CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING

Date: August 11, 2011

Time: 7:00 P.M.

. . LOT AFTER 4:30 PM.
Place: Lyle Shields Meeting Room REHLPE B 418 T .
Brook Admini ive C Use Northeast parking lot via Lierman Ave..
rooRens Iflmlsu.atlve enter and enter building through Northeast
1776 E. Washington Street

Urbana, IL 61802

Note: NO ENTRANCE TO BUILDING
FROM WASHINGTON STREET PARKING

door.

If you require special accommodations please notify the Department of Planning & Zoning at

(217) 384-3708

EVERYONE MUST SIGN THE ATTENDANCE SHEET

ANYONE GIVING TESTIMONY MUST SIGN THE WITNESS FORM

AGENDA

1. Call to Order

3. Correspondence

Case 687-AM-11

* Case 688-S-11

Case 689-AM-11

Roll Call and Declaration of Quorum

Continued Public Hearings

Petitioner:

Request:

Location:

Petitioner:

Request:

Location:

Petitioner:

Request:

Location:

Note: The full ZBA packet is now available

on-line at: co.champaign.il.us.

Approval of Minutes (June 16, 2011)

Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones

Amend the Zoning Map to change the zoning district designation
from CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-1 Agriculture.

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.

Dr. Phillip Jones and Sarabeth Jones

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-1 Agriculture from the current CR Conservation-Recreation Zoning
District in related zoning case 687-AM-11; 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.

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.

Charles T. and Shelly Sollers

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.

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-11 Petitioner:

Request:

Location:

6. New Public Hearings

*Case 694-V-11  Petitioner:

Request:

Location:

7. Staff Report

8. Other Business
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Benjamin and Jennifer Shadwick

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.

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).

Daman Reifsteck

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-1 District.

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: Lyle Shields Meeting Room
1776 East Washington Street
TIME: 7:00 p.m. Urbana, IL 61802

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

MEMBERS ABSENT : None
STAFF 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.

3. Correspondence 0“

None

pFl

4. Approval of Minutes

None

5. Continued Public Hearing

None
6. New Public Hearings

Case 687-AM-11 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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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 an d 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 to 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-1 Agriculture from the current CR Conservation-Recreation
Zoning District in related zoning case 687-AM-11; 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.

Mr. Thorsland called Cases 687-AM-11 and 688-S-11 concurrently.

Mr. Thorsland informed the audience that Case 688-S-11 is an Administrative Case and as such the
County allows anyone the opportunity to cross examine any witness. He said that at the proper time
he will ask for a show of hands for those who would like to cross examine and each person will be
called upon. He requested that anyone called to cross examine go to the cross examination
microphone to ask any questions. He said that those who desire to cross examine are not required to
sign the witness register but are requested to clearly state their name before asking any questions. He
noted that no new testimony is to be given during the cross examination. He said that attorneys who
have complied with Article 6.5 of the ZBA By-Laws are exempt from cross examination.

Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Alan Singleton to present his opening comments.

Mr. Alan Singleton, attorney for the Petitioners, stated that he is working with Phillip and Sarabeth
Jones to establish the requested restricted landing area on their acreage which is located a couple of
miles north of the southern Champaign County line. He said that the land is very much in an
agricultural setting although it is currently zone CR Conservation-Recreation. He said that the land
has been in row crop for as long as the aerial photographs can indicate and evidence will show that
the request is a good and appropriate use of the land. He said that Dr. Jones owns additional
farmland, provides crop tours for other farmers, utilizes his helicopter to pollinate crops which is
very much in tune with the agricultural setting, and also occasionally assists the law enforcement
when air support is required. He said that overall he believes that the request is a good and proper
use for the land and Dr. Jones and his wife Sarabeth are present to answer any questions that the
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Board or the public may have regarding their request. He noted that he has not filed documentation
which would prevent the public from asking questions.

Mr. Hall stated that the requests are for a map amendment and a special use permit. He said that the
special use request is for a Heliport/RLLA and the property is currently zoned CR which does not
allow a Heliport/RLA therefore the subject property is requested to be rezoned to AG-1, Agriculture.
He said that it is not often that a request is submitted for rezoning from one rural district to another
rural district. He said that things that are commonly reviewed during a map amendment are: street
access, traffic conditions, drainage conditions, availability of water and sewer and area, height and
placement regulations. He said that there is little or no difference regarding these considerations
between the two rural districts but there is a significant difference in the purpose and intent of the
districts. He said that the purpose and intent of the CR District is to protect the public health by
restricting development in areas subject to frequent or periodic floods and to conserve the natural and
scenic areas generally along the major stream networks ofthe County. He said that the AG-1 District
is intended to protect the areas of the County where soil and topographic conditions are best adapted
to the pursuit of agricultural uses and to prevent the admixture of urban and rural uses which would
contribute to the premature termination of agricultural pursuits. He said that if the allowed uses in
the two districts were compared there is a striking difference because there are a lot of recreational
type uses authorized in the CR District by special use permit and there are some uses authorized in
the AG-1 District that are not allowed in the CR District because of the purpose and intent. He said
that recently the County Board added wind farm as a use in the AG-1 District but it is not allowed
even within one mile of the CR District. He said that the County Board allows gas turbine peaker
plants in the AG-1 District with a special use permit although it is not allowed in the CR District. He
said that contractor facility is allowed in the AG-1 District with a special use permit but it too 1s not
allowed in the CR District. He said that there are a lot of agriculture related business such as farm
chemical and fertilizer sales and farm implement dealers by special use permit that are not authorized
in the CR District even though CR is as much an agricultural district in terms of individual farmers
carrying out their agricultural activities. He said that CR is more of a residential district than AG-1.
He said that the last use that is sort of conspicuous by not being allowed in CR is the RLA. He said
that the wind farms were not authorized in the CR District because it was decided that the blade
swept area creates concerns about wildlife plus it just disturbs the residential character of the CR
District. He said that gas turbine peaker plants are not allowed in the CR District because it didn’t
seem to be a use that had to go in the CR District. He said that the CR District is one of the smallest
districts. He said that contractor facilities are not wanted in the CR District because it is primarily a
residential district and there is no use to take that land with a contractor’s facility and the same goes
for farm chemical and fertilizer sales as well as farm implement dealers. He said that in regards to
RLA’s his best guess as to why they are not allowed in the CR District is because of the inherent

problems of needing an approach zone at the end of each runway in a district where there are a lot of
big trees.
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Mr. Hall distributed a new Supplemental Memorandum dated June 16, 2011, to the Board for
review. He said that the memorandum makes it very clear that just because land is zoned CR does
not mean that there is any difference between it and AG-1. He said that most of the challenge on the
map amendment is to evaluate the number of effects on Goal 8, Natural Resources of the Land
Resource Management Plan. He said that there are a few key policies which discuss specific areas
such as the CR District and he has yet to begin that analysis. He said that the other part of the map
amendment application required the petitioner to indicate what error in the present Ordinance is to be
corrected by the proposed amendment. He said that everyone who seeks a map amendment is
required to answer this question even though the zoning map was drawn in 1973 and it is now 2011
and obviously things have changed since then. He said that in this instance virtually nothing has
changed because the land cover is essentially the same as it was in 1973. He said that the petitioner
indicated that they were correcting the error that this site was included in the CR District when it was
not appropriate. Mr. Hall stated that there were a lot of justifications that were related to agriculture
although he is not going to address those because in his mind CR is as much agriculture as AG-1.
He said that one of the comments was that most of the subject property is above the Base Flood

Elevation and that is absolutely correct therefore there is the suspicion as to why this land was
included in CR.

Mr. Hall stated that in regards to the special use permit the Preliminary Memorandum dated June 10,
2011, showed the proposed site plan for the RLA making it clear that the safety area encroaches into
the right-of-way of Route 130. He said that he is not sure if there was any miscommunication in the
earlier meetings with the petitioner and that encroachment is not intended to occur. He said that it
would be fair to ask if the safety area were not in the right-of-way but right at the right-of-way would
it be enough to not approve the requested waiver. He said that the petitioner may be waiting to see if
the Board has any particular feelings one way or another but the main issue with the current location
of the safety area, as shown by the survey plat and legal descriptions, is that if it does not need to be
changed then it would save a lot of time on everyone’s part. He said that the Preliminary
Memorandum dated June 10, 2011, for Case 688-S-11 included a crude sketch of the runway clear
zones and the runway approach zones. He said that this case has made him aware of, in his opinion,
an oversight in the Ordinance in that the Ordinance does not allow RLA’s in the CR District but
neither does it require RLA’s to be setback any minimum distance from the CR District. He said that
if someone had AG-1 zoning on their property and the CR District was next to it and there were trees
growing right up the border then that property owner could propose an RLA up to within 10 feet of
their property line and still have a problem with the clear zone in the CR District. He said that the
Ordinance doesn’t point that out but it does require him, as the Zoning Admainistrator, to make sure
that the vegetation below the runway clear zone is maintained so that it won’t encroach in to the
approach zone. He said that the Ordinance does not say that this doesn’t apply to existing vegetation
in the CR District but that is what his interpretation would be therefore with this RLA he is inclined
to believe that the subject property should not be in the CR District but by rezoning 2,080 lineal feet
of the CR District the runway will be closer to what little vegetation still exists in the CR District on
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the other side of the east branch of the Embarras River. He said that the amount of wooded area
underneath the runway clear zone, which is the area that he is authorized to make sure that the
vegetation does not encroach, is only a couple of acres but it is the only couple of acres in the CR
District with vegetation at that location. He said that he would not want the Board to think that just
because there is vegetation that it especially serves as a habitat or is especially important but the
Board should be aware that it is the only permanent vegetation in the CR District at that point. He
reminded the Board that the CR District is intended to conserve the natural and scenic areas along
the major stream networks. He said that there are approximately 2 linear miles of CR District to the
north of County Highway 16 therefore it is not like there is a large amount of CR District north of the
subject property but there are some extensive wooded areas. He said that Champaign County did
something very unique in 1973 when it adopted the CR District in that it recognized that river valleys
are corridors for wildlife and nutrients and water and are highways for the natural system and the
more that they become chopped up and reduced in size the less sustainable they become in the long

term. He said that he has no way to analyze something like this but he wanted to bring this
information to the Board’s attention.

Mr. Hall stated that the Supplemental Memorandum dated June 16, 2011, for Case 687-AM-11 only
focuses on the rezoning and it reviews the underlying factors that the CR District was based upon.
He said that when the Zoning Map was drawn in 1973 no one sat down to write a careful report
about how they would locate the CR District. He said that the authors pretty much just drove around
the County to speak to farmers and ended up with the CR District. He said that in 1973 there was no
modern Soil Survey nor was there a flood insurance rate study with floodplain maps and the only
topographic information available for the entire County used a contour interval (difference in ground
elevation) of five feet. He said that in Champaign County a five foot interval change could account
for a large area. He said that he will walk through the memorandum with the Board to show that
there is a lot of evidence for why the rezoning is reasonable just considering the natural
characteristics of the land. He said that Attachment A, Draft 1973 Land Cover for Subject Property
and Vicinity, has very poor contrasts but if a lot of time is spent for review it can be determined that
it looks very much like the 2008 aerial photograph which is the basis of all of the other maps in the
Attachments. He said that the amount of vegetation along the east branch of the Embarras River in
this area has not changed much since 1973. He said that Attachment B, Stream Related Soils for
Subject Property and Vicinity, indicates the locations of stream related soils, bottom land soils,
stream terrace soils and indicates how far the woodland soils are spread in this area. He said that at
one time there was a large woodland but since long before 1973 there has not been much and there
hasn’t been any less in the intervening time. He said that Attachment C, Topography for Subject
Property and Vicinity, is based on the LIDAR topographic data from the GIS Consortium which is
very good topographic data using two foot contour intervals. He said that all of the maps may not
appear as such but they are all at the same scale which is linch equals 800 feet. He said that it is
very hard to pick out a major river valley on Attachment C but on the south side of the east branch of
the Embarras River there are some steep slopes that are not present on the north side and that is a
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difference that is also reflected in the soils because there is a big difference between the north side
and the south side. He said that the area of vegetation west of the proposed RLA is in an area where
the slope is not so steep but much more gradual. He said that Attachment D Draft Composite Sketch
Map of CR District Suitability for Subject Property and Vicinity with Existing CR District, indicates
the areas which are below the Base Flood Elevation. He said that the Base Flood Elevation for the
property is 654.5 and the map indicates the base flood falling in almost the same location as Wayne
Ward’s data which is an actual survey data from the property therefore it is accurate. He said that the
purpose of having the LIDAR data is because it shows the larger landscape and how the contours
vary and the extent of area below the Base Flood Elevation. He said that one thing that Attachment
D demonstrates is that on the east side of the river there is not a large area which is below the Base
Flood Elevation and most of the subject property is above the base flood. He said that Attachment E
Draft Composite Sketch Map of CR District Suitability for Subject Property and Vicinity with
Existing CR District, combines on one map the 1973 vegetation, the soils information, base flood
information, areas below the Base Flood Elevation and placed them on the same map with the CR
District, red outline, and it can be noted that there is a lot of activity along the east branch and close
to it but otherwise there is not much going on upon the landscape and a lot of it is zoned CR. He
said that Attachment F Draft Sketch Map of Areas Most Suitable for CR District for Subject
Property and Vicinity, indicates the area that is most suitable for the CR District. He said that this
analysis has only been completed for this zoning case and there are judgments when maps such as
this are created. He said that if the County Board were to draw a new and improved CR District they
might determine that just having woodland soils below the Base Flood Elevation might be all that is
needed to include something in the CR District. He said that his recommendation to the Board is
that the subject property does not merit being located in the CR District in and of the natural
characteristics of the property. He said that one thing that the County Board might do if they were to
redraw the CR District is explicitly include a buffer area around those land areas that do have
vegetation and are below the base flood and do have riparian soils. He said that if you read almost
any reference they talk about including a buffer of at least 100 feet therefore he could see that half of
the subject property might be suitable for the CR District but it is unknown if the County Board
desires such a buffer. He said that the County Board used a much larger buffer originally just out of
convenience and a nice easy way to describe the legal descriptions for the major blocks ofland. He
said that he believes that the petitioner has made a good point about the rezoning but when you move
the boundary of the CR District from Illinois Route 130, 2,000 feet to the west, whatever happens
outside the CR District is now 2,000 feet closer to the real core of the CR District.

Mr. Hall stated that Attachment G, Best Prime Farmland Soils for Subject Property and Vicinity,
indicates how much best prime farmland is within the vicinity. He said that AG-1 is to the east of
the subject property and all of that land is virtually all best prime farmland. He said that Attachment
G is consistent with the Natural Resource Report from the Champaign County Soil and Water
Conservation District. He said that the eastern third of the subject property is best prime farmland
but when the calculations are completed as per the LESA system describes to determine best prime
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farmland it is determined that overall the subject property is not best prime farmland. He said that
there are many areas in the AG-1 District which are not considered best prime farmland.

Mr. Hall stated that he has no new information regarding the proposed RLA for the Board at this
time.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Hall.
Ms. Capel asked Mr. Hall if the vegetation within the safety zone is a concern.

Mr. Hall stated that he can slightly see the vegetation from the road and he does not have the right to
go back to it therefore he is not sure if the vegetation is a concern. He said that the beginning of the
vegetation is 700 feet from the proposed end of the RLA and if the ground elevation is constant
something would have to be higher than 46 feet to intrude into the runway clear zone at that point.
He said that once you go down to the river the ground elevations are lower, based on the LIDAR data
they are no more than 8 feet lower but that could be off by one foot. He said that the trees that one
would expect to see in the CR District in the County could easily surpass 50 feet in height and some
of them surpass 75 feet, although those would be unique trees, but at the furthest extreme of the
runway clear zone, if ground elevation were constant, something would have to be higher than 66
feet to intrude into the clear zone. He said that at the extreme end of the clear zone the ground
elevation goes back up therefore even if the Board requires the trees to be trimmed it may not make
much difference but it is something that the Board needs to address in its findings on both of the
cases. He said that during the map amendment this issue cannot be ignored because the purpose of
the map amendment is for the special use permit. He said that public safety is at issue in both cases
and in both cases the broader achievement of the County’s Land Use Policies needs to be considered.

He said that even though during the special use permit the Board has the same findings that are dealt

with in every special use permit the Board must also address everything that is in the map
amendment and vice versa.

Ms. Capel asked Mr. Hall if the State considers the height of the vegetation during permitting.
Mr. Hall stated that would be a good question for the State. He said that a previous RLA was before
the Board and vegetation was an issue therefore he is concerned as to what he is supposed to do if the

RLA is approved because currently he does not plan to do anything about the vegetation.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any additional questions for Mr. Hall and there were
none.

Mr. Thorsland called Phillip Jones to testify.
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Dr. Phillip Jones, who resides at 175 N County Road 1600E, Villa Grove, IL stated that he
appreciates everyone’s attendance at tonight’s meeting. He said that the trees were measured and the
highest tree point is 50 feet above the ground at that elevation therefore roughly 42 feet if it has been
determined that the elevation is eight feet below the runway. He said that there is a lot of room for
the existing trees to continue to grow but to his best guess the trees are fully mature and are probably

at their maximum height. He said that the trees will not be damaged, touched or violated in any way
during use of the proposed RLA.

Mr. Singleton asked if he could bring up some important points.

Mr. Thorsland stated that Mr. Singleton will have the opportunity to present additional testimony if
necessary. He informed Mr. Singleton that he could cross examine Dr. Jones if he so desired.

Dr. Jones stated that he will answer any questions that the Board or the public may have regarding
the request but his intentions with RLA are for personal use. He said that he does not have the
opportunity to fly more than twice per month currently therefore there is not going to be a huge
amount of air traffic on the RLA. He said that currently the subject property for the RLA is in hay
and will be baled within the next couple of weeks. He said that the proposed RLA has not been used
since the Illinois Department of Transportation landed on the runway last May and they informed

him that once the zoning issues were corrected he would have no problem in obtaining a permit from
their office.

Mr. Palmgren asked Dr. Jones if he plans to keep the runway in hay.

Dr. Jones stated that currently the runway is planted in bluegrass and fescue which will be utilized
for his cattle and horses. He said that the grass for the runway will be kept at approximately at six to

eight inches which is good for erosion control and wildlife. He said that he and his wife have created
a beautiful wildlife habitat with the property.

Mr. Palmgren asked Dr. Jones if he will be changing anything from its current state.

Dr. Jones stated no. He said that the property will stay exactly as it is today and no tillage of the
ground will occur. He said that the only difference will be that the hay will be baled. He noted that
there is no water or mud standing on the subject property.

Mr. Passalaqua asked Dr. Jones if he needs the entire space for the size of his aircraft.

Dr. Jones stated no. He said that the actual runway is approximately 1,600 feet with safety zones at
each end which extends the runway to approximately 2,600 feet. He said that the airplane, fully
loaded, would only require 700 to 900 feet therefore he would only require approximately 500 feet to
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take off. He said that there is plenty of safety margin built into the runway.

Mr. Passlaqua asked Dr. Jones if Illinois Route 130 poses an issue with the runway.

Dr. Jones stated no. He said that IDOT requires a setback of 250 feet from the center line of Illinois
Route 130. He said that he provided an additional cushion and set the runway back further than
IDOT’s requirements and IDOT was pleased. He said that after discussion with Mr. Hall regarding
the proposed RLA he suggested that an additional cushion be provided, which was no problem given

the ample room that was available, therefore addition setback was indicated.

Mr. Passlaqua asked Dr. Jones if the 42 foot trees were out of the picture with the additional setback
provided.

Dr. Jones stated yes, unless the mature trees grow from 42 feet to 66 feet.

Ms. Capel asked Dr. Jones if he would be the only pilot utilizing the airstrip.

Dr. Jones stated that currently the airstrip is not used but he would like to allow his father, who is a
licensed pilot, to utilize the airstrip. He said that the RLA is a private airstrip and he believes that it
is not technically legal for people to land and take off without permission. He said that he cannot
have more than six plans come into the strip without a written letter to the FAA therefore there are

many regulations set up by the State and the Federal government.

Mr. Miller asked Dr. Jones if his residence is adjacent to the runway.

Dr. Jones stated yes. He said that his home is approximately 200 feet east of the finger of the
runway.

Mr. Miller asked Dr. Jones how long he has owned the subject property.

Dr. Jones stated that he and his wife have owned the property where his home and the wooded area

are located since 2004. He said that in 2009 he purchased the additional 15 acres to the south which
is the subject property for the RLA.

Mr. Thorsland asked if the Board had any additional questions for Dr. Jones and there were none.
Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Dr. Jones and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones.
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Mr. Mark Fisher requested the opportunity to cross examine Dr. Jones.
Mr. Thorsland called Mark Fisher to the cross examination microphone.

Mr. Thorsland reminded the audience that questions during cross examination are limited only to
zoning and any testimony that Dr. Jones has given thus far.

Mr. Mark Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is Dr. Jones’ neighbor

to the north. He said that he is confused because it was his understanding that the request was to

authorize the construction and use of a Heliport/RLA although Dr. Jones has testified that he desires
to land his plane on the RLA.

Dr. Jones stated that it is actually a Helipad/Restricted Landing Area with a runway.
Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if the request is actually to authorize the use for helicopters and airplanes.

Dr. Jones stated yes.

Mr. Fisher stated that he cannot speak for the other neighbors but he has occurrences of airplanes
flying dangerously close to their home.

Mr. Thorsland interrupted Mr. Fisher and reminded that he can only address the testimony that Dr.
Jones has given thus far.

Mr. Fisher stated that he is concerned about public safety and Dr. Jones mentioned public safety.
Mr. Thorsland stated that public safety is a requirement of the RLA.

Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if he had every flown his plane within 200 feet of his home.

Dr. Jones stated that it is possible but he doubts it because 200 feet is pretty close.

Mr. Thorsland informed Mr. Fisher that Dr. Jones did not testify to such therefore he will not allow
any further discussion regarding such. He requested that Mr. Fisher limit his questions to only what

Dr. Jones has testified about for the two cases and not his flying habits.

Mr. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones had stated he owns and farms 130 acres. He asked Dr. Jones if most
of his farmland is located in Champaign County.

Dr. Jones stated no.
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Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if his additional farmland is zoned for agriculture.

Dr. Jones stated that his additional farmland is located in Douglas County which has no zoning.
Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones why he desires to place the RLA in Champaign County when he could

locate it in an area where he would not have to rezone. He asked Dr. Jones why he desires to chip
away at a conservation area to create a Heliport/RLA.

Dr. Jones stated that the majority of his farmland in Douglas County does not have adequate length
for an RLA and it is a 20 minute drive from his residence.

Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones what the length of his farmland is in Douglas County because it has to be
over 100 acres.

Dr. Jones stated that the farmland in Douglas County is over 100 acres but there is a road through the
center of the farmland as well as a river.

Mr. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if he has attempted to locate his Heliport/RLLA on the farmland in
Douglas County.

Mr. Thorsland stated that the Board is not here to discuss property that Dr. Jones owns in Douglas
County.

Mr. Fisher asked that if Dr. Jones’ sole purpose is to preserve natural areas and improve agriculture
how will a helicopter and airplane assist in that purpose.

Mr. Miller requested that Mr. Fisher present all of his concerns during his opportunity to testify.

Mr. Thorsland agreed with Mr. Miller and requested that Mr. Fisher voice his concerns during his
testimony and not during cross examination of Mr. Jones.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Jones.
Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall to the cross examination microphone.

Mr. Larry Hall, who resides at 177 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that his residence is
immediately adjacent to the proposed runway. He asked Dr. Jones if he had changed the runway
from its original state when he was using it to land his airplane. He said that it appears that the
runway is further back from Iilinois Route 130 than it actually is. He said that the runway has been
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rolled and the ground smoothed out but the location of the runway appears to be a lot closer to his
property than it is to Illinois Route 130.

Dr. Jones stated that the safety zone was planted in the hay, grass mix for simplicity and for
conservation but it 1s over 250 feet back from the centerline of the road.

Mr. Larry Hall asked Dr. Jones why he felt the need to smooth the 250 foot setback.

Dr. Jones stated that he rolled the 250 foot setback so that it is smooth when he mows it. He said
that 1f he did not roll the area it would shake a person to pieces when it is mowed. Dr. Jones stated
that he also rolls his yard so that it is smooth when he mows it.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones.

Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Jean Fisher to the cross examination microphone.

Ms. Jean Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that she resides north of the
subject property. She said that the current zoning does not allow the landing of helicopters or

airplanes. She asked Dr. Jones if he has already landed his helicopter or plane on his property.

Dr. Jones stated that he does not believe that zoning indicates that a helicopter cannot be landed on
property but it does indicate that a helipad is prohibited in the CR District.

Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if he has landed his airplane on his property.

Dr. Jones stated that it is legal for him to land his helicopter on his property as long as he does not do
it more than 25 times in one location.

Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if it is okay with Champaign County if he lands his helicopter on his
property no more than 25 times.

Dr. Jones stated that the zoning rules that he was given indicates that no helipad is to be located
within the CR District and he does not have a helipad at this time.

Ms. Fisher again asked Dr. Jones if he has landed airplanes on his property.
Dr. Jones stated that the State landed their airplane on the property in May 2010.

Ms. Fisher asked Dr. Jones if any other airplanes have landed on the property after May 2010.
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Dr. Jones stated that it is possible although he cannot remember.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Dr. Jones and there was no
one.

Mr. Thorsland asked Mr. Singleton if he desired to cross examine Dr. Jones and he indicated no.

Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Julia Wright Hall to testify.

Ms. Julia Wright Hall, who resides at 177 N CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that she and her
husband, Larry Hall, have lived at their current residence since June 2004. She said that their
property is east of the Jones’ home and pond area and just to the north of the proposed Restricted
Landing Area. She said that she is present tonight to express their desire that the property
surrounding their home, specifically the property mentioned in Case 687-AM-11, is not changed
from CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-1 Agriculture. She said that they also oppose the
construction of a Heliport/RILA special use permit, specifically requested in Case 688-AM-11.

Ms. Wright Hall expressed that she and her husband have no quarrel with Phillip or Sarabeth Jones
and they enjoy the occasional landing of their helicopter on the property. She said that they are

primarily concerned about their future property value and the landscape protection of their area and
neighborhood.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that she and her husband have worked very hard to improve the beauty and
property value of their home. She said that she and her husband are not loud and have been very
good neighbors and they do appreciate that Dr. Jones has done a wonderful job in improving his
property. She said that part of their complaint, which she understands is not part of this hearing, is
that they are unable to see Dr. Jones’ improvements to his property due to the very tall wall of dirt
that was installed by Dr. Jones in 2010. She said that it has been stated that the CR Conservation-
Recreation District is intended to protect the public health by restricting development in areas subject
to frequent or periodic floods and to conserve the natural and scenic areas generally along the major
stream networks of the County. She asked for whom the intent to conserve is for? She said that their
view of the natural and scenic area has been destroyed by the wall of dirt topped by tall grasses,
weeds and thistle and will be depreciated even further by the sound of planes/helicopters landing in
the field next to their small patio and fish pond. She said that they can only imagine that their

weekends will be totally disrupted by “fly-ins”” and their pets terrified by many “fly-overs” if this
RLA is allowed to go forward.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that one of the major concerns is the rezoning from CR to AG-1. She said
that they did not receive a mailing regarding these cases and had to download the information and
maps from the website. She said that she finds it very interesting that they were not notified or
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included in the mailing since they are immediate neighbors to the north of the proposed runway. She
said that from the maps they downloaded from the website they see that all of the property around the
approximately 13 acres in question is classified as Conservation-Recreation. She said that according
to the petition Dr. Jones has been growing and selling hay from his property although she has not
witnessed any hay growing on the runway. She said that even if Dr. Jones is growing and selling hay
they do not understand what would be different from changing the zoning from CR to AG-1
therefore the only reason for the requested rezoning is to allow the Heliport/RLA. She said that thus,
their concerns immediately address the issue of the Heliport/RLA and not the growing of crops. She

said that for this reason alone the zoning should not be changed to agriculture because the intent is
not for agriculture.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that Dr. Jones indicated that he is engaged in many other activities related to
agriculture such as pollination and crop inspection which are not restricted because of the limitations.
She said that it is her understanding that the majority of Dr. Jones’ property is in Douglas County and
apparently his helicopter and airplane are also housed in Douglas County. She said that she and her
husband do not believe that moving his aircraft to Champaign County would benefit his crops grown
in Douglas County. She said that Paragraph 7.A. on Page 5 of 17 of the Preliminary Draft Finding
of Fact dated June 10, 2011, states that the petitioners are engaged in a number of agricultural
activities which is the growing and selling of hay and rezoning to AG-1 allows for more efficient use
of the land. She said that the Jones’ do not intend to grow and sell hay they intend to construct a
Heliport/RLA therefore the argument in Paragraph 7.A. is not relevant.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that another concern that she and her husband have is safety and public
health. She said that the intent of the CR District is to protect the public health but it is their belief
that construction of a Heliport/RLA in such a rural area served by only by volunteer fire protection
puts their property and all of the property surrounding the proposed Heliport/RLA at high risk. She
said that there is no way that one can protect the safety and public health of the neighborhood which
is in close proximity to the proposed site if there were to be a crash, or an explosion, a fire due to
leaking fuel or a toxic spill of chemicals. She said that already there has been a crop sprayer that
landed on the subject property to restock fuel and chemicals. She said that with all of the earth

moving that has been done to the property they fear the contamination of groundwater and the water
well which they drink water from.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that from the drawings that they downloaded from the website they cannot
exactly tell where the hanger will be built. She said that they understand from talking to others that
the hangar is proposed to be constructed back by the Embarras River and even the best methods
cannot prevent fuel from falling to the ground. She said that she would assume that Dr. Jones
intends to have a fuel tank on the property which is a concern for toxicity to the soil along the river in
a flood zone. She said the fuel, oil or other chemicals or any accidental runoff could escape and be
incorporated into the water causing pollution and doing damage beyond any that she can imagine.
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Ms. Wright Hall stated that in addition they are concerned about traffic. She said that their home and
the proposed RLA is just past what is locally called “the three-mile curve” on Illinois Route 130,
She said that some traffic greatly accelerates past the three-mile curve with drivers in a hurry passing
slower drivers. She said that there have been many accidents along this stretch of highway and in
front of their home they have witnessed many close calls with reckless passing. She said that she
wonders what the impact would be of a reckless passer and a plane coming in for a landing
approaching from the east across Illinois Route 130 because it could be disastrous. She said that if
there were planes or helicopters landing or stored in the proposed hangar she is sure that the traffic
along Illinois Route 130 and on Dr. Jones’ driveway would increase.

Mr. Wright Hall stated that she and her husband have read in the petition that Dr. Jones has offered
to assist the law enforcement agencies. She applauds him for offering his services to help others
however she would imagine that some “call outs” could be in the middle of the night thus causing
much noise and disturbance to sleeping neighbors from loud plane or helicopter engines and lights
on the runway. She said that she does not see in Dr. Jones’ petition for lights on the runway so if
there were evening or night activity this could cause a real safety issue on an unlit airstrip. She asked
what is the cutoff time for landing on a dark RLA and what are the enforcement measures for the
landings and the take offs. She said that they would assume that the air traffic in and out of the RLA
would be increased because in addition to his recreation and farming landings and take offs he would
have to take off and land during law enforcement assistance. She said that Dr. Jones indicated in his

testimony that he would only use the Heliport/RLA twice per month but with all of his other
activities it seems that there would be more air traffic.

Dr. Jones indicated that all of his activities are included in the twice a month projection.

She said that i1f Dr. Jones has already been successfully assisting the law enforcement agencies in his
present location there should be no need to relocate his aircraft to Champaign County.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that since there have already been several helicopters and planes that have
landed on this field or have buzzed the property she cannot imagine that the Jones’ helicopter or
plane will be the sole aircrafts to use the proposed RLLA. She asked how many planes will be
allowed to be parked and congregate on the property and if there are restrictions what are the
enforcement mechanisms to be utilized. She said that she and her husband are concerned with the
existing wildlife and vegetation of the area. She said that since they have lived in their home they
have attracted hummingbirds, yellow finches and other birds to their yard using feeders and a water
feature. She said that she cannot imagine that increased air traffic over their property would
encourage wildlife to the area but rather discourage it. She said that before the eight to nine feet wall
of dirt to the west of their home was constructed they were able to observe deer grazing in the field
behind their home but since the embankment was created they have not been able to see any deer and
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they have been encouraged to graze in an area where aircraft were and will be taking off and landing.
She said that they also wonder about the geese and other birds that are visiting the Jones’ newly dug

pond flying off as a plane is landing or taking off. She said that last evening they observed a blue
heron go behind the berm/barrier to apparently land on the pond.

Ms. Wright Hall asked the Board if in the future she and her husband intended to construct anything
within the RLA would they be restricted due to the interference that it may cause the air traffic. She
said that it is their understanding that they would have to obtain special permission from the
Department of Transportation if they desired to improve their property with any type of construction.

She asked how the RLLA would impact the marketability of their property, property taxes or property
value. She said that she is slowly approaching senior citizenship and eventually she would like to be
able to sell her home but wondered if that will be possible with an RLA behind it.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that in summary she requests that the Board deny the rezoning of the subject
property and the issuance of a special use permit for the following reasons: 1) to protect the existing
neighborhood and the property values of the homes in the existing neighborhood; and 2) to protect
the wildlife in the area; and 3) to preserve the scenic value as stated in the Zoning Code as one of the
purposes of the Conservation Recreation classification; and 4) to protect the safety and welfare of

those traveling along [llinois Route 130; and 5) to protect the safety and welfare of the home owners
in the existing neighborhood.

Ms. Wright Hall submitted her written statement and photographs of her property and the proposed
RLA as Documents of Record.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Ms. Wright-Hall.
Mr. Miller noted that Ms. Wright Hall’s comments regarding Dr. Jones’ right to build a pond or the

placement of fuel tanks on his property are not relevant to the case. He said that as a property owner

he has the right to store fuel upon his property up until the IEPA mandates their regulations and that
does not pertain to the request.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that she believed that the storage of fuel and the tanks placement would be a
safety issue that the Board should consider.

Mr. Miller repeated that Dr. Jones storing fuel on his property and impacting the environment has no

impact upon this case because he has every right to store fuel on his property until he violates IEPA
regulations.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any additional questions for Ms. Wright Hall.
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Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Ms. Wright Hall and there were none.
Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Ms. Wright Hall.

Mr. Alan Singleton, attorney for Phillip and Sarabeth Jones, asked Ms. Wright Hall is she was
familiar with the construction of a berm for the blockage of noise.

Ms. Wright Hall stated no.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she would be surprised to discover that one of the purposes
of the berm was to serve as a noise barrier to the airplane.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that the location of the RLA is not located where the existing berm is located.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she understands where the placement of the proposed hangar
is to be located.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that it was very difficult to tell where the hangar was proposed. She said that
she does not know if it is to be located near the woods or near the existing barn.

Mr. Singleton stated that Ms. Wright Hall discussed public safety and noise. He asked Ms. Wright
Hall to indicate the distance from her residence to Illinois Route 130.

Ms. Wright Hall stated that she is not aware of the exact measurements.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if her property abuts Illinois Route 130.

Ms. Wright Hall stated yes.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall to indicate the speed limit on Illinois Route 130.
Ms. Wright Hall stated that the speed limit on Illinois Route 130 is 65 miles per hour.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if the daily traffic includes cars, trucks, semi-trucks,
motorcycles, etc.

Ms. Wright Hall stated yes.

Mr. Singleton asked Ms. Wright Hall if she can hear the noise generated by the traffic on Illinois
Route 130.
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Ms. Wright Hall stated yes.

Mr. Thorsland requested that Mr. Singleton keep his questions and comments regarding noise related
to the subject property and not Illinois Route 130.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Ms. Wright Hall and there was
no one.

Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall to testify.

Mr. Larry Hall, who resides at 177 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that his residence is
immediately adjacent from the subject property. He stated that if we were before the Board with
merely the question as to whether it was okay for Dr. Jones to land his helicopter or his aircraft
behind his home then he would care less because he has no issue with the practice. He said he has
not had a lot of notice of this request therefore he is not as prepared as he would like to be but he and
his neighbors have some concerns, which appear to be challenged, and those concerns need to be
addressed. He said that as he familiarize himself with the options and the things that present
themselves as possibilities for having an established Heliport/RLA he finds that a whole different
story appears. He said that there are a lot of options that present themselves which causes him
concern. He said that not recently but he has seen many helicopter landings on the subject property
but the most recent occurrence with an airplane was approximately three weeks ago when an airplane
was flying very close to the runway. He said that he is sure that the airplane was closer than 200 feet
from Illinois Route 130. He said that he has heard a lot of reference regarding the clearance
requirements at the end of the runway for safety although he has not heard reference regarding the
side clearance or protection. He said that part of the request is for 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.
He said that he would assume that there has to be a safety area requirement for the side because he
has seen news captions where airplanes miss runways and end up on the sides. He said that his
property is one of the residential lots that are mentioned in the memorandum as being north and east
of the petitioner’s residential/agricultural property. He said he has heard a lot of concems regarding
the trees and he understands those concerns but he is more concerned about the safety of his family
and neighbors. He said that he measured the site, by stepping it off not by the use of a tape, and the
only thing that separates his residential property from the approach of the runway is Dr. Jones’
driveway. He said that the runway or at least the area that is being mowed is approximately 108 feet
from his property line and 135 feet from his bedroom which is darn close to a landing plane. He said
that he chuckled at the challenge regarding noise and yes it is true that he and his wife do hear traffic
noise from Illinois Route 130. He said that if noise was an issue the level of noise during
construction of the pond and berm should have been addressed because there were several weeks
when he and his wife could not use their back patio for company because you could not hear a decent
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conversation due to the construction equipment noise. He said that the County Board appeared to be
concerned about wind farms being located in the CR District due to the sweep of the blades of the
windmills although he could see the same if not worse effect of the blades of a helicopter.

Mr. John Hall stated that the side transition is a slope of 4:1 for a distance of 85 feet to the edge of
the runway and as far as he can see this area is entirely contained on Dr. Jones’ property. He said
that the primary surface area is also contained on the subject property therefore the proposed RLA
meets all of the RLLA basic requirements. He said that Mr. Larry Hall addresses a good point in that
more than the basic requirement may be required when a residence is 27 feet from the property line.
He said that he does not know if it would make Mr. Larry Hall feel any better if he was aware that
his residence is 60+ feet outside of the area where there should be no construction allowed. He

asked Mr. Larry Hall to indicate what reasonable distance he would feel comfortable with as a
separation from his residence to the RLA.

Mr. Larry Hall stated that he cannot imagine that a new buyer of his home would not have a concern
that the home was immediately adjacent to an RLA. He said that if the Heliport/RLA was to be
allowed he would not have as much of an issue with landing a helicopter as he does with the term
Heliport. He said that a Heliport can mean a lot of the things and it could be used extensively in the
future for other uses. He said that he has had friends which live near an approved area where ultra-
lights land and in no time there are 20 to 30 landing. He said that he sees a great potential for more
than one ownership of helicopters landing on the approved Heliport/RLA. He said that he believes
that there should be a limitation that the Heliport/RLA shall be exclusively for the private use of the
owner. He said that he does know why the Heliport approval cannot be approved without the RLA
because the landing area is to the back of the subject property and has limited impact on the
neighbors along Illinois Route 130. He said that he sees no need for the RLA because it takes littie
time to get anywhere by air and there is an airport at Tuscola or Champaign. He said that he believes
that if the Board authorizes the request without conditions then they may be opening up a can of

worms because everything in the past has lead to tonight’s meeting and everything has been done
progressively.

Mr. John Hall asked Mr. Larry Hall if he will not be happy with the RLA as it is proposed with no
buffering and there is no way to mitigate the safety issues as well as the property value issues raised
by the RLA being that close to his dwelling.

Mr. Larry Hall stated yes.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none.
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Mr. Thorsland asked if the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and there was
no one.

Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and the petitioner
declined.

Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Sarabeth Jones to testify.
Ms. Sarabeth Jones declined to testify at this time.

Mr. Thorsland called Mark Fisher to testify.

Mr. Mark Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is the neighbor to the
north of the subject property. He said that in the early 1990’s the northern portion of his property,
which is located to the north of the subject property, was used for a junk yard and the ground was
soggy and muddy and had parts of cars, toilets, thorn trees, etc. He said that he and his wife decided
to build a pond as a catch basin therefore removing all of the junk and debris. He said that
approximately two days into the construction of the pond the contractor called to let him know that
Champaign County was at the site regarding zoning. He said that in his younger days he did not
understand what the staff at Champaign County Planning and Zoning did but now he understands the
importance of their job and decision making. He said that over 20 years ago he and his wife
purchased their property for the purpose of enjoying the scenic view to the west and south. He said
that his mother purchased the lot to the south of his property with the intention of building a home
someday and sharing in the scenic view. He said that the scenic view that he is speaking of is
currently zoned CR Conservation-Recreation. He said that as he gets older he greatly appreciates the
preservation of conservation, woodland and natural and historic areas therefore when he reviewed
the petitioner’s request he finds himself searching for a valid reason to allow a piece of our historic
natural resource to become an airstrip. He said that the petitioner’s reasoning for allowing such a use
1s solely for the purpose of agricultural advancement. He said that the petitioner also indicated that
the airstrip was above the base flood elevation although he and his wife watched a multitude of
trucks depositing loads of dirt from the outside sources in the area of the landing strip therefore he
does question the authenticity of the elevations of the proposed airstrip. He said that the petitioner
claims that he is just now being restricted from the intended use although that seems odd since
zoning has not changed since Dr. Jones purchased the property. Mr. Fisher stated that the rezoning
of CR Conservation-Recreation to AG-1 Agriculture on the basis of agricultural reasons, which 1s the
sole reason of the petition, due to the petitioner’s statement that he owns and farms 130 acres of crop
land although over 100 acres of that crop land is located elsewhere. Mr. Fisher asked why Dr. Jones’

does not locate the Heliport/RLA on his other farmland rather than chipping away at more and more
of our valued conservation property.
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Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Fisher and there were none.
Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Fisher and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Fisher and there was no
one.

Mr. Thorsland asked the petitioner if they desired to cross examine Mr. Fisher and the petitioner
indicated no.

Ms. Capel requested that Mr. Fisher indicate his property location.

Mr. Fisher stated that his property is located on the northwest corner of Illinois Route 130 and
County Highway 16.

Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Jean Fisher to testify.

Ms. Jean Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, thanked the Board for taking her
comments. She said that she is Mark Fisher’s wife and they have lived at 195 CR 1500E for
approximately 23 years. She said that they have approximately five acres of private farm for which
she has sheep and horses and a fenced grass area that she uses for a training field for dogs and
instruction to the public for class sessions or private dog training lessons. She said that they have
raised two sons on their property. She said that she and Mark have cleared the pasture land of scrub
brush and junk cars and have installed fencing as well as maintained the existing buildings. She said
that they have an abundant amount of wildlife around their property such as indigo buntings,

hummingbirds, goldfinches, flickers, orioles, butterflies, soft shelled turtles, bullfrogs, snakes and
deer.

Ms. Fisher stated that they own the original home site for the original tract, consisting of 70+ acres,
prior to subdivision. She said that the original tract was a sizeable dairy operation in Crittenden
Township and it encompassed a large area and portions on both sides of the Embarras River. She
said that the property that they currently own was created during the creation of the E. E. Rogers
Subdivision by the previous owner and was completed prior to their purchase. She said that the
subdivision consists of 4 separate lots. She said that the Piercy (Hood) house, located to the south of
their property, was an additional adjacent lot and the Lively (Hall) house which is further south was
the last zoned subdivision lot. She said that the remaining acreage was sold to others and to Phillip
Jones, who further sold lots without proper zoning therefore currently requesting variances today.
She said that before the land was further developed and sold she and Mark would frequently walk
through the woods and sift through the dirt with their shoes and uncover a variety of arrowheads
presumably made by the local Indian tribes of the past.
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Ms. Fisher stated that since the construction and extensive land disruption and 10 foot clay and dirt
berm was placed behind their property, on the Jones’ property, not only is it an eyesore but it has
forever changed the idea of conservation, country and wooded property landscape. She said that they
questioned the authenticity of this work and if it could actually be done in a floodplain in the
Conservation-Recreation District and the biggest issue that they were told was the potential of
changing the flow of water and causing flooding and runoff to their properties. She asked if any
engineering assessment had been completed for this project or has a historic preservation survey and
investigation been done to the subject property.

Ms. Fisher stated that the frequency and nuisance of low flying planes and helicopters landing over
our persons, buzzing our house, livestock and buildings by which she believes is Dr. Jones. She said
that as a side note Dr. Jones has never made any attempt to discuss his ideas or any problems ensuing
from any groundwork or aeronautical activities with the neighbors.

Ms. Fisher stated that due to the following she is against the requested rezoning to AG-1 and the
special use permit for the RLA. She said that the reputation and trustworthiness in the past
concerning applications with IDOT/FAA and disputes with Champaign County Zoning rules and
regulations. Ms. Fisher stated that Anne Haaker of the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency
specifically states “The project area has a high probability of containing significant
prehistoric/historic archeological resources. Accordingly, a Phase I archeological reconnaissance
survey to locate, identify, and record all archeological resources within the project area will be
required.” She said that Case 688-S-11, Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence dated June 16,
2011, Page 5 of 17, Item #7.A. indicates that the Petitioner has testified on the application as follows:
“As applicant is engaged in a number of agricultural activities, the special use permit should be
granted because “uses can and should be accommodated in rural areas if they compliment
agriculture, or supplement farm income” (1.6 Land Use Regulatory Policies). Applicant owns 130
acres farmed in corn and beans, grows sunflowers, soybeans, sugar beets, alfalfa, etc., and uses the
helicopter to pollinate;... Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones has only baled the hay since last year, with
one cutting, and perhaps just one this year. She said that the cutting of hay has not been done on the
subject “rezoned” requested property to AG-1, but has been done on a small scale on the bermed
property behind her home. She said that it would be of great risk and extremely unwise to use an
aircraft to assist in agricultural purposes from this standpoint. She said that she also has an issue
with how many acres are actually within Champaign County that is being utilized for agriculture.
She said that Case 688-S-11, Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence dated June 16,2011, Page 7 of
17, Item #9.A. indicates that the Petitioner has testified on the application as follows: “Asthe RLA
and the heliport-RLA will be used to a significant degree for agricultural purposes, the special use
will comply with the agricultural nature of the surroundings in addition to serving and
complimenting agriculture on the parcel itself, neighboring and other lots owned by the applicant.”
She reminded the Board that the surrounding properties are zoned Conservation-Recreation and not
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agriculture and the grass on the runway strip has to remain low. She said that if the majority of Dr.
Jones’ produced crops are in Douglas County, where he has stated his helicopter currently resides,
then in her opinion it can stay in Douglas County. Ms. Fisher stated that a key point that should not
be glossed over is that all land currently adjacent to the proposed rezoning Conservation-Recreation
District to AG-1 is currently in the Conservation District including the land to the south. She said
that if the property in question is allowed to be rezoned to AG-1 it will leave a little remaining strip
being AG-1 with CR all to the north and the south therefore why should an exception be made for
approximately 12 acres that cannot be farmed upon because it is housing a runway. She said that
neighbors purchased their property for the conservation, wildlife, country living atmosphere, with
little disturbance or intrusion from urban areas or neighbors. She said that Case 687-AM-11,
Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence dated June 16, 2011, Item #6.B excludes her property as

well as her neighbor’s to the south and minimalized as to their location, property type subdivision in
the proximity to Mr. Jones’ property. |

Ms. Fisher stated that according to ILCS Administrative Code Section 16.160, “anybody conducting
business or residence must notify IDOT and apply for a permit to add or change any buildings in the
area, up to 20,000 feet horizontally from the end of the aeronautical landing strip. She said that this
presents a problem for all neighbors in the vicinity and presents a tremendous hardship for those of
us who have already purchased more expensive zoned subdivision property with a desire to build
improvements; and 8. In an economically depressed housing market such as the current trend, this
furthermore, places an unnecessary restriction on their property but undoubtedly will devalue their
property and those within the afore mentioned distance. Ms. Fisher stated that IDOT personnel has

told her that anything within a three mile radius must be considered in the flight path of a runway
such as, houses, farm buildings, etc.

Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones has indicated that he now has a jet-turbine, dual rotor, former
military helicopter which is a bigger, more powerful helicopter and along with it a louder sound and
noise pollution. She said that ILCS Administrative Code Section 14.410, Responsibility and
Authority of the Pilot, states the following: a) Careless or Reckless Operation (1) No pilot shall
operate an aircraft in a careless or reckless manner so as to endanger the person or property of
another. (2) Examples: a) Buzzing, diving on, or flying in close proximity to livestock, homes, any
structure, aircraft vehicle, vessel, person or group of persons. Ms. Fisher stated that she believes that
Dr. Jones has done this on numerous occasions. She continued with ILCS Administrative Code
Section 14.410 as follows: 2(b) Proximity of aircraft. No pilot shall operate an aircraft in proximity
to or relative to other aircraft so as to create a collision hazard. Ms. Fisher stated that approximately
one and one-half mile from the subject property TriCat Farms lands a helicopter on their property
and it is her understanding that the TriCat helicopter does not have to file a flight plan nor discuss
with other helicopters as to what their flight plan will be. She said that she has video tape of a
“Mash type” helicopter crop dusting in front of her house and going over Illinois Route 130. She
said that Illinois Route 130 is not just a method of transportation for people to travel back and forth
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to Champaign but is used for a lot of over-sized loads therefore tall vehicles, heavy vehicles, vehicles
in tow and trailers. She noted that the helicopter that was flying very low had no identifying marks
on it. She said that she has also witnessed an airplane flying in the same field as the helicopter and
has one of these flights on video. She said that she does not have video of Dr. Jones landing his
helicopter on this same day but it was a very busy weekend and there were at least four different
aeronautical aircraft flying around and it was hard to tell who was coming or going.

Ms. Fisher stated that a mentioned crop dusting business, which requires special licensing and
registration,

and ensuing use of toxic chemicals creates a potential for chemical spills. She asked if this should
really be happening in a floodplain Conservation District or in such close proximity to people and

animals. She said that chemical spills usually require evacuation of surrounding properties which
presents a hardship for those of us with livestock.

Ms. Fisher stated that Dr. Jones’ original application was for an airport and runway RLA use for
fixed wing aircraft therefore we should expect him to land a fixed wing aircraft. She said that it
appears that everything that has been presented to the Board is for a heliport even though there is
area and distance for landing of fixed wing aircraft it is labeled as a Heliport not a fixed wing aircraft
landing strip which has different requirements than a Heliport. She asked who will monitor and
enforce the proper use of the Heliport. She asked if Champaign County Zoning will ensure that it
only be used for Dr. Jones’ private helicopter because the Champaign County Ordinance indicates
that Heliports are private. She asked if Dr. Jones will land other aircraft such his airplane or his
father’s plane, which he has already done, or will any person that has an aircraft be allowed to land.

She asked how the Conservation District will then protect the public health and preservation and
conservation of the natural scenic area.

Ms. Fisher stated that in summary the protection of conservation and preservation of a Conservation
District is of the upmost importance. She said that the areas are needed for the beauty, peacefulness,
environmental habitat for all species preservation and protection and water flow and filtration. She
said that conservation uses are being lost nationally, statewide and regionally. She said that it is her
opinion that the Board’s biggest decision to refuse the rezoning of CR Conservation-Recreation
District to AG-1 Agriculture and refuse the special use for an RLA should stem from law abiding,
taxpaying citizens who stand to be most advertently affected. She said that they are the people who
have the most to contend with in the disturbance of construction, peace, the potential of property
restrictions and depreciation in land values. She said that the Board must preserve the peacefulness
of our country and natural setting and ensure its integrity as it has been for the previous decades.

Ms. Fisher submitted her prepared statement and photographs as Documents of Record.

Mr. Thorsland stated that he did not recall the application mentioning crop dusting.
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Mr. Hall stated that Dr. Jones’ application does not suggest that the RLA will be utilized for crop
dusting. He said that the request is for an RLA and Heliport.

Mr. Thorsland clarified that an RLA is for fixed wing aircraft.
Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Ms. Fisher and there were none.
Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Ms. Fisher and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Ms. Fisher and there was no
one.

Mr. Thorsland asked if the Petitioner desired to cross examine Ms. Fisher and the petitioner declined.
Mr. Mark Fisher requested the opportunity to re-address the Board.

Mr. Thorsland granted Mr. Fisher’s request.

Mr. Mark Fisher asked the Board if crop dusting becomes a right if the subject property is rezoned to
AG-1.

Mr. Hall stated that the County is in court regarding this very issue. He said that it is his position as
the Champaign County Zoning Administrator that if a farmer is having crop dusting done on his land
then the crop duster can land on the farmland in accordance with all of the normal rules of aviation
safety and an RLA is not required to do such. He said that IDOT recommends having an RLA if the

intent is to land on the property on a regular basis but infrequent landing of an aircraft while they are
servicing the agricultural land is not an issue with him.

Mr. Fisher asked Mr. Hall if his position includes the storage of chemicals and pesticides on the
property.

Mr. Hall stated that as long as the storage of chemicals and pesticides are in compliance with all of
the Illinois Department of Agriculture regulations then yes.

Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Damon Hood to testify.
Mr. Damon Hood declined to testify at this time.
Mr. Thorsland called Dr. William J. Jones to testify.
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Dr. William J. Jones declined to testify at this time.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to sign the witness register to present testimony
regarding Cases 687-AM-11 and 688-S-11.

Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Joshua Fisher to testify.

Mr. Joshua Fisher, who resides at 195 CR 1600E, Villa Grove, IL, stated that he is the son of Mark
and Jean Fisher. He said that he would like to discuss the principal of the matter. He said that he
would not be comfortable with the ZBA approving the requested rezoning and special use permit.

Mr. Fisher stated that he understands the he is young and many people may write his testimony off
due to his inexperience. He said that John Locke, British philosopher and author, spoke about life
and liberty, with the means of acquiring and possessing property, and pursuing and obtaining
happiness and safety. Mr. Fisher stated that a part of the American dream is owning a home and it is
the biggest investment that most people make in their lives. He said that most people do not live in
the same house all of their life therefore the houses near the subject property will either be sold or
given to a family member and having a Heliport/RLA will greatly diminish the value of those homes.
He said that as a college student, at the age of 20, he views the community and the area of his college
residence therefore he does not understand why such a practice was not taken into account when the
subject property was purchased. Mr. Fisher stated that rezoning the property will have a lot of
reciprocations to the neighborhood and the numbers cannot be argued with in that many people will
take the close proximity of an RLA into consideration when purchasing a home in the neighborhood.
He said that he would never want to live near an airport. He said that part of the reason why people

move to the country is for the freedom and privacy of doing what you want to do but part of that
freedom and privacy is peace and quiet.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Joshua Fisher and there were
none.

Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Joshua Fisher and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone desired to cross examine Mr. Joshua Fisher and there
was no one.

Mr. Thorsland asked if the petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Joshua Fisher and the petitioner
declined.

Mr. Thorsland asked the audience if anyone else desired to sign the witness register to present
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testimony regarding Cases 687-AM-11 and 688-S-11 and there was no one.

Mr. Larry Hall requested the opportunity to present a question to the Board and staff.

Mr. Thorsland called Mr. Larry Hall.

Mr. Larry Hall stated that it is his understanding that there are a lot of restrictions around an area that

IDOT approved for air traffic. He asked if there were any restrictions regarding the discharge of a
firearm near an air facility.

Mr. Thorsland stated that he does not have an answer to Mr. Larry Hall’s question.

Mr. Larry Hall stated that there is not one person in attendance tonight who lives near or on the

subject property who does not discharge a firearm periodically and some property owners on a
regular basis.

Mr. John Hall stated that the Zoning Ordinance does not regulate the discharge of firearms and such
a question should be presented to IDOT.

Mr. Larry Hall asked Mr. John Hall if staff would pose the question to IDOT or should he call them
himself.

Mr. John Hall stated that unless the Board directs him to contact IDOT about this issue he would
prefer that Larry Hall contact them. He said that anyone who discharges a firearm should be aware
of what the rules are because there are plenty of homes in the area and there is a State Highway
therefore there are a lot of reasons to be concerned about the discharge of firearms.

Mr. Larry Hall stated that there is a lot of wildlife in the area but they are not all friendly.
Mr. Thorsland asked the Board if there were any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none.
Mr. Thorsland asked if staff had any questions for Mr. Larry Hall and there were none.

Mr. Thorsland asked if the Petitioner desired to cross examine Mr. Larry Hall and the petitioner
declined.

Mr. Thorsland stated that at this point the Board needs to give staff direction. He said that staff and
the Board addressed some of the concerns regarding the side transitions and IDOT did visit and
inspect the site. He said that unless the rest of the Board disagrees he is not going to direct staff to
contact IDOT in regards to the discharge of firearms. He said that no final determination will be
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given at tonight’s meeting therefore the public will have an opportunity to have additional questions
or concerns addressed at a later hearing.

Ms. Julia Wright Hall requested the opportunity to address the Board.

Mr. Thorsland called Ms. Wright Hall.
Mr. Wright Hall asked if IDOT has approved the RLA.

Mr. Thorsland stated that IDOT has visited and inspected the site and IDOT is waiting for the proper
zoning to be approved.

Mr. Wright Hall stated that it was her understanding that before anything could be approved it had to
be presented to the entire public with a 16 day period for input.

Mr. Thorsland stated that the 16 day approval process will not occur until the proper approvals from
Champaign County are completed.

Mr. Thorsland asked the Board, staff, audience and petitioner if there were any questions for Ms.
Wright-Hall and there were none.

Mr. Courson stated that during the wind farm hearings there was an issue with noise pollution
therefore should decibel levels for aircraft near surrounding homes be considered.

Mr. Hall stated that there is a big difference in the hours each day or month that one would expect
noise. He said that Dr. Jones has testified that the RLA will only be used about twice a month
therefore if it is only used twice per month he cannot imagine that the Board needs to worry about
noise. He said that he has never seen noise analyzed as part of a simple RLA case. He said that the
testimony from most of the neighbors is that the Heliport is far enough away from their properties
that they are not concerned about the noise from the helicopter.

Mr. Miller asked Mr. Hall if the RLA was approved and the subject property was sold to a
parachuting business or club could it occur where there were planes running in and out regularly.

Mr. Hall stated that the establishment of a parachuting business or club on the subject property
would require a new special use permit and an injunction could be issued to stop the activities until a
special permit is granted. He said that Dr. Jones’ frequency of use of the RLA/Heliport may end up
not being a problem for the neighbors although he did not know how to ensure that for the future.
He said that he would encourage Dr. Jones to consider a condition that would allow him to use the
RLA/Heliport as he has testified because such a condition would ensure the Board and neighbors that
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future owners would have the same limit. He asked the Board if they desire to have the use of the
RLA/Heliport limited to a certain amount per week or month.

Mr. Passalaqua asked Mr. Hall if staff had received any comments from the other four or five
property owners indicated on the map.

Mr. Hall stated no, but none of the other houses are as close as the witnesses that the Board has heard
from tonight.

Mr. Passalaqua stated that there is a home directly to the north of Larry Hall’s residence.

Mr. Thorsland stated that the property owner is present at tonight’s meeting but declined to testify at
tonight’s meeting.

Ms. Capel asked if it would be appropriate to have the petitioner to weigh in on a draft condition.

Mr. Hall stated that he would rather speak to the petitioner about a draft condition outside of the
public hearing but we would like to know what the Board’s thoughts are regarding a draft condition.
He said that he is impressed with Mr. Larry Hall’s concern about his home. He said that even though
the home meets every separation requirement it is still very close to the proposed RLA. He said that
Dr. Jones has built a sizable berm on the west side of the neighboring properties although there is no
berm on the south side that he is aware of. He said that a berm would assist with noise but it would
also reduce the view of the CR District. He said that he is not aware what would provide the best
compatibility between a house that is 60 to 80 feet away from a runway that is not participating in the
runway’s use and has no desire to participate in its use.

Ms. Capel stated that seems like there are a lot of residences really close to the proposed RLA and in
her experience with RLA’s in Champaign County that is not common.

Mr. Hall stated that the County has approved one residential airport and the runway does run back up
to about half of the lots but all of the homes are further away than the Hall residence.

Mr. Passalacqua asked if the residential airport, by design, is for residents who own airplanes.

Mr. Palmgren stated that he lives at the residential airport and half of the current residents are not
pilots or airplane owners which is an unfortunate circumstance for the other owners. He said that
many of those residents complain because there is not enough airplane activity. He said that two of
the resident’s properties back right up to the airstrip and it doesn’t seem to be an i1ssue. He said that

the neighborhood has not seen a drop in property values although there have not been a lot of sales
lately.
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Mr. Passalacqua stated that the two situations cannot be compared because a fly-in neighborhood is a
lot different than an after the fact airstrip.

Mr. Thorsland asked Mr. Passalacqua if he is suggesting condition.
Mr. Passalacqua stated no. He said that the two situations cannot be compared to each other.

Mr. Thorsland stated that the Board should review all of the new evidence although staff would like
direction from the Board.

Ms. Capel stated that staff should discuss the frequency of use with the Petitioner so that perhaps a

draft condition could be proposed. She said that if twice a month is the anticipated amount then four
times per month should be an adequate limit.

Mr. Courson stated that staff should also discuss operational hours. He said that night time use is an
issue that should be considered.

Mr. Thorsland stated that he reviewed the Administrative Code regarding marking and he did not see
anything about hours of operation although the Code does require a lighted wind indicator. He said

whether the Code implies whether an RLA can be used at night or not it may be a condition that the
Board may want to consider.

Mr. Courson stated that if the Petitioner does not plan on flying at night then the Board could place a
limitation on late evenings or early morning hours unless it was a life or death emergency.

Mr. Passalacqua stated that the Board should not ignore the fact that Dr. Jones does assist the police
and emergency services therefore we would want that to be permissible.

Mr. Hall stated that if assisting law enforcement and emergency services is included as part of the
justification then the Board could ensure that future owners would also be willing to do the same.
He said that the Petitioner has come before the Board with a specific proposal and if the Board finds
it acceptable the Board should make sure that it is an acceptable proposal for all future owners.

Mr. Passalacqua asked Mr. Hall if such a condition was approved would the ZBA be responsible for
enforcing that condition.

Mr. Hall stated yes.

Mr. Courson moved, seconded by Mr. Schroeder to continue Cases 687-AM-11 and 688-S-11 to
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July 28, 2011. The motion carried by voice vote.

Case 689-AM-11 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-11 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 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).

Mr. Palmgren moved, seconded by Mr. Courson to continue Cases 689-AM-11 and 690-AM-11
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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None
10. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted

Secretary of Zoning Board of Appeals
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CASE NO. 687-AM-11 & 688-S-11

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM

Champaign August 5, 2011

Conmty
Liepariment of

" PLANNING &

Brookens
Administrative Center
1776 E. Washington Street
Urbana. Hinois 61802

(217 384-3708

Petitioners:
Philip W. and Sarabeth F. Jones
175N CR1600E
Villa Grove, IL
Site Area:
Approx. 12.69 acres
Time Schedule for Development:
Immediate

Case 687-AM-11

Request: Amend the Zoning Map to
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
1llinois Route 130 (CR1600E) 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.

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-1
Agriculture Zoning District from the
current CR Conservation Recreation
Zoning District in related zoning case
687-AM-11; 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 (CR1600E) 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

These cases were continued from the June 16, 2011, 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 information 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



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

Photographs submitted by Jean Fisher at the public hearing on June 16, 2011
Photographs submitted by Julia Wright Hall at the public hearing on June 16, 2011
Photographs submitted by Jean Fisher on July 5, 2011

Written material submitted by Jean Fisher on July 11, 2011

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

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 01/10 to 7/31/11
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

N Photograph of berm vegetation

(8) Letter from Daniel M. Cothern, Keller Williams Real Estate

H 6/21/11Staff Mark Up of Proposed Site Plan

o T o g N w



sutaeoy djgqnd “[ 197 ‘9 dung oy
JE IDYSE{ UBSP AQ PINUGAS $0}0Y

B 5 v e




suriesy dygnd 1o t9f sungp ayy
e 2OUSLY UBAP Sq papruigns sojoyd




Picture 1..

Picture 2... Improvements to the front of the home in 2010.

Photos submitted by Julia Hall at the
June fo, 2011, public hearing.




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 at the
June 16, 2011, public hearing.
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icture 3. Backyard, view toward the house
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ackyard, current view to the West (photo taken approximately May 2010)
' Photos submitted by Julia Hall at the
June 16, 2011, public hearing.
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Picture 5. e of the berm tg the South of our bacys{rd.
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Picture 6. The tree line to the Southwest. This picture is taken from the SW corner of our
yard towards the proposed RLA site. (Photo taken June 2011).

Photos submitted by Julia flall at the
June 16, 2011, public hearing
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Champaign County Zoning Board
Re: 1.Mr. Jones requests for rezoning property from Conservation district at AG-1
2. Special Use permit for RLA: helicopter and fixed wing aircraft

Additional Items:
e Acknowledgement that Board knows Mr. Jones has provided inaccurate
information on State IDOT/ Division of Aeronautics forms (seeking a copy)
e 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
e 7B needs to check with IDOT regarding regulations and approval that Mr.
Jones claims they ready to approve.... They aren’t, talk to IDOT
o IDOT will not allow planes to approach a runway over RT 130 and additional
trees need to be cut, again talk to IDOT
o Sending a letter to IL Historic Preservation with video and photos of Mr.
Jones major disruption of adjacent property with no site surveys
1. Photosto ZB
*Notice size of construction vehicles and size of trees
e 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
e 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
e 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)
e Mr. Jones furnished map show an area for a hanger that is NOT on the
rezoning property [ trees will have to be cut]
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
o 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
o 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 ....... 10pm

e 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**

o 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.

o 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-1.

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

RECEIVED

JUL LT 200
CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTMENT




RECEIVED

AUG 01 201 Larry Hall
177 NCR 1600 E
WMM?&ZDEPARTM{NTVNM Grove, IL
July 31, 2011

REGARDING Case 687-AM-11 and Case 688-S-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.” 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 any one 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.
¢) 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 = ~——— é
maintained by Mr. Jones. -

3) No more than two like aircraft are to utilize the premises at
any one 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 respectfuily
request that Mr. Jones obtain and maintain insurance adequate to protect the
property and personal liability to a minimum extent of $&’million dollars in
the form of public liability and property damage insurance. A certificate of
insurance must be maintained and filed with the appropriate Champaign
County office.

L.

—

1

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

Sincerely yours,

Larry D. Hall




RECEIVED

AUG 01 z0m Julia Wright Hall
CHAPAGNCO.PRIDEPIRTHENT 77 N.CR 1600
July 30, 2011

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

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 Jones’
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 waterfow!
already present along the river). Waterfow! 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. Jones’
driveway runs paraliel to our yard. Already the traffic in and out of the Jones’
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. Jones 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.

(o) 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
LIKELIHOOD could cause probiems in the future, could ever be a good idea; nor does it
foliow 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). Qur 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



Letter from Julia Hall to the CCZBA RE Cases 687-AM-Ill and 688-S-11
July 30, 2011
Page 4 of 4

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 reguiations 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, 1
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.

-~ Thank you very much for your kind attention,
Mé/(/ éZ 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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Factual
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Cause
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5/16/2011

Bloomington,
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Cause

Factual
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Cause
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DRONE PAUL E
PULSAR III
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CEN10LA334
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Cause
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Cause
03/15/2011)
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Cause

Factual
(07/09/2010)
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Lynwood, IL
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Cause

Factual
(05/18/2010)
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Cause
(08/12/2010)
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PIPER PA-24-
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Cause
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Belleville, IL

PIPER PA 46-
350P
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CEN10FA125

Fatal(2)

Probable
Cause

Factual
(02/03/2010)

Probable
Cause
(05/06/2010)
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5/6/2010

Urbana, IL

CESSNA 140A
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CEN10CAQ95
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Cause

Factual
(01/21/2010)
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Cause

(03/23/2010)

1/5/2010
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Brownstown,
IL

CESSNA 150L

N10401

CEN10CAQ92
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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 earlier 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 retumed.

Aviation Page | Switch to Monthly Lists



FIVE-YEAR COMPARATIVE U. S. CIVIL HELICOPTER SAFETY TRENDS

Through 4™ Quarter
January 1 - December 31, 2009-2005
ivil helicopters- estimated hours flown': 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005
Total helicopter hours flown (in millions} 3.238 3.813* 3.629* 3.446* 3.116*
Number of civil helicopter accidents: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005
Total number of civil helicopter accidents 161 140 178 162 193
Total number of fatal helicopter accidents 20 28 22 25 26
Total number of fatalities 45 75 43 43 4
Total number of serious injuries 42 28 35 34 44
Total number of minor injuries 56 40 55 64 74
Accl 100,000 flying hours: 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005
Accident rate 4.97 3.67 4.90 4.70 6.19
Fatal accident rate 062 073 0.61 0.73 0.83
Fatal injuries rate 1.39 1.97 1.18 1.25 1.41
Serious injuries rate 130 073 096 099 1.41
Minor injuries rate 1.73 1.05 1.52 1.86 2.37
e ics By Helicopter : 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005
Estimated Total Flight Hours (in millions):
Single Engine Turbine: 2007 2153 1961 1894 1.829
Multi-Engine Turbine: 0.502 0538 0654 0.632 0.610
Reciprocating: 0.730 1.122 0836 0.755 0.617
Total Number of Accidents:
Single Engine Turbine: 65 50 72 63 72
Muiti-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 13 6
Total Number of Fatalities:
Single Engine Turbine: 17 39 23 14 26
Muiti-Engine Turbine: 11 20 4 7 7
Reciprocating: 17 16 16 22 9
Accident Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown:
Single Engine Turbine: 324 232 367 333 394
Multi-Engine Turbine: 239 204 1.53 222 2.79
Reciprocating: 1137 704 11.72 1126 16.86
Fatal Accident Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown:
Single Engine Turbine: 040 070 066 042 082
Mutti-Engine Turbine: 060 074 015 0.63  0.66
Reciprocating: 1.23 0.80 096 172 097
Fatalities Rate per 100,000 Hours Flown:
Single Engine Turbine: 0.85 1.81 1.17 0.74 1.42
Multi-Engine Turbine: 2.19 372 061 1.1 1.15
Reciprocating: 2.33 1.43 1.91 291 1.46

I- FAA Aerospace Forecasts Fiscal Years 2009-2025



FAA
National Wildlife Strike Database
Query Results

Species: ALL

State: L

Years: ALL

Data: CURRENT THROUGH JUN 30 2011.

: Bird [ 21ammat Reptile | Total State || Total LS
Fearl Species | State lStr%%{egl Strikes ‘Lﬁiz’ékes Strikes Strikes
[1o00] AL | . [ 105 5 | - | 110 [ 2119
[19o1 AL | i | 81 1 ] - ] s | 2669
1992 ALL | IL | 118 5 || - || 123 | 2755
lﬁﬁ?m;\u_ IL | 186 10 | - | 19 | 2852
[1994] ALL [ 147 [ 3 | - | 150 2,905
1995] AL [ i ] 158 | 10 | - ] 1e8 3,023
[1906] AL [ w [ 173 7 | - | 180 3,261
1997 AL | w [ 156 [ e | - | 162 | 38t
1998 AL [ w | 233 | 3 | - | 238 | 47168
[199e AL J w | 250 | 4 | - | 255 | 5452
2000] AL | w J 201 | 8 | 1 | 300 | 6408
[2001] AL [ [ 26 | 7 ] - ] 283 | 6285
[2002] AL | w | 278 | 5 ] - ] 283 | 6765
2003 ALL L | 277 5 | - | 282 | ses60
2004] ALL M EE 3 | - | 303 | 7868
2005 AL ] ] 280 5 | - [ 285 7,805
2006 ALL w | 318 | 7 | - 325 8,013
2007 ALL IL | 265 13 | - 278 8,747
2008 ALL IL || 324 5 | - 329 8,878
2009 | ALL IL || 420 14 | - 434 10,723
f2010] AL | i | 486 12 | - | 408 10,688
l2011] AL L | 112 - - 112 3,484
[Fotat strikes [5235 [ 138 | 1 | 8374 | 125009 |

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



List of attachments:

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

Helicopter Assaciation 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-11-019, 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 Hall’s home/yard.

Picture showing the burned out tree (burned when Mr. Jones set fire on summer to the
weeds in his field).
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NRDC Natural Resources Defense Council Staff Blog

Avinash Kar's Blog

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

! N | Posted December 30, 2010 in Curbing Pollution, Health and the Environment, U.S. Law and
i '"uay | Policy

| n
L

Share | i o 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 poliution. 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, | knew that lead was
still emitted in the US by numerous industrial facilities. Like most people, | 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 heaith 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.

T T T

LEAD USED W -1

GASOLeE
N / Ju

3 Thp o
-4 8
. 20—
o 4 =
- \‘ - 14 e
Avnua/ A ; -
« "oou PO . 3
g 0 (FAD LEVELS ’ p b
41 ¢
<
<
L}
; = Bt §
a v
§ :
L4 ol —n ¥
2 A
b1
g 7. . - 10
L Y
“w i 1 L i o
1976 1977 1978 197 1400

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 | | Dol ke

Comments

Jim Morris — Jan 2 2011 02:29 PM

50% of all lead poliution from Avgas???
Seems kind of high, what is your source?

Avinash Kar — Jan 3 2011 04.40 PM

Thanks for your question, Jim. As | 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 | 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 aircraft using leaded aviation gasoline
cause or contribute to air pollution which may be reasonably anticipated to
endanger public health or welfare. EPA will also be considering comments
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.

Office of Transportation and Air Quality

o United States
\v’ EPA Environmental Protection EPA-420-F10-013
Agency April 2010



Re gulatory Announcement

Lead Emissions from Piston-Engine Aircraft
e 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 of leaded 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 progress 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 permanent 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.



Re gulatory Announcement

¢ 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.

e Children are particularly vulnerable to the effects of lead. Exposures to low levels of lead
early in life have been linked to effects on IQQ, 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 Information
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.epa.gov/otag/aviation.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.goviair/lead
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EPA Proposed NOx Emission
Standards for Aircraft Gas Turbine
|  Engines

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 (ICAO).

Overview

EPA is proposing to adopt emissioft stattdards and related provisions for aircraft gas
turbine engines with rated thrusts greater than 26.7 kilonewtons. These engines are
used primarily omeommercial passeniper and freight aircrafer The proposal contains
standards and related provisions that were either previously adopted by ICAO, or
agreed on at ICAQ’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.

Py Onited Shates Oftice of Transportation and Air Quality
‘U’,EPA Environmental Protection EPA-420-F11-019
Agency July 201



Re gulatory Announcement

¢ 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 ICAQO. 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

1301 Constitution Avenue NW

Washington, DC



Re gulatory Announcement

For More Information
You can access the rule and related documents on EPA’s Office of Transportation and Air

Quality (OTAQ) Web site at:

www.cpa.gov/otag/aviation.htm

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

Voice-mail: (734) 214-4636

E-mail: asdinfo@epa.gov

Mail:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Assessment and Standards Division
Office of Transportation and Air Quality
2000 Traverwood Drive
Ann Arbor, MI 48105
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Bird Strikes
Main Bird Page
Maijor 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
Maost Fatalities
Recent Crashes
Airlines without
F atalities

Accidents and Incidents

U.S. Airlines
Aircraft Models
Celebrities

By Country

Advice

Fear of Flying
Top 10 Tips

Top 10 Questions
Children
Baggage

Other Advice

Other Information
U.S. Airline Fleets

U.S. Safety Information
How to Complain
Disclaimer

Gougle | Search |

Web @ 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 (CAA) 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.

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

Damage Rates: According to CAA and ICAQ 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
hitp://www airsafe. com/birds/threat htm — Revised 29 May 2008

Copyright © 1996-2008 AirSafe.com, LLC









KELER RECEIVED

WILLIAMS. UG 04 201
REALTY CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTMENT

To Whom it May Concern:

This letter is In response to a request | 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, | visited Larry and Julie’s home and looked over the proposed
“rastricted 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 selfl 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, | 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 of the
concern that Champalgn County residents have shown in the past several years to preserve
conservation land, | 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, | 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 | trust that common sense
will prevail and a more appropriate site will be chosen in place of this site,

Sincerely,

L M Gt

Daniel M Cothern

Kelter Williams Real Estate
Director/Commercial
DCothern@KW.com
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CASE NO. 690-AM-11

PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM REVISED
Champaign August 4, 2011

County petitioner: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A.
Department of

Shadwick

. PLANNING & SHTY.N-GS 5.3 acres
ZONING

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

ime . Schedule  for  Development: the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO)
Immediate upon approval Zoning District
Brookens ' roPared by John Hall Location: An approximately 5.3 acre
Administrative Center Zoning Administrator

1776 E. Washington Street
Urbana. Hiinois 61802

(217) 384-3708

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).

BACKGROUND

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 J.

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-1, 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



Case 690-AM-11
Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Shadwick
AUGUST 4, 2011

by March 7, 2008, zoning use permits had been authorized on three of the new small (less than 35
acre) lots, as follows:

L 4

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 of Fill 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

B
C
D

Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments
Official Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township

Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1, 2005
Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005

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. Request: Amend the Zoning Map to
e G Shadwick allow for the use of 1 single family
AL RSite Area: 5.3 acres residential lot in the CR Conservation

ZONiNG Recreation Zoning District by adding

the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO)
Zoning District

ime Schedule for Development:
Immediate upon approval

repared by: John Hall

Brookens : . Location: An approximately 5.3 acre
Admlnisfrfilive Center Zoning Administrator tract of land that is located in the
§ il Lo 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).

(217) 384-3708

BACKGROUND

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-1, 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:
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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
S. 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 Tab!e.l..Land Use and.Zoning In The
property and adjacent to it. Vicinity Of The Subject Property
Direction | Land Use Zoning
Onsite | Farmland CR Conservation Recreation
North | Farmland AG-1 Agriculture
Single Family . .
East Residential CR Conservation Recreation
Single Family . .
West Residential CR Conservation Recreation
Single Family
South | 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 U summarizes the comparison of the subject property with common Champaign County
conditions that are in the same Attachment.
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ATTACHMENTS
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Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning)

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

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

Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011

Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19, 2008
Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011
Topographic Survey received April 29, 2011

Topographic / Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011

Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential
Development in Champaign County (included separately)

Comparing the Proposed Site Conditions to Common Champaign County Conditions
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Attachment A Zoning Map
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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 R E C ElVE D

Date Reviewed: February 8, 2008 FEB 19 200
Requested By: Justin Harrison CHAMPAIGN CO. P & Z DEPARTIENT
Address: Justin and Spring Harrison

202 North Oak Street

Villa Grove, IL 61956

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 of a corn
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.




This tract has an L.E. Factor of 76; see the attached worksheet for this calculation. A
portion of the 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 permanent
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 of the river.

¢) 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 berm could be installed around the entire site to totally
control all runoff from the site. Plans should be in conformance 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 Shallow Septic
Symhbhol Name Slope  Excavations Basements Roads Fields
Camden Severe: Moderate: Severe: Moderate:
1348 Silt Loam 2-5% cutbank cave | shrink-swell | low strength | percs slowly
Drummer Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
152A Silty Clay Loam 0-2% ponding ponding ponding ponding
Kendall Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
242A Silt Loam 0-2% wetness wetness low strength | wetness
Sawmill Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
3107A | silty clay loam 0-2% ponding ponding ponding flooding
Severe: Moderate: s | Moderate:
570C2 | Martinsville Loam | 5-10% | cutbank cave | hrink-swell low strength | Slight:
Campton Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
6808 silt loam 2-5% wetness wetness low strength | wetness




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 niver. 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.

¢) 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 1 Archeological Review to
identify any cultural resources that may be on the site.

[f you have furthe
Conservation Di

Signed by Prepared by ,
Steve Stierwalt Bruce StikKers

Board Chairman Resource Conservationist
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LAND EVALUATION WORKSHEET

Soil Type Ag Group Relative Value Acres L.E.

134B 5 79 2.5 197.50
152A 2 98 0.7 68.60
242A 4 85 4.6 391.00
3107A 6 70 6.8 476.00
570C2 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 faill 2002
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'WAYNE WARD ENGINEERING

977 N COUNTY ROAD 1500 E F.W. WARD
REGISTERED P.E.

CAMARGO, ILLINOIS 61919 * NO. - 027405

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

SURFACE DRAINAGE ANALYSIS OF
' PARCEL 'A’ (SHADWICK PROPERTY) AND -
4 o PARCEL 'C' (SOLLERS PROPERTY) OF
o 16.7 ACRE TRACT LOCATED IN NW¥ OF NEY OF
SECTION 27, T 17N, T 9E OF 3rd P.M.

I, F. Wayne Ward, Registered Professional Engineer in the State of Illinois, entered upon
Parcel "A" and Parcel "C" 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. :

There 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
drainage from Parcel "A" flows towards and through the natural waterway.

The drainage from Parcel "C" 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 "C" flows over natural ground for approximately 1200 feet toward the East Branch of the
Embarrass River. - R : ' L

o Water from Parcel "A" or Pafcel "C" does niot flow onto any adjoining property with the B
exception of the portion of the natural waterway that lies within the boundary of the adjoining
property on the east. . :

- All ground slopbesAhave been indicated on the attached plat.

y There is currently no structure on Parcel "A" and Parcel "C" has been planted with nursery
stock trees, therefore, I have no knowledge of any proposed wastewater disposal system. Any
- sump pump discharge will be diverted to the same natural waterway that carries the surface water
" tothe 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 4n accurate
representation of the existing conditions of drainage on Parcel "A" (Shadwick Property) and
Parcel "C" (Sollers Property) at this time. '

‘ Prepared By

~ F Wayne Ward /FE, Noﬂém@/

March 10, 2011
Date
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Table 2, Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Commeon Champaign County Conditions

Case 690-AM-11

JUNE 16, 2011
Page 1of2

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

RRO Rezoning Factor

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

1) Availability of water supply

Q 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
systems

¥ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. About 50% of the soils have a very high suitability and only about 13%
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

Worst or Nearly Worst Conditions Entire Iot 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
services

¢ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Located between two-and-half and five road miles from a fire station
within the district.

5) The presence of nearby natural
or manmade hazards®

@ Nearly Ideal Conditions. There are no man-made hazards nearby

6) Effects on wetlands, historic or
archeological sites, natural or
scenic areas, and/or wildlife
habitat

Q More or Less Typical Conditions Archaeological concerns may apply to a small part of the site but in general
no negative effects.

7) Effects of nearby farm
operations on the proposed
development

Y¢ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Approximately half of the surrounding land use is farmland and half the
perimeter of the subject property is bordered by row crop agriculture.

8) The LESA score

TO BE DETERMINED

9) Adequacy and safety of roads
providing access

© Nearly Ideal Conditions. Access is from a County Highway (CH16) and is less than one mile from a State Highway
(HI. 130). Access is at a location with good visibility.

10) Effects on drainage both
upstream and downstream

¥ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Only about 13% of soils are “wet” soils; there is good surface drainage
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 JUNE 16, 2011
Page 2 of 2

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

RRO Rezoning Factor

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 praposed 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 lllinois 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' Influencing The Suitability Of Locations For Rural Residential Development In Champaign County

REVISED November 17, 2005 p.l of &
Worst Or Nearly Worst Much Worse Than Typical More Or Less T!pical Much Better Than Typical ldeal Or Nearly ideal
Condition * Condition* Condition Condition® Conditions®
® o O w Ok

RRO?ZONING FACTOR: Availability of water supply

in the area with suspected
problems of groundwater
availability near existing wells
which have experienced
reliability problems and for
which no investigations have
proven otherwise.

An area with suspected
problems of groundwater
availability and for which no
investigations have proven
otherwise.

Reasonable confidence of
water availability (area with
no suspected problems of
groundwater availability)
and no reason to suspect
impact on neighboring wells.

Virtual certainty of water
availability (ie, located above the
Mahomet-Teays Aquifer) or
where anywhere that
investigations indicate
availability with no significant
impact on existing wells.

RRO ?ZONING FACTOR: Suitability for onsite wastewater systems

100% of site with Low or
Very Low Potential for septic
tank leach fields.

More than 50% of site (but
less than 95%) with Low
Potential for septic tank
leach fields.

No more than 50% of site
with Low Potential for septic
tank leach fields.

More than 50% of site with at
least a Moderate Potential for
septic tank leach fields.

100% of site with at least a High
Potential for septic tank leach
fields or positive soil analysis
(regardless of soil potential).

RRO?ZONING FACTOR: Flood hazard status

Every lot is entirely within the
SFHA (based on actual
topography) as is the road
that provides access.

Some of the proposed lots
and parts of the road that
provide access are in the
SFHA.

Some lots may require fill to
have adequate buildable
area above the BFE.

Small portions of the site
may be in the SFHA but all
lots have adequate
buildable area outside of the
SFHA.

No part of the proposed site nor
the roads that provide
emergency access are located
in the Special Flood Hazard
Area (SFHA, which is the 100-
year floodplain).

RRO?ZONING FACTOR: The availability of emergency services 4

Located more than five road
miles from a fire station
within the district with an
intervening railroad crossing
with heavy rail traffic.

Located more than five road
miles from a fire station
within the district.

Located about five road
miles from a fire station
within the district.

Located between two-and-
half and five road miles from
a fire station within the
district.

Located less than two-and-half
road miles from the fire station
within the district and with no
interveningg railroad grade
crossings.

RRO?ZONING FACTOR: The

presence of nearby natural® or manmade hazards

More than one man-made
hazard is present or adjacent
to the site.

Access roads from fire
protection station are prone
to snow drifts.

One or more man-made
hazards are present or
adjacent to the site.

Access roads from fire
protection station are prone
to snow drifts.

It is not unusual for a site to
be close to some kind of
hazard such as a pipeline,
high tension electrical
transmission lines, or
railroad tracks.

Snow drifts may block
access from fire protection
station.

Not close to any man-made
hazard although snow drifts
may block access from fire
protection station.

Not close to any man-made
hazard and relatively close to
urbanized areas.
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RRO “ZONING FACTOR: Effects on wetlands, historic or archeological sites, natural or scenic areas, and/or wildlife habitat

Nothing present to be
concerned about.

Archaeological concerns ?
may apply to a small part of
the site but in general no
negative effects.

Significant negative effects ?
for more than one concern.

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

Bordered on no more than No effects because not adjacent

Bordered by row crop
agriculture on three sides
and an existing livestock
and/or stable operation on
the fourth side.

Bordered by row crop
agriculture on three sides
but also close to and
downwind of an existing
livestock and/or stable
operation.

Bordered on all sides by
significant (more than a few
acres) row crop agriculture
so there are some
incompatibilities that may
lead to complaints from
residences.

two sides by significant row
crop agriculture

to significant row crop
agriculture nor downwind of any
animal operations.

RRO?ZONING FACTOR: The LESA score

292 to 286
(Very high rating for
protection)

L.and Evaluation part:

100 to 98
(100% of soil in Ag. Value
Groups 1 &2; Flanagan &
Drummer soils generally)

Site Assessment part:

192 to 188
(See hypothetical worksheet
for assumptions)

285 to 256
(Very high rating for
protection)

Land Evaluation part:

97 to 93
(remainder between worst &
overall average)

Site Assessment part:

187 to 163
(remainder between worst &
overall average)

25410 238
{Very high rating for
protection)

Land Evaluation part:

92
(reflects overall average for
entire County)

Site Assessment part:

162 to 146
(See hypothetical worksheet
for assumptions)

237 to 188
(Very high rating to moderate
rating for protection)

Land Evaluation part:

91-85
(remainder between overall
average & ideal)

Site Assessment part:

145 to 103
(remainder between overall
average & ideal)

186 to 121
{Moderate rating to low (170)
rating for protection)

Land Evaluation part:
84 to 41*
(No best prime farmland soils)

Site Assessment part:
102 to 80
(Conditions intended to reflect a
rural location within a municipal
ETJ without sewer or water;
typical urban subdivision at or
near municipal boundary has

site assessment of 82 to 54; see

hypothetical worksheet for
assumptions)
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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 shouider 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 uncontrolied
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
uncontrolied 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 shouider
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.

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.

Access from any of the
following:

1) a County Highway or

2) a Township Highway with no
deficiencies (even inciuding 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.

RRO?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 offsite 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.

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.

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.
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NOTES

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 regardiess of whether or not any individua! site would likely ever combine “worst” ratings on all factors.

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

5. Where 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 regardiess 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



Administrative Center Zonmg Administrator
1776 E. Washington Street

CASE NO. 690-AM-11

SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM

Champaign August 4, 2011

County Petitioner: Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Request: Amend the Zoning Map to

' L'P”“‘“ j Shadwick allow for the use of 1 single family
ST R Site Area: 5.3 acres residential lot in the CR Conservation

Recreation Zoning District by adding
the Rural Residential Overlay (RRO)
Zoning District

ime Schedule for Development:
Immediate upon approval

Prepared by:  John Hall

Brookens Location: An approximately 5.3 acre

tract of land that is located in the

telY West Half of the North Half of the
Lirbana, Hlinois 61802 :

Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of

(217) 384-3708 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).

STATUS

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 are included separately.

ATTACHMENTS

Taom mg O W

o

Petitioner Submittals

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

Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts
and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems

Average Annual Daily Traffic

Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign
County, lllinois
Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1, 2011

Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

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
RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability
Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility
With Agriculture

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 '

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 8, 2011, received on April 28, 2011

Section 22 (Natural Resource) Report by the

Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation
District

Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD
for Justin Harrison received February 19, 2008

Copy of Agency Action Report from the Endangered
Species Program of the lllinois Department of Natural
Resources

Illinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT
Agency Response dated March 1, 2011

Copy of Agency Response from the lllinois State
Historic Preservation

Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy
State Historic Preservation Officer

Excerpt from USGS 7.5 Topographic Map

Or actual topographic information by an lilinois
Licensed Surveyor

Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward
Engineering received April 29, 2011

Written explanation by an lllinois Professional Engineer
of the proposed surface drainage system

Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel ‘A’
(Shadwick Property) and Parcel ‘B’ (Sollers Property)
dated March 10, 2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering

Letter from the lllinois State Water Survey'

Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka,
Associate Hydrologist with the lllinois 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 lllinois
State Water Survey are required and have been required to date.




COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

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 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

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY B

207 NORTH NEIL STREET

CHAMPAIGN, IL 61820 ’
Refer Inquiries To: tKumorized Signatory

(217)356-0501

Fax Number:
(217)351-2982

Commitment No.: | 1253 000864661 CHA

COMCVPGE  11/06 DGC ) e/24/11




o CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE A

YOUR REFERENCE: Shadwick ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA

EFFECTIVE DATE: FEBRUARY 9, 2011

1. POLICY OR POLICIES TO BE ISSUED:

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

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

4. MORTGAGE ORTRUSTDEED TO BE INSURED:
NONE

COMAIOS  6/07 DGC 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 tine 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 line; thence South 00°00.0' West 898.0 feet;
thence South 74°06.3' West 43.8 feet along the center!ine of the Embarras River;
thence South 63°26.1" West 44.7 feet along said centerline; thence South 48°48.0'
West 53.1 feet along said centerline; thence South 18°26.1" West 126.5 feet along
said centerline; thence South 50°28.6' west 51.9 feet along said centerline;
thence South 84°17.4' West 30.1 feet along said centerline; and thence North
00°00.0" East 1121.0 feet to the point of beginning, in Champaign County,
Ilinois.
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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 gR 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, LIENS, ENCUMBRANCES, ADVERSE CLAIMS OR OTHER MATTERS, IF ANY, CREATED,
FIRST APPEARING IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS OR ATTACHING SUBSEQUENT TO THE EFFECTIVE
DATE HEREOF BUT PRIOR TO THE DATE THE PROPOSED INSURED ACQUIRES 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 FURNISHED, IMPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBLIC
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; (1) THE VALIDITY OF THE LIEN OF SAID MORTGAGE; AND (Il1) THE PRIORITY OF
THE LIEN OVER ANY OTHER RIGHT, CLAIM, LIEN OR ENCUMBRANCE WHICH HAS OR MAY BE COME
SUPERIOR TO THE LIEN OF SAID MORTGAGE BEFORE THE DISBURSEMENT OF THE ENTIRE
PROCEEDS OF THE LOAN.

B 3. a. Any lien, or right to a lien, for labor, or material heretofore or herafter
furnished, imposed by law and not shown by the public records.
b. Consequences of the failure of the insured to pay out properly the whole or any
part of the loan secured by the mortgage described in Schedule A, as affecting
(A) The validity of the lien of said mortgage; and
(B) The priority of the lien over any other right, claim, lien or
encumbrance which has or may become superior to the lien 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 public records.

¢ 4. Taxes for the year 2009 in the amount of $12.90 shown paid.
Taxes for the years 2010 and 2011, which are a lien 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

10.

1.

12.

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

. Effective June 1, 2009, pursuant to Public Act 95-988, satisfactory evidence

of identification must be presented for the notarization of any and all
documents notarized by an lilinois notary public. Until July 1, 2013,
satisfactory identification documents are documents that are valid 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.

. Rights of way for drainage tiles, ditches, feeders, laterals and underground

pipes, if any.

. Rights of the public, the State of Illinois and the municipality in and to

that part of the land taken or used for road purposes, inciuding but not
limited to that part dedicated in document recorded May 28, 1947 in book 282
at page 352 as document no. 415481,

. Existing unrecorded leases and all rights thereunder of the lessees and of any

person or party claiming by, through or under the lessees.

Rights, if any, of the United States of America, the State of Illinois, the
municipality and the public in and to that part of the land {ying 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.

Easement in favor of Eastern Illini 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.

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

Note: There will be an additional charge if Extended Coverage on the Owner's
Policy is desired.

If work has been performed on the land within the last six months which may
subject the land to liens under the mechanics lien 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 {ien and this commitment is
subject to such further exceptions as may be deemed necessary. |If evidence is

COMBICO6
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

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

13.

14.

not provided or is unsatisfactory, this commitment/policy will be subject to
the following exception:

"Any iien, or right to a lien, for services, labor or material, heretofore or
hereafter furnished, imposed by law, and not shown on the public records.”

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***

The "Good Funds" section of the Titlie Insurance Act (215 ILCS 155/26) is
effective January 1, 2010. This Act places limitations upon our ability to
accept certain types of deposits into escrow. Please contact your local
Chicago Title office regarding the application of this new law to your
transaction.

COMBICOS
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CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864661 CHA

CONDITIONS

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

2. Ifthe 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 of Insured 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 of title or a report
of the condition oftitie. 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/>.
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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 information ("Personal
Information”) and protecting your Personal Information is one of our top priorities. This Privacy Statement explain FNF's privacy practices, including
how we use the Personal information we 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 we 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 we receive from you through our Internet websites, such as your name, address, Internet Protocol address, the website links you used
to get to our websites, and your activity while using or reviewing our websites.
Information about your transactions with or services performed by us, our affihates, 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 we receive from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded.

Disclosure of Personal Information
We may provide your Personal Information (excluding information we receive from our consumer or other credit reporting agencies) to various
individuals and companies, as permitted by law, without obtaining your prior authorization. Such laws 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 marketing services on our behalf or to other financial institutions with which we 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 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 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, however, 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 disciose 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 Personal Information about you to those employees who need to knowthat 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 Information/

Requests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information

As required by applicable law, we 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 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 to such requests. Please send requests to:

Chief Privacy O fficer
Fidelity Nationai Financial, Inc.
601 Riverside Avenue
Jacksonville, FL 32204

Changes to this Privacy Statement

This Privacy Statement may be amended from time to time consistent with applicable privacy laws. When we amend this Privacy Statement, we
will post a notice of such changes on our website. The effective date of this Privacy Statement, as stated above, indicates the last ime this Privacy
Statement was revised or materially changed.
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Sollers

Kendall:

Martinsville:

Sawmill:

Shadwick

Sawmill:

Camden:

Drummer:

Kendall:

Martinsville:

2.97 acres
1.27 acres

1.8 acres

2.63 acres
1.64 acres
0.83 acres
0.2 acres

0.01 acres

Soil Information
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Ann L. Schingider, Acting Secretary Pat Quinn, Goveinor

Home Map Road Construction
gggmg "Base Map" - Changes the Base Map view. Choose between ROADS, AERIAL IMAGES and
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WJORKSHEET FOR PREPARING SOIL 20T ATIaL RaTI1.sS

——— in § e -

Soil Usc: Septic Tank Absorption Fields

Mapping Unit: Camden silt loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 134B

Aarsa: Champaign County, Illinois

P o . P it gt . s % n e 4w

, ‘)
ISoil and % Tyoical i Typlcal !
Gvaluation Factors ;Site Degree of |Lffects T.....C.nrz:eci.im....dbasu.pe.a___...fnonbinuint,._LLn_t.-,tmns._..l
JConditions LimitationjOn Use i nlnds 1 Index. Kinds = _iIndex
(Y A T - ] ; !
Flooding None Slight None ?None g ;Nona ‘
{
| ! ‘
Depth to High Water [>6.0 Slight None { None ! ~Nono ?
Table (Ft) i ! : i
Permeability i 0,6-2,0 [Moderate |None !Standard Absorption§ 0 ‘None i
(IN/HR):(24=-60") , | Field 210-290 i l ;
iSq.Ft./Bedroom : o
Slope (PCT) ‘ 1-5 Slight None ‘None None
i
!
Total i o ! Total 0
—a% - _9 - __0 . - 100
Performance Heasure Continuing 501l Potential Index 1/
Standard Gost Index Limitation
Index Cost Index

1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase JSPI by that amount.
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WJORKGHEET FOR PREPARING SOIL 20T.NTIAL RaTIASS

Soil Usc: Septic Tank Absorption Fields Area: Champaign County, Illincis

st v

- ——— e - .- — e

Mapping Unit: Drummer silty clay loam 152

§Soil and g Tyoical gTypigal' o ‘ !
tvaluation Factors 1S5ite Degree of |Lffects - ——Lorrective deasupcs———Lonbinuing Linitotions
Conditions| Limitationi On Use N Kinds ' Index, Kinds__ . jIodex |
T R R T |‘__4 ; !
Flooding Common Severe System 'Fil1 2! with fine ! 25  Possible 5
(Upland Failure Itextured material ' surfacing of |
Position) 3 i “effluent :
i ! - :
Depth to High VWater | 0-2,0 Severe System ‘Subsurface Drainage ; 12 ;None .
Table (Ft) Failure 'Locate Outlet b g i ‘
o ' :
Permeability 0.6-2,0 |Moderate |None §Standard Absorptioni 0 3None P
(IN/HR): (2L-60") {Field 210-290 | l
! 'Sq.Ft./Bedroom |
Slope (PCT) 0-2 'SIight None lNone None
f
Total i b2 . Total i 5
~100 - k2 - _ 5 = 53
Performance Measure Continuin:; Soil Potential Index 1/
Standard Cost Index Limitation
- Index Cost Index

1/ If nerformance exceeds the standard incrcase $pPI by that amount.
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JJORKSHEET FOR PREPARING SOIL POl ATIAL RaTIAGS

1/ 1If performance exceeds the standard increase oPI by that amount.
2/ Moderate permeability limitation is overcome with Special Design.

Soil Usc: Septic Tank Absorption Fields e mememamATEAT | Chompaign County,-Jllioeis

Mapping Unit: Colo silty clay loam L02
TSoil and Tyoical gTypigal_ ]

Evaluation Factors iSite Dergree of {Lffects ,~_7§DrxecLiKe_Hb&SUFQS—___+CnnLJEDJDg;ldmitah}ons__ﬁ
iConditions Limitation|On Usc . Kinds t Index Kinds______ . _ilIndex|

T - I T L : !

: ' ‘

Flooding Common Severe System ;Check Federal, 65 | System | 10
(Floodplair Failure |State, & local laws Maintenance i
position) [Consult Engineer | : !

!Special Design : I

Depth to High Water | +1.,0-2,0 |Severe System !Subsurface Drainage! 12 Possible ! 5

Table (Ft) Failure Locate Outlet 5 Surfacing of L

Effluent

Permeability | 0s6-2,0 |Moderate [None None 2/ None

(IN/HR): (2L-60") '

Slope (PCT) 0-2 Slight None None None

- — N SR

Total i 82 .+ Total {15
- 1
100 - B . - __25._ . = 3
Performance Measure Continuin: S0il Potential Index 1/
Standard Cost Index Limitation
Index Cost Index




| Illinois Department of
: Natural RQSOUI‘CES Pat Quinn, Governor

Marc Miller, Director

One Natural Resources Way  Springfield, lllinois 62702-1271
http://dnr.state.ilLus

March 01, 2011

Elitsa Dimitrova
Alan Singleton
2001 S st St #209

Champaign, IL 61820

Re: Rezoning
Project Number(s): 1109251
County: Champaign

Dear Applicant:

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

. . 0
Rick Pietruszka p? [
Division of Ecosystems and Environment

217-785-5500

Printed on recycled and recyclable paper



EcotCAT

Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool

Applicant:  Alan Singleton IDNR Project #: 1109251
Contact: Elitsa Dimitrova Date: 03/01/2011
Address: 2001 S 1st St #209

Champaign, IL 61820

Project: Rezoning
Address:  Approximately 1553 CR 200 N, Tolono

Description:  Rezoning to RRO - Shadwick

Natural Resource Review Results

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

location:

Little Spectaclecase (Villosa 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, 27

Page 1 of 2



IL Department of Natural Resources Contact Local or State Government Jurisdiction

Rick Pietruszka
Champaing County Department of Planning &

Zoning
217-785-5500 John Hall
Brookens Administrative Center
Division of Ecosystems & Environment 1776 E. Washington St.
Urbana, lilinois 61802
Disclaimer

The lllinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence,

absence, or
condition of natural resources in lllinois. 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 EcCoCAT 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 lllinois Endangered Species

Protection
Act, lllinois 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

Page 1 of 2



terminate or restrict access.

Security

EcoCAT operates on a state of lllinois computer system. We may use software to monitor traffic and to
identify

unauthorized attempts to upioad, 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
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Illinois Historic
=== Preservation Agency

lul 1 '0Old State Capitol Plaza -+ Springfield, lllinois 62701-1512 + www.illinois-history.gov

PLEASE REFER TO: IHPA LOG #020031711

Champaign County

Tolono _
Parcel 1 - West side of County Road 1600 East, Scouth of County Road 200 North; Parcel 2 - Approximately

1561 County Road 200 North; Parcel 3 - Approximately 1553 County Road 200 North
Rezoning of Parcels

'y
April 2, 2011

Alan Singleton

Singleton Law Firm, P.C.
2001 S. First St., Suite 209
Champaign, IL 61820

Dear Mr. Singleton:

The Illinoig Historic Preservation Agency is required by the Illinois State Agency Historic Resources
Prepervation Act (20 ILCS 3420, as amended, 17 IAC 4180) to review all state funded, permitted or
licensed undertakinge 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 commentes 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 archaeclogical
resourceg. Accordingly, a Phase I archaeological reconnaigsance survey to locate, identify, and record
all archaeologigal 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 a result of the issuance of. the state 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 Phaee 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

THAT THE SURVEY RESULTS ARE CONNECTED TO YOUR PROJECT PAPERWORK.
If you have,furéher questions, please contact Joseph Phillippe, Chief Archaeologist, at 217/785-1279.

Sincerely,

Anne E. Haaker
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

Enclosure

A teletypawriter lor the speechlhearing impaired is available at 217-524-7128. It is not a voice or fax line.



UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
AT URBANA-CHAMPAIGN

Institute of Natural Resource Sustainability "
Hlinois State Water Survey ]

2204 Griffith Drive, MC-674 1867
Champaign, lllinois 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:

As per your email of February 18, 2011, please find the enclosed Water Survey correspondence
and well construction report information for Section 27, T.17N., 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.

Cordially,

Kenneth J. Htinka

Associate Hydrologist

Center for Groundwater Science
Hlinois State Water Survey
Phone: 217-333-8431

jt
RECEIVED

Enclosures

FEB 7 5 2011

Singleton Law Firm, P.C.

telephane 217-244-5459 ¢ fax 217-333-4983 ¢ www.sws.utuc.edu
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== [ Paoria Otfice « PO. Box 697 » Peoria, I 61652-0697 » Tel (309) 671-3196 + Fax (309) 671-3106

== /
DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL
RESOURCES

January 24, 2008

Mr. Justin Harrison @
202 N. Oak St. & @@\)5/ ;

[llinois State Water Survey
Main Office + 2204 Giiffith Drive - Champaign, IL 61820-7495 « Tei (217) 333-2210 Fax (217) 333-6540 w
Valh

Villa Grove, IL 61956

Dear Mr. Harrison:

This letter is in response to your inquiry about the groundwater availability for a domestic water
supply in the Northeast Y% 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
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 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 questio?&e can be of any further assistance, please feel free to call.

Associate Hydrologist
Center for Groundwater Science
Phone: (217) 333-8431

Praned o reexcled puper



Telephone Reguest
and Reply
January 9, 1978

Memorandum

TGC: Files
FROM: Charles B. Burris CL{E%&S
SUBJECT: Groundwater availability in the U%, Nk, NEX%,

27, T.1TN., R.9E., Champaign. County,

Section

Mr. Cheandler Parsons, C.5. Parsons and Associates, 303 W,
Springfield Ave., Champaign, called for information concerning
the development of individual lot supplies for 4O homes at the

above location,

Wells for domestic and farm use in this part of Illinois
are either drilled om 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 lerge-diameter bored wells range from Lo to 60 feet in depth
and appear to provide adequate supplies for home use. Available
chemical enalyses indicate the water from the unconsolidated
materials is hard and contains iron. The underlying bedrock
consists of shale and offers 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 wells tapping the sand and gravel deposits at depths
of 80 tb 130 feet. If & drilling attempt is made it should
continue until a satisfactory supply is obtained or to the underlying
bedrock surface(perhaps 200 feet), If, on & particular lot, it
proves 8 successful drilled well cannot be constructed, then
the chances appear good for developing a satisfactory bored well,

@©@y




1
wnite ink Copies:

/277

I71. Dept. of Public Health ‘
YeVlow Copy: Well Contractor )
Golden Copy: Well Owner Well Construction Report )
THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS GEQOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD '
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO
THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 9. pritterReynnlds Well Oallyny License No /O 003795
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 10. Well Site Address /ST C . R . (6o A Uille Gvove
525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 11. Property Owner Wa lte S ze Well No. .
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 12. Permit No._ / F- So - 78~ Date Issued -2 £-55
‘ 13. Location: C]\umfu ounty 4‘653';; <2
t’ﬁ_c‘.:urze:. AT IR
1. Type of Wel Twp. 7N
a. Bored Hole Diam. 4 in. Depth‘-pu ft Rge. 3 £~
Buried Slab: Yes No___ A ‘ '
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam._. __in. * Depth ft 14. Water from<S g i(;rtwvl at depth__ /O ft a4
c. Drilled Finished in Drift_ ~/ In Rock 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_s% __ft  Show location
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO0 (Ft.) ‘Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft)| in section
d. Grout: plat
: KLE SHE LE
A o | Py N e
2. Well furnishes water for human consumptiogn? Yes_\i_ No____ 26 | COY\C.vdrE,. — ]/ -2/
3. Date well drilled §-29-9§ - ‘
4. Permanent pump installed? VYes - Date No_,/
Manufacturer Type ;
Location 16. Screen: Diam.___ _in, length____in, Slot Size
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting : __ft. 17. Size hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl.
5. Well top sealed? Yes_~  No___ Type_ w S 19. Static level ft below casing top which is ____ ft. above
6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes~/  No ground level. Pumping level _____ ft, pumping gpm for ___ hours.
Manufacturer Bo ke v  Model No._/ 8 AM 70. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of | Depth of
| How attached to cals’lng? Wi % : Top Bottom
7. Well disinfected?. Yes No
8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes__ No__ @ B N Oi vt (- -2
By vwn, cloy - | =79
IMPORTANT NOTICE , !
This Statd Agency is requesting disclosure of information @ ) S%i ¢ qV&vQ,/ — /70 -/Y
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as ) ! v
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this GIHM/ . lay =/ =¥/
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by ) / 4
the Forms Management Center. ‘ < .
| . Continue on separate sheet if necessary.
. PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE .
Fel : -
| }/ Do Not Use Felt Pen Signed /4/!/2’(% éﬂ‘/ Date & - 29‘ PAY
%@@st ' /



[YPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
YELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT.

1. Type of Well a Driven Well Casing diam. in.
b. Bored Well Buried Slab [v] Yes [ ] No
Hole Diameter _3(gpin. to _ S “f.:

Depth

WATER WELL CONS

JCTION REPORT

ALBRIIVET AFTC Al tltlcll!.""'\l SARFEIL KATHILEE

Date __O7./19 /Q%—

V' 3 8 7008 GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD
fl. .

Property Owner ‘p}\:\\;‘[) NoaneES Well # ___ 1

14. Driller __ "1 AT, License # oz -onpzdz.
15. Name of Drilling Co. L

in. to . ___into . i
3 : : - — Date Issued
c. Drilled|Well PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of _| fr. REgE, VED }S Eertmlltjl\‘ll(‘)‘ S{/C{? - 51/7 Ii;;/A ate Issue;
Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to fl. in. to ; 18‘ WalleSI';lEmdgd‘ are YA
.We address
_Type of Grout # of Bags  Grout Weight From (ft.)  To(ft){ Tremie Deptl J§(t.) 6 19§ Township Name Land ID# _ N/a
3B (eabotar] 15 | Jecibd 15° | 60 wn 2oH <0 2004 20| Subdivision Name ___tJ/A Lot # N/A
Bt de. P T 21{Location a. County O amQa f_ﬁ“
o [ﬁli’;?{ﬂk}i 'S{TIUfbana b. Township _{ 74/ __Range _4g& _ Section __~27
i SR ; v o 21C Meatth Districy
d. Drilled Well Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ] Yes—[—-Na i . ' % istrict S€ & e
H s in. ; - e e c. Quarter A€ Quarter Quarter
ole Diameter in. to ft. in..to ft. in. to ft. d. Coordinates Site Elevation . (m!
Type of Grout # of Bags Grout Weight  From (ft.) To(ft)  Tremie Depth (ft.) 22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information
Diain. (in.) Material Joint Slot Size  From(ft.) To (1) For Survey Use
ASTM 224 [ . -
. o |5022lpyd Solueadl WA 15861 6.8 B¢
e. Well finished within [ \/(Unconsolidatcd Materials { ] Bedrock
f._Kind of fGravel Sand Pack _Grain Size/Supplier # From (L) To (fL) 30 Coeeghas Rell | 0020168 |1 62.0
BB-P8 dFraravel | CA-1 O | 5.0 Slptved | 53.0| 3 0
&)

2. Well Usef [ V]/Domestic [ ]lrrigation [
[ ] Monitoring [ ] Other

3. Date Welj Completed /04 Well Disinfected [v] Yes [ ]No
" Driller’s estimated well yield .8 gpm

4. Date Permanent Pump Installed
5. Pump Capacity gpm

6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer
5

8

9

} Commercial [ ] Livestock

Set at (depth) - ft.

. Well Cap Type and Manufacturer an’. : ' >}

- Pressure fTank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air[ ] Yes [ ]No
. Pump System Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No

10. Name of Pump Company

License #

: License # Z oty

Licensec

iinois Department of Public Health
Division of Environmental Health
525 W. JelfTegson St.

Springfield, 1L 62761

IMPORTAN ‘NO%E:\'SM stale agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to
accomplish the siatulory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS

DO NOT write on these lines

INFORMATION 1§ MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

e

(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)

23. Water from __Sancl £ Geavel ata depthof 533 ft.to o

@Qa. Static water level S-0 ft. below casing which is ] & in. above ground

umping level is _g/.Cft. pumping _/) gpm after pumping for <. hours

24. Earth Materials Passed Through From (ft.) To (i)
Clayey S:H Lowe - Brmw vot Sigm 15/00ed 0.0 1.5
MMM&M% LS | L.O
| Sand) - ool V.masT -J/Gh&ui k.o 11%.0
| Snod £ Gracel ~Geny crnest Seluruted 12.0 150
5 “ o SLAYSE -+ ¢l 15.0] 5.5
M;%&W%&l Lineomed 53.5 | 83.0
N “ VuylasseGrel 9.0 GO ©
: Clag -~ ms; : . Oy .o S0
e Qs |
(I dry hole, (ill out log and indicate how hole was sealed.)
y OSZ-HRZ42.

25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



" INSTRUCTIONS TO I | LERS.

T Ol A Public Health ; FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES1ED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO S TATE
Yellow Copy - Well Cont actor DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, CONSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, S35 WEST
Bius Copy — Well Owoer JEFFERSON SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 627641: DO NOT DETACH GEOLO(“CAL/'ATER

SURYEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROYIDE PROPER 'ELL LOCATION,

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT - ' . [

10. Property owner

. Address
. Bored K Hole Diam. ﬁxg_in. Etpﬂl_ﬁl_ﬁ Driller

Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes

1. ‘l‘ype of Well

Lu:ense No.

11 ' Permit No. __11q 143 Date ___ 1@} %4
b. {Driven ____ . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth____ft. 12. Water from Pxfnxﬂh_- 4% 13. County
c. |Drilled . Finished in Drift . In Rock . v : /A =
at depth - to f. Sec. _~d 1.4
. '(l;uhull?r . Gravel Packed _I 14. Screen: Diam. in. Twp. _\1 M
I At (KIND) FROM (FL) TO (F1) Length: __#. Slot________ Rge. ~Ae
: ’ : : Elev.
15. Casing and Liner Pipe ,
‘ Dism. (in.) Kind epd Welght From (FL) | To (F1.) Loc:'ggn ™
. - : - — 'd ( 7! l : - _ BECTIOM PLAT
2. Distance to Nearest: i - ’3 w _ \% _5!15— /_‘/é” NE p
Building ______ Ft. Seepage Tile Field - L AD . —
Cess Pool _ Sewer {non Cast iron) -
PUV}' Sewer (Cast iron) N . 16 Size Hole below casing _  in.
Sepuc Tank Bamyad _. ‘ : - 17. Static level ft. below casing top which Is ft.
Leéaching Pit . Manure Pile “@bove ground level Pumping level ft. when pumping at _______
3 Wﬁll furnishes water for human consu{n%n" Yes_&__ No_ gpm for hours. '
4 Dote well completed _ . YORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS | DEETH OF
5. Peirmunent Pump Installed? Yes Date No X
'é?;‘é‘éf;“"' gpm. De LhTfypSZtti S /r(vD ol ] =
m. o ng
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes Type _(_a;;{r__ﬂm LU) Uﬂ 14
7. Pitless Adapter Ipstqlled? Yes

Mémuiacturer LAY Model Number \ &pft k {(7 ( r)/z ‘
H%:w attachad to casing? A . - N \ “%J’\ d 21
B . .

- Well Disinfected? Yes__X Mo /R\J TN 41
8. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes_I__No______ : 9 5)
10. Plessure Tank Size gal. Type__ ' @(M | V N

, Lé}ccmou : ‘
1L Wmer Sample Submitted? Yes
REMARKS:

COop),

|
1DPH 4.065
/74~ KNB-1




WATER SAMPLE DATA
LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 224315

SOURCE: WELL

QWNER: WALTER AND CARQOL 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 PARAMETER: mg /L me /L

Iron (Total Fe): 0.04 Fluoride (F): 0.1 0.01

Manganese (Mn): -0.01 Nitrate (as NO3): 1.1 0.02

Calcium (Ca): 79.7 3.98 Chloride (Cl): 27.6 0.78

Magnesium (Mg): 30.7 2.53 Sulfate (S04): 94.6 1.97

Sodiunm (Na): 5.4 0.23 o

Ammonium (as NH4): ND 0.00

Other Parameters: ND

Turbidity (Lab): -1 NTU Alkalinity (as CaCO03): 198 3.96

Color: . -1 PCU Hardness (as CaCO03): 325 6.5

odor: NONE Total Diss. Minerals: 435

pH (in Lab): ; 7.9 Non-Volatile Organic Carbon

Specific Conductance: - ND = uS/cm (Dissolved, as C): ND

CALCULATED VALUES: TDM = 358 mg/
Cation sum = 6.74 Anion sum= 6.73

Ion diff.: (Cation - Anion)=. 0.01 ~ Ion % difference= 0.1 %

TDM diff.: (Res. - Calc.)= 77 : TDM % difference= 19.4 %

- N S T — T ——— -V {—— T _— " T - YA P " I S S (i o e s i N AR M s A o i G . . B A G ot D O o e S W — —— " S (i T S " — —. o S . S pn i o

Below detection limit (i.e. =-1.0 = less than 1.0 mg/L)
= microsiemens per centimeter

mg/L = milligrams per liter us/cm =
me/L = milliequivalents per liter
ND = Not determined/Information not available

IEPA Certified Environmental Laboratory, Number 100202

Analyst: Lauren F. Sievers
Assistant Chemist

0
o
Ul
&}
W
4



/llinojs State Water Survey

Chemistry Division
2204 Griffith Drive

WATER SAMPLE : P
Champaign, lllinols 61820-7495%
REQUIRED INFORMATIQON Telephone (217) 333-9234. or 333-0802
nt
Water Source: pﬂU& te W@// Well depth:__4 O 6‘\/ City: }QUQ!L Vi //6\, Srove

(e.g. private well, pond, municipal well number, etc.)

Location_ /574 wunrv AQLW See 0ttrclod Papcz

(in feet from each of two adJommg section lines, or mﬂed on map)

County:ﬁh&/‘n’ﬂa.(?ﬂ Township No.: Ly /T €N éeRange ! EQﬁﬂL Section: c;f Z /7*

Phone: (2 7) 33-3‘ 90 L

Owner: WALTEC & Covol £2e 1
Address:_/$2Y C,{)LL/?%—’;{QCQ o n

Collected by: Coool &7l i
Sample Collection Peint: K/"}!‘CLDI’\ S [N I

(e.g. Kitchen sink cold water tap, hydrant at well head, well depth, etc.)

Treatment? !52 0 Description:_

(Yes or No) . I8
' Phone: (LQ%

7
Date: b- 27"9/ Time: ,P? noe

Send Report to: Name:

(Other than or in addition to owner)

Address:
REOUESTED INFORMATION

f/
7 Log: %—f—') >

Date Drilled:
(Thicknesses and depths of formations encountered during drilling)

Size hole:_4/0 éfd@t_.flf reduced, where and how much:

Casing record: Screen record:

.
Type of pump: W@M ‘ .

(Submersible, shn“ow/dcepvwell'je(, centrifugal, . etc.)
. .. : ) ‘ ‘ esst
Distance and direction {rom potential pollution sources: [»ﬂno( 2l 23 miles =
O%F le e,
Plumbing: CQ??Q( { Q\foh("L
(Materials, e.g, copper, galvanized, plastic, iron)
Gas Presence: Previous analysis:
{Specific oder, other symploms--milky waler, bagging pipes)
N
Prior owners,_ CLi77o0d. Con Forde Bahls
(Used (o search our [iles for prior conlacts, driller's log, etc.)
A
Intended usc; 4 ouhine
(e.g., routine domestic, drinking-water only, irrigation, livestock (specily) watering, industrial, etc)

Special users:

e D B8 G 1P ON-0 [-problemLCOMMEnUS:

A ¥ A Divisign of the - -—
ay ? SAMPLE Nk 5,‘/,% ;) (S RECEIVED BY:

ttinois Department af Enetgy and Natural Resources



1

White

m Dq: ofPuN'cHodm

INSTRUCTIONS ”] ‘DRILLERS

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE

Yellow Copy — Wail Contr actot DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, HEALTH PROTECTION, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH, 525
Biue Copy |- Well Gwmes WEST JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER
SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL BECORD
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT , -
10. Property owner FORD WellNo. ____
1. Tiype of Well o , Address RE V- Uiccs G KEIVE ‘
a! Dug . Bored . Hole Diam. ¥ in. Depth_S ¥ft. Driller m&_ﬂ#ﬂ_@_@ License No. @22~ cegely
Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes__*_No 11. Permit No. 292 Y (F( Date 7-88
bl Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ______ft. 12. Water from Mﬁ&a&i{a County _CH A s o4 { G+
c| Drilled . Finished in Drift . In Rock . Tormeset 187 w527
at depth to Sec. 27
Tubular . Gravel Packed e . - A i
4 Grout: 14. Screen: Dmm.________m. Twp. L 7
’ {(KIND) FROM (Ft) TO (Ft) Length: ft. Slot____~ Rge. @& __
Elev.
15. Casing and Liner Pipe
Dism. (l'.n,) Kind and Weight From (Ft) ] To () Locm:u ™
o ! 4 : ; SECTION PLAT
2. D‘istcmce to Nearest: é ’0 277< = / ‘/5 SUJ} Se, re
Building _______ Ft.  Seepage Tile Field______ A6 CowCREGTYE | —]5 |-5¢
Cess Pool Sewer {non Cast iron)
Privy Sewer (Cast iron) 16. Size Hole below casing: in.
ﬁeptic Tank Bamyard 17. Static level ft. below casing top which is ft.
eaching Pit Manure Pile above ground level. Pumping level ft. when pumpingat ______
3. Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yes '/No gpm for hours.

4. Date well completed - FORMATIONS PASY H THICKNESS |DEPTH OF
S. Bermanent Pump Installed? Yes Date No 18. ED THROUG ex BOTTOM
Manufacturer Type Location TOF Sorw 2

CGapacity gpm. Depth of Setting Ft L
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes_e¢—TNo Type _C-d2S7° Lkt Negocaiad Cety \
7. Bitless Adapter Installed? Yes__ = No ¢
Manuiacturer _BA .21 Model Number _,LBAMQ yﬂl@ I/ L-A/V LG
How attachad to casing? AT MIUO/Y-— Gervig C 1€
8. isi ? 7
Well stmlect-ed. Ye's. No Q LUup Ay bl
9. FPump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes No 7 _
10. Eressure Tank Size gal. Type m 54‘/‘-/ /) S y
Location \\\@ @/,\
1L Water Sample SubmxttecP Yes No ()]
REMARKS: oo A,}\ SR 0\)“4}
Q’}Q% " (CONTINUE'ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)
A o Y S S B -
i SIGNED DATE // gﬁ
IDEH 4. 2(65 ’
. NBT
L FTD

351T 482-0126



white ¢ Pink Copies: :

111, . of Public Health

YeVlow Copy: Well Contractor
Golden Copy: Well Qwner

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

GEDLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD

9. Dr!”er‘Re.vmthSQ\!f-” D,, AN ¢ License No. iOX-0037%5
10. Well Site Address C.R. 200N PrL (O/U e. mvova

. Property Ownerc] obh.n Al£ F£iclS "Well No.

12. Permit No. j G- 79~ 95 Date Issued /0 ~AS-94
13. Location: CountyC/m/an@- CLY\L

11 Type of Well

Sec. od J.AH
Lk Twp . /7.4
a. Bored_ v/ Hole Diam.<LY in. Depth 3§ ft ’ Rge. T E
Buried Slab: Yesy”  No___
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft 14. Water from /X%C{ at depth 7O ft
c. Drilled Finished in Drift_/ In Rock 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_i3 _ft Show location
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) T0 (Ft.) Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
d. Grout: plat
N, ME, MNE
G Fre -/ -
2. Well furnishes water for human consumptﬁonz Yes___\{_ No 3¢ Cm cregfe ~ 1! -3
3. Date well drilled -37-94
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes Date No_y'
Manufacturer Type ;
Location 16. Screen: Diam.____in, length in, Slot Size__ __
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 17. Size hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft ms1.
5. Well top sealed? Yes__\_/__ No Type Cagr LTron 19. Static level ft below casing top which is ____ft. above
6. Pitless adapter installed? Yesv/ No . ground level. Pumping level _____ft, pumping gpm for ____ hours.
Manufacturer fz o 2 - Model No.__’___B_)_‘i/_’q_ 20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of | Depth of
How attached to casing? At Top Bottom
7. Well disinfected? Yes_ Y No__ ‘
. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes___  No__ B | oot k. Daivt O -2
O 8 0w @(’R\/ *;Z BAS
TMPORTANT NOTICE Jb (
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information >S%d -/0 "/3
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as . . o
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this @ - Gy Jo\\, /1O 36
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by
the Forms Management Center. :

Continue on separate sheet if necessary.
PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE

Do Not Use Felt Pen ’ ) . -
/ Signed /7//%/)511 / @le[/ Date_//-A7-95
11482-0126 \/ /

o rr’qd")




WATER WELL CONS'

YPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
/ELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT
1. Type of Well a. Driven Well Casing diam. in. Depth ft.
b. Bored Well Buried Slab f» Yes [ ]No
Hole Diameter Yo in to _22. ft.; in. to ft; in. to ft.
c. Drilled fVell PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft.
Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to ft. in. to ft.
Type of Grout # of Bags Grout Weight From(ft.) To(ft) Tremie Depth (ft)
Hote AL ] - -1D
d. Drilled Well Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ]JYes [ ]No
Hole Diameter in. to fl. in. to ft. in. to fl.
Type of Grout # of Bags Grout Weight  From (ft.) To(ft.})  Tremie Depth (ft.)
e. Well finished within D(] Unconsolidated Materials [ ] Bedrock
f. Kind of Gravel Sand Pack Gram Size/Supplier #  From (ft.) To (f1.)
T Ig " - 10 -Z2
2. Well Use [ Domestic [ ]lrrigation [ ]Commercial [ ] Livestock
[ 1 Monitoring 1 Gther

(¥ Y)

. Date Well Completed
Driller’s estimated well yield
. Date Permanent Pump Installed
gpm

. Pump Capa’crty Set at (depth) f‘t b@é’b
Efg% BPIOX

Well Disinfected [XJ Yes [ ]No
gpm

. Pitless Adablcr Model and Manufacturer
. Well Cap Tyype and Manufacturer
. Pressure Tank Working Cycle gals.
. Pump System Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No

. Name of Pump Company

Captive Air{ ]Yes [ ]No

P - O W0 - O

. Pump Installer

License #
License #

Licensed Pump Contractor Signature

Hinois Departn
Jivision of Eny
125 W. Jefferson St.

springfield, IL 62761

Qz%ga,/

MPORTANT NQTICE: This state agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to
ccomphsh The statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS
NFORMATIONBS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

nent of Public Health
ironmental Health

.’\\

COUNTY No.d28s:0m

DO NOT write on these lines

| 'CTION REPORT

Date DE/ID/%U]

GEOLOGICAL & WATER SUR\’EY WELL RECORD
13. Property Owner

14. Driller &
15. Name of Dn]l
16. Permit No. _1
17. Date Drilling Started
18. Well SITE address
19. Township Name
20. Subdivision Name
21. Location a. County EBMMILU

b. Township _[ZA)  Range _ Q& Section

C. b!"-’ Quarter AE Quarter _A_é___Quartcr

d. Coordinates

DAY «
Date ISSued » 3 200

LTH

Land ID # 28=-33-27-20-04
Lot#

H

ft. (msl)

e Site Elevation

22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information

Diam. (in.)
"
3¢

Malerial

Pc

Joint For Survey Use

X 2)

Slot Size

From (L)
+]

To (1)
~lo
-22.

™

(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)

23. Water from SAD & HAVEL atadepthof =fO

a. Static water level ft. below casing which is

ft. to -15

____in. above ground

ft.

b. Pumping level is ft. pumping gpm after pumping for hours
24. Earth Materials Passed Through From(ft) To(ft)
kiBga_c_@uaT o_| -2
Bl cLnY -2 _| -/o
| SAND ¢ GRAKEL -0 | -5
SOfT GRAY CLAY -15 | -22
o2 -pp3795

License Number
(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



. Typeof Well a. Drives Well Casing diam.

b. Bored Well Buried Slab [v{Yes [ ]No

1llinols Departmens " Fublic neann
WATER WELL CONS. CTION REPORT

{PE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WiTHIN 30 DAYS OF
ELL COMPLEJION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT.

in. Depth fr.

Hole qsmeterﬂz in. to ]5‘° fl.  BMo into 5§'°ft; in, to ft.

c. Dritled Well PYC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft.
Hole Di in. to fl. in. tg fr. in. to ft.
Type of Grout #ofBags Grout Weight  From (it} To(ft) Tremie Depth (1)
G : 2 | 1so\ws | 122 [1D.4 | N/A
~Bentanite

d. Drilled Well Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ]Yes [ ]No

Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to

fl. in. to ft.

Type of Grout #of Bags Grout Weight From (fl.) To(ft)  Tremie Depth (1.

L

e. Well finished within [ v Unconsolidated Materials [ ] Bedrock

£ Kind of ©ravel Sand Pack  Grain Size/Supplier # From (ft) To (ft.)
| Yer- A Prn Gravel FA-0& 2 A | S
< 8
| N Tl o 58
2. Well Use [v/f Domestic  { JImigation [ ] Commercial [ ] Livestd =4 £ 5
[ 1Monitoring [ ] Other ;> =~ R
3. Date Wel] Completed _Q52;g[9_& Well Disinfected [v] Yes [ 1] = B~
Driller’s estimated well yield 3O %  gpm ;: R
4. Date Permanent Pump Installed a4
5. Pump Capacity gpm Setat(depth) ___ = #. (“) 2 . g =
6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer 6 5
7. Well Cad Type and Manufacturer H A
8. Pressure fank Working Cycle ga!s Captive Air[ JYes [ JNo
9. Pump Systemn Disinfected [ ] Yes [ }No
10. Neme of Pump Company ‘

11. Pump Installer

License #

12,

Licensed Pump Contractor Signature

lilinois Department of Public Health
Division of Environmental Health

525 W. Jefferson St.
Springfield, §L 62761

QABHBNO

DO NOT write on these lines

& ( (:[
[MPORIANT NOTICE: This stats agency is requesting disclosure of information that is nec M[w /EI D

sccomplish the statutory purpose &s outlined under Public Act 85-0853. DISCLOSURE OF THIS
!NFORMAFION IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

Date_May 31 008

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD

13. Propesty Owner __ Caml Borown Well# |
14. Driller____ TRdA Skinmmesm  License# ORZ.-onfz47

15. Name of Drilling Co. W

16.PermitNo. ____19~1-QR  Datelssued O0d/0ding
17. Date Drilling Started __ oy /19 /08

18. Well SITE address

AS11ceZoad ~Taloma Il l8RG
19. TownshipName ___ Cgibtemdan ~ [and ID #0R-3%-27.200 -a21

20. Subdivision Name N/ Lot# _pnfa
21, Location a. County

—Champalqe
b. Township _I'TN Range & Section 27
M3 Quarter _&Quarter _MNE&, Quarter A H

License # \\OCGC%@V :

d Coordmatu Site Elevallon(,&ﬂ (msl)
10708 3
22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information
Diam. (in) __ Material Joint SlotSizs _ From(ft) To (ft.) For Survey Use
A&B‘w Solvend o
lp  Bogzi . 14" SBAL
20 " L lo.0d0l14S (5251
(Sloked| 39.5 52.5)
* i
(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)
23. Water from _ﬁgudﬁ_ﬁwﬂ_atadepth of _4A7.0fto S%.0 f

8. Static water level £p.&5 ft. below casing whichis 12, in. above ground
b. Pumpmg levelis _]1, oft. pumping _}Q_gpm after pumping for 4.0 hours

24, Barth Materials Passed Through From(ft) To(ft)
c } . ish o D o.o 1.4
) o . ’6 I3 . 1.4 T.Q
ol s (2] 177.0 { .o

i oy - SEny, moved. weo | 23.0

: - { teQenvel | Z%, Rn O
e T “Nehaed™ " T 240! 47.0

-l Y 41.9 | 93.0

(f dry ho}ze ﬁt: o?t log and mdlcaz how hole was sealed. )

25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



WHILE i rinn ASATEERE -5 I 3 .
M. of Public Health &
Yellow \ _y: Well Contractor W
Golden Copy: Well Owner w ’ j
. | *
1 1
THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS - :
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO
THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH License N&pjyﬂ‘ﬁ/ﬁ
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
525 WEST JEFFERSON STREEY ALl 4 JE
"SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 12. Permit No./ 9~ 53~ ?v Date Issved & - /P -2
13. Location: Count :
Sec. g 7.3
1. Type of Well . Twp. s 71/
a. Bored_).~ Hole Diam&_in. " Depth L Rge. P& o
Buried Slab: Yes_ " No___ ’ , s S B )28
H. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. in. 14. Water from at depth__ ft
g. Drilled Finigshed in Drift - ol 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_______ft Show location
(KIND) : FROM (Ft.) T0 (Ft.) \‘: Piam.(4p}| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
d. Grout: i ' 7 i 3 plat
t ' o N | ;| Ne, N,
I L] 3 24, . rd
' I R 7 ol 2 | 107 |45
2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yes f/ No . A | € E
3. Date well drilled é - Q?—‘?QA : o hor y
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes Date - No I Roosers Sue
Manufacturer Type 'i 4 . "\ :
Location . R 16. Secrgen: Diam._ in, Length____in, Slot Size_
Capacity ____ gpm. Depth of setting ft. 17. Sizé‘}ho]e below casing___ in. 18. Ground Elev.___ ft msl.
5. Mell top sealed? Yes No Type____ & SO 19. Static level ft below casing top which is ____ft. above
6. |Pitless adapter installed? Yes__ __ No____ b ; ground level. Pumping level ____ ft, pumping gpm for ___ hours.
Manufacturer Model No. : i 20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of | Depth of
How attached to casing? : R TR 4 : Top Bottom
7.{Well disinfected? Yes No o ‘ o B2
B.|Pump and equipment disinfected Yes No - @Q@b Q}bl £ “;2
‘ @@ ‘ e Ola CLlny H /8
/ \j
IMPORTANT NOTICE ; / ’
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information . g,ﬁuj/a@q,u /8 §l&
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose.as" ' ’ A [7/5)/ ﬁ/
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this (’\ Cl/ﬂ,,@ ’ :
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by
the Forms Management Center. ; L '
Continue:on separate sheet if necessary.
PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE . o
p v 5 )
bo ok Use Felt P e A OE T oote §/= %4
R = =
11482-0126 f k



lilinois Department of Public Health )
WATER WELL CONS™ | '"CTION REPORT
: ' Date  NyuMgE 2ow 203
YPE QR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF , , ‘
ELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD
13. Property Owner t well# |
P
I. Type of Well a. Driven Well Casing diam. in. Depth fl. 14. Driller _ Toadel K ianeg License # ~97-008242
b Bored Well Buried Slab [V Yes [ ]No 15. Name of Drilling Co. o )
b }?l?]z*i;a?;e;zc in. t; it « "‘dto e f P n- to n 16. Permit No. _ |9 /47 /o Date Issued _ ¢ /19403
c. Drilled We casing Formation packer set at depth o . i
Hole Digmeter Zipin.to __lo3 1. in. to fi. in. to ft. i; \[\)/iltlesll)?gl:dgdi:::ted/q/ i(‘é/zé'fg Y,
. A Za 2
Type of Grout # of Bags  Groul Weight  From (ft)  To(ft) Tremie Depth (ft) 19. Township Name Ceitlindtn Land ID # o8- 33-27-200 S8 014
W' 13 T sl a4.50] j0.8a]  AM/A ' 20. Subdivision Name AL/A Lot #
= A 21} Location a. County dj;,q, A gl
) - b. Township __/*ZA/ Range G & Section _27
. Lo . . o
Hd»lDBIAled Well Stee} Ctasmg fI;/!‘::‘:hangcally Drwenﬂ[ ] Ye;s t[ 1 No o G g)_ | c. AW Quarter arw) Quarter AE  Quarter ﬁ(/{ g -]
ole Diameter n- 1o ’ in- to ' in- 1o ’ ~n3 é ?;] ‘ d. Coordinates Site Elevation ft. (msl)
Type of Grout # ol Bags Grout Weight  From (ft.) To(ft.)  Tremie Depth (fE IE — mzz. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information
peg = m '
7 © T Diam(in)  Material Joint Slot Size  From (fL)  To (L) For Survey Use
5S < 5 F-985
‘ Z0 8 M G | pw | Sent|l k00 Aqy H.S5ABsL
e. Well finighed within [s/]/Unccmsolidaled Materials [ ] Bedrock = g o D , i / e
= ﬂ ) . o401, .24
f. Kind of Gravel Sand Pack  Grain Size/Supplier# From (ft.)  To (ft.) o Fbg?@ss = ?# /4[.550 tol
Vaz-3be |Pencenve) CA-lw 10.50 | L3.0 Siprte 50| 5558
(List reason for liner, lype of upper and lower seals installed)
2. Well Use ['/rDomestic { Jlmigation [ ]Commercial [ ]Livestock
[ 1 Monitoring [ ] ?her \/]/ N 23. Water from _ S/ Genve! ata depthof _S2.0 ftto £55.3 n
> DS:”\:;]; iﬁ;:z:z;ci Jﬁﬁgéb—gl“ We”p?;smfeded [vIYes [ JNo a. Static water level &-X ft. below casing whichis /3 in. above ground
4. Date Permlanent Pump Installed b. Pumping level is ft. pumping gpm after pumping for hours
5. Pump Capacity gpm Setat(depth) =
6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer ’ @ 24. Earth Materials Passed Through From(ft) To(ft)
7. Well Cap [Type and Manufacturer _Rolee / Man tatts (e SEL  tans) - ek ST L 2 LR ava) 5.0 lo. 5
8. Pressure Jlank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air{ ] Yes [ ]No
9. Pump System Disinfected { ] Yes [ ] No nd ted ©.5 Q.2
10. Name of Bump Company - m) Hoed alayey 9.2 21.2
11. Pump Installer License # : - : :0- : | i 2072 42.0
12. License # v .. & i i masl B hat) 42,0 4.5
Licensed{Pump Contractor Signature A t m i1 A=.5 | 41.5
Iinois Depagtment of Public Health - /gj &J@Qﬁ;ﬂl&ﬁ@wﬁ\ Haed (itle Saud 47.8 | 5Z.0
Division of Environmental Health o 577 N - Logs } 52.0 155.3
525 W. Jefferson St. (¢ # I T , B i . Lk 593 | &3.0
Springfield, IL 62761
’)\) DO NOT write on these fines (If dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed)
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This §Mc gency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to , - DeomeNumer
accomplish thel statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature | Isf)nNAL INFORMATION)
INFORMATION IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center. (SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDIT




White Copy
Hi. Dept.

Yellow Copy Well Contractor
Biue Copy — Well Owner

. sicHealth

PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT
1. Type of Well 2 o/
a. Dug . Bored . Hole Diam. =~/ _in. Depth[flﬁ'
Gurb material . Buried Slab: Yes No
b. Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft.
c. Drilled ¥~ . Finished in Drift__L~" . In Rock
Pubular _ " Gravel Packed
d. Grout:
D - (KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.)
2. Distance to Nearest: ,
Builfing Ft. Seepage TileField
Cess Pool Sewer (non Cast iron)
Priviy Sewer (Cast iron)
Septic Tank Bamyard
Leaching Pit Manure Pile
3. 1s water from this well to be used for human consumption?
Yes \"__ No GuD
4. Date well completed l ILI
5. Permanent Pump istalled?  Yes V/
Manufacturer “! €rs Type —(‘77 ITORA JCJV— ‘/? ”
Caplicity gpm. Depth of settmg R ft.
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes \Ux .
7. Pitless Adaptor Installed?  Yes No___ 7
8. Well Disinfected?  Yes No L
9. Water Sample Submitted? Yes \/ No
REMARKS: M Ui Qs gps X
Q q4Aaq

|
]
|
|
]
|
i
]
|
|
]
]
]
1
|
|
|
I
l
|
|
|
|
|
1
1
]
|
1
|
I

|
|
|
I
1
|
i
|
|
|
|
|
I .
i
i
|
|
]
|
i
|
|
|
|
|
l
|
i

‘ 19 1 DWW 1 Wi I MLV

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES’;.!J 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

1/67

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD

10. Dept. Mines and Mmemls permit No: /277 Year
11. Property ownersd@hirr /¢, I //?’5’1 7177 . Well No.
Address 1{la GRoOVE
Driller I/L/l IEITEYS IS License No.
12. Water from - 13. County
orma e
at depth (20 _to ﬁq,__&t Sec.Z hban
14. Screen: D’I(II'III Twp. A
Length: 2 &" . Slot__CkO—_ Rng. &
Elev.@ %5~ 8
15. Casing ond Liner Pipe L'
"|Diam. (in.) _ Ki‘nd and Welght From (Ft.){ To (Ft.) LOCi}i‘?gN -
'% ’,/( < 3’7 é(/ SECTION PLAT
) I
16. Size Hole below,casing: in. \( CO N Sy et < \ e =
17. Static level ft. bel_,w.,.casmg_topmhlch is- ft.
/’}’gf{Q above ground level Pumping level ft. when pumping at
gpm for hours.
18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS | DEPTH OF
<ol 1 I
1y Cole 7 g
{ e llow clad g !
ellocw Sand L | 2
Blue ¢ la 4 o | B
= R A , B l 2
[
B’( Wwe C ‘aq‘ cc/ LC)Y‘&\)C‘ \ ‘7 5 0O
< T o
5\: Grale | [ | D 7
X - —
(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY) |(("V¢ f \

SIGNED

i

‘J

: %
wg
{- H

i

P

15

DATE

. j-/)
& .]l {/

.-
4

NSCINTS R




~ Size hole at top

WELL DATA =~

pos £, Lol S Ll[ o s %VmCounty ﬂ/yﬁm,&z ;0/7«

City

Section 27 .5 a- Twp L7 N Range 2? £

Location (in feet from section corner)ﬁww_&_ﬁ@&@w
. - ; e — G T

Qwner 2 }9[,9 /M Henr f/:./ - Address l// //4 @razﬁ,

Authority_ Mre 2  Aenr Address .

Contractor._ (2 rua. 12", /Wiq sm.com Address D oo

Date dug, bored, drilled #574”]7' Y2 Sea level elevation pump base

Sea level elevation ground 45 Depth &£ 7" &£ Log Coil _o-/

V’P//Qb/ clay [~8 , [olow Rand €212, hlve clay 12 =32
MMWL@LW&W £7
So 7/7‘Z s C’/&Zl/ S 7= 50 Coarte _Land £o— ?7

TER P z?ﬁT*-T%—‘W‘a*r‘??'—vﬁ"'}j“ {W*Aqulfer

Were drill cuttings saved Where filed
If reduced, where and how much

Casing record and material .7 " s

Screen ma,ke_C@dAa__Aia.zfi__ , Material .
Screen diameter Length 2 /g Slot opening_ = &0 oow = L7 €.

Statlc water level was. 8’ at end of — : hours quiet period
on', (date) A Pumping water level was after
__w__.____hours pumpmg at a rate of. g.p.m. on

: (da.te)

Reference pomt for .above measurements /" rovad Swrrface,

Can static water level be measured now. Mo _._ZQA__QLJA_/L_/A_ﬁa_z:_L:J

M How berid o L orih

Can pumping water level be measured now
How.

Can discharge be measured now

Influence on other wells - B
Length of air line below pump base Elev, of lower end (m

Material. | ‘ :D&U)/\

Size
How is lower end made y
Pressure gauge size Make
Temperature of water at discharge Date, time
Water sample collected at (time) S FMon (date) ﬂ//y/ 20 [92/

after L[5 toin hewrs pumping at rate of aboe?’ 3 g.p.m.
Analysis No .59 - _Location of sampling tap.__ & L resfore gk
Color PV Odor Merc. Gassy. Turbidity. = —

Oz pH —— Was filtered sample collected Ne
Corrosive to what

Purpose of use.

Treatment Nene.
reported Fard o jt b prech  lron.

(A45678-—2M-—4-41) @2
u. Nﬁ



RAL ANALYSIS
R Ok, R Liwlisms - j70
d’frOm,E,ﬁﬁllxoﬁned by Otto M. Henry

. Locatlon of well: 200' N and
&Oauﬁﬁﬁtién 27521, 17 N., R. 9 E.

Date collected: May 20, 1941,

Pts. per.
millien =~ [

TAt# WATER SURVEY DIVISIO

Qi CNOGKC\



White Copy -

111, Dept pfF _ficHealth
Yellow Copy — Well Contractor
Blue Copy — Well Owner

INSTRUCTIONS 1O [

iLLERS

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT {NFORMATION REQUESY

) AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE DE-

PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 618, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD,
ILLINDIS, 62706, DO NOT DETACH GEOQLOGICAL /WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO

PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT

1. Type of Wel
a. Dug Bored Hole Diam. in. Depth /% / YT, t
Curb materml E[ ) FS . Buried Slab: Yes No
b. Briven . Drive Plpe Diam. in. Depth ft.
c. Drilled Finished in Drift . In Rock
fubular Gravel Packed
d. Grout: = = =
/Li - (KIND) FROM (Ft) TO (Ft.)
2. Distance to Nearest:
Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field
Cess Pool Sewer (non Cast ron)
Privy Sewer {Cast iron)
Septic Tank Barnyard
Leaching Pit Manure Pile
3. Is v

Yes No

ater from'this well to be used for human consumption?

4. Date well completed

Yes [

5. Permanent Pump Installed?
Marufacturer
Capacity gpm.

Well Top Sealed? Yes

Pitless Adaptor Installed?
Well Disinfected?  Yes

© ® o

Water Sample Submitted?

REMARKS:

AN T G

No_ "
Yes No \”
No Pl i
o
Yes No el

No
A ¥ = /)
Type /]/7 //7'7‘3 -/67;. /4‘3 H’\P

]

|

1

|

|

|

]

]

|

]

|

]

|

|

]

|

]

|

]

|

1

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

N

|

|

|

]

]

|

|

|

Depth of setting i
|
|
|
]
|
|
]
]
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
]
|
|
1

1/67

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD

10. Dept. Mines and Miner Is"germxt No. Year

11. Property owner JL( T4 /" SVfa'e - Well No.
Address /28 % P/"c‘i’ [ C7Z1 /M
Driller o License No.

12. Water from 13. County _ 7771

anon
at depth . to }"T Sec.f?Z,fw;/], "F
14. Screen: Dmm. ~—— _in. . Twp. 177
Length: ft. Slot __——~ _ Rng. _ﬁi:__
Elev. (oS -
1&. Casing and Liner Pipe
"IDiam. (in.) Kind and Welght From (Ft.) | To (Ft.) LOCiE;‘(I)gN ™
")) ) 57&/6;/( o /4// 7 | SECTION PLAT

16. Size Hole below cagsing: __———" _ in.

17. Static level 5,35 ft. below casing top which is__ ft.
above ground level. Pumping level ft. when pumping at =
gpm for ______hours.

18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH

THICKNESS |[DEPTH OF

e

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF

NECESSARY)

1

SIGNED

- 3
DATE E J Hi //J/

/"IJ 7

-~
s}



. WELL CONS

TYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN, THIS
FORM MU$ BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION
AND SENT [TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT

. Date Wc&l Complcted [Y},mj\, 3 Q 399
2. Use: [§ Domcsuc [] Imgauon [] Commcmml [] Lwcstock
[1 I\?omtonug { ] Other

TCTION REPORT

Date_(Me v b 30 15717

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD

11. Permit Number [ G -03d~-97F

Date Issued 3 - L5- 549

12. Property Owner f\y [lis

Wi /L drms

Well #

13 :Dnllmg Company Name Rw o ids

Mt,/f @r.‘/i» v p ey

14. Nazie of Person who drilled the well

ev,n V. Cares

15. Well Site Address /S <4 f/ €ounty Ld.

(00 A VI, Mo fyove I

3. Type of Well: 16. Twnskp Name C,, HH enJd v J Land IDFQS -3 3~ A7-F 00~
a. Bored Well: Hole Diameter_ 4¢( _in. Depth 3.5  f. 17. Subdivision Name ‘ {u{ Lot Elevation fr.
Casing Diameter (3 , in. Buried Slab: DJYes [ ]No 18. Location: Cnty n. Sect 2] Twnshp [ 74 Range T E
b. Driven Well: Drive Pipe Diameter in. Depth ft. S Quarter of the 5 £  Quarter of the <> W)  Quarter
c. Drilled Well: Well Diameter in. Depth _ft. 19. Casing and Liner Pipe: 20. Screen:
Casing Diameter_____in. Type Joint__ ‘Dia__(In) Type From(fl) To (ft) Diameter____in.
Casing Groul: - Oversized . G Ve Sbe ai ul I Length _ ft.
Kind Drill Hole(In) From(f) _, To(ft) 3¢ | Cone oo = |-35 Slot Size
HNoie Plus “«6 | -70 |- A Material
v ' 21. Water from Q) G/h QI atdepth 7/ O ft.to /% ft.
: : < , : , . 22. Static Level ft. below casing top which is in. above ground level.
Finished In: Unconsolidated [  Gravel Pack: BdYes [ JNo ‘ Pumping Level ft.  Pumping gpm for hours.
Rock | ] Grain Size 6 wefs het 23, Earth Materials Passed Through Depth Top{ft)  Depth Bottom(f)
4. Well Disinfected? J{Yes [ JNo Plocic v 9 -2
5. Date Pefmanent Pump Installed Drowres im\f -2 ~/0
6. Licensecli Pump Contractor Sond — 70 —~ /7
License Number , Croy C,z Gy — /A - 3.3
7. Pitless gdaptcr Installed? WYes [ JNo [ f
Manufacturer 8~P~+é X Lci/.m/p "/ Model [RP (0 X
Attached to Casing - How? [] Screwed On [ ] Welded . P§ Compression
S. Type of Well Cap Lot Lyt
9. Tank Working Cycle gallons Captive Air: [ 1Yes. [ INo
{0. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? [ ][Yes [ ]No YN
. - — NS
General Comments: (If dxyv hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed.) y
[Hinois Department of Public Health
Division of Environmental Health - 525 W. chferson (O#\ﬂl_mﬂ
Springfield,

IL 62761 “{ '500&10{?\

IMPORTANT NOTICE. This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information that is nectmary to
accomy lish the statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosare of this information
is mandatory] This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

Iu b.BZ—? 126

Printed by Authority of the State of Illincis P.O. PRI3030244 6.5M 6/58

Com'mue on back of sheet if necessary

A\\JLCUHJL.}'\J/ ;

fOQ-0D3 799

ftng O

Licensed Contractor Signature

License Number
11/9

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



0

Gblden Copy: Well Qwner

wgn te % Pink Copies: -
wt,. of Public Health ’
e]'lux Copy: Well Contractor

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, ILLINDIS 62761

1. Type of Well

3. Bored Hole Diam. in.

Well Construction Repo‘rt'.

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
9. Driller //wm /é gw}(,

10. Well Site Address /38 €£., 300
11. Property Owner L

12. Permit No.__ /9 ~92 ~02¢

13. Location:

License No /02 W/2-37

Well No.
Date Issued Z.

Buried Slab:

Depth

b. Driven

c. Drilled__ X

Yes
Drive Pipe Diam.

No

Finished in Drift &.

{KIND) FROM (Ft.)

Ciosry 1)

d. Grout:

Well furnishes water for human consumption? I
. Date well drilled ;3 ' .

4. Permanent pump installed? Yes ¥ Date_ (o /ST No
Manufacturer QOW /df i T

Location W&Q/

Capacity __ /97 gpm. Depth of setting

5. Well top sealed? Yes X— No Type

6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes_f&_ No

Manufacturer A e Model No. é"’w
L/@/‘k\ é&é

How attached to casing?
IMPORTANT NOTICE

7. Well disinfected? Yes_ No
8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes_Y&—No
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of “information
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as
outlined under Public Act 85-0B863. Disclosiure of this

information is mandatory. This form has been approved by
the Forms Management Center.

[FY)

L0 ft.

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

11.482-03126

Tyaa Ty M 2

County “*l?af'&
‘ 7 ? Sec. 2 7%
- Rge. 25
14. Water from &ﬂd at depth_2 22 ft
15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_ 224 ft  Show locatio
Diam.(in){ Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
plat
o X Sw, Mw, N
L'\ Sl #vo Ay +s | D22
16. Screen: Diam. 1{# in, Length QS{in, Stot Size/ 2~
17. Size hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft ms?

19. Static Tevel /9 ft below casin
ground level. Pumping level

top which is _/ ft. above
ft, pumping gpm for .;«hour‘

20. Earth Materials Passed Through

Depth of
Top

Depth of
Bottom

Sar /[

;42 f

2

y/ ///w Je (b G/’
| &/0,7 Dl e /55| 206
Sy o 70| 22¢

Continue on separate sheet if necessary.

o 0 B N (/2%



A tn R e

LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 235650

AQ CODE:

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL
WELL#:
TOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN
TOWNSHIP: 17N

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

DATE COLLECTED: 8/152008
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008

TEMPERATURE (F):
COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT.

RANGE: 09E
SECTION: 17
PLOT: 8G PAGE 3 OF 5.

TREATMENT:

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.655 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/L 0.00
Potassium (K): 2.99 mg/L. 0.08 Chloride (CI): 404 mg/l 11.39
;a‘m““? <Ca();\4 : ‘;gg mg//llj fég Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 0.00

agnesium (Mg): . mg . .
Sodium (Na). 307 mgll. 13.35 Sulfate (SO4): < 0.31 mgd 0.01
Aluminum (Al): 40 ug/L
Arsenic (As): 6.99 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 125 ug/L
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 203 ug/L
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L @
Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ug/l, —>
Manganese (Mn): 24 ug/L @
© Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L
Zine (Zn): 36 ug/L
Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 5.0 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): 291 mg/l.  5.82
Color (PCU): 22 PCU Silica (Si02): 108  mg/L
pH (Lab): 7.92 Hardness (as CaCO3): 187 mg/L
Odor: NONE Total Dissolved Solids: 978 mg/L
. o - b
Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 17.18 Major Anions Sum (meg/L): 17.23
Jon Balance; Difference(c-a)= -0:050 IPD= -0.14 RPD= 0.29
TDS: Calculated= 963  Difference(m-c)=  .15.42 RPD= 159 Ratio (m/c)= 1.02

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0}
mg/L = milligrams per liter
NP = Not determined/Information not available

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)

PASS FAIL COMMENTS
Holding Time: 8 [ ? AYIY T2 - 2
<PD: @ D 4 <~
Transcription: i (] //Z‘f'/
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): X O i s ompm N T L0V
- UV U o ZU0n



YY Ok AL AN DAY bl AT L N N S A nama e

T A 'Rﬂ‘l? A'T"f\PV QA MPT 13‘ NTT’I\A"QI?D 7Qﬂﬁsnhfm A AN

Rt etI el s Selid T 1T e, -V M e 15 3 A R T A 2 S0 SO vad

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

WELL#:
T OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008
DATE RECEIVED: 8§/15/2008

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN
TOWRSHIP: 178 TEMPERATURE (F):

s COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT.
PLOT: 8G

TREATMENT:

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result TUnits meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.651 mgll Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/L 0.00
Potassium (K. 3.00 mg/L 0.08 Chloride (Cl): 404 mg/l 11.39
f/lﬂ‘cm’f} <Ca()1¢\4 ) ‘gi mﬁ ?éé Nitrate (NO3-N): : < 007 mglL 0.00

agnesium (Mg): . mg . . o
Sodium (Na): . 106 mg/L 1331 Sulfate (SO4): < 031 mgd 0.01
Aluminurmn (Al): 41 ug
Arsenic (As): 7.30 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 123 ug/L
Beryliium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 203 ug/L ~
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L @

Copper (Cuy: < 0.79 ug/L O o
_Aanganese (Mn): 24 ug/L :
Sicke! (Ni): < 14 ng/L
Zinc (Zn): 37 ug
Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 46 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): 293 mgL  5.86
Color (PCU): 22 PCU Silica (Si02):" 10.7 mglL
pH (Lab): 793 Hardness (as CaCO3): 186 mg/L
Odor: NONE : Total Dissolved Solids; 978 mg/L
T T T T
i =5
[P OIS S P J
Magjor Cations Sum (meg/L): 17.10 Major Amions Sum (meg/L): 17.27
Ion Balance: Difference(c-ay=  -0.173 IPD= -0.50 RPD= 1.00
TDS: Calculated= 962  Difference(m-c)=  15.91 RPD=  1.64 Ratio (m/c)= 1.02

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) =
hardness = 105.62 + 79.89 = 185.51

mg/L = milligrams per liter
ND = Not determined/Information not available uﬂ/L micrograms per Liter (1 mfr/L = 1000 uG/L)
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SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL#: WELL DEPTH: 226.00
“OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO DATE COLLECTED: 8§/152008
COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008
TOWNSHIF: 17N TEMPERATURE (F):
Pl COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM UNFILTERED
PLOT: 8G KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 4 OF 5.

TREATMENT: SOFTENER

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.077 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mgl 000
Potassium (K): 1.30 mg/L 0.03 Chloride (C1): 402 mg/l 1134
&“Gmm, (Caé';x ) g§§§ mgf/ljj ggg Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 000

agnesium (Mg): . mg . ] N
Sodium (Na): 187 mg/L 16.83 Sulfate (SO4): < 0.31 mgd. 001
Aluminum (Al): < 6.1 ug
Arsenic (As): 6.41 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 1.5 ug
Beryllium (Be); < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 201 . ugll
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L :

Copper (Cu): 6.2 ug/L @

__fanganess (Mn): 22 ug/L. N O @

MNickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L ‘

Zinc (Zn): 12 ug/L

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 23 NTU Alkalinity (CaC0O3): - 292 mg/ll  5.84

Color (PCU): 20 PCU ~ Silica (Si02): : 10.6 mg/L

PH (Lab): §.01 Hardness (as CaCO3): 3 mg/L

Odor: NONE 4 Total Dissolved Solids: 991 mg/L
(T S e e

R

Major Cations Sum (meqg/L): 16.94 Major Anions Sum (meq/L): 17.19

Jon Balance: Difference(c-a)=  -0.256 IPD= -0.75 RPD= 1.50

TDS: Calculated= 978  Difference(m-c)=  13.04 RPD= 132 Ratio (m/c)= 1.01

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L. * 4.118) =

- mg/L = milligrams per liter hardoess= 2,02 + 140 = 3.42
ND = Not determined/Information not available ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L=1000ug/L)
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SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

WELL#:
LOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN
TOWNSHIP: 17 TEMPERATURE (F):

. .
. LY =,

kil COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM FILTERED
PLOT: §G KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 5 OF 5.

TREATMENT: SOFTENER,FILTRATION

PARAMETER Resuit Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): < 0.005% mg/L k Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mgl 0.00
Potassium (K): 0.141  mgl 0.00 Chloride (C1): 65.8 mg/l 1.86
f{@lcmﬂf <Ca()1:v1 ) 8 (1) gg mi 88; Nitrate (NO3-N): < 0.07 mgl 000

agnesium (Mg): . mg . . - o
Sodtum (Na) %1 oL 544 Sulfate (SO4): < 031 mgL 00l
Aluminum (Al): < 6.1 ug
Arsenic (As): 1.92 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 2.0 ug/L
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 217 . ug
Chromium (Cr): < 58 ngl @

Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ug/L sy @
. Manganese (Mn); < 1.5 ug/L
T kel (Ni): < 14 g/l
Zinc (Za): < 7.3 ug
Turbidity (Lab, NTU); < 0.1 NTU ~ Alkalinity (CaCO3): . 238 mg/L 048
Celor (PCU): < 5 PCU Silica (Si02): _ 1.54  mg/L
pH (Lab): : 6.76 Hardness (as CaCO3): < 1 mg/L
Odor: NONE ‘ Total Dissolved Solids: 133 mg/L
T
SICIP R
Major Cations Sum (meq/L) 2.46 ‘ M;jo'r Anions Sum (meq/L): 2.35
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= 0.112 IPD= 2.33 RPD= 4.65
TDS: Calculated= 139 Difference(m-c)=  -583  RPD=  4.29 Ratio (m/c)= 0.96
< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) =
mg/L = milligrams per liter hardness = 0.42 + 0.33 = (.75
ND = Not determined/Information not available ug/L = micrograms per ther ¢! mO/L 1000 ug/L)
PASS FAIL COMMENTS . —
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. Date: 8/4&/ I\
Case #: GRo—-AM-\\ %681/&#—!\

LAND EVALUATION AND SITE ASSESSMENT
WORKSHEET

Waorksheet for calculating the total point value for the Land Evaluation and Sfte Assessment

System. Refer to the Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment System manual for

specific instructions and definitions, case C(ase
&0 GEA
1. Land Evaluation Value T | @
II. Site Assessment
A. Agricultural Uses:
car (84 60
1. Percentage of Area In Agricultural Uses within one and one half (1 % ) miles of Site |7
90% or more 18
75% to 89% 16
50% to 74% 12
25%to 49% 8
Less than 25% 0
2. Land Use Adjacent to Site ot
All sides in Agricultural Use 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
3. Percentage of Site In or Suitable for Agricultural Uses te (
75% to 100% 10
59% to 74% 8
25% 10 49% 6
10% to 24% 4
0% to 9% 0
B. Zoning and Prior Governmental Actions:
1. Percentage of land zoned AG-1, Agriculture, AG-2, Agriculture and /or CR, Conservation-Recreation te
within one-half (1/2) miles of Site
90% or more 10
75% to 89% 8
50%to 74% 6
25% to 49% 4
Less than 25% 0
2. Percentage of Site zoned AG-1, Agriculture, AG-2, Agriculture or CR, Conservation-Recreation (@
90% to 100% 10
75% to 89% 8
50%to 74% 6
25% to 49% 4
24% or less 0
3. Have prior governmental actions committed site to development b
No 10
Partially 6
Yes 0

)

12/29/2010



-+ C, Compatibility/Impact of Uses:

1. Distance from Clty or Village Corporate Limits
More than 1.5 (1 4 ) miles 10
I to 1.49 miles 8
.25 to .49 miles 6
0 to .49 miles 4
Adjacent 0

2. Compatibility of proposed use and zoning change with surrounding Agricultural Uses

Incompatible 10
Somewhat Compatible 6

Compatible 0

D. Land Use Feasibility:

1. Size of Site Feasible for Farming
100 acres or more
40 to 99 acres
20 to 39 acres
5to 19 acres
Under 5 acres

SN oo

N

2. Soll Limitations for Proposed Use and Proposed Zoning Change
Severe 10
Moderate to Severe 8
Moderate 6
Slight to Moderate 4
Slight 0

3a. Alternative Sites proposed on less productive land
Yes 8
No 0
or
3b. Need for additional land
Vacant buildable land available 8
Little buildable land remaining 0

E. Existence of Infrastructure:

1. Avalilability of Central Sewage System
More than 1.5 (1 4 ) miles 1
.75 to 1.49 miles
.50 to .74 miles
.25 to .49 miles
200 feet to .24 miles
200 feet or less or on-site

SN BN O

2. Avallability of Central Water System
More than 1.5 (1 ¥%2) miles
75 to 1.49 miles
50 to .74 miles
.25 to .49 miles
200 feet to .24 miles
200 feet or less or on-site

—

S pa B OO~

3. Transportation

* Inadequate for planned Use and Proposed Rezoning - Site
beyond 1.5 (1 ¥4) miles from City or Village Corporate Limits
* Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning, Some
Minor improvements required - site beyond 1.5 (1 %) miles
from City/Village Corporate Limits

*Adequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site beyond
1.5 (1 '4) miles of City/Village or Village Corporate Limits
*Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site within

&

12/29/2010




1.5 (1 %) miles of City or Village Corporate Limits
*Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning, Some minor 2
improvements required - site within 1.5 (1 %) miles of City/Village

. Corporate Limits
sAdequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site within 1.5 /
(1 '4) miles of City/Village Corporate Limits 0 '

4. Distance of site from fire protection service (o
Not in fire protection district (FPD)
In a FPD, but more than 5 miles from fire protection service
2 % to 5 miles - volunteer
0 to 2.49 miles - volunteer
2 Y to 5 miles - paid
0 to 2.49 miles - paid

—

o P e

F. Environment Impact of Proposed Use and Zoning Change:

1. Impact on Flooding/Drainage o2
Negative Impact
Some Impact
Little or none with special design or protective measures provided or required
None

SN

2. Impact on historic, cultural, unique or important vegetation areas, or ‘%
other areas of ecological importance
Negative impact
Some impact
No Impact

3. Impact on Recreation and open spaces <3
. Negative impact

Some impact
No Impact

4. Tmpact on Water Quality o
Severe

Moderate to Severe
Moderate

Slight to Moderate
Slight

5. Impact on Water Supply «
Severe
Moderate to Severe
Moderste
Slight to Moderate
Slight

[0~ -

(=30 <)
n—

Ohr oo

O b oo S

Zazz (el
i

Land Evaluation Total: 9 | 16

Site Assessment Total: %2 [ 122

Total Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Point Value 20 | 200

3)

Assessing a Site Where Proposed Agricultural Uses are to be Converted:

220 - 300 Very High Rating for Protection
200-219 High Rating for Protection
180-199 Moderate Rating for Protection

179 ar helow I.ow Ratino far Pratectian 12/29/2010



Attachment J. RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development

Suitability
Case 690-AM-11

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

AUGUST 4, 2011

Factors Related To
Development Suitability

Proposed Site Is Most Similar To Which Common Condition:

Warst Or Much More or Much Better Ideal or
Nearly Worse Than | Less Typical Than Nearly Ideal
Worst Typical Condition’ Typical Condition’
Condition’ Condition’ Condition'
& @) At <
Adequacy of Roads® o°
Other Hazards 03
Septic Suitability A3
Effects on Drainage® 3
Emergency Services e
Effects OF Farms 3
A3
LESA Score e
Availability of Water ()3
Environmental Concerns o X
Flood Hazard Status

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.




Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With
Agriculture

Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4, 2011
Factors Related To Compared To The Non-RRO Alternative’,
Compatibility With Agriculture The Proposed RRO Development Would Have:
MORE SAME LESS
EFFECTS EFFECTS EFFECTS
(Or Nearly Same)
Land Conversion:
By Ownership? NEARLY SAME
By Development® NEARLY SAME
Road Safety* NEARLY SAME
Effects ON Farms® NEARLY SAME
Drainage* NEARLY SAME
Land Evaluation Score NEARLY SAME

NOTES
1. The Non-RRQO 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.




PRELIMINARY DRAFT
690-AM-11

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE,
FINDING OF FACT,
AND
FINAL DETERMINATION

of
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals

Final Determination: {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 | single family residential lot in the CR
Conservation Recreation Zoning District by adding the Rural Residential Overlay
(RRO) Zoning District




Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Page 2 of 23

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.

2.

*3.

*q.

5.

The petitioners Benjamin R. and Jennifer A. Shadwick own the subject property.

The subject property is 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 subject property is not located within the one-and-a-half-mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of a
municipality with zoning.

Regarding petitioner’s comments on the petition:

*A.

*B.

*C.

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.

When asked on the petition what other circumstances justity 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).

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.

Land use and zoning on the subject property and in the immediate vicinity are as follows:

*A.

B.

Land to the north is zoned AG-1 Agriculture and is farmland.

Land to the East and West is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential.

*= same as related Case 689-AM-11



*C.

PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 690-AM-11
Page 3 of 23

Land to the South is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single tamily 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.

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.

Paragraph 5.4.3 C.1 of the Zoning Ordinance requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to consider
the following factors in making the required findings:

(H 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;

(11)  The amount of land 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;



Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Page 4 of 23

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.

*B.

*C.

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-1, 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 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 361-07-01FP (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 of Fill Form was submitted for the

*E.

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.

There can be no dwelling constructed on the subject property without the requested RRO
rezoning.

*== game as related Case 689-AM-11
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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,

B.

C.

There is one proposed buildable lot that is 5.3 acres in area.

The RRO District is necessary for the proposed lot.

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.

The proposed lot meets or exceeds all of the minimum lot standards in the Zoning Ordinance.

The subject property is in different ownership than the property in related case 689-AM-11 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 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.

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 3107A
Sawmill silty clay loam (formerly 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.

The subject property is not Best Prime Farmland under the Champaign County Land Use
Regulatory Policies, as follows:

(hH Best Prime Farmland is identified by the Champaign County Land Use Regulatory
Policies — Rural Districts as amended on November 20, 2001, as any tract on which the
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soil has an average Land Evaluation Factor of 85 or greater using relative values and

procedures specified in the Champaign County, Illlinois 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 78.

Site specific concerns stated in the Section 22 report are the following:
(H The Drummer soil is subject to severe wetness.

(2)  The Drummer soil is also the general location of a surface drainageway that carries the

flow 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 ADEQUACY AND SAFETY OF ROADS

10. Regarding the adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the proposed RRO District:

A.

The I[nstitute of Transportation Engineers publishes guidelines for estimating of trip generation
from various types of land 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.

The Staff report Locational Considerations for Rural Residential Development in Champaign
County, {llinois 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.

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-11 should be considered together and
both properties together are an increase of approximately 20ADT.

The [llinois 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

*= game as related Case 689-AM-11
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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
following traffic volumes measured in Average Daily Traffic (ADT):

() 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 of 20 feet has a recommended maximum ADT
between 250 and 400 vehicle trips.

(4) A local road with a pavement width of 22 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of
more than 400 vehicle trips.

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.

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 1s approved by the County Engineer.

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 1s 750 AADT along CH16 (CR200N) where it passes the subject
property.

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.

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

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:

(N The subject property is Parcel “A” and the property in related Case 689-AM-11 is Parcel
&kC"}.

(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 100 feet square located 120 feet
south of the north property line (ROW of CH16) 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:
(H) 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.

*= game as related Case 689-AM-11



PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 690-AM-11

Page 9 of 23
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, 1s 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:

(1)  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 152A) 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 3107A; 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.

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, lllinois 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.

The subject property is located in an area with known limited groundwater 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 flood hazard status of the site:
A. An excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 170894 0275 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, [llinois by the Hlinois 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 floodplain and based on interpolation the base flood 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 tlood 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.

*= same as related Case 689-AM-11
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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:

(nH 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
CHI16.

(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 1s 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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(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.

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.

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 210 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.

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 [ archaeological survey will be required on the
subject property because it is located within a “high probability” area.

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-11
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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)

(2)

3)

4

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

689-AM-11 will generate 200% more traffic than the non-RRO alternative that is no
additional dwellings.

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.

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.

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 flows, which means there would be no difference between the
proposed RRO and the non-RRO alternative.

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:

(M

)

A potential primary indirect effect of non-farm development on adjacent farmers (as
identitied 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.

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.

The State of Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act (S10ILCS 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 CONFORMANCE 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-11
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[t 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:
() 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 {fACHIEVES / DOES NOT ACHIEVE} 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 {ACHIEVES} Objective 4.1 because of the following:



Case 690-AM-11
Page 16 of 23

(M

(2)

(2)

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

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.

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 specific Rural
Residential Overlay map amendment.

Policy 4.1.6 is as follows:

Provided that the use, design, site and location are consistent with County policies
regarding:

1. Suitability of the site for the proposed use;
1. Adequacy of infrastructure and public services for the proposed use;
iit. 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
farmland overall and the limit on best prime farmland does not apply.

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.

*= game as related Case 689-AM-11
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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.

Objective 4.2 is entitled “Development Conflicts with Agricultural Operations” and states,
“Champaign County will require that each discretionary review development will not intertere
with agricultural operations.”

The proposed rezoning {ACHIEVES/ DOES NOT ACHIEVE} Objective 4.2 because of the
following:

(1

3)

(4)

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.

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.

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 farmland 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 {4 CHIEVES} 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

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-11
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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.

«) 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.
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.



Case 690-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Page 20 of 23

DOCUMENTS OF RECORD

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 PARCEL"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 [llinois 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 successtully 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 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 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 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

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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Supplemental Memorandum dated August 4, 2011, with Attachments:

A
B

C

Q™

~ T

Petitioner Submittals

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

Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts
and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems

Average Annual Daily Traffic

Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields
Champaign County, Illlinois

Ilinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1, 2011
Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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
RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability
Attachment K. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility
With Agriculture

Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately)
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FINDING OF FACT

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 COMPATIBLE/WILL 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 fHELP ACHIEVE / NOT HELP
ACHIEVE } any LRMP goal(s):

C. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment {WILL/ 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-11
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FINAL DETERMINATION

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 690-AM-11 should {BE ENACTED/NOT BE ENACTED} by
the County Board {4S 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 Request Amend the Zoning Map to
Depantment of

allow for the use of 1 single family

PLANNING & % residential lot in the CR Conservation
F([[[cQ Site Area: 6 acres Recreation Zoning District by adding
Time Schedule for Development: tle:nlilllugr:;)li:lt::?entlal Overlay (RRO)
Already developed without )
Brookens authoriyzation- subject of enforcement Location: = An appropmately 6, i
Administrative Center . oo 71 08_01/33 tract of land that is located in the
1776 E. Washington Street West Half of the North Half of the
. Urbana. Iliinois 61802 Preparad by John Hall Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of
(217) 384-3708 Zoning Administrator 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).
BACKGROUND

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 information 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-1, 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



Case 689-AM-11
Charles T. and Shelly Sollers
AUGUST 5, 2011
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 of Fill Form was submitted for the
subject property in related Case 690-AM-11 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 subject property is the subject of enforcement case ZN-08-01/33 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.

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 fo subdivisions with more than three lots (whether at one time or
in separate divisions) and/or new streets in the AG-1, 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 1s 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.



Case 689-AM-11

Charles T. and Shelly Sollers ’
AUGUST 5, 2011

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
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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AUGUST 5, 2011

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 Tab!e .I.OLand Use and.Zoning In The
property and adjacent to it. Vicinity Of The Subject Propex.'tL
Direction | Land Use Zoning
Onsite | Farmland CR Conservatiaon Recreation
North | Farmland AG-1 Agriculture
East Smgle F?m"y CR Conservation Recreation
Residential
Single Family
West Residential CR Conservation Recreation
Agriculture
Single Family
South | 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
B
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Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning)

Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments
Official Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township

Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1, 2005
Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005

Petitioner Submittals

Commitment for Title Insurance with etfective date of February 9, 2011, received on April 29,
2011

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

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

Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011

Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19, 2008
Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts
and Soil Potential ratings for septic systems

Analysis of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011
Topographic Survey received April 29, 2011

Topographic / Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011

Average Annual Daily Traffic

Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign
County, llinois
[llinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT Agency Response dated March 1, 2011
Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Letter dated February 22, 2011, from Ken Hlinka, Associate Hydrologist with the Illinois State
Water Survey Center tor Groundwater Science, regarding the likelihood of successfully finishing
an onsite water well sufficient to serve the proposed lot (included separately)
Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property
Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential
Development in Champaign County (included separately)
RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County
Conditions
RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability
RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With Agriculture
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 '

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
Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation
District

Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD
for Justin Harrison received February 19, 2008

Copy of Agency Action Report from the Endangered
Species Program of the lllincis Department of Natural
Resources

lllinois Department of Natural Resources EcoCAT
Agency Response dated March 1, 2011

Copy of Agency Response from the lllinois State
Historic Preservation

Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy
State Historic Preservation Officer

Excerpt from USGS 7.5 Topographic Map

Or actual topographic information by an lllinois
Licensed Surveyor

Copy of Topographic Survey by Wayne Ward
Engineering received April 29, 2011

Written explanation by an lllinois Professional Engineer
of the praposed surface drainage system

Written Surface Drainage Analysis of Parcel ‘A’
(Shadwick Property) and Parcel ‘B’ (Sollers Property)
dated March 10, 2011, by Wayne Ward Engineering

Letter from the lilinois State Water Survey'

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 lllinois
State Water Survey are required and have been required to date.




COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

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 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 iability and obligation under this Commitment shall cease and terminate 6 months after the E ffective 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

CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY B

201 NORTH NEIL STREET

CHAMPAIGN, IL 61820 -
Refer Inquiries To: l{uthorized Signatory

(217)356-0501

Fax Number:
(217)351-2982

COMCVIGS  11/06 DGG DK /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:

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

TITLE TO THE ESTATE OR INTEREST IN THE LAND IS AT THE EFFECTIVE DATE VESTED IN:
Charles T. Sollers and Shelley Sollers, as joint tenants

4. MORTGAGE ORTRUSTDEED TO BE INSURED:
NONE

COMALOS  6/07 DGO DSK
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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 centerline of
the Embarras River; thence South 32 degrees 28.3 minutes West 130.4 feet along
said centerline; thence South 34 degrees 17.2 minutes West 21.3 feet along said
centerline; thence North B89 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, lilinois,

said tract shown on Piat of Survey prepared by Robert A. Moore and recorded July
1, 2005 as Document 2005R 18295, in Champaign County, lllinois.

COMLGOS  12/06 DGG DSK PAGE A2 DSK 02/25/11 15:03:02



CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

SCHEDULE B
ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 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. TéégSDgR 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, LIENS, ENCUMBRANCES, ADVERSE CLAIMS OR OTHER MATTERS, IF ANY, CREATED,
FIRST APPEARING IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS OR ATTACHING SUBSEQUENT TO THE EFFECTIVE
DATE HEREOF BUT PRIOR TO THE DATE THE PROPOSED INSURED ACQUIRES 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
QUR "“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 FURNISHED, IMPOSED BY LAW AND NOT SHOWN BY THE PUBLIC
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; (1) 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
SUPERIOR TO THE LIEN OF SAID MORTGAGE BEFORE THE DISBURSEMENT OF THE ENTIRE
PROCEEDS OF THE LOAN.

B 3. Taxes for the years 2010 & 2011, which are a |ien although not due & payable.

Note: Taxes for the year 2009 in the total amount of $7.88 shown paid in full.
Crittenden Township, 08-33-27-200-022, Tax Code 7, assessed to 6.04 acres.

¢ 4. Rights of way for drainage tiles, ditches, feeders, iaterals and underground
pipes, if any.

b 5. Rights of the public, the State of |llinois and the municipality in and to that
part of the land taken or used for road purposes, including but not limited to
that part dedicated in document recorded May 28, 1947 in book 282 at page 352 as
document no. 415487,

E 6. Existing unrecorded leases and all 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 lllinois, the
municipality and the public in and to that part of the land lying within the bed

DSK PAGE B1 DSK 02/25/11
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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.

¢ 8. Easement in favor of Eastern lliini 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 lilini Electric Cooperative Right of Way -
Underground, and its/their respective successors and assigns, to install,
operate and maintain all 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.

I 10. Easement in favor of Eastern |Ilini Electric Cooperative Right of Way -
Underground, and its/their respective successors and assigns, to install,
operate and maintain all 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 Philip W. Jones and Sarabeth F. Jones, Husband and WifTe
to Heartland Bank and Trust Company to secure an indebtedness in the amount of
$315,611.00.

* k% END* * %

L 12. Please refer inquiries regarding this order to Deb Kurz (Deborah.Kurzectt.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
COMBICOS  12/06 DGG




CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY
COMMITMENT FOR TITLE INSURANCE

ORDER NO.: 1253 000864660 CHA

CONDITIONS

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

2. Ifthe 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. Ifthe 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 of Insured 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 of title 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/>.

COMCONOS  12/06 DGG DSK DSK 02/25/11 15:03:02



E ffective Date: May 1, 2008

Fidelity National Financial, Inc.
Privacy Statement

Fidehty National Financial, Inc. and its subsidiaries ("FNF") respect the privacy and security of your 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, including
how we use the Personal Information we receive from you and from other specified sources, and to whom 1t 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 we 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 we receive from you through our Internet websites, such as your name, address, Internet Protocol address, the website links you used
to get to our websites, and your activity while using or reviewing our websites.
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 we receive from consumer or other reporting agencies and publicly recorded.

Disclosure of Personal Information
We may provide your Personal Information (excluding information we receive from our consumer or other credit reporting agencies) to various
individuals and companies, as permitted by law, without obtaining your prior authorization. Such laws do not allow consumers to restrict these
disclosures. Disclosures may include, without limitation, the following:
To msurance 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 msurance regulatory, or law enforcement or other governmental authority, m a civil action, in connection with a subpoena or a
governmental investigation
To companies that perform marketing services on our behalf or to other financial institutions with which we 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 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 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, however, 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
i3 otherwige 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 Personal Information 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 Information/

Requests for Correction, Amendment, or Deletion of Personal Information

As required by applicable law, we 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 mamtain 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 your identity,
Where permitted by law we may charge a reasonable fee to cover the costs incurred in responding to such requests. Please send requests to:

Chief Privacy Officer
Fidelity National Financial, Inc,
601 Riverside Avenue
Jacksonville, FL 32204

Changes to this Privacy Statement

This Privacy Statement may be amended from time to time consistent with applicable privacy laws. When we amend this Privacy Statement, we
will post a notice of such changes on our website. The effective date of this Privacy Statement, as stated above, indicates the last time this Privacy
Statement was revised or materially changed.

PRIVACY 5/08 ML
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Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation District
2110 W. Park Court, Suite C
Champaign, [L. 61821
(217) 352-3536, Ext. 3

NATURAL RESOURCE REPORT

Development Name: None R EC E 'VE n

Date Reviewed: February 8, 2008 FEB 19 200!
Requested By: Justin Harrison CHAMPAIGN (0, P&Z DEPARTIENT
Address: Justin and Spring Harrison

202 North Oak Street

Villa Grove, IL 61956

Location of Property: Part of the Northwest quarter of the Northeast Quarter of Section
27, T17N, RIE, 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 of a corn
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.



This tract has an L.E. Factor of 76, see the attached worksheet for this calculation. A
portion of the 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 permanent
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 of the river.

¢) 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 berm could be installed around the entire site to totally
control all runoff from the site. Plans should be in conformance 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 Shallow Septic
Symbol Name Slope  Excavations Basements Roads Fields
Camden Severe: Moderate: Severe: Moderate:
134B Silt Loam 2-5% cutbank cave | shrink-swell | low sirength | percs siowly
Drummer Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
152A Siity Clay Loam 0-2% ponding ponding ponding ponding
Kendail Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
242A Siit Loam 0-2% wetness wetness low strength | wetness
Sawmill Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
3107A | silty clay loam 0-2% ponding ponding ponding flooding
Severe: Moderate: s | Moderate:;
570C2 | Martinsville Loam | 5-10% | cutbank cave | hrink-swell low strength | Slight:
Campton Severe: Severe: Severe: Severe:
6808 silt loam 2-5% wetness wetness low strength | wetness




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.

¢) 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 1 Archeological Review to
identify any cultural resources that may be on the site.

If you have furthe
Conservation Di

Signed by Prepared by

Steve Stierwalt Bruce StikKers
Board Chairman Resource Conservationist
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LAND EVALUATION WORKSHEET

Soil Type Ag Group Relative Value
134B 5 79
152A 2 98
242A 4 85
3107A 6 70
570C2 7 65

Total LE factor= 1269.60

Acreage= 16.7

Land Evaluation Factor for site =

Acres

2.5
0.7
46
6.8
2.1

76

197.50
68.60
391.00
476.00
136.50
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

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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Phillip Jones Tract

Soils Information
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Sollers

Kendall:

Martinsville:

Sawmill:

Shadwick
Sawmill:
Camden:
Drummer:

Kendall:

Martinsville:

2.97 acres

1.27 acres

1.8 acres

2.63 acres

1.64 acres

0.83 acres

0.2 acres

0.01 acres

Soil Information



WAYNE WARD ENGINEERING

877 N COUNTY ROAD 1500 E

REGISTERED P.E.

CAMARGO, ILLINOIS 61919 : NO. - 027405

PHONE: (217) 2563-2120 FAX: (217) 253-3218

SURFACE DRAINAGE ANALYSIS OF
PARCEL 'A’ (SHADWICK PROPERTY) AND
PARCEL 'C' (SOLLERS PROPERTY) OF
16.7 ACRE TRACT LOCATED IN NW¥% OF NEY OF
SECTION 27, T 17N, T 9E OF 3rd P.M.

I, F. Wayne Ward, Registered Professional Engineer in the State of Illinois, entered upon
Parcel "A" and Parcel "C" 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.

There 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
drainage from Parcel "A" flows towards and through the natural waterway.

The drainage from Parcel "C" 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 "C" flows over natyral ground for approximately 1200 feet toward the East Branch of the
Embarrass River.

Water from Parcel "A" or Parcel “C" does not flow onto any adjoining property with the
exception of the portion of the natural waterway that lies within the boundary of the adJounng
~property on the east.

All ground slopes have been mdxcated on the attached plat.

: There s currently no strucmre on Parcel "A" and Parce! "C" has been planted with nursery
stock trees, therefore, I have no knowledge of any proposed wastewater dxsposal system. Any
~.sump pump discharge will be diverted to the same natural waterway that carries the surface water

~to the river. The quantity of dlscharge water would not impact the capacity or condition of the
natural waterway.

“- " The above information and the mformanon provided on the attached plat is an accurate
representation of the existing conditions of drainage on Parcel "A" (Shadwmk Property) a.nd
Parcel "C" (Soﬂers Property) at this time.
Prepared By

%W/

F. Wayne Ward/P E. No.027405

March 10, 2011
Date




TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY FOR PHILLIP JONES
LOCATED IN NW1/4 OF NE1/4 OF SECTION 27,
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' TOPOGRAPHIC / DRAINAGE ANALYSIS SURVEY FOR

PARCEL "A" ( SHADWICK ) AND PARCEL "C" ( SOLLERS )
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tinois Department of Transportation
At L. Schinedder, Acting Secretary

State of lnois
Pat Qusnn, Govemor

Home Map Road Construction
ggm‘gg “"Base Map" - Changes the Base Map view. Choose between ROADS, AERIAL IMAGES and
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WJORKSHEET FOR PREPARING SOIL 20T .IIaL RATIASS

Soil Usc: Septic Tank Absorption Fields

e . frea: Champaign County, Illioels

Mapping Unit: Martinsville loam, 5 to 10 percent slopes, eroded 570C2

[ — e ——n — Tor wei

Soil and } Tyoical ~iTypleal = !
Evaluation Factors 1Site Degree of |Effects T.~.__‘_Gx.>m:ec..1.:.’1.:\ze..l.I/a:a.:3.u.y::s.as_._.._..._pL}xm.tim:t.u:xg..I.J.a‘l.i.t.a.z‘._mns._...(
ConditionsjLimitation|On Use i Kinds i Index, Kinds | Index |}
L - atlo 1 L.. et R
Flooding None Slight None gNone i None |
Depth to High Water {> 6.0 Slight None None - None |
Table (Ft) : ’ !
Permeability 0.6-6.0 IModerate |None ‘Standard Absorption {0 None i
(IN/HR): (2L~60") , Field 210-290 !
Sq.Ft./Bedroom
Slope (PCT) | 5-10 Slight Surfacing of {Serial b Monitor Erosion 1
Effluent on (Distribution or Over System
Sideslopes  ;Slope Design
t- o pWe Expootire
ot é,hj:’f’.*-"*‘ 0»3
Erosiom
Total i ' Total !
Jee 0 - b - A o= 95
Performance Measure Continuing S0il Potential Index 1/
Standard Cost Index Limitation
Index Cost Index

1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase SPI by that amount.




Soil Usa: Septic Tank

WORKSHEET FOR PREPARING 30IL 20T .iTIaL RaTL:d:8

Absorption Fields

~rea: Champaipgn County, Illinois

Mapplng Unit: Kendall silt loam, O to 3 percent slopes 227
— ; e —— —— — S -
jSoil and ’ g Tyoical iTypical '
Zvaluation Factors Site Degree of |Effects 7~_.Enrneczlxc_Jbasu¢co____+ﬂcablnnlnchlgltutlona___
e 1Cond1t10ns L1m1tatlon'0n Use ‘ hxnds . Index Kinds _iIndex i
Flooding lNone Slight None ! Hone ! - None !
! ] t '
I ! i
Depth to High Water |1.0-3.0 Severe System iSubsurface 112 . Possible ;
Table (Ft) Failure | Drainage or fill | . surfacing of ;
' and curtain drain ; effluent )
t ' |
Permeability (IN/HR)! 0.6~2.0 Moderate | None | Standard Absorp. .0 | None !
(2L-60m) i Field 210-2903q.Ft.! ! S
! /Bedroom
l
I
o Slope (PCT) lO—B Slight None ‘ None None
|
I
i
Total 112 ' Total 15
-0 000~ 12 - __ 5. . = 83
Performance Measure Continuiny Soil Potential Index 1/
Standard Cost Index Linmitation
Index Cost Index

1/ 1If performance exceeds the standard increase

SPI by thzt amount.



_gSA

-

JORKSHEET FOR PREPARING SOIL 20T MTIaL R-TIAsS

1/ If performance exceeds the standard increase opI by that amount.
2/ Moderate permeability limitation i3 overcome with Special Design.

Soil Usc: Septic Tank Absorption Fields mieem...Areat | Champaign County,.Jllinoia
Mapping Unit: Colo silty clay loam 02
_ . — — , i e ’
¥Soil and Tyoical gTypigal. {
Evaluation Factors ;Site Degree of |Lffects ,*_tgnrrectixe_mcasufes____+EonrlnulngmLimitat;ons__ﬁ
Conditions|Limitation|On Usc i Kinds ' Index' Kinds _____  Indax |
po———— B e s e e B B ‘--— - —— i 1
: : ' _
Flooding Common Severe System ECheck Federal, § 65 | System ’ 10
(Floodplaidg Failure State, & local laws ! Maintenance i
position) Consult Engineer i ! l
!Special Design : ’ !
Depth to High Water | +1.0-2.,0 |Severe System !Subsurface Drainage ; 12 Possible ! 5
Table (Ft) Failure Locate Outlet 5 Surfacing of L
Effluent
Permeability | 066-2.0 |Moderate |None ‘None 2/ None
(IN/HR): (2L~60") |
Slope (PCT) 0-2 Slight None None None
| S B
Total i 82 . Total ' 15
1
.10 - ___8 = - __15_ . = 3
Performance Measure Continuin: 30il Potential Index 1/
Standard Cost Index Limitation
Index Cost Index



- Illinois Department of
; Natural Resources Pat Quinn, Governor

One Natural Resources Way  Springfield, Illinois 62702-1271 Marc Miller, Director
http://dnr.state.il.us

March 01, 2011

Elitsa Dimitrova
Alan Singleton
2001 S st St #209

Champaign, IL 61820

Re: Rezoning
Project Number(s): 1109248
County: Champaign

Dear Applicant:

This letter is in reference to the project you recently submitted for consultation. The natural resource review
provided by EcoCAT 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 /z P
Division of Ecosystems and Environment

217-785-5500

Printed on recycled and recyciable paper



Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool

Applicant.  Alan Singleton IDNR Project #: 1109248
Contact: Elitsa Dimitrova Date: 03/01/2011
Address: 2001 S 1st St #209

Champaign, IL 61820

Project: Rezoning
Address:  Approximately 1561 CR 200 N, Tolono

Description:  Rezoning to RRO - Sollers

Natural Resource Review Results

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

location:

Little Spectaclecase (Villosa 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

Page 1 of 2



IL Department of Naturai Resources Contact Local or State Government Jurisdiction

Rick Pietruszka
Champaign County Department of Planning &

Zoning
217-785-5500 John Hall
Brookens Administrative Center
Division of Ecosystems & Environment 1776 E. Washington St.
Urbana, lllinois 61802
Disclaimer

The Hiinois Natural Heritage Database cannot provide a conclusive statement on the presence,

absence, or
condition of natural resources in lllinois. 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 lllinois Endangered Species

Protection
Act, lllinois Natural Areas Preservation Act, and lllinois 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

Page 1 of 2



terminate or restrict access.

Security

EcoCAT operates on a state of lllinois 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
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Illinois Historic
=== Preservation Agency

M 1 '0Old State Capitol Plaza + Springfield, illinois 62701-1512 + www.illinois-history.gov

PLEASE REFER TO: IHPA LOG #020031711

Champaign County

Tolono
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 8. First St., Suite 209
Champaign, IL 61820

Dear Mr. Singleton:

The Illinois Historic Preservation Agency is required by the Illinois State Agency Historic Resources
Preservation Act (20 ILCS 3420, as amended, 17 IAC 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, reguire 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 leBs restrictive than
the federal cultural resource laws concerning archaeology, therefore if your project will use federal
loans or grante, 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 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 ae a result of the issuance of the state 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
FHAT THE SURVEY RESULTS ARE CONNECTED TO YOUR PROJECT PAPERWORK.

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

Sincerely,

Anne E. Haaker
Deputy State Historic
Preservation Officer

Enclosure

A teletypewriter for the speech/thearing impaired is available at 217-524-7128. It is not a voice or fax line.



. Date: &/44/ I\
Case #: oo -AM-1 4 L89-AM-1\

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

specific instructions and defInitions. case (ase
“10__ GPA
L. Land Evaluation Value T& | 1
II. Site Assessment
4
‘ A. Agricultural Uses:
| y car (814 (20
1. Percentage of Area In Agricultural Uses within one and one half (1 % ) miles of Site §o)
90% or more 18
75% to 89% 16
50% to 74% 12
25% to 49% 8
Less than 25% 0
2. Land Use Adjacent to Site o
All sides in Agricultural Use 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

3. Percentage of Site in or Suitable for Agricultural 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. Percentage of land zoned AG-1, Agriculture, AG-2, Agriculture and /or CR, Conservation-Recreation e
within one-half (1/2) miles of Site
90% or more 10
75% to 89% 8
50% to 74% 6
25% to 49% 4
Less than 25% 0
2. Percentage of Site zoned AG-1, Agriculture, AG-2, Agriculture or CR, Conservation-Recreation to
90% to 100% 10
75% to 89% 8
50% to 74% 6
25% to 49% 4
24% or less 0
3. Have prior governmental actions committed site to development b
No 10
Partially 6
Yes 0

)
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-+ C. Compatibility/Impact of Uses:

1. Distance from City or Village Corporate Limits
More than 1.5 (1 4 ) miles 10
1 to 1.49 miles 8
.25 to .49 miles 6
0 to .49 miles 4
Adjacent 0

PO

2. Compatibility of proposed use and zoning change with surrounding Agricultural Uses
Incompatible 10
Somewhat Compatible 6
Compatible 0

D. Land Use Feasibility:

1. Size of Site Feasible for Farming
100 acres or more
40 to 99 acres
20 10 39 acres
5to 19 acres
Under § acres

QO N Ao

|

2. Soll Limitations for Proposed Use and Proposed Zoning Change
Severe 1
Moderate to Severe 8
Moderate 6
Slight to Moderate 4
Slight 0

[=2-5

3a. Alternative Sites proposed on less productive land
Yes 8
No 0

er

3b. Need for additional land
Yacant buildable land available 8
Little buildable land remaining 0

E. Existence of Infrastructure:

1. Avallability of Central Sewage System
More than 1.5 (1 14 ) miles 10
.75 to 1.49 miles
.50 to .74 miles
.25 t0 .49 miles
200 feet to .24 miles
200 feet or less or on-site

O N

2. Avallability of Central Water System
More than 1.5 (1 '4) miles
.75 to 1.49 miles
50 to .74 miles
.25 to .49 miles
200 feet to .24 miles
200 feet or less or on-gite

—

S 00

3. Transportation

* Inadequate for planned Use and Proposed Rezoning - Site 10
beyond 1.5 (1 '4) 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 City/Village Corporate Limits

*Adequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site beyond 6
1.5 (1 '4) miles of City/Village or Village Corporate Limits

*Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site within 4

12/29/2010



1.5 (1 4) miles of City or Village Corporate Limits

*Inadequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning, Some minor 2
improvementa required - site within 1.5 (1 14) miles of City/Village

Corporate Limits

*Adequate for Planned Use & Proposed Rezoning - site within 1.5 {
(1 %4) miles of City/Village Corporate Limits 0 '

"

4, Distance of site from flre protection service
Not in fire protection district (FPD)
In a FPD, but more than 5 miles from fire protection service
2 YA to § miles - volunteer
0 to 2.49 miles - volunteer
2% to 5 miles - paid
0 to 2,49 miles - paid

[y

o o

F. Enviroument Impact of Proposed Use and Zoning Change:

1. Impact on Flooding/Drainage &
Negative Impact
Some Impact
Little or none with special design or protective measures provided or required
None

[ =3 XN N

2. Impact on historie, cultural, unique or important vegetation areas, or ‘1’
other areas of ecological importance
Negative imnpact
Some impact
No Impact

(=20~ -

3. Impact on Recreation and open spaces
@ Negative impact

Some impact
No Impact

4. Impact on Water Quality o
Severe

Moderste to Severe
Moderate

Slight to Moderate
Slight

5. Impact on Water Supply
Severe
Moderate to Severe
Moderate
Slight to Moderate
Slight

O+ O
——

S e onwg

——
O&Q\mo

7 Case
Cis oo

Land Evaluation Total: 12 | T¢

Site Assessment Total: 152 [ 122

Total Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Point Value 210 209
3)

‘@ Assessing a Site Where Proposed Agricultural Uses are to be Converted:

220 - 300 Very High Rating for Protection
200-219 High Rating for Protection

180 - 199 Moderate Rating for Protection
179 or helow T.ow Ratina far Denénnstam

A LA~ a



Attachment V. RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions

Case 689-AM-11

AUGUST 5, 2011
Page 1 of 2

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

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
systems

¥ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. About 50% of the soils have a very high suitability and only about 13%
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

Worst or Nearly Worst Conditions Entire ot is entirely within the SFHA (based on actual topography) but fill
has been added to make a building pad above the Base Fiood Elevation

4) The availability of emergency
services®

¥ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Located between two-and-half and five road miles from a fire station
within the district.

5) The presence of nearby natural
or manmade hazards®

@ Nearly Ideal Conditions. There are no man-made hazards nearby

6) Effects on wetlands, historic or
archeological sites, natural or
scenic areas, and/or wildlife
habitat

Q More or Less Typical Conditions Archaeological concerns may apply to a small part of the site but in general
no negative effects.

7) Effects of nearby farm
operations on the proposed
development

¥¢ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Approximately half of the surrounding land use is farmland and half the
perimeter of the subject property is bordered by row crop agriculture.

8) The LESA score

¥ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. The LESA score is 208

9) Adequacy and safety of roads
providing access

@ Nearly Ideal Conditions. Access is from a County Highway (CH16) and is less than one mile from a State Highway
(1. 130). Access is at a location with good visibility.

10) Effects on drainage both
upstream and downsiream

¢ Much Better Than Typical Conditions. Only about 13% of soils are “wet” soils; there is good surface drainage
with adequate outlets and the property drains only a short distance over adjacent land.




Attachment V. RROQ Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions

Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 5, 2011
Page 2 of 2

RRO Rezoning Factor 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
deveiopment that occurred under the requirements of the lllinois 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 lacation in the County is subject to natural hazards such as tornadoes, freezing rain, etc.




Attachment W. RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development

Suitability
Case 689-AM-11

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

AUGUST 4, 2011

Factors Related To
Development Suitability

Proposed Site Is Most Similar To Which Common Condition:

Worst Or Much More or Much Better Ideal or
Nearly Worse Than | Less Typical Than Nearly Ideal
Worst Typical Condition' Typical Condition'
Condition’ Condition’ Condition’
B o & o
Adequacy of Roads® o°
Other Hazards o?
Septic Suitability A3
Effects on Drainage® A3
Emergency Services A
Effects OF Farms 73
x5
LESA Score
Availability of Water Q3
Environmental Concerns o°
Flood Hazard Status

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.




Attachment X. RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With
Agriculture

Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT AUGUST 4, 2011
Factors Related To Compared To The Non-RRO Alternative’,
Compatibility With Agriculture The Proposed RRO Development Would Have:
MORE SAME LESS
EFFECTS EFFECTS EFFECTS
(Or Nearly Same)
Land Conversion:
By Ownership? NEARLY SAME
By Development® NEARLY SAME
Road Safety* NEARLY SAME
Effects ON Farms® NEARLY SAME
Drainage* 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

withaut 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.




PRELIMINARY DRAFT

689-AM-11

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE,
FINDING OF FACT,
AND
FINAL DETERMINATION

of
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals

Final Determination: {RECOMMEND ENACTMENT/ RECOMMEND DENIAL}

Date: August 11, 2011

Petitioners: 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

Request:




Case 689-AM-11 PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Page 2 of 23

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.

2.

*3.

*4.

5.

The petitioners Charles T. and Shelly Sollers own the subject property.

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).

The subject property is not located within the one-and-a-halt-mile extraterritorial jurisdiction of a
municipality with zoning.

Regarding petitioner’s comments on the petition:

*A.

*B.

*C.

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.

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).

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.

Land use and zoning on the subject property and in the immediate vicinity are as follows:

*A.

B.

Land to the north is zoned AG-1 Agriculture and is farmland.

Land to the East is zoned CR Conservation Recreation and is single family residential.

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11



*C.

PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 689-AM-11
Page 3 of 23

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.

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.

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.

Paragraph 5.4.3 C.1 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

Page 4 of 23

(11)  The amount of land 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.

*B.

*C.

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-1, 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 Ofticial 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 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 361-07-01FP (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 of Fill 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.

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11
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The subject property is the subject of enforcement case ZN-08-01/33 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.
B.

C.

There is one proposed buildable lot that is approximately 6 acres in area.

The RRO District is necessary for the proposed lot.

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.

The proposed lot meets or exceeds all of the minimum lot standards in the Zoning Ordinance.

The subject property is in different ownership than the property in related case 689-AM-11 but
the impacts of each case should be considered together since both lots require rezoning.

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.

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

Regarding the soils on the subject property, their extents, and their relative values are as follows:

(1

(2)

3)

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.

Approximately 1.8 acres (about 30%) of the subject property is soil map unit is soil map
unit 3107A 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
river.

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.

The subject property is not Best Prime Farmland under the Champaign County Land Use
Regulatory Policies, as follows:

M

(2)

Best Prime Farmland is identified by the Champaign County Land Use Regulatory
Policies — Rural Districts as amended on November 20, 2001, 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, lllinois Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment System.

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.

Site specific concerns stated in the Section 22 report are the following:

(M
(2)

The Kendall soil is subject to severe wetness (although less than Drummer).

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 ADEQUACY AND SAFETY OF ROADS

10.  Regarding the adequacy and safety of roads providing access to the proposed RRO District:

The Institute of Transportation Engineers publishes guidelines for estimating of trip generation
from various types of land uses in the reference handbook 7rip Generation. Various statistical
averages are reported for single family detached housing in 7Trip 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.

A.

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11
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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.

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-11 should be considered together and
both properties together are an increase of approximately 20ADT.

The Illlinois 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 for 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 of 20 feet has a recommended maximum ADT
between 250 and 400 vehicle trips.

(4) A local road with a pavement width of 22 feet has a recommended maximum ADT of
more than 400 vehicle trips.

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.

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.

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.
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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 determines what the recommended distance is.
There appear to be no visibility concerns related to the placement of the new street.

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.

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-11 is Parcel
CEA’)‘

(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 100 feet square located 120 feet
south of the north property line (ROW of CH16) 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.

Staft evidence relevant to the drainage conditions on the subject property is as follows:

(H 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.

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11
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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,
Hlinois, 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:

(1)  Kendall silt loam,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
prop

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 3107A; 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.

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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GENERALLY REGARDING THE AVAILABILITY OF GROUNDWATER AT THE SITE

13.  Regarding the availability of water supply to the site;

Al

The Staff report Locational Considerations and Issues for Rural Residential Development in
Champaign County, lllinois 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 lllinois State Geological Survey for the Landfill Site Identification Study for
Champaign County.

The subject property is located in an area with known limited groundwater availability.

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.

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.

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 170894 0275 B
dated March 1, 1984, was included with the Preliminary Memorandum and indicates the entire
subject property is within the mapped 100-year floodplain.

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 floodplain and based on interpolation the base flood elevation is approximately 654.5
feet mean sea level at the subject property.

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11
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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.

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
tlooding.

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 ot 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:

() 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.

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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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:

§)) 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 ot 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.

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 1s 132.
(3) The total LESA score is 208 and indicates a High rating for protection of agriculture.

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-11
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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.

Overall, the subject property and proposed RRO are comparable to “More or less typical”
conditions for Champaign County in terms of etfects 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.

B.

D.

“ldeal or Nearly Ideal” conditions for 2 factors (adequacy of roads and manmade hazards)

“Much Better Than Typical” conditions for 5 factors (septic suitability, availability of emergency
services, effects of nearby tarms, LESA score, and effects on drainage)

“More or Less Typical” conditions for 2 factors (availability of groundwater and effects on
wetlands, endangered species, and natural areas)

“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
tollowing:

(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-11 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

(4)

()

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

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.

Discharge of “dry weather flows” of stormwater 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.

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:

(D

(2)

)

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.

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.

The State of Illinois Livestock Management Facilities Act (S10ILCS 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 lllinois Livestock Management Facilities Act was
adopted on May 21, 1996, and facilities in existence on the date of adoption are exempt
trom 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
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GENERALLY REGARDING CONFORMANCE 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:

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.”
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The proposed rezoning {fACHIEVES / DOES NOT ACHIEVE} 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 {ACHIEVES} Objective 4.1 because of the following:

ey

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.

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 specitic Rural
Residential Overlay map amendment.

Policy 4.1.6 is as follows:

Provided that the use, design, site and location are consistent with County policies
regarding:

L. Suitability of the site for the proposed use;
il. Adequacy of infrastructure and public services for the proposed use;
iii. Minimizing conflict with agriculture;
v. Minimizing the conversion of farmland; and
\2 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.

*= same as related Case 690-AM-11
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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.

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.

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:

(M

)

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 etfect 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.

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 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 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 {fACHIEVES} 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

*= game as related Case 690-AM-11
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 689-AM-11
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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:

)]

@)

3)

@

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.

The Zoning Administrator shall not approve a Zoning Use Permit without

documentation of the County Engineer’s approval of the proposed driveway
entrance.

Construction related traffic shall not track mud onto the County Highway at any
time.

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.

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.

Regarding enforcement case ZN-08-01/33, 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
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 PARCEL”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 [llinois 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

e~ T QmUmUuO W

o ZZgr

o

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

Preliminary Memorandum dated June 16, 2011, with Attachments:

Case Maps (Location, Land Use, Zoning)

Excerpt of Sheet 33-Q from the January 1, 1998, Champaign County Supervisor of Assessments Official
Tax Map showing Section 27 of Crittenden Township

Divisions of land in the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 of Crittenden Township by July 1, 2005

Plat of Survey recorded on July 1, 2005

Petitioner Submittals

Commitment for Title Insurance with effective date of February 9, 2011, received on April 29, 2011
Excerpt of Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel Number 170894 0275 B dated March
1, 1984

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

Plat of Survey received April 29, 2011

Section 22 Natural Resources Report from CCSWCD for Justin Harrison received Feb. 19, 2008

Phillip Jones Tract Soils Information including soil information for Sollers and Shadwick tracts and Soil
Potential ratings for septic systems

Analysts of Drainage Conditions by Wayne Ward Engineering dated March 10, 2011

Topographic Survey recetved April 29, 2011

Topographic / Drainage Analysis Survey received April 29, 2011

Average Annual Daily Traffic

Excerpted worksheets from Soil Potential Ratings For Septic Tank Absorption Fields Champaign
County, llinois

[llinois Department of Natural Resources ECoOCAT Agency Response dated March 1, 2011

*= same as related Case 690-AM-11
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Letter dated April 2, 2011, from Anne Haaker, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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)
Champaign County Land Evaluation and Site Assessment worksheet for the subject property
Table of Common Conditions Influencing the Suitability of Locations for Rural Residential
Development in Champaign County (included separately)
RRO Table 2. Comparing The Proposed Site Condition To Common Champaign County Conditions
RRO Table 3. Summary Of Site Comparison For Factors Relevant To Development Suitability
RRO Table 4. Summary Of Comparison For Factors Relevant To Compatibility With Agriculture
Preliminary Draft Summary of Evidence and Finding of Fact (included separately)
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FINDING OF FACT

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 COMPATIBLE/WILL 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 fHELP ACHIEVE / NOT HELP
ACHIEVE } any LRMP goal(s):

C. The proposed Zoning Ordinance text amendment {WILL/ 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-11
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FINAL DETERMINATION

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-11 should {BE ENACTED/NOT BE ENACTED} by
the County Board {AS REQUESTED/SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING SPECIAL CONDITIONS}.

The foregoing 18 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
Hlinois State Wacer Survey

2204 Grifhth Drive, MC-674
Champaign, Hllinois 61820-7463

February 22, 2011

Singleton Law Firm, P.C.

Research Park at the University of Illinois

¢/o Ms Elitsa Dimitrova
2001 South First St., Suite 209
Champaign, IL 61820

Dear Ms Dimitrova:

As per your email of February 18, 2011, please find the enclosed Water Survey correspondence
and well construction report information for Section 27, T.17N., 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.

Cordially,

Kenneth J. Hlinka

Associate Hydrologist

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

Jt

Enclosures

RECEIVED
FEB 7 5 2011

Singleton Law F irm, P.C.

telephone 217-244-5459 ¢ fax 217-333-4983 » www.sws.uiuc.edu
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: L Peoria Office - P.O. Box 697 » Peona. IL 61652-0697 « Tei (309) 671-3196 « Fax (309) 671-3106
DEPARTMENT GF
NATURAL
RESOURCES

January 24, 2008

[llinois State Water Survey
Main Office » 2204 Griffith Drive « Champaign. IL 61820-7495 « Jei (217) 333-2210 + Fax (217) 333-6540 w
e

Mr. Justin Harrison

202 N. Oak St. @©@>2\7 ,

Villa Grove, IL. 61956

Dear Mr. Harrison:

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
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
1s 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 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 questions or ve can be of any further assistance, please feel free to call.

Cordyally,,

Associate Hydrologist
Center for Groundwater Science
Phone: (217) 333-8431

Promtedd eny vecveded puper



Telephone Reguest
and EReply
January 9, 1978

Memorandum

TO: Files

FROM: Cherles B. Burris CEA3

SUBJECT: Groundvater availability in the N%, N¥, NEX%, Section
27, T.17N., R.9E,, Champaign. County.

Mr. Chandler Parscns, C.S. Parsons and Associates, 303 V.
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 ow bored wells finished in the unconsoclidated
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 L0 to 60 feet in depth
and sppear to provide adequate supplies for home use., Available
chemical analyses indicate the water from the unconsoclidated
materials 1s hard and contains iron. The underlying bedrock
consists of shale and offers 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 wells tapping the sand and gravel deposits at depths
of 80 to 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 & successful drilled well cannot be constructed, then
the chances appear good for developing & satisfactory bored well.

@©@§%
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1. Dept. of Public Health
Tow Copy: Well Contractor
den Copy: Well Owner

DT RS

. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes

THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT 10
THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH
525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761

. Type of Wel
a. Bored_Y Hole Diam. 42 in. Depth4e! ft
Buried Slab: Yes No
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. in. " Depth ft
c. Drilled Finished in Drift__»/ In Rock
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) T0 (Ft.)
d. Grout:
Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yesjﬁi_ No___
. Date well drilled g-2a-9§
. Permanent pump installed? Yes - Date No_,/_
Manufacturer Type
Location
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting __ft.
. Well top sealed? Yes_ VY  No___ Type_ Coat Srir~
. Pitless adapter installed? Yess/  No
Manufacturer I,BQ_,KQ_V' Maodel No.___/”é/_d_/n_
How attached to casing? LV At :
. Well disinfected? Yes No

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.

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

0
o}
<

Well Construction Report

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD '

9. Driﬂer'&;:gnoL\S We Il Ordliny License No JOR-003795
10. Well Site Address /S7%¥ _C . R . /00 A7 (/ille Gvove .
11. Property Owner{(fa lt+e v 27 e {/ Well No. ‘
12. Permit No._ /7~ So -78~ Date Issued -2 F-55°
13. Location: (1JAon»fx¢5n~County e e
Sec. A 7. 1A
Twp. 7N
Rge. 9 =
14. Water from So;mé :)G‘-V-(N)J at depth__ /O  ft a4
15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_s%  ft Show location
Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
plat
o \5El \'{)E,\{)E
G £ v o/ =7/
F6 CiOVwc»»EJHE, -/ =L/
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
I3/ ceeice Ot O -2
1By v, Q,Qik\/ - L —/J
7
Sand ¢ Grave/ ~-/0 |-/Y
I v
(:;L oy (O /0L7/ —/ |-
/ [4
Continue on separate sheet if necessary.
Signed //m/zﬂ/ ézu// pate_£-2F- 7"




TYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
WELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT.

WATER WELL CONS

RECEIVED JUl,

JICTION REPORT

PETTILLIIN ucparlmen/tr,"rublic Health

Dale

a71/19

(o

A 0 2004 GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD

. o _ Property Owner T—)h \l A deneS Well# _\
8 bT);}pe c;;v:/cltl g pr;vserx ch[ll\/C]:};mg du[am] = in. Depth fL. 14. Driller License # _oRZ-co0@242.
G or e urie a €S o I
e IS. N f Drilling C (IS ITH Coefd
Hole Diameter .39; in. {o QQS'Oﬂ.; in. to 1. in. to 12 ::::itoNo n mg/qo 5'1/ o Date lssl:;%d '
c. Drilled|Well PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of _ EgE' \‘/ED 17‘ te D .".' Started = lialndh
Hole Diameter in. 1o ft. in. to fl 18. al;:SI':Emdgd arte 1l
.We address
Type of Grout # of Bags _Grout Weight _From (ft.) To(ft)] Tremie Depfl | l.)2 \ 19§ Township Name Land ID# __ M/
& Gpabolar] 1S 1501 15° | 1w /A 0 2004 20{ Subdivision game N/A Lot# ___ ™N/a
Bosrs Y T 21iLocation a. County C:bﬂ&pn{_ﬁ“
= b;m. B mn Urbana b. Township __/ 74/ _Range _g& _ Section 27
d. Drilled [Well Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ] Yeb—[—J-NoctlC Healtb District

Hole Diameter

in. to ft. in. to ft. in. to fL
Type of Grout # of Bags Grout Weight  From (ft.) To (ft) Tremie Depth (ft.)
e. Well finished within | \/]/Unconsolidatcd Materials [ ] Bedrock

f. Kind ofGravel Sand Pack Grain Size/Supplier # From ({.)

To (f.)
@38 H PraGravs | CA- 1t e

LS.0

(3ol

. Well Usej [ ﬂ/[)omeslic [ ] lmigation |
[ ] Monitoring { ] Other

3. Date Well Completed /54 Well Disinfected [vf Yes [ ] No
" Driller’s estimated well yield pm

4. Date Permnanent Pump lanstalled
5. Pump Capacity gpm

6. Pitless Adap\er Model and Manufacturer
7

8§

9

] Commercial [ ] Livestock

Set at (depth) ft.

- Well Cag Type and Manufacturer an.

. Pressure fTank Working Cycle gals.
. Pump System Disinfected { ] Yes [ ] No

. Name of Pump Company

Captive Air{ ] Yes [ ]No

License #
License # 7 ~cohu

Licensed Pump Contractor Signalure

IHinois Department of Public Health
Division of Environmental Health
525 W. Jeffeyson St.

Springfield, lL 62761

SENUS

H\WORTAN’I‘LNOQE \‘Rus stale agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to

accomplish the statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS
lNF()RI\U\T?ON 1S MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

|

DO NOT write on these lines

SoN

c. JE Quarter ¢ Quarter _A€ Quarter

d. Coordinates Site Elevation

22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information

ft. (msl?ﬂ

Diain. (in.) Material Joint Slot Size  From (i) To(ft) For Survey Use
ASTM ZZ4 | 4 i
o [5%8210ud Soluent  NA |1L.S'A6L 6.8 Bl
A0 |Coeeehae Rell | 00300168 [ 63.0
Siptred | 53.0l 20

(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)

23. Water from __ Sawel §Genve) atadepthof 53" ftto

©o° 1

umping level is jlgt pumping _ /) gpm after pumping for & __hours

@Q . Static water level <1-Q ft. below casing which is | £ in. above ground

24. Earth Materials Passed Through From (ft.) To (I1)
€1 L - ,m‘e,t Sipm so/bent 5.0 11.5
(= 42 Supd 4 wt] .5 L O
_Qam__@m VoMai ST -a/o_m.. le.0 1%.0
éﬁ&i&m&ﬂ;ﬁﬂm@&s&é& 2.0 1%5.0
: - : AovSe 4 el 1S5.0] 53,5
Mﬁz&*&hm&a{'-gﬂh«méd 52.5 | S%.0
b “ VylascsGanel $9.00 OO
: C -~ mo; : - .o (.0
Lie Szawc]

(If dry hole, fill out log and indicate how hole was sealed.)

OSZ-cORZAZ.

25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature

License Number

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)
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White Cop l
H1. Depl of Public Heslth

Yeitow Copy}- Well Conty actor
Bine Copy — Well Owner

1. Type of Well

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT ' ‘ [

) . Address
a. {Dug . Bored‘x_. Hole Dlmn._ﬂ_in-yoep!h_ﬁl_ﬂ. Driller
. No

" INSTRUCTIONS TO ! | “.ERS

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUES 1 ED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO 5 TATE
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, COMSUMER HEALTH PROTECTION, S35 WEST
JEFFERSON, SPRIMGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 62761: DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER
SURYEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION,

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD

10. Property owner

License No.

Curb material . Buried Slgb: Yes 11. Permit No. __114 749 Date D@l v
b. |Driven . Drive Pipe Diam.___’_in. Depth ft. 12. Water from ?—gr% ) — 4% 13 County
c. ['I)-r‘:l:leld . F:msbeg mkDriﬁI:. In Rock . at depth ft. Sec. _d L /AL i
d Gro:l'q - Gravel Packed : 14. Sceen: Diam._______in. Twp. 10
: ) (KIND) FROM (F1.) TO (F) Length: __#. Slot_____ Rge. AE
: b Elev.
15. Casing and Liner Pipe
Diam. (in.} Kind and Welght From(ro)lToary | | MON
4 ‘ N i — BECTION PLAT
2 Distance to Nearest: ( W =+ ‘ _ 15 ME pgs M
Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field - ; B 2 « = Sl
Cess Pool Sewer {non Cast iron) : -
Privy Sewer {Cast iron) 16 Size Hole below casing:_____ in.
Septic Tank Barnyard : 17, Static level ft. below casing top which is ft.
Leaching Pit Manure Pile _ "above ground level Pumping level ft. when pumping at
3 Well furnishes water for human corﬁix}m jon? Yes.LJ_NO ‘me for hours. ‘
4. Date well completed r
5. Permanent Pu:lp Installed? Yes___Date No_X_ JIORTTION? pRER THRoveR TR | ek
Mclmufuduxer Type Location__ ol Im Sﬁ\_ﬂ 2
Capacity gpm. Depth of Settmg Ft. C/Q \4
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes pe _(AST JXm ULM Q
7. Piless Adapter Ips ?led? Yes )(y No . ( Q?‘
Manufacturer A Model Number _L_&&ﬂ_(ﬁ

How attachad to casing?

8. Well Disinfected?

01\({ A~ (f 21

Yes

Kt " Lo | 47
9. Pt‘unp and Equipment Disinfected? Yes f No K-RJLLQ (Q

10. P§essum Tank Size
Location

gal. Type_ - @mmﬁ ( 2]

1L Witer Sample Submitted?
RK

REMARKS:

IDPH 4.065
ﬁl/7ﬂ-— KNB-1

Yes

SIGNED

j @@S (CONTINUE ON 9EPARATE SHEET IF



WATER SAMPLE DATA
LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 224315

SOURCE: WELL

OWNER: WALTER AND CAROL EZELL
LOCATION: NORTH OF VILLA GROVE
CQOUNTY: 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 PARAMETER: ng /L me /L,

Ircon (Total Fe): 0.04 Fluoride (F): 0.1 0.01

Manganese (Mn): -0.01 Nitrate (as NO3): 1.1 0.02

Calcium (Ca): 79.7 3.98 Chloride (Cl): 27.6 0.78

Magnesium (Mg): 30.7 2.53 Sulfate (504): 94.6 1.%87

Sodium (Na): 5.4 0.23 ,

Ammonium (as NH4): ND 0.00

Other Parameters: ND

Turbidity (Lab): -1 NTU Alkalinity (as CaCO03): 198 3.96

Color: -1 PCU Hardness (as CaC03): 325 6.5

Odor: NONE Total Diss. Minerals: 435

pH (in Lab): 7.9 Non~Volatile Organic Carbon

Specific Conductance: ND  uS/cm (Dissolved, as C): ND

CALCULATED VALUES: TDM = 358 mg/u
Cation sum = 6.74 Anion sum= 6.72

Ion diff.: (Cation -~ Anion)= 0.01 Ion % difference= 0.1 %

TDM diff.: (Res. - Calc.)= 77 TDM % difference= 19.4 %

- ———— T ——_—— -~ —_—— — = — ———— — . Y - ‘v ———— T S o o - S > — . S O Yt ]t T—— — T 0% M v = — A Ve W A A T T — T ——— S SO T Ao -

Below detection limit (i.e. -1.0 = less than 1.0 mg/L)
milligrams per liter uS/cm = microsiemens per centimeter

mg/L =
me/L = milliequivalents per liter
ND = Not determined/Information not available

IEPA Certified Environmental Laboratory, Number 100202

Analyst: Lauren F. Sievers
Assistant Chemist

T2 i my L




Illinois State Water Survey

Chemistry Division
2204 Griffith Drive

WATER SAMPLE Champaj inoi
paign, llinois 61820-7495
REQUIRED INFORMATION Telephone (217) 333-9134 or 333-0802
™o

. S
Water Source: pﬂUQK LUC’-// Well depth: &0 al City:JQw‘aL Ut//& Srove

{e.g. privale well, pond, municipal well number, etc.)

Location_ /57 L,ounr'y A0 %ﬂ‘D""ﬂj— 96@ Q:\“}‘Cxc(o& ?QD&.( S

{in feet from each of two ad;ommg section lines, or mi(}(ed on map)
C0unty:C}1Qm}ﬁa4?/7 Township No.a (. /T €1 éeRange ! EQ5+ Section: a 4 /4‘
Owner: WALTEC & Covol E7Zell Phone: (21 7) I323-90¢!

Address:_/S 2 C,aunﬂ?/QCQ [bo n : r/l
oP

Collected by: Caool FZ2ell Date: b~ 2 Z"?/ Time:__[2 g
Sample Collection Point: K("‘CLDN g [N J<

(e.g. Kitchen sink cold water tap, hydrant at well head, well depth, etc.)

Treatment? [5) 0O Description:

(Yes or No) ‘ @
: Phone: ( @/%
=S,

Send Report to: Name:

(Other than or in addition to owner)

Address:

REQUESTED INFORMATION
i
Date Drilled: ? Log: Wi‘" y 21

(Thicknesses and depths of formations encountered during drilling)

Size hole:_4/0 ét.dgg?lf reduced, where and how much:

Casing record: ’ Screen record:

Type of pump: WW ,

{Submersible, shnllow/deepvwell'je!, centrifugal, elc.)
_ , : C o esst
Distance and direction from potential pollution sources: ['ﬁnd 2l 3 miles &=
o% lecq,
Plumbing: Colper t Qachy.
(Materials, e.g, copper, galvanized, plastic, iron)
Gas Presence: Previous analysis:
(Specific odor, other symptoms--mitky water, banging pipes) ‘
.
Prior owners: L7 Tord Q(\o Lo ?Uf‘cL Bm‘n\ﬁ
(Used (o search our files for prior contacts, driller’s log, etc.)
Intended use: (2 Duf("ma
(e.g., routine domestic, drinking-water oaly, irrigation, livestock (specify) watering, industrinl, etc.)

Special users:

Description-of-problem/comments:

A J A Dwisson of the %(
= R savtreg Nos 22 A0S S RECEIVED BY/%ATE qg

LA Hiinois Department of Energy and Natural Resources
PR TN




: INSTRUCTIONS

DRILLERS

White {
it Dep of Public Health
Ycllow(':opy Weil Contraclor

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESTED AND MAIL ORIGINAL TO STATE

)y DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, HEALTH PROTECTION, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH, 525
Biue Copy - Wel| Ovmes WEST JEFFERSON, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761. DO NOT DETACH GEOLOGICAL/WATER
SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT .
10. Property owner FORD Well No.
1. Tiype of Well P Address R ) Uicea CRIVE , A
ai Dug . Bored_+”_. Hole Diam. YV in. Depth S ¥ft. Driller S License No. (2@ 2~ ogGely
Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes___ " No 11. Permit No. Q@ Y (F( Date 7-88
bl Driven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft. 12. Water rom i 4—3 County Cl’/ﬂl'%l’/ﬂfo_’u
. .« . . - L4 on
c l'?::;f:ld . gmxs};eg mkD;xft — In Rock at depth to £ /8 v 52’ Sec. _ 2706
d G ut'mm - ravel Packed ——e—- 14. Screen: Diam._______ in. Twp. L 21
rout: (KIND) FROM (F1.) TO (FL.) Length: ______ft. Slot Rge. F&
Elev.
15. Casing end L.iner Pipe
Dism. (in.) Kind and Weight From (Ft.) | To (F) Locmgn -
1« . SECTION PLAT
4. Distance to Nearest: é FMj??Q + 1 /j, SUJ] Se,rve
Building_________Ft Seepage Tile Field Ak CoOWCRETE =15 =S¥
Gess Pool Sewer {non Cast iron}
rivy Sewer (Cast iron) 16. Size Hole below casing: in.
ptic Tank Bamyad 17. Static level ft. below casing top which is ft.
eaching Pit Manure Pile above ground level. Pumping level ft. when pumpingat ______
3. Well furnishes water for hum% ccgsumphon" Yes /No gpm for hours.
4. Date well completed -83
5 P;ermc:nent Pump Installed? Yes___ Date No 18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICENESS DBlOPTTT}*lO‘I)l'
Manufacturer Type Location 70 P Scaiw 2.
chpcxcxty gpm. Depth of Setting Et S -
6. Y{ell Top Sealed? Yes_¢<—"No Type L. #2S7 I)@"’J '/\/A"(‘/LJ (7 CectY \
? -~ <
7. thle?s Adapterfglﬁatcﬂled Yes No E/IIUI’) I/ &L_/l v | ¢,
anutacturer T2k Model Number ._,)_.Q&MQ / / _
}"low attachad to casing? o7 HANOD b G “r v ] &
8. \"ell Disinfected? Yes No Q Lu 7 ¢ (A y yg’
9. Rump and Equipment Disinfected? Yes No 7 —
10. I?ressure Tank Size gal. Type 1@ A0 S
Location \B ®/\
1L \’ilc'ter Sample Submitted? Yes No N
REMARKS: / ?7% . Zf)
| i Q\N J% " (CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)
SIGNED DATE ik s
IDITH 4. 3(65 !
NB-1 ’ ’
FeOBAS 11 182-0126 : SR



. . of Public Health )
Yellow Copy: Well Contractor

Golden Copy: Well Qwner Well Construction Report

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

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD

THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH DEC 1335 9. DrillerfRey it ((Ne il D, N N License No [0 -D03 7S
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH CHpinf2 CHARERIA 10. Well Site Address C .R. 200M P lofUiile Gvovt.
525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET (BERIAE SRN]T 11. Property Ownergl gfhen AL € £ iclS "Well Noo__
-SPRINGFIELD, ILLINDIS 62761 12. Permit No. /G- 79- 95 Date Issued /0 -2 5-54
13. Location: CountyC;Aanqumiﬂaqqd
RS % | S
NS T Sec. ol 1.AH P
11 Type of Well T IO o , Twp. (1A
a. Bored_ v/ Hole Diam. LM in. Depth 3§ ft ) Rge. 9 E
Buried Slab: Yesy”  No___
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft 14. Water from /<gL°77CL at depth__ /O ft
c. Drilled Finished in Drift v In Rock 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_ /3 ft Show location
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
d. Grout: plat
N, ME, NE
[ ¢ U —+ [ -
2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yes__\{_ No___ _ 3¢~ CU\": crege ~ /i -3¥
3. Date well drilled -394
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes Date No_v
Manufacturer Type gﬁ
Location 16. Screen: Diam.____in, Length in, Slot Size__
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 17. Size hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl.
5. Well top sealed? Yes_l/_ No____ Type Co.51 L vt 19. Static level ft below casing top which is ____ft. above
6. Pitless adapter installed? Yesv __ No ground level. Pumping level ___ ft, pumping gpm for ____ hours.
Manufacturer 7(8 o A Model No. [ 8)4/”) 20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of | Depth of
How attached to casing? At Top Bottom
7. Well disinfected? Yes_Y  No___
8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes_ No___ B loce k. Divt O - A

IMPORTANT NOTICE : @ {
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information / y

> S o ~1Q | =13
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as

outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this C'r&\i CJC\Y
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by ! 7
the Forms Management Center.

—~/’3 ””3 do

Continue on separate sheet if necessary.
PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE

) Do Not Use Felt Pen ) / o
/ Signed //ZMA/" / Lell Date_ //-A7-95
1L482-0126 \/ /

Q ’\orif”ﬁf’\



wAalLbK WELL CONS

TYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN. COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
WELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT

1. Type of

‘el a Driven Well Casing diam. in. Depth ft.
b. Bored Well Buried Slab fx Yes [ ]No
Hole Diameter into_2& i, in. to fi; in. to ft.
c. Drilled {Nell PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of fl.
Hole Diameter in. to ft. m. to ft. in. to ft.
Type of Grout # of Bags  Grout Weight  From(ft.) To(ft.) Tremie Depth (ft)
Hote ALVG | -9 | -Ip
d. Drilled Well Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ ]Yes [ ]No
Hole Diameter in. to fl. in. to ft. in. to fi.
Type of Grout # of Bags Grout Weight  From (ft) To(ft)  Tremie Depth (fl.)
e. Well finished within M Unconsolidated Materials | ] Bedrock
f. Kind of Gravel Sand Pack  Grain Size/Supplier # From (ft.) To (ft)
T g " =10 | =22

N

- Well Use [] Domestic
] Monito
. Date Well Completed

[ 1lrrigation [ }Commercial’ [ ] Livestock

ring ] Qther
05 Well Disinfected [X} Yes [ ]No

Driller’s estimated well yield gpm

Lo

4. Date Permanent Pump Installed @
5. Pump Capdcity gpm Set at (depth)

G. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer

7. Weli Cap Type and Manufacturer CAST P2

§. Pressure T{rk Working Cycle gals. Captive Air{ }Yes [ ]No

9. Pump Systém Disinfected { ] Yes [ ] No

0. Name of Pu;mp Company

1. Pump lnstarcr License #

2. License #

Licensed Pump Contractor Signature

finois Department of Public Health
wision of Enyironmental Health
15 W. Jefferson St.

1

sringfield, IL 62”61
R 37;5 S,

IPORTANT I\G)TICE This state agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to

complish the staxutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS

FORMATION §S MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

!
1

COUNTY No.das2a

DO NOT write on these lines

i
i

‘CTION REPORT

Date 05 / IDj o]

GEOLOGICAL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD
13. Property Owner Well #

14. Driller License # jp2 - ORI 5
15. Name of Drillin .
16. Permit No. ‘qg 17-0o1 Date Issued gj’[;’é ZZDO(
17. Date Drilling Started Q[Qgﬂ&[
18. Well SITE addresWﬂ}
19. Township Name DHEA) Land ID # 28-33-27- 2001
20 Subdivision Name Lot #
. Location a. County fﬂﬂﬂm ld)
b. Township _[7 Range __ Q& Section ZZ
c. H Quarter _A_z*_ Quarter _b‘_é, Quarter 'LI

d. Coordinates Site Elevation ft. (msl)

22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information

Diam. (in.)
"
XA

Material For Survey Use

Pc

Joint

DR 2|

Slot Size  From (J1)

+1
¢lo

To (it.)
~lo
=22

™

(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)

23. Water from Mat a depthof =/D

a. Static water level ft. below casing which is

fi. to -5

in. above ground

ft.

)

b. Pumping level is ft. pumping gpm after pumping for hours

24. Earth Materials Passed Through From(ft.) To (fl.)

>BLACK. DIRT > | -2
Blouinl cLAY -2 | -lo

| SAND & GRAKEL -10 | /5
SOfr GRAY CLAY -15 | -22

10Z-pp3715

License Number
(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)




i AUV AICPRE ST

l WATER WELL CONS.
IYPEORP FIRMLY WITH BLACK . COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF
NELL COMPLET’ION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT.
1. Typeof Well a Driven Well Casing diam. in. Depth fi.
b. Bared Weli Buried Slab {\/fch [ 1No

Hole Diameter 4Z in. to _13'° . My in to 53°8; in. to ft.
¢. Drilled \ycll PYC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft.
Hole Diameter in. 10 fl. in. tg ft. in. to ft.
gypcoforé,uc #of Bags Grout Weight From({Rt) To(f) Tremie Depth ()
HeGeabidael 1S [7sciom 122 (B4 ] n/a ]
d. Driled Wel! Steel Casing- - - Mechanically Driven [ JYes [ ]No
Hole Diameter in. to ft. in. to fl. in. to ft.

Type of Grout #of Bags Grout Weight  From(fl.} To(ft)  Tremie Depth (R

e. Well finished within [ vf Unconsolidated Materials [ ] Bedrock

£ Kind of Gravel Sand Pack Grain Size/Supplier # From (ft) To(ft)
Jae- A0 PenGravel FA-04 324 5%
]
1] o 3
2. Well Use [Vf Domestic [ ]Imrigetion [ ] Comumercial [ ] Livestd = 2
[ JMonitoring { ] Other ‘;> =D
3. Date Well Completed QﬁZ&Q@S Well Disinfected [v] Yes [ ] = &
Driller’s estimated well yield 3% gpm ; "%
4. Date Permanent Pump Installed g
S. Pump Capacity gpm Setat(depth) __________ft Q :—:2 §,
6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer m 6
7. Well Cap Type and Manufacturer : i %
8. Pressure Tank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air[ ]Yes [ ]JNo
9. Pump System Disinfected [ ] Yes [ INo

th District

Public =

10. Name off‘ump Company

11, Pump Installer
12. !
Licensed Pump Contractor Signature

License #
License #

{llinois Department of Public Health
Divisian of Environmental Health
525 W. Jefferson St.

Springhield, {L 62761

QARHBNO

DO NOT write on these lincs

& AR ANTBAMAR

CTION REPORT
Datc_Mnay Bl 00R

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD

13. Propesty OW_QA&L'E;&M Well# |
14. Driller ____"TR44A SK-imnts Lxct:nse#_@g:g:(___g;,;_-;a.z_.g;g,ww

15. Name of Dyilling Co.
16. Permit No. 19 -11-aR ate Issued O4 /oA fof

17. Date Drilling Started __y# /19 /o R

18. Well SITE address

MM“BBQ“W
19. Townghip Name Critkend Eai Land ID #op-3%-27-200 ~a21
20. Subdivision Name NIA Lot#  mn/a
21. Location a. County

_Champaiqe
b. Township _ITM Range & Section 2.7
c._MNW Quarter _&Quancr _N&, Quarter A H

d. Coordmates Site Elevanon(ﬁ{ﬁ (rmsl)
10°08 v
22. Casings, Liners* and Screen Information
Diam. (in)  Material Joint SlotSize _ From (Rt) To (ft) For Survey Use
ASvm ?;& Solvid o
{p pogtl . 14 SBsL
20 6 L la.0d0|14S |52°S |
(Slloked| 39.9 52.5)
™ ,
(List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals instailed)
23. Water from _ﬁgﬂdﬁ_ﬁmﬂ_atadepth of _47l.0f0t SX.0 n

a. Static water level £p.8 ft below casing which is 12, in. above ground
b. Pumpmg levelis _1).oft pumping | gpm after pumping for 4.0 hours

24. Barth Materials Passed Through From(ft) To(ft)

1.4

T.O
.o

23.0
ool |
41.0
93.0

g /“\ m (f dry ho:e, ﬁ!: o?t log and mmz how hole was sealed. )
IMPORTANT NOTICE: This stats agency is requesting disclosure of information that is neces M D

sccomplish thc statutory purpose &s outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS
INFORMARION IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

5. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



IN. {0 of Public Health i A ’ .
Yellow v .y: Well Contractor . o . P
Golden Copy: Well Owner Well Construction Report
i [ |
THIS FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS - GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
OF WELL COMPLETION AND SENT TO - - - : '
THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 9. Driim&jzmm License N5 IOTS/§
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 10. WelY Site Addre < 2 L .,
525 WEST JEFFERSON STREET 11. Property Owner .
"SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 12. Permit No./?”f:}"?f/ ate Issued & - /9 -F
13. Location: Count
’ Sec. 2 /-3D
1. Type of Well /1 Twp. s 2/
al. Bored L~ Hole Diam.&_in. Depth Rge. fé':' et
Buried Slab: Yes_ )~ No___ T A
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. in. 14, Water from at depth ft
c. Driiled Finished in Drift In Rock 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to ft Show location
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) T0 (Ft.) Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
d. Grout: 1 T : . plat
l ad =3 ) ) /\]e' NN, Se
oot 22l | 107 |57
2. Well furnishes water for human consumption? Yes £ No____
3. Date well drilled Q—Q?-?S; for 1 E.E.
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes Date . No Robeers Sue
Manufacturer Type T | . .
Location K 16. Screen: Diam.___ in, Length in, Slot Size__
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting ft. 17. Si'zé"@ hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft msl.
5. Mell top sealed? Yes No Type 19. Static level ft below casing top which is ____ft. above
6. |Pitless adapter installed? Yes____  No : ground level. Pumping level ___ft, pumping gpm for _____ hours.
Manufacturer Model No. o 20. Earth Materials Passed Through Depth of | Depth of
How attached to casing? . g - e Top Bottom
7. |Well disinfected? Yes__ _ No Sv T .
8.|Pump and equipment disinfected Yes_ No__ ‘ 4 ﬂm Q/‘Dj —9’ n;)
@  Aellar o | 2|
IMPORTANT NOTICE B 7 ~3 , ,
This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information ' M@Q% /f 6[57
that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as :
outlined under Public Act 85-0863. Disclosiure of this . . ‘AQ/Y‘./HQ - é/é)/ 4 77
information is mandatory. This form has been approved by , £ i
the Forms Management Center. A : '
z ; Continue,on separate sheet if necessary.
PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK PEN OR TYPE ST
Do Not Use Felt Pen IR P
, Signed J"f@m bate & /= ?f/
11482-0126 5 ~




11ROl VeParument o1 rupne neain
WATER WELL CONS™ ]"CTION REPORT

-

Date N u I\ s& 2‘\.& ;é@ﬁ

XYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN, COMPLETE WITHIN 30 DAYS OF

VELL COMPLETION AND SEND TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT GEOLOG]CA’AL & WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD
T f Well D Well C di i Depth ft 13. Property Owner well#
. Type of Well a. Driven Well Casing diam. in.  Dept . 14. Driller _Taeld ﬁ‘g INER L;ccnse # ~az-o082.4
b. Bored Well Buried Slab [v] Yes [ ]No 15. Name of Drilling Co.
Hole Diameter in. to fl.; in. to ft.; in. to fl. ’ . "‘g“q&‘ D : '1' f Y19/
. Drilled \15/3]1 PVC casing Formation packer set at depth of ft. ig IP;&mn}t)N& )Sq /3'-1 Lo Datc ssued O 3.
Hole Diameter Zlpin. to _ (o3 “n in. to ft. in. to ft. 18'Walthl1r“lEmdng{:anc ZW‘—A‘/
. Wwe a 55 /8¢ 200
Type of Grout #of Bags  Grout Weight  From{ft.) To(ft.) Tremie Depth (ft.) 19. Township Name  CetAdEn Land ID # g8 23-277-200 88 014
Exvieaplug Ceemtulhe 1S | 9501ns] q.50] 1050 MM 2 Subdivision Name ____41/4 Lot#
P Location a. County d/“}@g,g_?
- b. Township _/"7A/ _ Range ‘G &£ Section_27
. . S . - c
o S o sl D (1Yo (0 €D Ot i 8 ower K
) ’ ' ' ' ’ A 3 é F'Iz;l d. Coordinates Site Elevation fi. (msh
Type of Grout #of Bags Grout Weight  From (f1.) To{ft)  Tremie Depth (fi IE ~ OZZA Casings, Liners* and Screen Information
by ﬁ: s m ]
B 7 < = Diam. (in.) Material Joint SlotSize  From(ft.) To (i) For Susvey Use
55 <r- ASm F-AE5
o , zg 8 M 6 Pyt | Srfent| Avi /.IOAGL 5086
e. Well finished within [\/fUnconsohdatcd Materials [ ] Bedrock iR w D
f. Kind of Grave] Sand Pack  Grain Size/Supplier # From () To (&) Qmw 7 E:Qg;: &l Q- 4:50 | &of:5G
Yg-365 |PeuGenve)l | ca-ie 10.50 | L3.o Slptted |45.50 | 5550
"‘w*)
. . L . . (List reason for liner, type of upper and lower seals installed)
2. Well Use [A/Domesnc { ]lmgation [ JCommercial [ ] Livestock
3. Date Well ([:o}nrvllgtr::lctionangg[@]QO/tth Well Disinfected \/]/Ye No 23. Water from W{éa'[é/ atadepthof *_52:0 fi.1o o730
' Driller's estmeted well yield - pnism s L] a. Static water level &.2 ft. below casing which is 23 _in. above ground
4. Date Permanent Pump Installed b. Pumping levelis _____ ft. pumping ______gpm after pumping for _____ hours
5. Pump Capacity m Set at (depth
phapety — 8P (depth) 24. Earth Materials Passed Through From(ft) To(ft)

6. Pitless Adapter Model and Manufacturer (
7. Well Cap fType and Manufacturer : oL ST Uil Suasd & \ S

; - Trew's A " g O .S
8. Pressure Tank Working Cycle gals. Captive Air[ ] Yes [ ] No @ sk L e 0.5 Q.2

9. Pump System Disinfected [ ] Yes [ ] No ke ted

10. Name of Bump Company T - =) Haed clages 9.2 2.7

11. Pump lnséallcr License # : - : K- ; 24,2 41.0

i2. : License # v v & : bae) 42.0] 455
Licensed{Pump Contractor Signature ] it T . L As.5 | 47.5

Ilinois Department of Public Health sdﬁwhiﬁgﬂ‘_{_&nnl' maist, Haed (e Saud 471.5 | BZ.0

Division of Elnvironmcntal Health H . JoFor. } 52.0 5.4

525 W. Jefferson St. - : 3 Lt 593 | &3.0

Springfield, 1L 62761 S

) % 'b DO NOT write on these fnes (if dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed)
IMPORTANT NOTICE This éggmcy is requesting disclosure of information that is necessary to

accomplish the statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 85-0863. DISCLOSURE OF THIS 25. Licensed Water Well Contractor Signature License Number
NFORMATdN IS MANDATORY. This form has been approved by the Forms Managemenl Center. (SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



i 7 IS I AU IVND 1Y _LLNLL.!:N&

1 White C 1 . )
l‘ItIeDg{ P. JicHealth FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESH .o AND MAIL ORIGINAL TD STATE DE- 1/67
Yetlow Copy~ Well Contractor PARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ROOM 616, STATE OFFICE BUILDING, SPRINGFIELD,

Blue Copy — Well Owner ILLINOIS, 62706, DO NOT DETACH GEOLDGICAL /WATER SURVEYS SECTION. BE SURE TO
PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.
}
ILLINOCIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH ! GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL BECORD
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT ]
} 10. Dept. Mines and Minerals permit No» 277 Year
1. Type of Well 2 , | 11. Property ownersfohir [ JA///R17115 Well No.
a. Dug . Bored . Hole Diam. ~° __in. Depth1£7 TH: ] Address \QI la &R &OUEL
Curb material . Buried Slab: Yes No { Driller_ LU/ ThRue G v License No.
. Driven - Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft. { 12. Water from = 13. County
. Drilled . Finished in Drift_ L~ . In Rock l S Z L5
Tubular _~" . Gravel Packed I , at depthli)Q__ to i Sec""’é‘“ﬁ
4. CGrout: | 14. Screen: D1ar,n _,__{/__m. O Twp._J__g______
. '/ (KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.) } Length: 7 & _f. Slo t~_Q______~ Rng.zfjﬁ:_,
D | Elev. l//k.SJ T
I\) aj) | 15. Casing and Liner Pipe T’
l} Diam. (in.) ‘}Ki‘nd and Welght Fm?m(F:.) To ;L) LOCiE'i‘(I)C?N -
. — ? / SECTION PLAT
2. Distance to Nearest: ’ | % 7 { {i e N /0
Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field I|
Cess Pool Sewer (non Cast iron) | \ \
Privy Sewer (Cast iron) ] 16. Size Hole belovg casing: in. i‘ Yo & “\ farey 4 dews
Septic Tank Barnyard { 17. Static level ft. below. casing—top_which i8: ft.
Leaching Pit Manure Pile ] f',;gf) above ground level Pumping level ft. when pumping at
3. Is water from this well to be used for human consumption? ll gpm for hours.
Yes| _\/ _No P
’ | FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH THICKNESS | DEPTH OF
4. Date well completed } L? L‘l O i 18. BOTTOM
v g‘ - L)
Permanent Pump ?xgtalled? Yes | No , | - } D2 \ , ,
MC(H}Ufacturer A ) Type T"’? ¢ JErt /? U“ ' ! \.T‘;e HOL»U Cﬂ~*"¢”" A ”/ 5)7
Caplucxty gpm. Depth of setting i ft. i \Tj ‘ < —4 3 .
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes ]\,’/ No B I e l ‘ngJ D A kl ( | 2.
7. Pit]fess Adaptor Installed? Yes No l{’i } ‘Ff (L( < \E’\‘_ 4 ) R P
8. Well Disinfected?  Yes ﬁ { = = 8 A ‘ ) ‘ ’J) ‘5
9. Water Sample Submitted?  Yes \ No ' : P . 7
{ L}J’(Lt‘(’: C {@,\1\ £ OYQue l 17 50
REMARKS: (&}L{{ WS qpas } S Crrave | A R
¥ - < o
|
]
1
|
|
I
|
i
|
]
i

(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)
3 -

TR

e

SIGNED L DATE
i -



WELL DATA ~

City 6 mi £ / gl S &-,/ o ,rprmCounty /D Aﬁm kA ‘o4z,

Section 27 . 5 a. Twp /72N Range P L

Location (in feet from section corner) 200 "N, izt & ef £ cor iy U
e T S S S U AP X A4

Owner Lo M _Hen - Address_ L /le  (Frare

Authority___Mre 2 Aenrs Address )

Contractor 2 rva 42 [z mcor Address S ool

Date dug, bored, drilled ,ﬁa:f . /2D Sea level elevation pump base

Sea level elevation ground (o435 Depth &7 &7  Tog Lo/ o=/

zgé/ggg d/g/z /[~ 8 .Jl/ﬁ’/,/pk/ Sand g’-/ﬁ} /)/ae“ r’@}/ L2 f32
S,QQ 22 2 éé:: ﬁﬁla-;ﬁ g ?v_ a ~ L { y‘ 0'57/

& -33 s 7

foft ble C/.z}/ S 7= 80, Loarte Sand £ - Az

Wquuﬁer = €7 %
Were drill cuttings saved - Where filed. -
Size hole at top If reduced, where and how much

Screen make__Céyuéaa_A:hzzﬁL_Type Material _
Screen diameter, 2 Length 2 g Slot opening._____ﬁﬁ__g.cz_“ ye.

Static water level was. g’ at end of : hours quiet period
on’a__r(date) Pumping water level was after
e hours pumping at a rate of g.p.m. on

. (date)

Reference point for.above measurements___ (rrovad Swrface. .
Can static water level be measured now Ko How..  Joe of el Corere

Can pumping water level be measured now. Aa. How. it L arits
Can discharge be measured now How
Influence on other wells (m
Length of air line below pump base Elev. of lower end
Size Material ~ ku)/f\ T
How is lower end made v~
Pressure gauge size Make
Temperature of water at discharge Date, time
Water sample collected at (time) Sew PMon (date) A7 a4 22 /9= /

after L5 il n hourg pumping at rate of aboet 3 g.p.m.
Analysis No. Yraes - Location of sampling tap.__ 2 2 resfere vt WL
Color or Odor Here. Gassy Turbidity =
COpm= _pH Was filtered sample collected Ne.
Purpose of use Corrosive to what
Treatment Mone.

reported hard Lo jtb perech  drea.

(A45679—2M-—4-41) c@z




CE T CANNGE-ZTR5e

T PARTIAL MINERAL ANALYSIS
sy o0 1 s k o 91-/5 e Q..f.méfi‘”’a_,c/-»w: ~ 7L

s1iectsd from a well owned by Otto M. Henry
1 tnois. Location of well: 200' N and
jer Yot Bection 273+T. 17 N., R. 9 E.
1] kDate collected: May 20, 1941,

Pts. per
million ' o

12




INSTRUCTIONS TO T

ILLERS

White Copy
1. Dept. pfF .ric Health
Yellow Copy ~ Wel] Contractor

Blue Copy - Well Owner

PROVIDE PROPER WELL LOCATION.

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
WELL CONSTRUCTION REPORT

1. Type of Wel
a. Bug_L7 . Boréi . Hole Diam. in. Depth /§/7t
&urb material 2 . Buried Slab: Yes No

b. Dnven . Drive Pipe Diam. in. Depth ft.
c. Drilled . Finished in Drift . In Rock
Tubular . Gravel Packed
d. Grout: —
/L/ﬂ - (KIND) FROM (Ft.) TO (Ft.)
2. Distance to Nearest:
Building Ft. Seepage Tile Field
Cess Pool Sewer {non Cast iron)
Prigy Sewer (Cast iron)
Septic Tank Barnyard

Leaching Pit Manure Pile

3. Is water fromp-this well to be used for human consumption?
Yes No

4. Date well completed

/gf

S. Permanent Pump Installed? Yes [
Manufacturer Type //7 [ e ]‘07}—
Capacity gpm. Depth of setting
6. Well Top Sealed? Yes No_ "
7. Pitless Adaptor Installed?  Yes No__ \
B. Well Disinfected?  Yes No (Pl
9. Water Sample Submitted? Yes No V/
REMARKS:
Copy,
Ty

1
|
]
]
|
i
|
|
|
|
]
|
|
|
|
1
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
]
|
|
|
]
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
]
|
l
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
]
i

FILL IN ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REQUESY..o 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

/67

GEOLOGICAL WATER SURVEYS WATER WELL RECORD

10. Dept. Mines and Miner Is_p_errmt No. Year
11. Property owner e th /- c'S’)’”] e - Well No.
Address 708 5 7 r&/irac C A/
Driller o License No.
12. Water from — 13. County _ .7/ /1
Formstion -
at depth to / ft. Sec.£ 5/ -%
14. Screen: Diam.__—— _in. . Twp. 177
Length: ™ "f. Slot___—~ Rng. /=
Elev. z'gS';Z;
15. Casing and Liner Pipe
Diam. (in.) Kind and Weight From (Ft.) | To (Ft) LOCIS\!;‘(I)(?N .
‘50 E;V"IC k D /L/, ~7 | SECTION PLAT

16. Size Hole below casmg in.
17. Static level _Z.351t. below casing top which is_____

ft.
above ground level. Pumping level ft. when pumping at
gpm for ______ hours.
| THICKNESS | DEPTH OF
18. FORMATIONS PASSED THROUGH HICKNESS | DEPTH O
1
(CONTINUE ON SEPARATE SHEET IF NECESSARY)
/7

SIGNED

[i]
j

e
g



. WELL CONSTR]ICTION REPORT Date_ev-ch 30 1574

TYPE OR PRESS FIRMLY WITH BLACK INK PEN, THIS
FORM MUST BE COMPLETED WITHIN 30 DAYS OF COMPLETION
AND SENT [TO THE APPROPRIATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT

. Date Wc? Completed (g ac it 3 0 (339

2. Use: 4 Domestic [ ] Imgauon [] Commcrcml [ ] Livestock
[ ] Moagitoring [ ] Other

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEY WELL RECORD

11. Permit Number [ G -014-97F Date Issued 3 - A F- 99
12. Property Owner £ hy ([ 5 &/ i 1l drms Well #

13, Drilling Company Namcj{wno tds W Dviihing Fno.

i4. Namc of Person who drilled the well Kﬁ‘,;/ ‘n V. a e
15. Well Site Address /S <t ¢ Coumntp: £d- 160 A f/ Mo yove I

3. Type of Well: 16. Twaoshp Name €., Henden_ R Land IDAOS -3 3 27-300-<
a. Bored Well: Hole Diameter__ ¢ C in. Depth I& ft. 17. Subdivision Name ' GQ Lot Elevation ft.
Casing Diameter 3 (, in. Buried Slab: [Yes [ JNo 18. Location: Cnty/( &gm_#g,- g Sect 1] Twnshp [ 70~ Range § E
b. Driven Well: Drive Pipe Diameter in. Depth ft. S wy Quarter of the 5 = Quarter of the S @J  Quarter
c. Drilled Well: Weli Diameter in. Depth _ . 19. Casing and Liger Pipe: 20. Screen:
Casing Diameter____in. Type Joint Dia_ (In) Type From(f) To(ft)  Diameter __in.
Casing Grout: Oversized , G £Ve Soe 3i 1 |- Length __ft.
Kind rill Hole(Iln) From(f) , To(ft) 36 Conae retfes - _|-35 Slot Size
HNoie Plus, 46 -/0 | -1 ‘ , Material
v ' 21. Water from_ S G of atdepth /O ft.to /% fi.
‘ 22, Static Level ft. below casing top which is in. above ground level.
Finished In: Unconsolidated §  Gravel Pack: BdYes [ ]JNo ' Pumping Level ft. Pumping gpm for hours.
Rock | } Grain Size 6 wess het 23, Earth Materials Passed Through Depth Top(ft)  Depth Bottom(ft)
4. Well Disinfected? [{Yes [ JNo Rlocic v - -2
5. Date Permanent Pump Installed By D M‘V\/tl.wv‘\/ . /0
6. Liccnsec]i Pump Contractor Sond A S) -~/
License Number Govroy d G ; " - - 3.5
7. Pitless Adapter Installed? PJYes [ ]No [ /

Manufacturer Ao x e&mw ha Model [P 10X

Attached to Casing - How? [] Screwed On [ 1 Welded P Compression

g. Type of Well Cap Cmrt Lyon. \\ -
9. Tank Working Cycle gallons Captive Air: [ JYes [ ]No //'31 . 3\\
10. Pump and Equipment Disinfected? [ Yes [ JNo L{; m\/@m\ <
\ | S v T
General Comments: (If dry hole, fill out log & indicate how hole was sealed.) Y ¥ : \j
v T
LN io &] o F
{tlinois Department of Public Health N i ’ :;’f
Division of Environmental Health - 525 W. chfcrson (O#'\‘QQLZ,&W . \c f/’ 2o o CA"
Springfield, Continue on back of sheet if necessary bva\

IL 62761 ‘K ’JJQQ\]\OQ‘

IMPORTANT NOTICE. This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information that is necmary to
accomylish the statutory purpose as outlined under Public Act 850863, Disclosare of this information

is mandatory] This form has been approved by the Forms Management Center.

1L 482-0126 Printed by Authosity of the State of Ilfincis P.O. PRT3(3(244 6.5M 6/98

/@ /@ /O a-0D379S

Licensed Contractor Signature License Number
11/9¢

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION)



e IR LR IED . -
ipt. of Public Health ‘

Hw Copy: Well Contractor :
Golden Copy: Well Owner

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

Well Construction Report .

GEOLOGICAL AND WATER SURVEYS WELL RECORD
9. priller Mo Id Bac )

License No./02"4/2-3 7
10. Well Site Address /3F2 €&, 300 v/

11. Property Owner__ 6~ LT well No.
SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62761 12. Permit No.__ /9 ~92 - 02¢ Date Issuedm
13. Location: County‘w_}ﬂ_
j Sec. 12-"6’1
1. Type of Well / T 17
a. Bored Hole Diam. in, Depth Lo Rge. 7&
Buried Slab: Yes__  No_ '
b. Driven Drive Pipe Diam. 14. Water from i-_«nd at depth_ 22 2 ft
c. Drilled_ X Finished in Dr1ft__‘2§, 15. Casing and Liner Pipe to_224e ft  Show locatic
(KIND) FROM (Ft.) Diam.(in)| Kind and Weight From (ft) | To (ft) in section
d. Grout: C/W o plat
Semmfes Plac] ‘ Sw, Mw, N
- <2t L S hl#0 Hgd 7 | 202
2. Well furnishes water for human consumption?
3. Date well drilled /(53 :
4. Permanent pump installed? Yes X Date (; 57 No_____
Manufacturer o /S Type
Location W&/(/ 16. Screen: Diam. in, Length#ﬁn, Slot Size/ <~
Capacity /57 gpm. Depth of setting ¥0 ft. 17. Size hole below casing in. 18. Ground Elev. ft ms?
5. Well top sealed? Yes /S~ No Type 19

6. Pitless adapter installed? Yes {& No,
Manufacturer a il er—

. Static Tevel /9 ft below casing top which is _/ ft. above
ZEEf

ground Jlevel. Pumping level t, pumping gpm for _;—hourz
Earth Materials Passed Through

How attached to casing?

7. Well disinfected? Yes_ ¢ No
8. Pump and equipment disinfected Yes_P&—No

IMPORTANT NOTICE

Model No. 2”% 20.
ey

@@4@

Depth of
Top

Depth of
Bottom

Sai [

2/

‘;2, 4

///6»1 Je (6w

j/

Y2l

This State Agency is requesting disclosure of information

outlined under Public Act 85-0863.

that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as
Disclosiure of this

&/@‘7 ﬁ/ﬂ« e

(5| 20e ]

Sen

J0 | 22¢

information is mandatory. This form has been approved by
the Forms Management Center.

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

11482-0126

AR

Continue on separate sheet if necessary.

/\kgigned LZ;QVL,{% &(/\/ Datem
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LABORATORY SAMPLE NUMBER: 235650

AQ CODE:

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL
WELL#:

LOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN
TOWNSHIF: 17N

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008
TEMPERATURE (F):

RANGE: 0 COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT.
SECTION: 27
PLOT: 8G PAGE 3 OF 5.

TREATMENT:

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.655 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/dL 000
Po@sium Xy 2.99 mg/L 0.08 Chloride (CI): 404 mg/l. 11.39
f;lc‘““{ (Ca()}?vi ) ‘1‘2‘; m;/i ?2 Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 000

agnesium (Mg): . m . ,

Sodium (Na): 307 mg/L 1335 Sulfate (804): < 031 mgd 0.01
Aluminum (Al): 40 ug/L
Arsenic (As): 6.99 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 125 ug/L
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 203 ug/L
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L
Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ug/L —

. Manganese (Mn): 24 ug/L é@

© Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L
Zinc (Zn): 36 ug/L
Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 5.0 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): 291 mg/L. 582
Color (PCU): 22 PCU Silica (Si02): 10.8 mg/L
pH (Lab): 7.92 Hardness (as CaCO3): 187 mg/L
Odor: NONE Total Dissolved Solids: 978 mg/L

S

Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 17.18 Major Anions Sum (meg/L): 17.23
Ton Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0:050 PD= -0.14 RPD= 0.29
TDS: Calculated= 963  Difference(m-c)= 1542 RPD=  1.59 Ratio (m/c)= 1.02

< = Below detection limit (i.e. <1.0 = less than 1.0)
mg/L = milligrams per liter
ND = Not determined/Information not available

hardness = (Camg/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)

PASS FAIL COMMENTS
Holding Time: M O ? 4342 -
PD: K O PR -
Transcription: & (] WY/ /4
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): O ROV-6-5-2008 ?z Tl zg et
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SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL
WELL#:
T OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO

COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN
TOWNSHIP: 178

OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

DATE COLLECTED: 8/15/2008

DATE RECEIVED: §/15/2008

TEMPERATURE (F):

COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM OUTSIDE SPIGOT.

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0)

mg/L = milligrams per liter
ND = Not determined/Information not available

RANGE: 09E
SECTION: 27
PLOT: 8G

TREATMENT:

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result Units megq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.651 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mgd. 0.00
Potassium (K): 3.00 mg/L 0.08 Chloride (Cl): 404 mg/l. 1139
f;icmfé (Ca();\{ ) ‘l‘gi mgffLL féé Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 000

agnesium (Mg): . m . ] .
Sodium (Na): 306 mg/L 1331 Sulfate (S0O4): < 031 mgd 001
Aluminum (Al 4] ug/L
Arsenic (As): 7.30 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 123 ug/L
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 203 ug/L .

Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L @
Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ug/L O O
‘4anganese (Mn); 24 ug/L
Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L
Zinc (Za): 37 ug
Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 46 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): 293 mg/L  5.86
Color (PCU): 22 PCU Silica (Si02):- 10.7  mgl
pH (Lab): 7.93 Hardness (as CaCO3): 186 mg/L.
Odar: NONE Total Dissolved Solids: 978 mg/L
T ST TTTTET
S R N0
Major Cations Sum (meq/L): 17.10 MaJ or Amons Sum (meq/L) 17.27
Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)=  -0.173 PD= -0.50 RPD= 1.00
TDS: Calculated= 962  Difference(m-c)= 15.91 RPD= 164 Ratio (m/c)= 1.02

hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) =

hardness = 105.62 + 79.89 = 18551
ug/L = micrograms per Liter (1 m«r/L = 1000 ug/L)

T TN

PASS FALL  COMMENTS | T T
“olding Time: ] : Q Ada Lﬁ'—\ A DR
~PD: X O P "“
—-Transcription; X - /] 74
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): ﬁ . e /1 [7\ Jzerz‘ Lo
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OWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

DATE COLLECTED: &/152008
DATE RECEIVED: 8/15/2008

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL

WELL#:
~OCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO
COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN

TOWNSHIP: 17X TEMPERATURE (F):
Pl COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM UNFILTERED
PLOT: 8G KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 4 OF 5.

TREATMENT: SOFTENER

PARAMETER Result Units meg/L PARAMETER Result Unijts meq/L
Iron (Total Fe): 0.077 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 6.08 mgAL 0.00
Potassium (K): 1.30 mg/L 0.03 Chloride (Cl): 402 mg/l 1134
fﬁ;‘@ <Ca(>11\4 ) 8§§§ mi gg;‘ Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 000

esium (Mg): . m . . N
Sodium (Na): 187 me/L 16.83 Sulfate (SO4): < 031 mgdL 001
Aluminum (Al): < 61 ugll
Arsenic (As); 6.41 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 1.5 ug
Beryllium (Be): - < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 201 o ug/l
Chromium (Cr): < 5.8 ug/L
Copper (Cu): 6.2 ug/L @

. Afanganese (Mn): 2.2 ug/L. = p

Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L

Zinc (Zn): 12 ug

Turbidity (Lab, NTU): 23 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): - 292 mg/L 5.84

Color (PCU): 20 PCU Silica (Si02); 10.6 mg/L

pH (Lab): 8.01 Hardness (as CaCQ3): 3 mg/L

Odor: NONE Total Dissolved Solids: 991 me/L
- S

R

Major Cations Sum (meg/L): 16.94 Major Anions Sum (mcq/L) 17.19

Ion Balance: Difference(c-a)= -0.256 IPD= -0.75 RPD= 1.50

TDS: Calculated= 978  Difference(m-c)= 13.04 RPD= 1.32  Ratio (m/c)= 1.01

< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less thau 1.0) hardness = (Camg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) =

mg/L = milligrams per liter hardness = 202 + 140 = 342
ND = Not determmed/lnformanon not avaxlable ug/L = micrograms per thef (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L)

SRR, 5203 3 Vet it S e €7 E7 s bt S I I D T SXE T

PASS FAIL COMMENTS

R LIREY

“nlding Time: &) ] Q a ﬂ_‘%ﬂl-— VS
~PD: X [ A
~-Franseriptions 2 = e :
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): X AdTBrared

MOY 04 2008




T AR(\D A'rnpv Qs MDT T\TTTI'\/‘FD‘L“D 12IZAED (A oamT.

T e s T e e = o e S e T eeitoie e

QOWNER: GLENN LINSTEAD
WELL DEPTH: 226.00

DATE COLLECTED: 8/152008
DATE RECEIVED: §/152008

SOURCE: PRIVATE WELL

WELL#:
LOCATION: SOUTHEAST OF TOLONO
COUNTY: CHAMPAIGN

TOWNSHIP: 17 TEMPERATURE (F):
piisigel COMMENTS: SAMPLE COLLECTED FROM FILTERED
PLOT: §G KITCHEN TAP. PAGE 5 OF 5.

TREATMENT: SOFTENER,FILTRATION

PARAMETER Result Units meq/L PARAMETER Result TUnits meg/L
Iron (Total Fe): < 0.0059 mg/L Fluoride (F): < 0.08 mg/d 000
Potassium (K): 0.141 mgl 0.00 Chloride (CI): 658 mg/l 1.86
S{alcmﬂ} (Ca()rfvi ) 8 (1) gg mf/“}: 88; Nitrate (NO3-N): < 007 mgL 0.00

agnesium (Mg): . mg . _ o o
Sodium (Na): 561 melL 2 44 Sulfate (SO4): < 031 mg/l 001
Aluminum (Al): < 6.1 ug/L
Arsenic (As): 1.92 ug/L
Barium (Ba): 2.0 ug/L
Beryllium (Be): < 0.55 ug/L
Boron (B): 217 . ug/L
Chromium (Cr): < 58 ug/L @

Copper (Cu): < 0.79 ug/L N @

. Manganese (Mn): < 1.5 ug/L

© o Nickel (Ni): < 14 ug/L
Zinc (Zn): < 7.3 ug/L
Turbidity (Lab, NTU): < 0.1 NTU Alkalinity (CaCO3): 23 .8 mg/l, 0.48
Color (PCU}: < 5 PCU Silica (Si02): , 1.54 mg/L
pH (Lab): 6.76 Hardness (as CaCO3): < 1 mg/L
Odor.‘ NONE Total Dissolved Solids: 133 mg/L

o N i;_;}

Ma)or Catmns Sum (meq/’L) 2.46 " Major Anions Sum (meg/L): 2.35
Ion Balance; Difference(c-a)= 0.112 [PD= 2.33 RPD= 4.65
TDS: Calculated= 139 Difference(m-c)= -5.83 RPD=  4.29 Ratio (m/c)= 0.96
< = Below detection limit (i.e. < 1.0 = less than 1.0) hardness = (Ca mg/L * 2.497) + (Mg mg/L * 4.118) =
mg/L = milligrams per Jiter hardness = 0.42 + 033 = 075

ND = Not determined/Information not available ug/l = micrograms per Liter (1 mg/L = 1000 ug/L)

e e T T A

0", ek rumar o ok bR e o {1 Bl B2 1< 0 30 7S daisarme 03

- ” PASS FAIL  COMMENTS
Yolding Time: ] ] Q A% 3R - 0‘7
' pPD: ' J
Transcription: &[] 7 ,1/
QA(Anions, pH,Alk, TDS): X VAV A7) I T




CASE NO. 694-V-11

PRELIMINARY MEMORANDUM
Champaign August 5, 2011
County  Petitioner: Damon Reifsteck
Depantment of

PLANNING & ,
b0l  Site Area: approx. 1 acre

Time Schedule for Development:
Zoning Use Permit application
already submitted; construction
awaiting variance decision

Brookens
Administrative Center
1776 E. Washington Street
*urbana, Hiinois 61302 Prepared by:  John Hall

Zoning Administrator

(217) 384-3708

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 CRY00E, 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-1 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.

BACKGROUND

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 in variance cases and are not notified of such

cases.

EXISTING LAND USE AND ZONING

Table 1. Land Use and Zoning in the Vicinity

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-11

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE,
FINDING OF FACT
AND
FINAL DETERMINATION
of
Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals

Final Determination:
Date:

Petitioner:

Request:

{GRANTED / GRANTED WITH SPECIAL CONDITIONS / DENIED}

August 11, 2011

Damon Reifsteck

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-1 District
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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:

I. 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
notified of such cases.

GENERALLY REGARDING LAND USE AND ZONING IN THE IMMEDIATE VICINITY

4. Regarding land use and zoning on the subject property and adjacent to it:
A. The subject property is zoned AG-1 Agriculture and is a single family dwelling.

B. Land to the north, east, and south of the subject property is zoned AG-1 Agriculture and is
farmland.

C. Land to the west ot the subject property is zoned AG-1 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 CRO00E 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.
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(3) “LOT” 1s a designated parcel, tract or area of land established by PLAT,
SUBDIVISION or as otherwise permitted 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 wurban 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 permitted to
grant.

(8) “YARD” 1s an OPEN SPACE, other than a COURT, of uniform 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.

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
PRINCIPAL STRUCTURES shall be positioned in conformance with the
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E.

(2)

PRELIMINARY DRAFT

SETBACK LINE regulations and standards specified hereinafter for the DISTRICT
in which they are located,” and drawings in 4.3.2 further specity that in the case of
a MINOR STREET the required setback is 55 feet with a front yard of 25 feet.

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.

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.

Paragraph 9.1.9 D. of the Zoning Ordinance requires the ZBA to make the following
findings for a variance:

(O

(2)

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.

(©) 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.

That the variance is the minimum variation that will make possible the reasonable
use of the land or structure, as required by subparagraph 9.1.9D.2.

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 SPECIAL CONDITIONS THAT MAY BE PRESENT

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 I 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) Oft-street parking: The subject property provides the required amount of off-street
parking outside of the setback.
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3) 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 finding 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 notified 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.



PRELIMINARY DRAFT Case 694-V-11
Page 7 of 9

DOCUMENTS OF RECORD

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
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FINDINGS OF FACT

From the documents of record and the testimony and exhibits received at the public hearing for zoning
case 694-V-11 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:

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 permitted use of the land or
structure or construction because:

The special conditions, circumstances, hardships, or practical difficulties {DQ /DO NOT} result
from actions of the applicant because:

The requested variance {SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED CONDITION} {IS / IS NOT} in
harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Ordinance because:

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:

The requested variance {SUBJECT TO THE PROPOSED CONDITION} {IS / IS NOT} the
minimum variation that will make possible the reasonable use of the land/structure because:

{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 /
HAVE 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
CONDITIONS/ 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-1
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




To:  Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals
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County From: John Hall, Zoning Administrator
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RE: Proposed Revisions to ZBA Bylaws
UPDATE

At the July 28, 2011, meeting the ZBA received an update on the

" dmm'smﬂzﬁ?: proposed revisions to the Bylaws (see attached) that had been
1776 E. Washington Street reviewed and approved by the State’s Attorney.
& Urbana, Iilinois 61802 :
' P The Bylaws amendment may be adopted at the August 11 meeting.
- < 1)
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 thd/linois Counties
Code, Chapter 55, Section 5/5-12007 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 amended, in
accordance with the County Enabling Legislation.

ARTICLE 2 - GENERAL PROVISIONS

2.1

22

23

24

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 &onflict between these rules
and the Zoning Ordinance, the Zoning Ordinance shall prevail.

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 autlrity is granted to the
Governing Body, except as provided in Section 4.1.6 of the Zoning Ordinance.

The State’ s Attorney shall be consulted regarding questions of law. The Zoning Administrator
shall be consulted regarding provisional interpretations ofhe Zoning Ordinance.

The Office of the 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

3.2

33

3.4

3.5

Appointment of the Zoning Board of Appeals shall be as provided foiby the Governing Body
pursuant to Section 9.1.6(A) of the Zoning Ordinance.

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.

For each meeting attended, members shall be compensated in a manner established by the
Governing Body.

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 Sectio=§ 6.8 herein;

b) Failure to disclose any substantial or materiakx-parte communications at the earliest
opportunity subsequent to any such communications pursuant to Sectior5-8 7.4 herein;

¢) 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 Chairpersa.

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 vacart.

ARTICLE 4 - CHAIRPERSON

4.1

4.2

4.3

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 herein.

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 of the Chairperson, the

Board may vote to recommend a current serving member to the Governing Body for appointment
as Chairperson of the Zoning Board.

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

4.4

¢) decide all points of procedure or order in accordance with thee and other applicable rules;

d) provide for the oath or affirmation to be administered to all witnesses in cases before the
Board pursuant to Sectioné-6 7.7 herein; and shall

e) take such actions and exercise such powers as are specifically outlined herm.

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 of theChairperson, shall perform all duties and
exercise all powers of the Chairperson.

ARTICLE § - MEETINGS

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

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 followirg 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.

Regular meetings may be canceled by the Chairperson, or with the oral approval o 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 weaher. 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 nake a reasonable attempt to notify the members of the Board, the
petitioners, and other interested parties.

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 neeting 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 meeting 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.

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.

All meetings shall be open to the public, notced, and posted in accordance with thelllinois Open
Meetings Act, (5 ILCS 120/1.01 et seq.). The Board may only go into closed session for
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appropriate reasons and only upon the advice of the Champaign County State’s Attorney.

Article 5 - continued

5.6

5.7

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.

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 thelllinois Open Meetings Act, (5 ILCS 120/1.01
et seq.).

5.98

shall net be

aHa =% a
H »

held by less than a quorum of the Board. Puble

iy an

aH-not-be-closed-other-than-at-a-meetinewhere-at les e-Board-members-are-press: {Nofe:
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
Jfour and if four members can decide a case four members should be able to continue a case.}

5.40 9 Meetings of the Board shallinclude the following agenda items and unless the Board votes to vary

the order, the agenda items shallproceed 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

¢) 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

53410 All regular meetings of the Board shall begin at 6:30 p.m. Central Standard Time, or at 7:00 p.m.

54311

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.

Applications for zoning cases shall be docketed on a first comeirst serve basis, strictly based

upon receipt of a completed application and its required fee.ln no ease-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 cate. 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

ARTICLE 76 - FORM AND CHARACTER OF MOTIONS AND DECISIONS

26.1

76.2

The Board shall conduct all votes in public session. Votingn absentia is not permitted.

The form and character of motions shall conform to those specified in the Appendix Champaign
County Zoning Board of AppealsRules-ofOrderBylaws Summary of Actions 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-ef-OrderBylaws Summary of Actions contained in the attached

Appendix are not applicable to the question at hand,Roberts Rules of Order, Newly Revised shall
apply.

The Chairperson shall not make any motion, except as provided in Sectioi$-5-9.5 herein.

A second shall be required prior to the Board’s voting on any motion, except as provided in

Section 89.5 herein. A second shall not be construed as an indication of how the member offering
the second intends to vote.

The Chairperson may second any mdion, provided that he or she has not offered the motion
pursuant to Section 89.5 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.

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.

In the event of a tie vote, the motion shall be defeated.

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 detenined 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 natter, nor shall the member vote on the matter.
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Article 76 ~ continued

76.9  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 islosed.

76.10 An abstention shall not be counted in the determination of a motion, but shall be recorded.

76.11  Upon the request of any member of the Board, a roll call vote shall be taken in lieu of a voice
vote.

76.12 Votes on Final Determimation with respect to any matter before the Board shall be by roll call vote
and in accordance with Article89.

76.13  Allroll call votes shall be taken by the Recording Secretary in varied order, except that the
Chairperson shall vote last.

ARTICLE 6 7- PUBLIC HEARING PROCEDURES

of Art. 5}
67.1 __ 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.
¢} Presentation of the evidence

d) Adoption of a Summary of Evidence

e) Adoption of Documents of Record

f) _Adoption of a Finding of Fact
g) Final Determination

67.2 _ Public Notice. The Secretary shall provide notice of the general location of the subject property, a
brief statement 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 of rightof-way(s) for public 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 ofhe larger tract;

Article 67— 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)

2)

the clerk of any zoned municipality with corporate limits within one and ondalf miles of
the subject site;

the planning staff or planning consultant for any municipality with corporate limits within
one and one-half miles of the subject site;

the Supervisor of the Township within which the subject site is located;

no less than one commissioner of the drainage district within which the subject site is
located, if applicable;

any provider of public sanitary sewer or public water service, if applicable; and

the Chief of the Fire Protection District within which the subject site is located, if applicable.

67.3  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.

58 7.4 Ex parte Communications.

a)

Communications regarding any pendingiter public hearing before the Board with any

b)

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 Canty,
except for purely procedural matters or legal subjects specifically approved by the State’s
Attorney’s Office, are consideredex-parte communications.

If a member of the Board has participated in a substantial or materiabx-parte

communication, that member shall disclose the following information to the Board at the
earliest public hearing subsequent to any such communication:

1) the person or persons with whom the Board member has spoken;

2) the circumstances under which the canmunication(s) took place;

3)  the general content of the communication(s); and

4) any response given to the person or persons by the Board membegNote: Ex parte

communications relate to matters of public hearings and this has beenrelocated
Jrom 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 counsel or agent.

6:5 7.6 In the event that parties other than the petitionermretain counsel or 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.

66 7.7 All witnesses shall swearor 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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Article 6 7- continued

6-7 7.8 Ovrder Presentation of Evidence. Evidence shall be presented in the following order unless
altered by the Chairperson or by Motion:

a)
b)

<)
d)

€)
f)

g)

h)
)

Announcement by the Chairperson that all testimonyis given under oath or affirmation
pursuant to the signing of the Witness Register for each agenda item;

The Petitioner or representative shall make a statement outlining the nature of his or her
request prior to introducing evidenceor alternatively he 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;

The Petitioner or representative presents evidence, subject tdRue section 6-8-7.9;

Staff presents and summarizes any distributed memorandum, materials or reports;

Parties other than the Petitioner presait evidence, subject toRude section 6-8<7.9;

The Petitioner or representative presents rebutal evidence, subjectto Rule section 6-8-7.9, but
may not introduce new evidence;

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, subjeet-toRule-6-Fh);

Questions, comments, requests, or continuance by the Staff or Board.

The Board shall then vote to Close the Witness Register

687.9 Inquiry of Witness.

2)

b)

¢)

d)

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.

For purposes of these rules, an “administrative case” is a Special Use permit case, a Variance

case, a conditional Rezoning case, or any natter combined in the same hearing with one of
these cases.

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 pertinent to the case.

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 this in the minutes of theseeting public hearing,
unless the question has been deemed improper, pusuant to Rede-6-9 section 7.10 (b) or (c).

The Board may place limitations on the right of crossexamination, which may include, but
shall not be limited to, the following:
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Article 6 7- continued

68 7.1

————

a)

b)

c)

d)

1) Requesting that groups who are associated with the sameaffected property or organization
to select one representative who alone shall be entitled to crossexamine adverse
witnesses.

2) Requiring those represented in the matter by licensed attorneys whare also present at the
meeting 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 Board.

Admissibility of Evidence.

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 Boardhall
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 theseRules Bylaws, or to reject matters which may be irrelevant
or immaterial shall nct affect the validity of the hearing.

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 testimonyr evidence in violation of
Rule-6-9-section 7.10(a); or

3) It is beyond the scope of allowable questions undedule-6-8 section 7.9 (a)(5), above.

Any person present at the mreeting 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.

Procedural errors which do not materially affect the rights of the pares shall be disregarded
and shall not affect the validity of the proceeding.

6-10-7.11 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, althoughit 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 sich evidence.
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Article 6 7- continued

6-11-7.12 Any evidence that any party wishes to have considered by the Board must
the closing of thepublie-hearing Witness Register(end of public testimon

hearing or, if a Finding of Fact has been approvedbut the Board has not taken-its-final-vete-en-the
mattermade a motion for a specific Final Determination and any party wshes to present new

evidence. have-the-public-hearingre-opened, itmay-bere-opened 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 intenckd to make minimal changes while eliminating

any appearance of inconsistency with the Open Meetings Act.The shaded text is relocated to new
7.13.}

7.13 _ The Board may request any relevant information or evidence from any party only prior tthe

elosing-of-the-publie-hearingany motion for a specificFinal Determination_.{Note: This has been

relocated from the existing 6.11 and modified toeliminate any appearance of inconsistency with
the Open Meetings Act.}

6-12 7.14 In 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 9.3.3(A)4 of the Zoning Ordinance. Such reactivated ases shall be noticed in the usual
manner pursuant to Section 6.2 herein.

10
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Article 6-7- continued

___________________ -{Note: This entire paragraph is relocated from the existing

paragraph 8.2.; the adoption of a Finding of Fact completes the “fact finding " portion of a
public hearing}

614 7.16 A Final Determination consistent with Article® 9 or a dismissal consistent withsection 7.1.4

shall end the public hearing.

ARTICLE 98 - PUBLIC HEARING REQUEST TO WITHDRAW, AMEND, CONTINUE, OR
REHEAR APPLICATIONS

98.1

98.2

98.3

N
16
i

Upon written request from the applicant or authorized agent, a petition or an appeal may be
withdrawn at any time prior to the Board’s making its final determination on the case.

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 islenied, the cause for such

denial being stated in the motion, the hearing and decision on the case as it was originally
proposed shall proceed.

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. Ia-sueh-ease; When there is material difference, anew public notice shall be required
before the public hearing of the zoning case may proceed, with fees forsueh the new netiee legal
advertisementto be paid by the applicant pursuant to Section 9.3.3(B$3 of the Zoning Ordinance.

The Board shall also determine whether the nature of the amendment is such as to require re
examination by counsel or staff members having made reports on the original application or
appeal. If referral for reexamination 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.

The Board may, upon majority vote of thae members present, continue a public hearing in order
to recetve 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.

11
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98.6

in-all-eases; All continuances shall be made to a date certain. The Board shall not grant a reques

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 pationer’s
representatives, or other interested party; or

¢) a continuance due to faulty public or mail notice.

'a¥a a¥a' a

O-A—-61R
&

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, ar unless a period of no less than one year has passed.

ARTICLE 89 PUBLIC HEARING FINAL DETERMINATIONS

89.1

8.1

The Board shall vote on the petition only as it was filed or subsequently amended by the Petitioner,
except in-the-ease-of for amendments o the text of the Zoning Ordinance.

Upon submission of all evidence, the Board shall consider the following motions prior to closing

the public hearing:
¢) toamend, 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;

¢) to consider any waivers 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;

¢) to consider any proposed Findings of Fact as required by Sections 9.1.9(D) of the Zoning
Ordinance for variance criteria or 9.1.11(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. {Note: This paragraph with revisions is relocated to become new
paragraph 6.14}

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 Section89.5 herein, may make a motion for Final

Determination. The motion may include direction in the form of approval, approval with specified
conditions, or denial.

12
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Article 89 — continued

89.3

9.8

89.9

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 tke terms of the Ordinance, or to recommend any
amendment of the Zoning Map or Ordinance Text to the Governing Body.

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.

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.

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.

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.

Notice of the decision of the Board, ircluding 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.

All decisions or determimtions made by the Zoning Board of Appeals shall be final, and shall not
be reconsidered other than in accordance with Section89.7 herein.

ARTICLE 10 - RECORDS

10.1

10.2

10.3

10.4

A file of materials and decisions relating to eachease public hearing shall be kept as part of the
records of the Board by the Secretaryin-the-Offiee-efto the Zoning Board of Appeals. {Note: This
revision is to make this paragraph consistent with practice.}

All records of the Board shall be public records. Such records shll be maintained in accordance
with the /llinois Public Records Act, (50 ILCS 205/1 ef seq.), and shall be made available to the
public pursuant to the provisions of thelllinois Freedom of Information Act,(5 ILCS 140/01 et
seq.).

The Zoning Administrator, or the Zoning Administratof's representative, shall serve as Secretary
to the Board pursuant to Section 9.1.7(F) of the Zoning Ordinance.

The Secretary to the Board shall perform or supervise all clerical work of the Board and shall

a) maintain the case docket, case log, and all case files;
b) set the agenda for the meetings of the Board pursuant to Sectiorb-t 5.11 herein;

13




Zoning Board of Appeals By-laws DRAFT REVISION 7/22/11
As Amended August 25, 2005

¢) causeto be published all required legal publications pursuant to the County Enabling Legislation;
Article 10 — continued

d) send out all other notices pursuant to Sectioné-2 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

) 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 arfcles and sections shall remain in effect.

ARTICLE 12 - AMENDMENTS
12.1  These rules may be amended by the affirmative vote offive 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 Summaryof Actions
B Example statement to be read at the beginning of Administrative Hearings

* % Kk

The foregoing rules and regulations are hereby adopted by the Zoning Board of Appeals of
Champaign County.

SIGNED:

14
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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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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 ltalics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
ACTIONS OF THE CHAIRPERSON -

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 roll. 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, 68 7.9, 6:97.10, and 6:16-7.11)

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, 6:9 7.10 and
6310-7.11)

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 2 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 Ttalics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
—] MEETING PROCEDURE
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. (5.10)
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 N/A N/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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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 Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
= GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED
To Request a Roll Call N N N None N/A Any Board member may call for a roll call 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 54 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 Information 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
seconder, it may be incorporated into the previous motion by verbal
Unfriendly Amendment Y Y Y Voice Majority of | approval. Ifthe 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.
voting
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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 Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED ot
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 requests of a singe petition CAN NOT be divided.
To Withdraw a Motion | Approval of N N None N/A Where the mover finds 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 of the 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 6.6)
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 evidence or testimony, such as petitions, visual aids, etc. (642 7.10¢)
Specific Evidence
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. (642 7.10¢)
Admissibility of present and
Evidence voting
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JULY 22,2011
Type of Motion Requires Debatable | Amendable Type of Affirmative Explanatory Notes Regarding Use of Motion or Action
or Action a second Yote Votes Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
GENERAL PROCEDURE CONTINUED -
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. (95 8.5 and 9:6 8.0)
voting
To Close the Publie Y Y N Voice Majority of | A procedural motion made when all public testimony has been
Hearing—Witness those concluded. The Board is now free to deliberate the merits of the
Register present and | submitted evidence. (82f 7.8,7.15)
¥ voting
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, staff report(s),
Documents of Record present and | correspondence, petitions, or other written visual materials into the
voting public record. (82a-and-$-2b-7.1, 7.15)
To Waive Standard Y Y Y Voice Majority of | Upon application, one or more waivers of otherwise standard
i i 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 Findings of Fact with reasons stated (8&2¢ 7.15)
To Impose Conditions Y Y Y Voice Majority 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. (8-2d 7.15¢)
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. (8:2e 7.15f).
voting
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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 Italics indicate pertinent By-Laws Sections
Req’d
-

FINAL DETERMINATION PROCEDURE CONTINUED

To Approve Petition, or Y Y Y Roll Call 54 A substantive motion, often called the Main Motion, it may take on
to Approve with (except as in of two forms: a) a definitive action where the Board is the final
Conditions Section 73 authority; or b) a recommendation to the Governing Body. A
6.3) Motion to Approve which fails constitutes denial and is final, and is
not subject to reconsideration. (#3; 84 9.4, 85 9.3, and9-7)

To Deny Petition Y Y Y Roll Call 4 Also a substantive motion, and it may also take form as either a
definitive 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. (84-ard-87F 9.6)

BY-LAWS

Amendments to the By- Y Y Y Roll Cali 54 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)
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APPENDIX B
CHAMPAIGN COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS BY-LAWS
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 turn 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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