approved by the State's Attorney. 
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(217) 38+-3708-

ATTACHMENTS 

A Annotated Draft Revision Bylaws dated July 22, 2011 (including Appendices) 
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ARTICLE 1 - AUTHORITY 

1.1 The authority to establish the Zoning Board of Appeals is set forth under thtillinois Counties 
Code, Chapter 55, Section 515-12007 et seq, herein referred to as the County Enabling Legislation. 
Powers and duties are delegated to the Zoning Board of Appeals by the Champaign County Board, 
herein referred to as the Governing Body, pursuant to Section 9.1.6(B) of the Champaign County 
Zoning Ordinance, Resolution Number 971 ,dated September 11, 1973 and as amerrled, in 
accordance with the County Enabling Legislation. 

ARTICLE 2 - GENERAL PROVISIONS 

2.1 These rules are supplementary to the provisions of the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance as 
they relate to procedures of the Zoning Board of Appeals. If there is (Conflict between these rules 
and the Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Ordinance shall prevail. 

2.2 Nothing herein shall be construed to give or grant to the Board the power or authority to alter or 
change the Zoning Ordinance, including the Zoning Map, which autmrity is granted to the 
Governing Body, except as provided in Section 4.1.6 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

2.3 The State's Attorney shall be consulted regarding questions of law. The Zoning Administrator 
shall be consulted regarding provisional interpretations ofhe Zoning Ordinance. 

2.4 The Office ofthe Zoning Board of Appeals shall be located in The Champaign County Department of 
Planning and Zoning, 
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ARTICLE 3 - APPOINTMENT AND TERMS OF MEMBERS 

3.1 Appointment of the Zoning Board of Appeals shall be as provided fotby the Governing Body 
pursuant to Section 9.1.6(A) of the Zoning Ordinance. 

3.2 Applications for appointment to the Zoning Board of Appeals may be submitted to the Office of 
the Champaign County Board, 1776 East Washington Street, Urbana Illinois, 61802, orforms 
provided by the Office of the County Board. 

3.3 For each meeting attended, members shall be compensated in a manner established by the 
Governing Body. 

3.4 The Governing Body shall have the power to remove any member of the Board for cause only after 
a public hearing. Such hearing shall be held no less than 10 days after the member concerned has 
been given written notice of the charges against him or her. The Chairperson may make a 
recommendation to the Governing Body for removal of a Zoning Board member de to 
malfeasance, misfeasance, or nonfeasance generally, and in particular: 
a) Failure to disclose any conflict of interest pursuant to Sectiorik-S 6.8 herein; 
b) Failure to disclose any substantial or materiah-parte communications at the earliest 

opportunity subsequent to any such communications pursuant to Sectio~ 7.4 herein; 
c) Failure to attend two meetings within a period of one year, without recorded consent of the 

Chairperson; or 
d) Repeated or excessive tardiness, as determined by the Chairperso. 

3.5 Upon death, removal for cause, or resignation of a Board member, the Secretary shall promptly 
notify the Governing Body that a vacancy exists. If a member becomes incapacitated permanently 
or for what appears likely to be a protracted period, or move from the jurisdiction, or becomes for 
any other reason no longer qualified to serve, and does not resign, the Chairperson shall promptly 
notify the Governing Body. The Chairperson may also request that the Governing Body declare 
that member's seat vacant. 

ARTICLE 4 - CHAIRPERSON 

4.1 All proceedings and administrative functions of the Board shall be directed by a Chairperson, who 
shall preside over all meetings of the Board and shall otherwise supervise the affairs of the Board 
as outlined in Section 4.3 hcrein. 

4.2 The Governing Body shall designate the Chairperson pursuant to Section 9 .1.6(A)3 of the Zoning 
Ordinance. In the event of death, removal for cause, or resignation of the Chairperson, 
successor(s) shall also be named by the Governing Body. Upon vaancy ofthe Chairperson, the 
Board may vote to recommend a current serving member to the Governing Body for appointment 
as Chairperson of the Zoning Board. 

4.3 If present and able, the Chairperson shall supervise the affairs of the Board and shall: 
a) preside at all hearings and meetings of the Board; 
b) assure and maintain proper order and decorum of the Board, staff, and the public in all 
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proceedings of the Board; 
Article 4 - continued 

Zoning Board of Appeals By-laws 
As Amended August 25, 2005 

c) decide all points of procedure or order in accordance with thes and other applicable rules; 
d) provide for the oath or affirmation to be administered to all witnesses in cases before the 

Board pursuant to Section~ 7.7 herein; and shall 
e) take such actions and exercise such powers as are specifically outlined helin. 

4.4 The Board shall elect from among its members an Acting Chairperson to serve at any meeting 
where the Chairperson is absent or is otherwise unable to supervise the affairs of the Board. An 
Acting Chairperson, in the absence or disability ofthtChairperson, shall perform all duties and 
exercise all powers of the Chairperson. 

ARTICLE 5 - MEETINGS 

5.1 No less than two regular meetings shall be held each month at a place authorized in Section 
9.2.1(E) of the Zoning Ordinance, except under the followi~ circumstances: 
a) the Chairperson determines that cancellation of a regular meeting is appropriate under Section 

5.2 herein; or 
b) the Secretary determines that the cancellation of a regular meeting is appropriate under Section 

5.3 herein; or 
c) the regular meeting falls of a designated County Holiday, in which case the Board shall vote as 

to whether such a meeting shall proceed as scheduled, be cancelled, or be rescheduled. 

5.2 Regular meetings may be canceled by the Chairperson, or with the oral approval ot quorum of 
the Board. Meetings may be cancelled when there are no cases pending, or in the event that the 
requirements of these By-laws or the Zoning Ordinance prevent the Board from conducting any 
business, or in the event of hazardous or inclement weaber. In the event of hazardous or 
inclement weather, the Champaign County Sheriff s Department may be consulted as to road 
conditions and other factors which may affect transportation to and from the meeting place. Upon 
cancellation, the Secretary shall mtke a reasonable attempt to notify the members of the Board, the 
petitioners, and other interested parties. 

5.3 In the event that after all publications of scheduled public hearings pursuant to Sections 5.5 and 
6.2 have been made, but prior to the scheduled !reeting of the Board, all petitioners of all 
scheduled hearings have requested continuances or withdrawn their cases, the Secretary shall have 
the authority to cancel the scheduled meeting of the Board. Upon making the decision to cancel a 
scheduled meeti~ of the Board, the Secretary shall make a reasonable attempt to notify the 
members of the Board and all other interested parties of record, and shall post the meeting place 
with a notice of cancellation. 

5.4 Special meetings may be called only with the orahpproval of no less than a quorum of the Board, 
provided that no less than 24 hours notice is given to each member, and provided that all notice 
requirements have been met pursuant to Section 5.4 herein. 

5.5 All meetings shall be open to the public, notced, and posted in accordance with theIllinois Open 
Meetings Act, (5 ILCS 120/1.01 et seq.). The Board may only go into closed session for 

3 



Zoning Board of Appeals By-laws 
As Amended August 25, 2005 

DRAFT REVISION 7122111 

appropriate reasons and only upon the advice of the Champaign County State's Attorney. 
Article 5 - continued 

5.6 A quorum shall consist of four members for any regular or special meeting, and is required for any 
decision, determination, or official action by the Board. 

5.7 Any meeting of more than two Board members where matters pending before the Boardvould be 
discussed, including but not limited to visits to subject properties, shall be prohibited except as 
properly noticed and posted in accordance with theIllinois Open Meetings Act. (5 ILCS 120/ \.01 
et seq.). 

5.8 EO( parte CommuDicatioDs. 
Communications regarding any pending item before the Board with any individual outside 0 

the public hearing. including communications with any other Board member. or any member 
of the Governing Body. or any employee of Champaign County, except for purely procedural 

aners or legal subjects specificaUy.JY?ltroved by the State's Attorney's O~are c.Qmidere~ 
'(-DurIe! communications 

if a member of the Board has participated in a subSiiuitiiilor materiaitti-jiQrte communication 
at member shall disclose the following intonnation to the Board at the earliestpubliq 
earing subsequent to any such communicationr 
) the person or persons with whom the Board iiiCiilbef'has spoken' 
) the circumstances under which the communicatio,D(s)Jook I?,lace' 
) the general content of the cornmunication(s); an 
) any response given to the person or persons by the Board member. {Note: Ex parte 

ommunications relate to matters of public hearin~ and this should be relocated to the Articl 
n Public_Hearin&_Procedures. 

5.9~ Neither meetings nor public hearings shalloot be held by less than a quorum of the Board. Pttbtte 
heariRgs may be eondueted by a bare quorum, howe>,'er, all hearings shall then be eontinued, and 
shall not be elosed other than at a meeting 'Nhere at least five Board members are prestt. {Note: 
The prohibition on closing of a public hearing with less than give Board members is apparently a 
neglected hangover from when the quorum was five members. The quorum has been changed to 
four and if four members can decide a case four members slvuld be able to continue a case.} 

5 . .w 2 Meetings of the Board shall include the following agenda items and unless the Board votes to vary 
the order, the agenda items shall proceed as follows: 
a) Introduction and Explanatory Comments by the Chairperson 
b) Announcement of Witness Register requirement for persons wishing to testify to any agenda 

item 
c) Roll call and declaration of quorum 
d) Correction and approval of minutes of previous meeting(s) 
e) Communications 
f) Continued Public Hearings 
g) New Public Hearings 
h) Other Business 
i) Staff Report 
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j) Audience Participation with respect to matters other than cases pending before the Board 
k) Adjournment 

5.HIO All regular meetings of the Board shall begin at 6:30 p.m. Central Standard Time, or at 7:00 p.m. 
Central Daylight Savings Time, whichever applies. All meetings of the Board shall last no more 
than 3 hours unless the Board shall vote to extend the meeting to a specified time. 

5.Y 11 Applications for zoning cases shall be docketed on a first comEfirst serve basis, strictly based 
upon receipt of a completed application and its required fee.lR no 9!lse shall an application shall 
be docketed for a public hearing before the Board if the application is received less than 22 days in 
advance of the hearing chte. In the event that foureases public hearings are docketed for a 
meeting of the Board, no additionaleases public hearings shall be docketed for that meeting 
without prior approval of the Chairperson.{ijQ£e...; !,gl~cglf?.4Jj2.m g);. §QIJI§..,gr.fl.m1!lgr fb.gllge§j 

ARTICLE +2. - FORM AND CHARACTER OF MOTIONS AND DECISIONS 

+§..1 The Board shall conduct all votes in public session. Votingjn absentia is not permitted. 

~.2 The form and character of motions shall conform to those specified in the Appendix Champaign 
County Zoning Board of AppealsRules of Order Bylaws Summary of Action§ a copy of which is 
attached hereto, provided that all motions and decisions shall conform to applicable Illinois Law. 
In the event that the Rules of Order Bylaws Summary of Actions contained in the attached 
Appendix are not applicable to the question at hand,Roberts Rules of Order, Newly Revised, shall 
apply. 

+§..3 The Chairperson shall not make any motion, except as provided in Sectio~9.5 herein. 

~.4 A second shall be required prior to the Board's voting on any motion, except as provided in 
Section &2..5 herein. A second shall not be construed as an indication of how the member offering 
the second intends to vote. 

~.5 The Chairperson may second any mction, provided that he or she has not offered the motion 
pursuant to Section &2..5 herein. Alternately, the Chairperson may declare a motion dead for lack 
of second only after three requests to entertain a second to the motion have been offered. 

~.6 Where a motion to disapprove an item other than a Final Determination of the Board has been 
defeated, a member of the Board who initially voted with the prevailing side of that motion, except 
the Chairperson, may offer a motion to reconsider the question. 

~.7 In the event of a tie vote, the motion shall be defeated. 

~.8 Any member who becomes aware that he or she has a potential conflict of interest regarding a 
petition shall notify the Chairperson at the earliest opportunity. If it is dettmined that the member 
does have a direct conflict of interest, or prejUdice sufficient to impair their ability to fairly weigh 
evidence, such member shall not participate in the public hearing or discussion at any meeting that 
relates to that particular nntter, nor shall the member vote on the matter. 
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Article -7& - continued 

~.9 On any matter before the Board, any member declining to vote for any reason shall announce their 
intent to abstain and the reason for doing so before the public hearing is;losed. 

~.10 An abstention shall not be counted in the determination of a motion, but shall be recorded. 

~.11 Upon the request of any member ofthe Board, a roll call vote shall be taken in lieu of a voice 
vote. 

~.12 Votes on Final Determimtion with respect to any matter before the Board shall be by roll call vote 
and in accordance with Article&2. 

~.13 All roll call votes shall be taken by the Recording Secretary in varied order, except that the 
Chairperson shall vote last. 

ARTICLE it 7- PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURES 
6.1 f\pplieMiefts shallee deel(eted eft a flFSt eaRle ftrsts;FVe easis, swietly eased upeft reeeipi'efa 

eeRlph~~ed apt'llieal'iee and ifS requifed fee. 1ft He ease shall an apt'llieatieH ge EleeketeEi fer a publie 
heR::'ing befere ~e 8e&re iUhe apt'llieafteft is reeei'l'ee less than 22 ea-ys in BEi' .. anee ef the he8f'iRg 
Elate. In (!:Ie e'l'eFit t!:lat feur eases are eeeketeEi fer a Rleel'iAg ef the Beare, fte aaElitieFial eases shall 
be EleelEeteEi fer l:Rat Rleetiftg wi~heut t'lrier at'lt'lre'l'al ef ~e CAau"eFSeR. {Note: relocate to the end 
of Art. 51 

".1 All public hearings shall include the following steps: 
a) Public Notice 
b) Reading of the petition requestby the Chairperson at each new or continued public hearing. 
c) Presentation of the evidence 
d) Adoption of a Summary of Evidence 
e) Adoption of Documents of Record 
D Adoption of a Finding of Fact 
g) Final Determination 

97.2 Public Notice. The Secretary shall provide notice ofthe general location of the subject property, a 
brief statemert of the nature of the petition, and the date, time, and place of the first scheduled 
public hearing for the petition. In addition to all statutorily required notices pursuant to the 
County Enabling Legislation, notice shall also be mailed by regular U .SMail no less than 15 days 
but no more than 30 days prior to the date of the first public hearing as follows: 
a) Notice of all petitions shall be provided to: 

1) the petitioner(s), applicant(s), or appellant(s) and their representative or counsel; 
2) the lot owner(s) of record of all property within 250 feet in each direction of the subject 

property . The lot owners of record shall be identified as those appearing in the authentic 
tax records of Champaign County. The measurements ofrighbf-way(s) for pubtic streets, 
alleyways, and other public ways shall be excluded in calculating the 250 foot notification 
distance. In the event that the subject property is part of a larger tract, such 250 foot 
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distance shall be calculated from the exterior boundaries of he larger tract; 
Article 61- continued 

b) In addition to the notices required above, in the case of Map Amendments and Special Use 
Permits, notice shall also be provided to: 
1) the clerk of any zoned municipality with corporate limits within one and ondlalf miles of 

the subject site; 
2) the planning staff or planning consultant for any municipality with corporate limits within 

one and one-half miles of the subject site; 
3) the Supervisor of the Township within which the subject site is located; 
4) no less than one commissioner ofthe drainage district within which the subject site is 

located, if applicable; 
5) any provider of public sanitary sewer or public water service, if applicable; and 
6) the Chief of the Fire Protection District within which the subject site is located, if applicable. 

'1.3 The Board shall decide all matters presented during administrative proceedings and proposed 
amendments in accordance with Sections 9.1.7 and 9.2 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

y 7.4 Ex parte Communications. 
a) Communications regarding any pendingitem public hearing before the Board with any 

individual outside of the public hearing, including communications with any other Board 
member, or any member of the Governing Body, or any employee of Champaign Gmty, 
except for purely procedural matters or legal subjects specifically approved by the State's 
Attorney's Office, are consideredex-parte communications. 

b) If a member of the Board has participated in a substantial or materiah-parte 
communication, that member shall disclose the following information to the Board at the 
earliest public hearing subsequent to any such communication: 
I} the person or persons with whom the Board member has spoken; 
2) the circumstances under which the conmunication(s) took place; 
3) the general content of the communication(s); and 
4) any response given to the person or persons by the Board membel{Note: Ex parte 

communications relate to matters of public hearings and this has beenrelocated 
from the Article 5 on Meetings.} 

6.4-7.5 At the time of the public hearing before the Board, the Petitioner may appear in his or her own 
behalf, or he or she may be represented by counselor agent. 

~ 7.6 In the event that parties other than the petitionerretain counselor other agent to represent them at 
a hearing before the Board, then such representative shall state that he or she has been so retained, 
by whom, and shall also disclose the extent of their authorization. 

M 7.7 All witnesses shall swear or affirm in written form on the Witness Register to the truthfulness of 
their oral or written testimony and any exhibits they submit. The Witness Register shall contain the 
witnesses(s) printed name, signature, and address, and shall be confirmed and siged by the 
Chairperson of the Board. 
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fh+7.8 ~ Presentation of Evidence. Evidence shall be presented in the following order unless 
altered by the Chairperson or by Motion: 
a) Announcement by the Chairperson that all testimonyis given under oath or affirmation 

pursuant to the signing of the Witness Register for each agenda item; 
b) The Petitioner or representative shall make a statement outlining the nature of his or her 

request prior to introducing evidenceor alternatively be Board may ask Staff to review the 
request The Chairperson or Staff may give restatement of the case if the presentation of the 
Petitioner or the representative needs clarification; 

c) The Petitioner or representative presents evidence, subject t<Rule section 6-:&-7.9; 
d) Staff presents and summarizes any distributed memorandum, materials or reports; 
e) Parties other than the Petitioner prestllt evidence, subject to PclHe section 6-:&-7.9; 
f) The Petitioner or representative presents rebuttl evidence, subjectto PclHe section 6-:&-7.9, but 

may not introduce new evidence; 
g) At the discretion of the Board, further surrebuttal evidence may be presented by parties other 

than the Petitioner. However, the Petitioner shall always have the final opportunity to present 
evidence, subjeot to Rule 6.7(h); 

h) Questions, comments, requests, or continuance by the Staff or Board. 
i) The Board shall then vote to Close the Witness Register 

'-8 7.9 Inquiry of Witness. 
a) Each witness' testimony shall proceed in the following maner: 

1) The witness may present oral testimony, and tender any documents to the Board; 
2) Staff may then ask questions of the witness; 
3) In an administrative case, the Chair shall then invite and allow the Petitioner or 

representative to then ask questions of thewitness; 
4) In an administrative case, the Chair shall then invite and allow other members of the 

public to then ask questions of the witness; 
5) Any of the above persons may then ask followup questions of the witness, but those other 

than the Board and Staff may address only those matters addressed in earlier questions of 
this witness or in response to such questioning. 

b) For purposes of these rules, an "administrative case" is a Special Use permit case, a Variance 
case, a conditional Rezoning case, or any illltter combined in the same hearing with one of 
these cases. 

c) At any point during the course of a public hearing, the Chairperson, Board members, or Staff 
may ask questions of any party to bring out pertinent facts, and may make appropriate 
comments pertin61t to the case. 

d) If, at any point during ameeting public hearing. a witness is unable or unwilling to respond to 
a question, the Chair shall make note of tlis in the minutes of the meeting public hearing. 
unless the question has been deemed improper, plfsuant to Rule 6.9 section 7.10 (b) or (c). 

e) The Board may place limitations on the right of cross;)xamination, which may include, but 
shall not be limited to, the following: 
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1) Requesting that groups who are associated with the sammffected property or organization 
to select one representative who alone shall be entitled to croStexamine adverse 
witnesses. 

2) Requiring those represented in the matter by licensed attorneys whrnre also present at the 
meetiHg public hearing to exercise the right of cross examination only through the 
attorney. 

3) Restricting the class of those who may be crossexamined to witnesses who have offered 
testimony that includes factual allegations that are relevant and material to deciding the 
issues before the BOaId. 

~ 7.10 Admissibility of Evidence. 
a) The Board shall consider competent and material evidence as necessary for a full and fair 

presentation of the issues presented. 
1) The Board shall not be bound by the strict rules of evidence. However, the Boarahall 

not consider hearsay inadmissible in a court of law, if this hearsay is uncorroborated, more 
than once-removed, or otherwise unreliable. 

2) Testimony shall be limited to factual statements and qualified expert or relevant lay 
opinion and shall not relae to personalities or conjecture. 

3) Testimony or other evidence may be excluded if it is irrelevant, immaterial, incompetent, 
or repetitious. 

4) Failure strictly to enforce theseR:l:Hes Bylaw~ or to reject matters which may be irrelevant 
or immaterial shall net affect the validity of the hearing. 

b) A question, documentary materials, or testimony presented by any witness may be barred by 
the Chair if: 
1) It relates only to a matter of personal taste; 
2) It is an argumentative or rhetorical question, or seeks testimon):lr evidence in violation of 

Rtile 6.9 section 7.10 (a); or 
3) It is beyond the scope of allowable questions undelRule 6.8 section 7.9 (a)(5), above. 

c) Any person present at the m.eetiflg public hearing may request that the Chairperson rule on the 
admissibility of specific evidence or the permissibility of a question, which ruling may, upon 
motion by any person present, be overruled by a majority of Board members present but not 
abstaining. 

d) Procedural errors which do not materially affect the rights of the pares shall be disregarded 
and shall not affect the validity of the proceeding. 

~7.11 Any party appearing before the Board may submit a list of persons favoring or opposing the 
zoning case application. Such list will be received by the Board, althouglit contains nothing more 
than a brief statement of the position of the persons favoring or opposing the application together 
with the signature and address of the persons subscribing to such statement. The Board shall 
determine the weight to be given to llch evidence. 
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aeariag. QL if a Finding of Fact has been approved but the Board has not takea its fiaal Yote OR the 
matter-made a motion for a specific Final Determinati09 and any party wi>hes to present new 
evidence, altve tae p\:lblio aeariag re opeaed, it may be re opeaed the new evidence may be 
presented only upon the majority vote of those Board members present and not abstaining from the 
final vote. (Note: The proposed changes are intenced to make minimal changes while eliminating 
any appearance o/inconsistency with the Open Meetings Act. The shaded text is relocated to new 
7.l3.) 

6 12 +a bl' h . .e pH leeaflag saall remaia opea to allon 
r for I / . 

votes to olose ilie publio hearing p\:lrsuant G ~8 /ra aadror wnttea testimoa)" and until the BERIi 
sAaH aot be aooepted after the publie h . 0 hoe ~n 8.2 herein. FurtheOral or writtea testimony 
redundant to the preceding paragraph.7

rmg as eeR elosed(Note: The existing paragraph is 

7.13 Ih~.-'?QW9.m.~Y.f.~q.!·g;:~t.illlY.X~.tyx~ntjnfQJ.nwHQ.fl.w .. ~~dl1~J;W.~.f.t:9m .. ~ny..p~rtY..Q11ly.pxiQr.ttM 
olosing oftae pHblio aeariRgany motion for a specificFinal Determination . (Note: This has been 
relocatedfrom the existing 6.11 and modified toeliminate any appearance 0/ inconsistency with 
the Open Meetings Act.) 

&..u. 7.14.1n the event that the petitioner fails to appear either in person or by agent, the case shall be 
deemed dismissed unless the Board shall vote otherwise. In such cases, the Petitioner shall be 
furnished with written notice of the dismissal by the Secretary of the Board. A petitioner may 
reactivate a dismissed case only upon filing a new petition and upon payment of the fee specified 
in Section 9 J J(A)4 of the Zoning Ordinance. Such reactivated ases shall be noticed in the usual 
manner pursuant to Section 6.2 herein. 

~ 7.15 VPQ!}1l!iQfflj~~~tl'p!~S~D1<lJ:i.oAQ.((!Jl~yLd~!lf~\ ... tPS!J1Q.'!rits]l£lltc_oJ1§i<!eIJb~lQUmY!Q.&.m.OJLOJ!S 
PliPrJQ elosil!g tlte (2uQlio hearingrrtal<'!Q.&.~.f.!t}(!.1J2~ts![l!1!l!aJLoJl;. 
a) to close the Witness Register; 

~JiL ___ to_~m~QQ~~Q~~cJ~~qqQ[g~~1~PQL~~9fS!yL<!ep~~f[<2mJb~§~IQW£l!yQfpyi4~n~~_~nd 
R.<2C_UIQ~l!t~.91 XttC.9IQ; 

!t£) ____ to_ ~<2I!SlQ~L1!P...PIQY~t Q.(tM_~l!.ITIDlaIY .9n~.vjg~IKe_~I!<! .D_o~l1m.e_n..!~ Qf R~~Q[i_elthy! l1S 
§!J!n!1jtt~q Q[ f!.~ f!.!Jtep.9S!g; 

~ ___ 1<2 9QI}~ig~t ~Qy F_aly.~r§ _oLsl~l!dJlrQ ~9DgiJiQn.§J91 .§p~~iflY_fu2.ttcl~lJJ ~~ P~r:mit~ ~9D1.ajQ~d 
it} .$S!ftiQQ ii..:.LJ _ojJb~ ..z..o_njQg .Qr.9.!I!~n~S!.:.. _~lliQ ..w~iY~~_mf!.y p~_a...p.prQy'~<! illdjyLd_uillly _or 
~!l_m~~s~J~yth_e_~ffmrLaliy~_~oJ~.9La_m&0.Jity_Qflt9~~I1leJTIQ~r'§xoJLn.g,Ql!ll:!.e_~§y~_~n_d 
§b~U PS! jD9QlJtOI'!t~9jDtQ th_e)::W.9.!Q.&.s_ Q(.E ~~twiJb ..!b~ !~a'§9Dj9! .gI<!I!tin-&, ~<!.cJt W£l!V_er 
gS!~~riQ~d..; 
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Article 6-Z- continued 

Zoning Board of Appeals By-laws 
As Amended August 25, 2005 

~t __ J9_c_o.!1~id_eJ _aj1}' _c_o_nslitjQll~QtO.'p-o~~g P}' _~tE-f( QrJjl.§J~Q¥i1.!. _~<!.i!;Lc.9j1gitiQ.lls_l!IE-jJ.§ 
flgQQtesl_~i1Qel j!}9Lvj9ll~lly Q[~!} _111~S'§£l1- !mt~h_aJL Q~ illc'pJQQI]l.!~<! illtQ JD~ .fil.!gij1~.9f 
f Jlf!'_"Yllh .!h~ P1JrP-0_s£l_oLeJlfD_C.9j1.9itiQ.1l g~~cli~esl; 

~j) ___ IQ. fQ!!~ig~t!!1.!Y P!:<m.Q.s~gXi!}gin~_Q.fJ:'lc.! Jl~ J~qlliJ~<!!lY _S_es:Ii.9l1§ 9.:..U!(Q19f lQ.~Zg!}ing 
Qrilill'lllc.§ J9[ .Yill:.i~I.!~~ £d-teJia_ Qt 2.J.!. LLLCJ_ojJ.b~ 2_0_njgg Qr.9ill'ln_C~ Jg!: ~Q~~i~l !!~e 
p~[l}1itqit~[i.fl>- ~pi~Qe_v_er i~ !!QQIi~'lbJeor for any proposed amendment ~~igJj!}gLn.g§_oj 
f.fl9t~~}'_~~!!<!<m.t£l9jl.!g~i<!1l~bLQt~I.!Ill~S~~_~ft_~ 

ft 10 ~lOB~ t!lej!u.!llieJt8JlfLs.&{Note: This entire paragraph is relocatedfrom the existing 
paragraph 8.2.; the adoption of a Finding of Fact completes the "fact finding " portion of a 
public hearing] 

6..l4 7.16 A Final Determination consistent with Articl~ 2 or a dismissal consistent withsection 7.1.4 
shall end the public hearing. 

ARTICLE 9-~ - PUBLIC HEARING REQUEST TO WITHDRAW, AMEND, CONTINUE, OR 
REHEAR APPLICATIONS 

9-~.1 Upon written request from the applicant or authorized agent, a petition or an appeal may be 
withdrawn at anytime prior to the Board's making its final determination on the case. 

~.2 The Board may consider a request to amend a petition or an appeal prior to or during the course of 
the public hearing on the issue. In the event that the request to amend i!ilenied, the cause for such 
denial being stated in the motion, the hearing and decision on the case as it was originally 
proposed shall proceed. 

9-~.3 If the request to amend the petition or appeal is granted, or if a text amendment has been altered, 
the Board shall determine whether there is a substantial or material difference between the case as 
it was described in the public notice and the case as amended such as to render the notice 
insufficient. 1ft Bueh ease, When there is material difference, anew public notice shall be required 
before the public hearing of the zoning case may proceed, with fees forStiefl the new flOtiee legal 
advertisementto be paid by the applicant pursuant to Section 9.3.3(B~2 of the Zoning Ordinance. 

~.4 The Board shall also determine whether the nature of the amendment is such as to require r~ 
examination by counselor staff members having made reports on the original application or 
appeal. If referral for re-examination is found necessary, the Board may proceed witlthe hearing, 
or may continue it to a specified time, and shall not make a final determination on the case until it 
has considered any revised staff reports that result from the amendment to the petition. 

9-~.5 The Board may, upon majority vote ofth<Je members present, continue a public hearing in order 
to receive additional information from staff, the petitioner, other agencies, technical experts, or 
other interested parties. A request from the applicant or any other interested party to continue the 
public hearing may be permitted only for good cause. In the event of such continuances, further 
publication of such action need not be made. 
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~.6 In all oases, All continuances shall be made to a date certain. The Board shall not grant a requtE 
for a continuance for more than 100 days from the date the continuance is requested. The Board 
shall not grant more than one request for a continuance except in the following instances: 
a) a continuance initiated by the Board for purpose of receiving aditional information from staff, 

the petitioner, other agencies, technical experts, or other interested parties; 
a) a continuance due to the absence of two or more Board members; 
b) a continuance due to a bona fide illness or incapacity of the petitioner, the fiitioner ' s 

representatives, or other interested party; or 
c) a continuance due to faulty public or mail notice. 
d) In all oases, oontinuanoes shall be made to a date oertain. The Board shall not grant a request 

for a oontinuanoe for more than 100 days from thaiate the oontinuance is reql:lested. 

9~.7 No matter previously decided by the Board may be reconsidered unless upon submission of a new 
petition, the Board finds that the petition or the circumstances of a particular case have changed 
significantly, (]' unless a period of no less than one year has passed. 

ARTICLE 8-9 PUBLIC HEARING FINAL DETERMINATIONS 

82.1 The Board shall vote on the petition only as it was filed or subsequently amended by the Petitioner, 
except in the ease offor amendments to the text of the Zoning Ordinance. 

8.1 Upon submission of all evidence. the Board shall consider the following motions piior to closing 
Ole public hearing: 
e) to amend, correct, add or delete points of evidence from the Summary of Evidence and 

Documents of Record; 
b) to consider approval of the Summary of Evidence and Documents of Record. either as 

submitted or as amended; 
c) to consider any wajvers of standard conditions for specific Special Use Permits contained in 

Section 6.1.3 of the Zoning Ordinance. Said waivers may be approved individually or en 
masse by the affirmative vote of a majority of those members voting on the issue, and shall be 
incorporated into the Findings of Fact with the reason for granting each waiver described; 

d) to consider any conditions proposed by Staff or the Board. Said conditions may be adopted 
either individually or en masse, but shall be incorporated into the Findings of Fact. with the 
purpose of each condition described; 

e) to consider any proposed Findings of Faet as required by Sections 9.1.9(0) of the Zoning 
Ordinance for variance criteria or 9.1.1 1 (C) of the Zoning Ordinance for special use permit 
criteria, whichever is applicable. Said Findings of Fact may be adopted individually or en 
masse; and 

f) to close the public hearing. {Nole: This paragraph with revisions is relocated 10 become new 
paragraph 6.1,/ 

82.2 Upon review of the full public record and due deliberation by the Board, any of its members other 
than the Chairperson, except as provided in Section82.5 herein, may make a motion for Final 
Determination. The motion may include direction in the form of approval , approval with specified 
conditions, or denial. 
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Article 82, - continued 

Zoning Board of Appeals By-laws 
As Amended August 25, 2005 

8!P No Final Determination shall be made at ameeting public hearing where less than four board 
members are present. A concurring vote of four members of the Board shall be necessary to 
reverse any order, requirement, decision or determination of the Zoning Administrator, or to grant 
any Variance or Special Use Permit under tre terms of the Ordinance, or to recommend any 
amendment of the Zoning Map or Ordinance Text to the Governing Body. 

82.4 In the event of a final determination where the Chairperson has requested a motion three times, the 
Chairperson shall make a Motim to Approve, which need not be seconded prior to the Board 
voting on the motion. 

82.5 In the case of a final determination, a Motion to Approve which fails either by failure to receive a 
second or by failure to receive the required number of affirmtive votes shall be deemed a denial 
and shall be dispositive of the issue. 

82.6 Also in the case of a final determination, an initial Motion to Deny which fails shall not be deemed 
dispositive, and an alternate motion shall be made. 

82.7 The Summary of Evidence and the Findings of Fact and Record of Decision of the case shall be 
acknowledged as to accuracy by the Secretary and the Chairperson, and shall be part of the public 
record of the Board. 

82.8 Notice of the decision of the Board, in::luding the Findings of Fact and Record of Decision, shall 
be given by the Secretary to the Petitioner and any other parties that have requested such notice, as 
soon as reasonably possible after the decision is reached. 

82.9 All decisions or determimtions made by the Zoning Board of Appeals shall be final, and shall not 
be reconsidered other than in accordance with Section82..7 herein. 

ARTICLE 10 - RECORDS 

10.1 A file of materials and decisions relating to eacha-ase public hearing shall be kept as part of the 
records of the Board by the Secretaryin the Office of to the Zoning Board of Appeals. {Note: This 
revision is to make this paragraph consistent with practice.} 

10.2 All records of the Board shall be public records. Such records shat be maintained in accordance 
with the Illinois Public Records Act, (50 ILCS 20511 et seq.), and shall be made available to the 
public pursuant to the provisions of theIllinois Freedom of Information Act, (5 ILCS 140/01 et 
seq.). 

10.3 The Zoning Administrator, or the Zoning Administrators representative, shall serve as Secretary 
to the Board pursuant to Section 9.1.7(F) of the Zoning Ordinance. 

10.4 The Secretary to the Board shall perform or supervise all clerical work of the Board and sha:II 
a) maintain the case docket, case log, and all case files; 
b) set the agenda for the meetings of the Board pursuant to Sectior&:+ 5.11 herein; 
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c) cause to be published all required legal publications pursuant to the County Enabling Legislation; 
Article 10- continued 

d) send out all other notices pursuant to Sectio~ 7.2 herein; 
e) furnish the Board with all pertinent information and memorandum regarding items before the 

Board; 
f) attend all Board meetings and hearings; 
g) summarize the testimonyof those appearing before the Board; 
h) record and maintain permanent minutes of the Boards proceedings, showing the vote of each 

member upon every question, or if absent or failing to vote, indicating that fact; 
i) maintain the audio tapes of the Boards proceedings for a period of no less than one year after 

the date of each hearing of the Board; 
j) make a record of examinations and official actions; 
k) record the names and mailing addresses of all persons appearing before the Board; and 

I) conduct the routine correspondence of the Board and such other correspondence as directed by 
the Board. 

ARTICLE 11 - SEPARABILITY 

11.1 Should any Article or Section of the ByLaws of the Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 
be found to be illegal, the remaining arlcles and sections shall remain in effect. 

ARTICLE 12 - AMENDMENTS 

12.1 These rules may be amended by the affirmative vote ofWe four members of the Board. 

12.2 The proposed amendment must be presented at a regular or special meeting preceding the meeting 
at which the vote is taken. 

12.3 These rules may be suspended for cause upon affirmative vote of five members, unless such rule is 
required by state statute or the Zoning Ordinance. 

APPENDICES 

A Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals Bylaws SummaI)Of Actions 

B Example statement to be read at the beginning of Administrative Hearings 

* * * 

The foregoing rules and regulations are hereby adopted by the Zoning Board of Appeals of 
Chanlpaign County. 

SIGNED: 
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Debra Griest Eric Thorsland 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 

ATTEST: 

Secretary 
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals 
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Type of Motion 
or Action 

APPENDIX A 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JULY 22, 2011 

Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
a second Vote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

rl ACTIONS OF THE CHAIRPERSON J-
Call to Order N N N None N/A Action of the Chairperson to bring the Board members, staff, and the 

audience into order, either at the onset of a hearing, or after recess. 
Roll Call and N N N None N/A Action of the Chairperson to request the Recording Secretary to call 
Declaration of a the roiL Upon declaration of a quorum, the Board may commence 
Quorum its official business 
To Open Public N N N None N/A The point at which the Board recesses into a public hearing in order 
Hearing on an Agenda to take public testimony on a specific agenda item. 
Item 
Action to Rule Out of N N N None N/A To assure orderly progress in a meeting or a hearing, the Chair may 
Order rule any individual--other Board members, staff, or the public--out 

of order where a) comments are irrelevant to the item under 
discussion; b) substantially similar comments have already been 
made; or c) comments or actions are disruptive to the order of the 
meeting. (4.3, 6:-& 7.9, ~ 7.10, and ~7.11) 

Instruction to Disregard N N N None N/A To ensure the objectivity of hearings, the Chair may instruct the 
Board to disregard comments or written or visual materials that are 
inflammatory or prejudicial. Such comments are, however, retained 
in the minutes, and are considered public record. (4.3, ~ 7.10 and 
~7.11) 

To Recess N N N None N/A Action of the Chair to permit a very brief suspension of the meeting 
or hearing to facilitate the Board's operations and the comfort of the 
public. Board members should avoid contact with petitioners and 
other interested parties during recess in order to avoid accusations of 
bias or impartiality. 

Call to Entertain a N N N None N/A After Board discussion and deliberation among members, the Chair 
Motion may invite a motion, but may not make a motion unless three 

requests for a main motion have gone unanswered. (7.3, 7.5 and 8.5) 
To Cancel a Meeting N N N None N/A The Chair or a quorum of the Board may cancel a meeting of the 

Board in the event of inclement weather, lack of agenda items, etc. 
(5.2) 

~~ ~-
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APPENDIX A 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JULY 22,2011 

Type of Motion Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
or Action a second Vote Votes /talics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

; MEETING PROCEDURE l-
To Amend the Order of Y Y Y Voice Majority of For various reasons including but not limited to failure of the 
the Agenda those petitioner to appear, inconvenience, or expected length of the 

present hearing, any member may move to alter the order, but not the 
content of, the agenda (6.7) 

To Approve Minutes Y Y Y Voice Majority of Action to approve the minutes from previous meeting(s). The 
those minutes are amendable to improve clarity, accuracy, and 

present completeness, but not to re-open a debate on a previously decided 
agenda item. Failure of an affirmative motion would require 
evaluation of hearing tape and resubmittal of minutes by staff. 

To Extend the Time to Y N Y Voice Majority of The Board may vote to extend the adjournment time in order 
Adjourn those complete deliberation on a particular item of items. (5. J 0) 

present 
To Adjourn Y N N Voice Majority of Always appropriate, however, this motion is best used when all 

those agenda items have been decided or continued to a set date. 
present 

To Reschedule a N NI A NI A See Notes 4 Canceled meetings are generally rescheduled via phone, fax, or other 
Canceled Meeting equivalent, however, this procedure can also be done during the 

course of a meeting. 
To Schedule a Y Y Y Voice 4 Special Meetings are for various reasons including overloaded 
Canceled Meeting dockets, etc. (5.3 and 5.4) 

GENERAL PROCEDURE 

Point of Personal N N N None N/A A right of any member of the Board to express matters of serious 
Privilege concern such as announcing a conflict of interest, or an ex-parte 

communication. Points of Personal Privilege should be made at the 
opening of the hearing, and when regarding a conflict of interest, 
should be followed with that member withdrawing from all further 
testimony at that item. 

---- ---- ----- --- -- -
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Type of Motion 
or Action 

APPENDIX A 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JUL Y 22, 201 1 

Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
a second Vote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

ff- GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED r 
To Request a Roll Call N N N None NIA Any Board member may call for a roll calJ vote in lieu of a voice 
Vote in lieu of a Voice vote on any matter before the Board. (+++ 6.11 ) 
Vote 
To Suspend the Rules Y Y N Voice ~ Where, in extraordinary circumstances, established rules would 

hinder rather than promote effective deliberation, specific rules may 
be suspended for a time within a meeting. The reasons for such 
suspension should be entered into the minutes of the meeting. No 
rule may be suspended which is otherwise required by the zoning 
Ordinance or by_law. (12.3) 

To Overrule the Chair Y Y N Voice Majority of A right of members to challenge the actions of the Chair, so as to 
on a Matter of those ensure that property procedures are followed, and not to impede the 
Procedure present and deliberation or decision of the Board. 

voting 
Point of Order N N N None N/A A right of members to request that the Chair follow proper order. 

The intent is to ensure proper progress of deliberation, and not to 
contest the action of the Chair as in a Motion to Overrule the Chair. 
The Point of Order seeks to address an immediate concern, and not 
to debate larger procedural issues. Repeated use of a Point of Order 
to delay or frustrate decision making is inappropriate. 

Point of Infonnation N N N None N/A A right of members to request from the Chair the clarification of 
specific matters of fact. 

Friendly Amendment Approval of N Y None N/A Procedural or Substantive (Main) Motions may be amended. When 
to a Previous Motion Seconder a motion has been moved and seconded, and is within the period of 

Required debate, it is subject to alteration. When the amendment is "friendly," 
that is, compatible with the previous motion by the initial mover and 
se<:onder, it may be incorporated into the previous motion by verbal 

Unfriendly Amendment Y Y Y Voice Majority of approval. Jfthe amendment is seen as "unfriendly" it must be 
to a Previous Motion those debated and decided first. All amendments to previous motions 

present and must be decided prior to deliberation and vote on the Main Motion. 

-- -- --- --
~()tin~ 
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Type of Motion 
or Action 

APPENDIX A 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JULY 22, 2011 

Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
a second Vote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

1i- GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED ~ 
To Divide a Motion Y N Y Voice Majority of Where a motion has been both moved and seconded and is under 

those deliberation, but where the motion is complex. Any member may 
present and seek to divide the motion, thereby permitting individual votes on 

voting specific issues, such as Findings of Fact. A substantive motion 
dividing the r~quests of a singepeJition CAN NOT be divided. 

To Withdraw a Motion Approval of N N None N/A Where the mover fmds that an initial motion is flawed, 
seconder inappropriate, or premature, the mover may seek to withdraw the 
required motion as a whole. The action is not permissible if the initial motion 

has been amended. 
To Reconsider Y Y N Voice Majority of A procedural motion used where a Board member in the majority on 

those a previously decided item wishes to have the Board reconsider its 
Note: Final Actions on present and vote. The motion is appropriate only where a) crucial information 
Zoning Cases Can Not voting not available at the time ofthe initial vote is now available; or b) 
be Reconsidered. there has been a substantial change of circumstances since the initial 

vote. The absence of one or more Board members at the time of the 
initial motion, does NOT constitute a change of circumstance. In the 
event a Motion to Reconsider passes, the item is re-presented in 
total, after which, a new Main Motion may be made. (+.-6 M) 

To Request the Chair N N N None N/A Any Board member, petitioner, or other interested audience member . 
Rule on the may request that the Chair Rule on the admissibility of specific 
Admissibility of 

I Specific Evidence 
evidence or testimony, such as petitions, visual aids, etc. (~ 7.1 Dc) 

To Over-ride the Y N N Voice Majority of Any member may move to over-ride the Chairperson's ruling on the 
Chair's Ruling on the those admissibility of evidence. (~7.1 Dc) 
Admissibility of present and 
Evidence voting 
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CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JULY 22,201] 

Type of Motion Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
or Action a second Vote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

rt GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED t-
To Continue Hearing to Y N N Voice Majority of Where testimony on a public hearing or deliberation by the Board on 
a Set Time those an agenda item can not be concluded within a single session, this 

present and motion is appropriate. (~8.5 and 9:6 8.6) 
voting 

To Close the ~ Y Y N Voice Majority of A procedural motion made when all public testimony has been 
HeMing Witness those concluded. The Board is now free to deliberate the merits of the 
Register present and submitted evidence. (&,M 7.8, 7.15) 

vntin!1 

LJ FINAL DETERMINATION PROCEDURE 

To approve Summary Y Y Y Voice Majority of A procedural motion to officially incorporate the Summary of 
of Evidence and those Evidence, the petitioner's application, staffreport(s), 
Documents of Record present and correspondence, petitions, or other written visual materials into the 

voting public record. (8.;;!a ana 8.;;!b 7.1, 7. I 5) 
To Waive Standard Y Y Y Voice Majority of Upon application, one or more waivers of otherwise standard 
Zoning Ordinance those conditions for Special Use Permits may be requested. Waivers may 
Conditions of Section present and be adopted individually or en masse, and shall be incorporated into 
6.1.3 voting the Findi~s of Fact with reasons stated (~ 7.15) 
To Impose Conditions Y Y Y Voice M£tiority of The Board may impose conditions of approval of Variances and 
of Approval those Special Use Permits. Conditions may also be adopted individually 

present and or en masse, and shall be incorporated into the Findings of Fact with 
voting reasons stated. (~7 .15e ) 

To Adopt Findings of Y Y Y Voice Majority of During deliberation, the Board must adopt Findings of Fact related 
Fact individually or en those to the specific criteria outlined in the Ordinance, and may do so 
masse present and either individually or en masse. (Sde 7.l5f). 

voting 
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or Action 

APPENDIX A 
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS SUMMARY OF ACTIONS 

JULY 22, 201 I 

Requires Debatable Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action 
a second Vote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections 

Req'd 

rt FINAL DETERMINATION PROCEDURE CONTINUED l-
To Approve Petition, or Y Y Y Roll Call ~ A substantive motion, often called the Main Motion, it may take on 
to Approve with (except as in of two fonns: a) a defmitive action where the Board is the fmal 
Conditions Section +:J authority; or b) a recommendation to the Governing Body. A 

Q.J) Motion to Approve which fails constitutes denial and is fmal, and is 
not subject to reconsideration. (n, &-4 9.4, ~ 2..2, aru:l--9-,+) 

To Deny Petition Y Y Y Roll Call 4 Also a substantive motion, and it may also take fonn as either a 
defmitive action or a recommendation. When a Motion to Deny fails 
for any reason, a converse motion to either approve or approve with 
conditions should be made. (8A aBe 8.+ 9.6J 

BY-LAWS 

Amendments to the By- Y Y Y Roll Call ~ Action to incorporate, alter, or eliminate policies which guide the 
laws decision making of the Board. Adoption of or amendments to the 

By-laws requires a two-thirds vote. (12.1) 

A-6 
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JULY 22 ,2011 

EXAMPLE ADMINISTRATIVE STATEMENT TO BE READ AT THE START OF AN 
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING 

At the start of the public hearing: 

This is an administrative case and as such the County allows anyone the opportunity to 
cross examine any witness. At the proper time I will ask for a show of hands for those 
who would like to cross examine and if you do, please raise your hand and I will call on 
you when it is your tum and you can come to the cross examination microphone to ask 
your questions. Those who merely cross examine are not required to sign the Witness 
Register but will be asked to clearly state their name before asking questions. When you 
do cross examine a witness, please do not give testimony during your cross examination. 

Also, attorneys who have complied with Article 6.5 of the ZBA Bylaws are exempt from 
cross examination. 

After the Petitioner's testimony: 

Does the Board have questions for the Petitioner? 

Does the Staff have any questions for the Petitioner? 

Does anyone else have any questions for the Petitioner? 

After the testimony of others: 

Does the Board have questions for the witness? 

Does the Staff have any questions for the witness? 

Does the Petitioner have any questions for the witness? 

Does anyone else have any questions for the witness? 
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