1.

IIL.

IV.

VILLAGE OF BARTLETT
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
AGENDA

BARTLETT MUNICIPAL CENTER
228 MAIN STREET

February 2, 2017

7:00 P.M.

Roll Cali
Approval of the November 3, 2016 meeting minutes

(#15-15 & #15-16) Zoning Ordinance Update - Chapter 5: Residential Districts

Chapter 2: Rules and Definitions (specifically related to revisions proposed in Chapter 5)
Text Amendment

PUBLIC HEARING

Old Business / New Business

Adjournment




Village of Bartlett
Zoning Board of Appeals
Minutes

November 3, 2016

G. Koziol called the meeting to order at 7:01 pm.

Roll Call

Present: G. Koziol, B. Bucaro, P. Hanson, L. Hanson, J. Banno, M. Werden (arrived at 7:05)
Absent:

Also Present: A. Zubko, Planner

Approval of Minutes

A motion was made to approve the minutes of the September 1, 2016 meeting.

Motioned by: P. Hanson
Seconded by: L. Hanson

Roli Call
Ayes: M. Werden, G. Koziol, B. Bucaro, L. Hanson, P. Hanson
Nays: None

Abstain: J. Banno

The motion carried.



Case # 16-10 Sonic, Variation — Sethack & Landscaping

PUBLIC HEARING

The Petitioners Seth Wolken and Leslie Netzer were in attendance. Seth Wolken was sworn in by G. Koziol.
A. Zubko:
The following Exhibits were presented:

Exhibit A - Picture of Sign
Exhibit B - Mail Affidavit
Exhibit C - Notification of Publication

G. Koziol go ahead and present your case.

S. Wolken stated he is requesting a setback maodification due to the Route 59 and Stearns Road intersection
improvements, in which IDOT will be acquiring approximately 11’ of the northern lot line of the Sonic Drive-in
property. Mr. Wolken added due to this acquisition, Boom Real Estate is requesting Variations for the
following: (a} reduction in the previously granted building/canopy setback variation from 53.7’ to 44.9' and (b}
elimination of the previously reduced 10 foot interior parkway requirement.

G. Koziol asked if staff had received any comments, complaints or phone calls from the Public regarding this
variance.

A. Zubko responded not at this time.

M. Werden commented he was in favor of this variance since Sonic is not at fault. There were others in the
past that have come hefore us for the same reason.

Motioned: M. Werden
Second: P. Hanson

Roll Call
Ayes: M. Werden, G. Koziol, B. Bucaro, L. Hanson, P. Hanson, J. Banno
Nays: None

Motioned Passed

G. Koziol stated we will pass on a positive recommendation to the Village Board. Keep in touch with Staff to
find out when this will appear on a Board agenda.

Old Business: None
New Business: None

Motion to adjourn: P. Hanson
Seconded: B. Bucaro

The meeting was adjourned at 7:08



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MEMORANDUM

17-10
DATE; January 25, 2017
TO: The Chairman and Members of the Zoning Board of Appedals
FROM: Roberta B. Grill, Assistant Com Dev Director

Angela Zubke, Village Planner

RE: Zoning Ordinance Updates — Chapter 5 - Residentiol Districls
Chapter 2 - Rules and Definitions

CHAPTER 5 — RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

Attached for your review is the Text Amendment request for Chapter 5 of the Zoning
Ordinonce. The previous chapter was 83 pages in length; the revised Chapter 5 has been
condensed to just 11 pages. Charts are now being uftilized to eliminate duplication and
redundaoncy from each residential zoning classification, thereby simplifying the
Crdinance,

UPDATED POLICY ISSUES DISCUSSION

Commercial Motor Vehicles, Inoperable Vehicles, Recreational Vehicles, Trailers, Ali-
Terrain Vehicles, Watercraft, Snowmobiles and Semi-Trailers — This ordinance has been
revised and now clarified specificaily for the distinction between commercial mofor
vehicles and trailers. Trailers are now 'generally” categorized so that ANY ftrailer,
regardless of type, will fall under this revised section of the ordinance. Staff believes these
modifications give the Village a sironger cose if a violation were 1o go to court, (Flease
see Section 10-5-3, Page 5.)

Churches/Religious Instfitutions/Places of Assembly - Previously, the term Place of
Assembly was not defined in cur Zoning Ordinance and often was used interchangeably
with Religious Institution. The ordinance was alse not consistent in the regulation of
religious land uses as required by the Religious Land Use and Insfitufionalized Persons Act
of 2000 {RLUIPA). RLUIPA states that, subject to some exceptions, local and state
governments may not “impose or implement a land use regulation in @ manner that
imposes a substantial burden on the religious exercise of a person, including a religious
assembly or institution.”

In this revised ordinance, churches would now be classified as Religious Institutions and
would be regulafed the same as Places of Assembly since they have comparable
impacts (i.e. parking, noise, traffic, etc.). Places of Assembly, Religious Institutions, Lodges
(fraternal and civic), equal or less than 10,000 sq. ft. would be permitted by right in the
ER-1 and ER-2 {1 acre or larger) Zoning Districts, and as a special use in the remainder of
the residentiol districts. These same uses, if greater than 10,000 sq. ft., would require a
special use in all residenticl districts. Staft believes this revised ordinance more closely
meels the Religious Land Use and Instituliondlized Persons Act requirements.
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Impervious Surface — The impervious surface regulations were reviewed by the ZBA in
December of 2013 and approved on February 4, 2014 by Ordinance 2014-07 An
Ordinance Amending the Bartlett Zoning Ordinance with Respect to the Reguiation of
Impervious Surfaces in Residential Zoning Districts. This ordinance set o maximum
impervious surface percentage for residential lots based on their lot size to reduce storm
warter runoff and maintain green space (see Table 5-4 on Page 11.) The Staff has been
implementing this ordinance and its regulations since its inception. To date, no variations
have been requested.

Village Board Committee (April 19, 2016)

Stoff first presented the proposed Text Amendment to Chapter 5§ at the Committee of
the Whole meeting in April. A variety of topics were discussed and several Trustees felt
additional Staff review was needed regarding Agriculture Uses in Residential Districts;
specifically: Beekeeping, Chickens and Impervious Surface.

Village Board Committee (June 7, 2016)

Stoff researched the three fopics and provided the following background information for
the Board 1o review:

BEEKEEPING

Background

Stoff found that very few towns specifically regulate beekeeping: these include,
Hanover Park, Evanston, Skokie, Palatine and Schaumburg. Hanover Park only allows
beekeeping within their Community Apiary, and not on a single family lof.
Schaumburg, toc has a Community Apiary that is free for beekeepers to use, however
they do allow single family homeowners to apply for a special use permit to keep
bees if they so choose [$603). Evanston, Skokie and Palatine allow beekeeping on
single family lots.

Similar to Bartlett, many towns may allow beekeeping as an accessory use {o
agricultural uses and the bulk requirements in that district would come into play {i.e.
100 feet from any lot line). For more defailed information, please see the atfached
chart.

Staff Recommendation

As part of the Chapler 5§ Update, the Staff proposed reducing the minimum 10 acre
requirement for Agricultural Uses (including beekeeping) to 2 acres. Currently when
single family homeowners call the Viloge inquiring about the regulations regarding
beekeeping. Staff has referred them 1o both the Hanover Park Community Apiary
which is located on Army Trail Road, as well as the IL Dept. of Agriculture.
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If the Board directed Staff to look into the possibility of a Community Apiary, Staff
would recommend contacting the DuPage County Forest Preserve or the IDNR 1o see
if there would be any inferest in a joint venture to share cosis, not only the start-up
fees such as fencing, sighage etc. but the fees associated with the continued
maintenance and inspection of the site. At this time, DuPage County does not permit
beekeepers to bring hives to their forest preserves, Only Kline Creek has live working
bee hives that were donated by the previous land owner and these are used for
teaching and classroom experiences.

The Commiliee requested additional information on the costs involved with
beekeeping if a Community Apiary were to be considered and the cost for a
beekeeper fo obtain private insurance if they were to keep bees on Village owned
property. The Commifiee also direcled Staff to research allowing beekeeping on
individual single family lots.

Village Board Commitiee (January 3, 2017):

Staff outlined discussions with Hanover Park regarding the creation of a Community
Apiary. These discussions revealed the costs associated with the establishment of ¢
40" x 40’ area with crushed limestone, the installation of a chain link fence around the
perimeter, securing the area with a lock and distributing keys to the beekeepers
utilizing the apiary. These starf-up costs totaled approximately $5,000.

Insurance for the beekeepers (Comprehensive General Liability naming the Village of
Bartlett as an additional insured) ranged from $250-500/year for a $1 million dollar
policy. Staff would also recommend a bee license be issued by the Village at no cost
to the beekeeper and proof of registration with the lllinois Department of Agriculture.

If the Board chose to recommend allowing beekeeping on residential lots within the
Village, Staff recommended the following regulations:

Beekeeping.

a. Bees and bee hives shall be permitted on residential zoning lofs containing a
minimum of 10,000 square feet.

b. A maximum of two (2) hives/colonies shall be permitted on properties zoned
and occupied for single family residential uses.

c. The hive(s) shall be located only in the rear yard and a minimum of 25 15 feet
from aif ot lines.

d. A flyway barrier atleast five (5} feet in height, consisting of either a solid fence
with a secure gate, or dense vegetfation/landscaping shall be required along
the perimeter of the rear yard in which the hive(s) is located. Those lols
exceeding 20,000 square feef in area shall only be required to screen the
hive(s) with either dense landscaping or solid fencing at least five (5] feet in
height to create a flyway barrier for the bees and to minimize the impact to
adjoining properties.

e. Prominent signage warning of the presence of bees shall be required on the
propetrty (i.e. gatel.
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f. Each hive shall not exceed five (5) feet in height, nor shall the land area
designated for the hives exceed 30 square feel in tofal.

g. A source of water shali be available at alf times on the property during the
beehive's active months {March-November].

h. All areas where beehives are kept shall be clean and well mainfained with no
accumuifation of bee combs, wax, etc. around the site.

. An inifial building permit shall be required for all hives and o building
inspection/approval is required prior to obtaining a beekeeping license.

i. A beekeeping license issued by the Village with a one-fime fee of $25 shall be
required prior to obtaining the bees. A renewal license shall be required each
year thereafter, with no additional fee or building inspection required.

k. Proof of registration with the lllinois Department of Agricultural will be required
with the license.

L A maximum of 25 residential zoning lots will be licensed to have bees in the
Village at one time.

The Board directed Staff not to investigate o Communilty Apiary, but wanted the
regulations for beekeeping on individual lots, outlined above by Staff, to be sent to
the IBA for further review and discussion. (Please note: The items in red were added
per the Village Board Committee discussion.}

{(Attachments for your review include: 2 Acre Parcel Map, a Municipal Comparison
Chart and Setback Diagram)

CHICKENS

Background

Staff researched 24 towns in suburban Chicage and found that eight {8) allow
chickens in residential districts. Typical restrictions include no roosters, permitted in the
rear yard only and lecated in an enclosed, accessory structure. The remaining 14
towns all prohibit chickens. For more deftailed information, please see the atfached
chart.

Staff Recommendation

Community Development Staff receives a few inquiries each year with regards to
allowing chickens. Currently chickens are allowed on a minimum of 10 acres,
however, the Staff proposed reducing this requirement to a minimum of 2 acres. |If
the Boord directed Staff to allow chickens on smaller residential fots, Staff
recommended the following language be incorporated info the Zoning Ordinance:

Chickens {Poultry].

a. The raising/keeping of chickens shall only be permitted in the ER-1, ER-2,
ER-3, SR-2 and SR-3 Zoning Disfricts and shall be prohibited in ail other
residential disfrics.
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b. A maximum of four (4] chickens may be kept on properties zoned and
occupied for single family residential uses.

c. All chickens shall be kept within a covered enclosure/structure with an
attached covered/enclosed cutdoor area to prevent chickens from
encroaching onto neighboring properties.

d. All enclosures/structures shall be located at least five {5') from alf fot
lines. _

e, A building permit shall be required for all enclosures/structures
associated with the raising of chickens.

f. Al chickens and enclosures/structures shall be kept/located in the rear
yard onty.

g. Roosters are prohibited.

h. No Slaughtering.

i. No other poultry, including but not limited to geese, ducks and turkeys
shall be kept on the property.

i.  Shall register with the Hilinois Department of Agriculture.

Village Board Committee (June, 2016):

The Committee requested additional information regarding the size of both the
structure and outldoor area for chickens and to review the setbacks proposed due to
the possibility of an oder that may be associated with this use. The Committee also
directed Staff to review allowing chickens on 8,000 square foot lots, but wanted to
limit the number of lots granted permits for the raising of chickens and to be able to
review this number if demand warranted an increase.

Village Board Committee (January 3, 2017):

Staff revised its regulotions (in red) to specifically provide a minimum lot size, added
parameters to the size of the structure and the outdoor areq, increased the setback
reguirement and provided a maximum number of lots that would be allowed af this
time 1o raise chickens. Below are the proposed regulations: (Please note: Staff also
added additional regulations, per the Vilage Board Committee’'s continved

discussion on this issue.)

Chickens {Pouliry].

a. The raising/keeping of chickens shall be permitted on residential zoning
lols containing a minimum of 8,000 square feet.

b. A maximum of four {4) chickens shall be permitted on propertfies zoned
and occupied for single family residential uses.

c. Al chickens shali be kept within a covered enclosure/structure with an
attached covered/enclosed outdoor area to prevent chickens from
encroaching onto neighboring properties.

d. An outdoor area a minimurn of fen six {6) square feet per chicken will
be required and a maximum of 100 square feet will be permifted for the
covered enclosure/structure,

e. All enclosures/structures shall be located a minimum of ten {10°) from ali
lot lines.
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f. The structure shall be—heated: contain insulated walls and/or an
insulated blanket shall cover the skructure during the winter months.

g. Alf chickens and enclosures/structures shall be kept/located only in the
rear yard.,

h. All areas where hens are kept shall be clean and well maintained with
little to no accumuiation of waste, such as to cause cdors that are
detectable on adjacent properties.

I. Roosters are prohibited.

j.  Noslaughtering.

k. No other poullry, including but not limited to geese, ducks and furkeys
shall be kept on the property.

I An initial building permit shall be required for alf enclosures/sfructures
associated wifh the raising of chickens. A building inspection/approval
is required pricr to obtaining a chicken license,

m. A chicken license issued by the Village with a one-fime fee of $25 shall be
required prior to purchasing the chickens. A renewdal license shail be required
each year thereafter, with no additionai fee or building inspection required.

n. Proof of registration with the Minois Department of Agriculture will be
required with the license.

o. A maximum of 25 residenticl zoning lots will be licensed to have chickens
in the Viliage at one fime,

Attachments for your review Include: a Municipal Comparison Chart, Setback

Diagram, the Village On-line Survey Resulfs and letters supporting and
objecting fo the keeping of chickens.

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE

Background

Staff researched 14 towns and found nine (9) count pcols as impervious similar to
Bartlett and consider them an accessory use. The remaining five (5) towns don't
regulate pools as impervious because they count only accessory buildings in the
impervious calculation and pools are not considered an accessory building. For more
detailed information, please see the aftached chart.

Staft Recommendation

Impervious Surface ~ The impervious surface regulations were approved on February
4, 2014 by Ordinance 2014-07 An Ordinance Amending the Barflett Zoning Ordinance
with Respect to the Regulafion of Impervious Surfaces in Residential Zoning Districts.
This ordinance set a maximum impervious surface percentage for residential lots
based on their ot size to reduce storm water runoff and maintain green space [see
Table 5-4 on Page 11.) The Staff has been implementing this ordinance and its
regulations since its inception. To date, no variations have been requested.



CD Meme 17-10
Janvary 25, 2017
Page 7 of 8

Village Board Committee (April, 2016):

The Commiltee directed Staff to specifically review pools and how they are
calculated as part of the Impervious Surface regulations.

The 2014 Impervious Surface Zoning Ordinance Amendment included pools in the
impervious calculation and were referred to as accessory uses. Examples were
included that depicted pools on single family lots in addition to patios and other
impervious surfaces. Staff recommended the Impervious Surface Ordinance remain

as written,

Village Board Committee (June, 2016):

After further discussion, the Committee directed Staff to not include pools in the
impervious surface coalculation since they were assumed to hold water and therefore
would not add to the surface water run-off.

Village Board Committee (January 3, 2017):

Staff revised the Impervious Surface Regulations as follows, including the definition
and diagrams:

Impervious Surface Standards: The maximum impervious surface percentage for all
buildings and structures (principal and accessory uses, excluding pools) including
paved, impervious or fraveled surfaces on ¢ lof shall not exceed the following:

Single-family, detached lots:

Equal to or greater than 20,000 square feet i 30
percent

Equal to or greater than 10,800 square feet but 35

less than 20,000 square feet percent
Less than 10,800 square feet 40
percent
Duplex lots | 45
percent
| Townhome and other multi-family [ots n/a

Further, if the building department determines that a material is pervious, the area
covered by such material shall not count toward the total area of impervious surface.
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Alachments for your review include: a Municipal Comparison Chart and Examples of
Lots with Pools and how the calculations for these lots would be affected.

CHAPTER 2 — RULES AND DEFINITIONS (Pertaining Only to the Chapter 5 Text Amendment)

Also aftached for your review are those sections of Chapter 2 that have been updated
per the revisions made 1o Chapter 5 (i.e. Places of Assembly, Agriculture, Commercial
Vehicles, etc.}.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recornmends approval of the proposed Text Amendments to Chapters 2 and 5 of
the Zoning Ordinance,

Minutes from the Aprif 19, 2016, June 7, 2016 and Jonuary 3, 2017 Village Board
Committee Meetings, the proposed Text Amendment language for Chapters 2 and 5,
Municipal Comparison Charts for Beekeeping, Chickens and impervious Surface, letters
fromresidents, the Village on-line survey and additional information are attached for your
review.

/rbg
Attachments

x\comdeyimem2017\010_zoningupdate_ch5_zba.docx



Proposed 2+ acre residential parcels to allow bees & chickens
(Current codes states 10 acres)

31W495 SPALLDING RD
8M518 ROUTE 59

8 ROUTE 59

1029 W PARK PLACEDR
225N TATGEAVE

980 W LAKE ST

600 S BARTLETT RD
TNT49 ROUTE 59

580 SAYERRD

1250 S ROUTE 59

701 W STEARNS RD
5N131 GEREER RD
SN111 GERBER RD
SN357 § ROUTE 59




BEEKEEPING IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

TOWN ALLOWED REQUIREMENTS
Yes, with Agricultural Uses - a
minimum of 19 acres Structures shall be a minimum of 100’ from
Bartlett . s -
(Proposed Code — minimum of | any lot line
2 acres)
Possibly with Agricultural Uses
5 , {Animal Raising, Non- Structures shall be setback 200" from any public
atavia ) - )
Commercial) - minimum of 2 street and from any residence
acres
P?SSIHY With AgnculturaI.Uses Structures shall be setback 100 feet from any
Carol Stream {livestock, poultry and dairy :
lot line
products)
Permit from Village, Register with IL Dept. of
Yes, ONLY on Village owned Agriculture, Private Insurance and $1 Million in
Hanover Park? Community Apiary Liability Insurance and Source of Water
Unlawful anywhere else in {Community Apiary is fenced and 166 feet away
Village from nearest residence, 256 feet from nearest
soccer field}
Elgin No
$25 Annual Application Fee, Fence and Warning
« Signage required, Source of Water, Annual City
Evansto ¥ES Beekeeping License, Register with IL Dept. of
Agriculture
- 25' from any property line, enclosed with a
Palatine ves fence and IL Beekeepers Permit
<t. Charles qusﬁbly with Agricultural Uses -
Minimum of 10 acres
Special Use Permit - 5603 on SF Lot or
Free on Village Owned Community Apiary -
* $1 Million in Liability Insurance, Register with IL
Schaumburg e Dept. of Agriculture (Community Apiary located
on 16 acres, is fenced and 800 feet from
nearest residence)
$25 Initial Permit Fee, $50 Annual Fee, State
Skokie* Yes Registration, Cert. of Insurance, Beekeeping
Course, Consent from Neighbors
Streamwood No

*Specifically regulate Beekeeping

Most towns do NOT specifically regulate beekeeping. The accessory use would either be unregulated

or prohibited in the residential districts. It could als¢ be regulated similar to Bartlett, Carol Stream,
Batavia and St. Charles which would allow beekeeping on Agricultural Zoned Lots, a minimurm of 2 acres
{or in some instances, 10 acres} similar to the keeping of horses and livestock.




TYPICAL LOT DIAGRAM

(10,000 sq. ft.)

Proposed 15 Foot Setbacks
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TYPICAL LOT DIAGRAM

(8,000 sq. ft.)

10 Foot Setbacks
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STATUSREPORT .

- REPORT CREATED ON: 12/28/2016 7:36 AM

TOPIC NAME:  Backyard chickens? Yes or No

INTRODUCTION
The Village is looking for your feedback on allowing backyard chicken coops, Answer the poll question below

and leave a comment if you like.

SUMMARY

This topic introduction was originally published on 12/09/2016 12:00 AM before closing all public
engagement 12/22/2016 3:00 PM. The following information was aggregated through the organization's

website and supporting communication channels...

o Content Group is _Default m
> N #

« Departments are Administration, Community Development
o Tags are backyard uses, chickens

CHANNELS
Website
ENGAGEMENT ANALYSIS
= "E ) _ ’ —
130 15 | o | | 0
Poll Responses Comments | Emails Sent | | Opened ‘

CONTACT INFORMATION

G Infusino
Role: Community Relations
Email:  ginfusino@vbartlett.org

Page | 1



POLL: Should Bartlett approve a limited number of permits for backyard chicken coops in residential
areas?

Do Not allow backyard
) - chicken conps anywhers in
i the Village:
33

Only allow & backyard
chicken coop in
_rasidenlial districts
“ with lots sized 2 acres
oF larger:
15

Only allow a backyard
chickan caop in
resldential dislricis
with lots sized 10,000
square fast or largar
12

Only allow a backyard
chicken coop in
rasideniial disiricls
with %ois sized 6,000
square fael or larger:
70

Only allow & backyard
chicken coop in
residential districts
with lots sized 2 acres
or larger

Only allow a backyard
chicken coop in
residential disiricts
with lots sized 10,000
square fest or larger

Only allow a backyard
chicken coop In
residential districis 53.8bY%
with lots sized 3,000
square feet or larger

Do Net aliow backyard
chicken coops anywhere in
the Village

0% 20% 40% 60% 80%
% of Responses

100%
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

Settings for public cdmmehts 5r:e defe;'lined on_a fopic_-by-topic basis and typi::aliy manages by the )

moderator, For this specific tople, we allowed individual comment likes , users’ ability to comment more than
once , and required comment review prior to displaying on our website.

Erica Rosiles
(Pending)

Nancy Blondin
(Pending)

Cheryl Terdina
(Pending)

Chuck Weissmueller
(Pending)

Stephanie Hopkins
(Pending)

Marty Kerlin
(Pending)

Rick
(Pending)

Sharon Kroon
(Pending)

Donald Zouras
(Pending)

Beth Pruchnick
(Pending)

I say allow everywhere! Since our chicken goes to China for
processing. Unless they are organic

I am in favor of having chickens in the village of Bartlett. I feel it
would be a good learning experlence for my kids, as well as a healthier
choice, It would be healthier for the chickens, as there would be less
chickens in production farms, therefore in better living conditions. I do
not feel thare would be a significant risk of disease because the village
would be restricting the number of chickens per lot, and the number of
lots that could have chickens, It would be healthier for us to eat eggs
from chickens that are not in a production setting as well. 1 think it is a
win/win situation, for the people who want to raise chickens, as well as
for a small amount of revenue for the village.

The number of chickens allowed in the yard should be refative to the
amount of open area the homeowner is providing for them. Since
roosters are not needed for egg production, I would expect that only
hens would be allowed in backyards.

What are the advantages of allowing Chicken coups in residential
iocations?

I love the idea of the Village allowing residents to make a choice like
this for their family!

I think the lot slze could be less than the minimum listed. A small
number of chickens do not require a lot of room,

I hope this is for Bartlett residents only and that paople from
elsewhere won't be allowed to vote/comment.

Backyard Chickens have been successfully integrated into a variety of
suburban towns in the area, in addition to the cities of Eigjn and
Chicago. Bartlett can show its commitment to sustainability and green
living by providing this opportunity within the village. Permits and
reasonable oversight will hold individuals accountable and ensure that
there is not a negative impact on our local neighborhoods. I strongly
urge the Village to approve this ordinance.

It is refreshing to see that my village is considering an alternate
definition of what a yard in Bartlett should consist of.

I would not like any of my neighbors especially immediate
surrounding neighbors, to have chickens for a few reasons...I hate
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Rick
(Pending)

HOLLY Oakes
(Pending)

Jason C
(Pending)

Marianne Nyberg
(Pending)

birds and they are

ugly, my dog would go crazy barking and frying to jump and scratch at
fence to get to the chickens..two people in my house do shift worl, a
few days a week they come home and need to sleep during the day. It
is hard enough in the spring and summer when windows are open
with the neighborhood kids outside playing and dogs outside barking
now and then but to add chickens ducking all day would be worse.
Also, [ do not want to sit outside on my deck in nice weather
especially with guests over and have to see/hear/smell chickens.

It is unfair to allow chickens on small properties (under 2 acres).
Residents that want to raise chickens should have thought about that
before they bought homes in RESIDENTIAL areas. On larger
properties (2 acres or larger) at least the chickens can be raised further
away from neighbors who may not want to smell or hear livestock on
their residential property. I am sincerely hoping that this is not
allowed.

I hope we can get chickens !! This would be amazing for the
community and the children ...

One should be allowed to keep as many chickens as they can keep
clean. Perhaps ake a rooster clause. This is successful in many areas.
This should be a non issue. Chickens aren't loud or a nuisance. Also -
where do you think your house is bullt - farmland 7 Bartlett's roots are
in farming. This is educational, sustainable, and a no brainer

Battlett look at the changing demographics and need for urban hens.
here is a partial list that allow hens in their town proper, not small little
300 rural communities but major cities. City State City State City State
Birmingham

Alabama Honolulu Hawaii

San Antonio

Texas

Huntsville
Alabama
Boise
Idaho
Waco
Texas

Mobile

Alabama

Chicago

Illinols

Wichita Falls Texas
Montgomery
Alabama
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Fort Wayne
Indiana

Salt Lake City
Utah

Anchorage

Alaska

Indianapolis Indiana
West Valley City
Utah

Chandler

Arizona

Wichita

Kansas

Chesapeake Virginia

Gilbert

Arizona

Lexington

Kentucky

Virginia Beach Yirginia

Glendale

Arizona

Louisville Kentucky
Seattle
Washington

Mesa
Arizona
Baton Rouge
Louisiana
Spokane
Washington

Peoria
Arizona

New Orleans
Louisiana
Tacoma
Washington

Phoenix
Arizona
Baltimore
Maryland
Vancouver
Washington

Scottsdale
Arizona
Boston
Massachusetts
Madison
Wisconsin

Tempe
Arizona
Minneapolis
Minnesota
Milwaukee
Wisconsin
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Pamela Wilkiel
(Pending)

Tucson
Arizona
Saint Paul
Minnesota

Little Rock
Arkansas

Kansas City
Missouri

Missoula Montana
Anaheim
California

Saint Louis Missour
Bozeman Montana
Bakersfield
California

Lincoln

Nebraska

Butte Montana
Chula Vista
Callfornia

Omaha

Nebraska

etc.

As much as some people find benefit to having their own chickens
because of fresh eggs, the noise ( and possible mess) to surrounding
neighbors should be thought of,
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TOPIC DETAILS

i’he Village is exploring the intere;t ;n allowlng backyard chicken coops. The Village Board discussed this
topic at its June 7, 2016 Committee of the Whole meeting and you can read the minutes from that discussion
here: Committee of the Whole Minutes 6-07-2016.

The trustees would like to know what you think and we are using this trial community forum to get your
input. Please answer the poll question below and provide your additional comments.
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Roberta Grill

Subject: Fw: Backyard Chickens

From: Lorna Giless

Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2016 10:56 AM

To: Valerie Salmons <VLSalmons@vbartlett.org>; Jim Plonczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org>; Paula Schumacher
<PSchumacher@vbartlett.org>

Cc: Gabrielte Infusing <GInfusino@vbartlett.org>

Subject: FW: Backyard Chickens

This e-mail was sent to the entire Board.

Lorna Giless

Village Clerk/Executive Secretary
Village of Bartlett

228 S. Main Street

Bartlett, IL. 60103

Phone: (630) 540-5908

Fax: (630) 837-7168

From: Homer Sapien [mailto:rixfab@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2016 10:50 AM

To: Lorna Giless <Igiless@vbartlett.org>

Subject: Backyard Chickens

Dear Village of Bartlett Trustee Giless,

My name is Rick Fabris. Ilive on S. Oak Avenue here in Bartlett. I have lived here for nearly
30 years. During this time I have been witness to many changes in our village, some good
and some not so good. One issue that has come up lately has me very concerned and is the
topic of this email letter.

The other day, I received an email from the Village of Bartlett with a link to a survey
regarding allowing backyard chickens in residential areas. While looking at the choices on
this survey, I noticed that to vote, all you had to do was put in a first name and an email
address. That means that anyone, including people from other towns, could vote on the
given choices. To verify this, I signed up with a different email and was allowed to vote
again. This is absolutely wrong. If you are trying to get a feel for how the residents of the
Village feel on this matter, this is not the way to do it. Also, I spoke to several other
residents and they never received any information about a survey. Why is this? Was this

1



properly thought out? I have a real issue with the subject of backyard chickens being
allowed in residential areas. I have listed many of them in this letter.

Late this spring, the home to the west of mine (on S. Western) began raising chickens, which
was and is against a village ordinance. They only had these chickens for a short while
before they were made to remove them but in that time the smell was quite pronounced. It
began to smell like a farm. I spend most of my time outdoors in the spring, summer and
fall working in the yard and consequently, I had to smell these chickens for a large part of
my day. My 5 & 2 year old grandchildren even asked, “Papa, what’s that smell”. And this
was only after a week or two. What would it smell like after months in the summer heat?

There are plenty of advocates who extol the benefits of having a home flock. No one really
mentions the negatives of keeping chickens, yet there are many challenges. While raising
chickens seems to be the latest urban fad and certainly sounds harmless enough, there are
downsides to raising backyard chickens.

When communities are debating the legalization of urban chickens at public meetings,
worried residents often voice concerns over things like noise and smell. But many
challenges are learned only after one undertakes chicken ownership.

Here are some of them:

Noise - Chickens squabble all day long, and plenty of cackling usually accompanies the
activity

Smell and mess - Anyone who has been near a commercial chicken operation has
undoubtedly experienced some unpleasant scents. Keeping a few chickens at home is not
comparable, but they still smell, especially if they are not properly taken care of.

Predators - Even in urban areas, chickens attract predators. Depending upon where you live
the list includes raccoons, foxes, skunks, mink, weasels, hawks, magpies, dogs and cats.
Some are primarily interested in eggs or young chickens. The prospect of eggs or a chicken
dinner draws them all. If successful, they will return repeatedly. This is even truer for
wooded areas. We already have skunks, fox, raccoons and even coyotes in our woods.

Constant care - Chickens need daily attention. They must have food and fresh water. They
need to be let out in the mornings and put away at night. Eggs must be collected daily.
Coops must be cleaned regularly. Nesting and bedding materials must be provided and
changed. Ignoring any of these tasks for even a day or two is irresponsible.

Please be aware that avid urban chicken fans tend to understate many of the accompanying
challenges.

Also, allowing certain people (i.e., chosen by limited permits, which is discriminatory in
itself) to keep chickens in residential areas is certainly not fair to other residents who may
not want chickens right next to them for many reasons, not least of which is resale

value. Not every home buyer would be thrilled to purchase a home with a chicken coop
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next to it. After chickens, what's next? Will people want to raise goats, cows or other
animals? What are zoned farms for?

I could list many other reasons but I trust that you will understand my concern. 30 years
ago I purchased a home in a residential area in the Village of Barlett. 30 years later, I'd like
to keep it that way. Thank you for taking the time to allow me to voice my concerns.

Sincerely,
Richard A. Fabris

Bartlett resident

DISCLAIMER
This notice is intended for the recipient and is not to be forwarded, or copied and pasted into a

new communication, without my expressed consent.



Attention Jim Plonczynski:

Cooped Up Chickens

Baby chickens are very cute when they are little, but they grow up to become big chickens.

At the last board meeting there was a discussion about possibly letting chickens on quarter acre
home sites. Seriously, quarter acre lots are hardly big enough for 2 house, let zlone a chicken coop with
a large fenced in area or free range chicken area. This is not the right environment for them.

We enjoy our freedom and so do animals. People have choices and animals do not. They are
stuck where we put them. Chickens stuck in a coop their whole life is not their choice, it is like being in a
box.

If Bartlett board decides to aliow chickens and give a permit it needs to be monitored. Making
sure people do not go over the limit of chickens allowed, that the chickens have adequate shelter in the
summer heat and winter cold, and freedom to move around. it is the responsibility of the owner to take
care of the chickens, just like any other animal. Just leaving chickans in a chicken coop to move around is
net adequate enough.

I hope Bartlett board will do its research and see that this is not a good decision, Chickens are
fine if you have the correct space for them, and Bartlett does not,

Tom and Sharon Walsh

Tem « Shanon Wade)

RECEIVED
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

JUL 05 2016

VILLAGE OF
BARTLETT



Roberta Grill

From: Jim Plonczynski

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2016 8:26 AM

To: Jennifer Andrist Rasmussen

Cc Valerie Salmons; Roberta Grill; Paula Schumacher; Angela Zubko
Subject: RE: Status on Chicken Ordinance

Thanks you lennifer, a common sense approach to caring for chickens. f we need anything else we will contact you. Jim

From: Jennifer Andrist Rasmussen [mailto:jlandrist@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2016 5:24 PM

To: Jim Planczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org>

Subject: Re: Status on Chicken Ordinance

i Jim,

Thanks so much for reaching out! I apologize for the delay in responding. It was a crazy day at work. I'd be
happy to help. That is a valid concern, as it is with any animal. Cat feces can be very dangerous to pregnant
women because of the toxoplasmosis cysts that it contains. Similarly, chickens can have salmonella in their
feces, which is why it is important to always wash your hands after handling chickens and/or cleaning the coop
or brooder. There is no risk of salmonella from simply keeping chickens; it is mainly a personal hygiene issue,
The CDC gives the following recommendations for reducing the risk:

e Always wash your hands with soap and water right after touching live poultry or anything in the area where they
live and roam.
o Adults should supervise hand washing for young children.
o Use hand sanitizer if soap and water are not readily available.

o Do not let live pouliry inside the house, in bathrooms, or especially in areas where food or drink is prepared,
served, or stored.

o Don'tlet children younger than 5 years, adults older than 65, and people with weakened immune systems
handle or touch chicks, ducklings, or other live poultry.

« If you collect eggs from the hens, theroughly cook them.

¢ Don't eat or drink in the area where the birds live or roam.

o  Avoid kissing your birds or snuggling them, then touching your mouth.

o Stay outdoors when cleaning any equipment or matetials used to raise or care for live poultry, such as cages or
feed or water containers.

e Buy birds from hatcheries that participate in the U.S. Department of Agriculture National Poultry Improvement
Plan (USDA-NPIP) U.S. voluntary Salmonella Monitoring Program[279 KB]. This program is intended to reduce

the incidence of Salmonella in baby poultry in the hatchery.

Having said that, the incidence of salmonella outbreaks are very low. For example, in 2015 there were 4 outbreaks
affecting 252 people across 43 states. Of those 252, only 146 had come into contact with live poultry. Considering
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the number of backyard chickens across the country (roughly 9 billion born in U.S. industrial hatcheries annually),
that is very small number, (http://www.cdc.gov/salmonella/live-poultry-07-15/index.html)

I'think it is a good idea to require birds 1o be registered with the U.S. Department of Agriculture. Ours were because
Tractor Supply required it. This allows the USDA to contact chicken owners if they become aware of illnesses in
flocks from particular hatcheries.

| hope this helps. Please let me know if you need anything else.

Best Regards,

Jennifer Rasmussen

On Wed, Aug 3, 2016 at 8:45 AM, Jim Plonczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org> wrote:

Ms. Rasmussen, One issue that has come up is that chickens carry salmonella. Do you have any tips an how they are
bandied to prevent this from infecting people? Jim

From: Jennifer Andrist Rasmussen [mailto:jlandrist@gmail.com])
Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2016 5:03 PM

To: Jim Plonczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org>

Subject: Re: Status on Chicken Ordinance

Thanks so much for getting back to me so quickly! I truly appreciate it. If there's anything I can do to help,
please don't hesitate to ask!

On Tue, Aug 2, 2016 at 4:25 PM, Jim Plonczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org> wrote:

Ms. Rasmussen, We are still doing our research on the chicken ordinance and we will be bringing it back to the Village
Board in the fall. Jim

From: Jennifer Andrist Rasmussen [mailto:jlandrist@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, July 30, 2016 4:32 PM

To: Jim Plonczynski <JPlonczynski@vbartlett.org>

Subject: S5tatus on Chicken Ordinance

Good Evening Mr. Ploncyznski,

We wanted to check in with you and see if you had any news on the progress of the chicken ordinance. We
completely understand this is no small undertaking! If you or anyone working on this need any assistance, I'd
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be happy to help. Also, if the ordinance is changed to allow for chickens, I'd be happy to help in any capacity
if such help is needed.

We are contacted quite often by individuals in the community wanting to know how things are going, so we
thought it would be good to reach out and ask. The Daily Herald contacted me and erroneously reported that it
would be on the agenda in July, so folks are curious. We simply let them know that was not correct. We will
let them know of any meetings and they are encouraged to attend.

We plan on attending more meetings unrelated to chickens because it is important to know what is going on
where you live. We value our community and appreciate that this issue has even been considered rather than

dismissed outright.

Best Regards,

Steve and Jennifer Rasmussen

Jennifer Rasmussen
Certified Social Studies Teacher - Middle School & High School
Owner/Designer at Leave Them in Stitches

www.facebook.com/leaveinstitches

Jennifer Rasmussen
Certified Social Studies Teacher - Middle School & High School
Owner/Designer at Leave Them in Stitches

www.facebook.com/leaveinstitches




RECEIVED

co
Nancy Blondin MMUNITY DEVELoPMENT
152 Sunflower Lane AUG 2 2 200
Bartlett, 11 60103
purduevet@hotmail.com VILLAGE OF
BARTLETT

Village Board of Trustees
Bartlett, lllinois

Dear board member,

I am writing because | took note of the proposition that the Village of Bartlett may be
reviewing and changing the ordinance regarding animals/livestock including chickens, and | am
in favor of supporting these proposed changes.

My husband and | are veterinarians, and moved to Bartlett immediately after graduating from
Veterinary school in 2001. When we moved to the village, we had no intent of considering
raising chickens. |n fact, | am rather certain it never crossed our minds. Time changes many
things, and now we are in a different home, still in Bartlett, and have three children. Aithough |
admit | have a hard time finding time to tend it well, | do have a small garden that we do plant
yearly. | believe it is 2 good concept for children to be a part of knowing where our food comes
from, and how much work goes into growing and preparing that food.

i grew up in a very rural area of southern Indiana, and my parents had dogs, horses, and
their neighbors had this very elaborate chicken coop (Called the ‘Chick Inn’ nonetheless!). |
hadn'’t really been expased to chickens much prior to that set of neighbors building their coop
and raising chickens for the eggs they provided. | always thought chickens were loud and
stinky. After seeing this coop, | changed my mind. | learned that really the only loud chickens
are the roosters. If there is no rooster, the hens are actually pretty quiet. They are much
quieter than most dogs, in reality. | also realized that chickens that are not overcrowded (as they
are in production barns) are actually not very stinky. This particular coop was wooden, and
housed six hens. With a proper roosting area, as well as outdoor area to scratch and
investigate, the chickens seemed quite happy. The folks that owned the ‘Chick Inn’ took care to
wash the eggs prior to eating them, and reminded visitors to wash their hands after handling the
chickens (which were quite docile and liked to be held and petted!), in order to reduce the
chances of contracting iliness from the chickens’ feces. As a veterinarian, | am always mindful
of the communicable diseases all animals can ‘share’ with us. It really is true that most of those
diseases are unlikely to be transmitted if one just takes simple care to wash their hands and be
careful of what goes into their mouths.

My children became quite enamored with the chickens after a visit to the grandparents’
several years ago, and were begging for us to raise chickens. At the time, | was not quite ready
to invest time and energy into a coop, but promised the kids | would look into it for the future.
Last year | started looking into what it would take, and realized it was against village ordinance.
We would actually be very interested in building a small coop if that were to change. | was a
little worried that we would get some opposition or that the idea would be frowned upon by our



neighbors, We are friendly with our immediate neighbors, and | had a discussion with them
recently. Much to my surprise, they too have been thinking about getting chickens! Mr Scales
actually said he would like to see the ordinance changed to allow chickens in Bartlett, and

wouldn't be upset if we were to build a coop and have a few hens.

| believe the ordinance also covers having a bee hive, which would also be such an
important investment for our planet, let alone Bartlett. Honeybees are probably one of the most
misundersteod creatures, as imposters such as wasps that are much more likely to sting make
the bigger impression on us humans. Bees are vital to my garden and my fruit trees and such
being able to fruit. Honey has so many vital uses, | really think it would be of benefit to allow
people in Bartlett to maintain hives as well.

| am wendering if there is a way | can gather more information about the changes being
proposed. Also, if it would be beneficial to you, | would be happy to share any of the information
| have as a veterinarian. | am not an avian veterinarian, | have only rarely treated birds and
chickens, so | am not an expert on chicken veterinary care by any means. | have however
recently attended conference meetings on the subject of backyard chicken flocks, and of course
covered the concepts in veterinary school, so would be happy to answer questions, or find
answers to your guestions if | can.

Please let me know if or when the village will be having public meetings or forums where the
changes to the ordinance will be discussed. | would like to be present for the meetings if
possible to hear what is being discussed.

Thank you for taking the time to read!
Nancy Blondin, DVM



President Wallace of the Village of Bartlett, 6/16/2016

As | read the Bartlett Examiner, | see that The Rasmussen are the rouge Chicken
owners... Why even ask the Village or abide by the codes, just put up a coop get
some chickens and then try and change the ordinance... people who can’t follow the
codes now are not going to follow them later, if they don’t fit their needs.

Bartlett Examiner said there is a web page ? 127 likes: what is the population of
Bartlett ? 50,000 thats not even a 1% percent of the population with most of those
people on FB not living in Bartlett, IL. | think most people would not recommend a
animal being caged it’s whole life. As the picture in FB shows in the back yard { now
the coop has been moved so you c¢an see it from the road) Now you are talking about
fencing and netting so they can’t jump out the fenced yard (something to think about
if not in the ordnance now)... I'm sure that ish’t what you wanted to live next store
when moving into a residential neighborhood. [t also mentioned a building permit
needed for the coop, was that complied to by the Rasmussen’s?

It was suggested in the article that it would be fair to let a group of people do it. How
about in forcing the ordinance. 4 or 5 request per year for permits isn’t worthy of a
change so drastic to allow chickens to be cooped up their whole life and only have a 4
by 4 area to walk around. When you only have to drive 20 miles west to get Fresh
Farm raised eggs or for that matter go to Jewel and purchase organic eggs.

| feel that this will only attract wild animals into our neighborhoods and what happens
when they get bored or don’t want these animals any more 7 Do they let them go ?
to run around the neighborhood ? What iliness can chicken carry ? How to they get
ride of the waste from the Chickens in the garbage? Does Republic Services except
Farm waste ? Should the driver have to be exposed to that? If it was suggested as
compost material, this is why a .26 acres can't work, there would never be enough
other material to compost and just wait until a 90 degree day. What do they do with a
dead chicken ? Are they going to sell the eggs? Do we have a ordnance for a
residential home to sell food?

To many questions

Concemed Neighbor's RECEIVED

. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Trustee Camerer JUN 21 2016
Trustee Carbonaro VIL

Trustee Deyne BA%?&#F

Trusttee Hopkins
Trustee Reinke
Trustee Arends



POOLS INCLUDED IN IMPERVIQUS SURFACE REQUIREMENTS

TOWN

YES OR NO

DEFINITION

Bartlett

Yes

The maximum [mpervious surface percentage for all buildings and structures {principal and
accessory uses) including paved, impervious, or traveled surfaces on a lot. Pools are accesory uses

Bolingbrook

No

Maximum Imparvious Coverage: The maximum amount of impervious coverage including building
coverage, parking areas, loading areas and access drives, shafl not exceed eighty percent (80%) of
the gross area of any industrial site, LOT COVERAGE: That percentage of a lot which, when viewed
directly from above, would be

covered by a structure or structures, or any part thereof, excluding projecting roof areas,

Carol $tream

Yes

Total structural coverage . In no case shall total structural lot coverage exceed 30% of an individual
single-family zoning lot, except when structural coverage includes lot area covered by a swimming
pool or by a deck which allows water to penetrate into the ground underneath the deck and where
the area undermeath the deck is covered with agriculturat paper, cloth or other pervious sheeting in
which case only the area of the swimming pool or deck shall ba permitted to exceed 30% of the lot
area up to a maximum of 35% of the lot area.

Downers Grove

Yes

Maximum Buitding Coverage [% of lot, principal + accessory) Pool is accessory

No

Accessory Building Coverage Pools are an accessory use

Elmhurst

Yes

“Impervious surfaces” shall also include: Swimming pools, except as other provided for under the
definition of "pervious surfaces”. "Pervious surfaces" shall include: The water surface of swimming
pools that are constructed to allow for the storage of a minimum of six inches of water in a rain
event

Geneva

Yes

Lot Coverage: That area or portion of a lot occupied by all buildings, structures and other
impervious surfaces. Maximum Lot Coverage: The total lot area occupied by any principal
buitding, accessory building, together with all impervious surfaces shall not exceed thirty percent
{30%). Swimming Pools are accessory structures

Glen Ellyn

Yes

Lot coverage ratio, single-family dwellings and accessory buildings. Swimming Pools is an
accessory building.

Hanover Park

Yes

Sec. 110-6.1, - Bulk regulations. Counts towards lot coverage

Saint Charles

Building Coverage shall not include unenclosed porches, decks, or unenclosed accessory structures
such as gazebos, swimming pools, or tennis and sports courts,

Schaumburg

No

That area or portion of a lot occupied by buildings.

South Elgin

Yes

Lot Coverage: The percentage of a zoning lot occupied by buildings, including accessory buildings
and structures, driveways, sidewalks, decks, and patios.

Streamwood

Yes

That portion or percentage of a fot permitted to be ¢overed by structures or any impenvious
surface, excepting required minimum off street parking. The total ground occupied by the principal
structure and all accessory structures shall not exceed... Swimming pools are accessory

Woest Chicago

No

Lot Coverage:The partion of a lot that is occupied by drveways, buildings and structures, including|
aceessory bulldings or structuras such as detached garagas, sheds, decks, patios and parches, but
excluding walkways and swimming pools. The above items reduce the surface available for
rainwater absorption.







| Lot Size = 11,000 sq.ft. N
Impervious Surfaces with pool= 3880 sq.ft. ‘A
Impervious % with pool= 35.3% r

| Impervious Surfaces without pool= 2880 sq.ft.

| Impervious % without pool= 26%

| Max % Allowed for lots >10,800 sq. ft. an 20,000 sq.ft.= 35%




Lot Size = 7,800 sq.ft.

Impervious Surfaces with pool= 3,200 sq.ft.
Impervious % with pool= 41%

| Impervious Surfaces without pool= 2,709 sq.ft.
Impervious % without pool= 35%

Max % Allowed for lots less than 10,800 sq. ft.= 40%




Lot Size = 20,000 sq.ft.
Impervious Surfaces with pool= 9,963 sq.ft.
Impervious % with pool= 49%
| Impervious Surfaces without pool= 9,023 sq.ft. N
| Impervious % without pool= 45% ‘
| Max % Allowed for lots 20,000+ = 30%
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CHAPTER 45: RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

Organization:

10-8-1 Uses in Residential Districts

10-5-2 Additional Development Standards For Specific Uses in Residential Districts
10-5-3 Special Requirements in Residential Districts

10-5-4 Area, Bulk, Density, and Setback Requirements

10-5-5 Development Standards for Mobile Homes and Mobile Home Parks

10-5-6 Impervious Surface Regulations for Residential Districts

10-5-1: USES IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

A. Permitted Uses:
Uses identified with a “P” in Table 5-1 are permitted as of right in each respective
district, provided that uses comply with all other applicable standards of this
Ordinance. No building or premises improved or unimproved shall be used, and no
building shall be hereafter erected, converted, enlarged, reconstructed, or
structurally altered, except for a purpose permitted in the district in which the building
or Jand use is located as shown in Table 5-1, except for: Uses lawfully established
en—the prlor to the effectlve date of thIS 1|#eand-pendered—nen£enf9mmg-by-the

Ordlnance or in accordance W|th Chapter 10 Ncnconformlng Lots Buudmgs and
Uses, of this Ordinance.

B. Special Uses: Uses identified with an “S” in Table 5-1 are considered special uses
and may be permitted in the subject district only after review and approval in
accordance with Chapter 13 (Administration and Enforcement) of this Ordinance.

C. Prohibited Uses: Uses listed in Table 5-1 and not identified with a “P” or “S" are
expressly prohibited in the subject district. Uses not listed in Table 5-1 are also
prohibited; however the Village Board, upon recommendation from the Plan
Commission, may permit a use that is not listed in accordance with Section 10-1-
3.F of this Ordinance.

D. Accessory Uses: Accessory Uses are permitted in residential districts as
regulated in Chapter 3 (Accessory Uses, Bulildings and Structures) of this

Ordinance.
Current Language = Black
Chapter 5 Final Draft Current Language To Be Removed = Black
January, 2017 New Language = Red
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TABLE 5-1
USES IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

Additional
USE ER-1 | ER-2 | ER-3 | S5R-2 | SR-3 | SR4 | SR-5 | SR-6 | MH-1 Standards

RESIDENTIAL USES L3 e ' T L e A =LY

HOUSEHOLD LIVING

Mobile Homes P 10-5-5*

Multi-family 10-64*

Single-family, Attached 10-5-4*

aviimeipe

Single-family, Detached P P P P P P

GROUP LIVING

Community Residence S ] S S L] s 10-5-2*

ww 9|oo

w|wm

Senior Housing Min. 1 acre*

NONRESIDENTIAL USES

DAY CARE & EDUCATIONAL FAClLﬁ"les

Day Care, Center (Adult
or Child)

*

Day Care, Group Home
{Adult or Child) S S S S S =

W

School P | P[P [P | P[P

wo v w
wmD » o

School, with boarding S S 8 S S 5] Min. 5 acres”

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Club/Recreation Buildings
(Private) i i P i P P

-
-
)

Parks/Open Space P P P P P P p P P *

Places of Assembly,
Religious [nstitutions,
Lodge (fraternal and P P S s S S S S S *
civic) equal or less than
10,000 sq. ft.

Places of Assembly,
Religious Institutions,
Lodge (fraternal and S S S S 3 5 s S S 10-5-2*
civic) greater than 10,000
sq.1t.

Public/Government *
Facility P P P P P P P P P

MISCELLANEQUS USES

Agriculture P P P P P 10-5-2

Planned Unit

Development (Plan) S 8 g S 5 5 10-9

o “ |

Accessory

Uses/Structures 10-3-2

P
S
p
S

w v o |
o
)
o
q
0
el

Utilities {Private), Cellular S
Tower

* Site Plan review and approval required.
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10-5-2: ADDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR SPECIFIC USES IN
RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

A. Community Residence Group-Heme:
1. Fhe A Community Residence group-home has-netmore-than shall have a

maximum of eight (8) unrelated persons with-disabilities residing in it, plus-net
less-than with a minimum of one ner but not more than three (3) paid
professional support staff provided by the sponsoring agency, either living with
the residents on a twenty four (24) hour basis, or present whenever residents are
present at the dwelllng to provide superwsmn and support

the-group-home.

2. The Community Residence group-home is located at least retHessthan-one
theusand two-hundredfeet{1,2003 feet, measured in all directions, from any
other building used as a Community Residence group-heme pursuant to this
subsection Title, or a "Community Residence group-hoeme " as defined pursuant
to any adjacent jurisdiction's Zoning Ordinance.

3. Neo Services, including, but not limited to, counseling and other treatment, are

contemplatedte shall be provided norehallbepermitted for only persons
residing at ethe#ﬂqan—the-Feadents-ef the Communlty ReS|dence g+eup—her—ne

B. Places of Assembly, Rellglous Instltutlons and Lodges (Fraternal and Clwc)
A Traffic Impact Study shall be required for all places of assembly, religious
institutions, lodges (fraternal and civic) greater than 10,000 square feet.

C. Agriculture:
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1. On-ets-notless-than-ten-(10})-acresin-area; Land used for the shelter, feeding,

keeping, propagating and culture of livestock and farm animals shall be a

minimum of 2 (iwo) acres in area and all accessory structures associated with

the above keeping of livestock and farm animals peultry, andlivestock shall ret

be less-than a minimum of one hundred feet (100') from the nearest lot line. ard

Any other structure used in the pursuit of agriculture not associated with animals

shall net be less-than a minimum of one hundred feet (100') from the nearest
street front lot line, and retHess-than a minimum of fifty feet (50°) from the nearest
interior and rear lot lines.

2. Chickens (Poultry).

a. The raising/keeping of chickens shall be permitted on residential zoning
lots containing a minimum of 8,000 square feet.

b. A maximum of four (4) chickens shall be permitted on properties zoned
and occupied for single family residential uses.

c. All chickens shall be kept within a covered enclosure/structure with an
attached covered/enclosed outdoor area to prevent chickens from
encroaching onto neighboring properties.

d. An outdoor area a minimum of six (6) square feet per chicken will be
regquired and a maximum of 100 square feet will be permitted for the
covered enclosure/structure.

e. All enclosures/structures shall be located a minimum of ten (10°) from all
lot lines.

f. The structure shall contain insulated walls and/or an insulated blanket
shall cover the structure during the winter months.

g. All chickens and enclosures/structures shall be kept/llocated in the rear
yard only.

h. All areas where hens are kept shall be clean and well maintained with
little to no accumulation of waste, such as to cause odors that are
detectable on adjacent properties.

i. Roosters are prohibited.

J.  No slaughtering.

k. No other poultry, including but not limited to geese, ducks and turkeys
shall be kept on the property.

l. An initial building permit shall be required for all enclosures/structures
associated with the raising of chickens. A building inspectionfapproval is
required prior to obtaining a chicken license.

m. A chicken license issued by the Village with a one-time fee of $25 shall
be required prior to purchasing the chickens. A renewal license shall be
required each year thereafter, with no additional fee or building
inspection required.

n. Proof of registration with the lliinois Department of Agriculture will be
required with the annual license.

0. A maximum of 25 residential zoning lots will be licensed to have
chickens in the Village at one time.
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3. Beekeeping.

a.
b.

C.

Bees and Bee Hives shall be permitted on residential zoning lots containing a
minimum of 10,000 square feet.

A maximum of two (2) hives/colonies shall be permitted on properties zoned
and occupied for single family residential uses.

The hive(s) shall be located only in the rear yard and a minimum of 15 feet from
ail lot lines,

A flyway barrier at least five (5) feet in height, consisting of either a solid fence
with a secure gate, or dense vegetation/landscaping shall be required for the
perimeter of the rear yard in which the hive is located. Those lots exceeding
20,000 square feet in area shall only be required to screen the hive(s) with
either dense landscaping or solid fencing at least five (5) feet in height to create
a flyway barrier for the bees and to minimize the impact to adjoining properties.
Prominent signage warning of the presence of bees shall be required on the
property (i.e. gate).

Each hive shall not exceed five (5) feet in height, nor shall the land area
designated for the hives exceed 30 square feet in total.

A source of water shall be available at all times on the property during the
beehive’s active months (March-November).

All areas where beehives are kept shall be clean and well maintained with no
accumulation of bee combs, wax, efc. around the site.

An initial building permit shall be required for all hives and an
inspection/approval is required prior to obtaining a beekeeping license.

A beekeeping license issued by the Village with a one-time fee of $25 shall be
required prior to obtaining the bees. A renewal license shall be required each
year thereafter, with no additional fee or building inspection required.

Proof of registration with the lllincis Department of Agricultural will be required
with the annual license.

A maximum of 25 residential zoning lots will be licensed to have bees in the

Village at one time.

10-5-3: SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

A. Commercial Motor Vehicles: Commercual Motor Vehicles, including those that

sugnage andior lettering on any SIde—fFBH-t—OI'—Fea-F surface of the vehicle, may be

parked or stored on a residential zoning lot if located within a garage or fully

enclosed building; or, if visible from adjacent rights-of-way or properties, shall meet
all of the following requirements:

1. The commercial motor vehicle must shall display an—~A~—B~—D™license a
Passenger Plate, a B Truck Plate, a D Plate, a Taxi Plate or a Livery Plate. The
gross motor vehicle weight, including the vehicle and cargo, shall not exceed a
maximum weight of 12,000 Ibs. provided-However;

2. A commercial motor vehicle with-a—B™license-plate including all racks,
equipment and materials stored thereon, shall not exceed an overall height of
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eight (8) feet, six (6) inches tall measured from the existing grade. tethe-top-of
the-vehicte roef;

3. The commercial motor vehicle must be parked on a-paved surface asphalt,
concrete or pavers atHeast a minimum of ten (10) feet from the side and/or rear
property line of the zoning fot;

4. The equipment and materials stored in the bed of a pick-up or flatbed truck must
be securely covered by a commercially manufactured bed cap, cover (&g
Fenneau-sover or tarp; and

5. The commercial motor vehicle must be owned or legally controlled by one of the
owners or occupants of the principal use.

B. Inoperable Vehicles: No inoperable or unlicensed vehicle shall be parked, kept or
stored on any zoning lot in a residential district except in a garage or fully enclosed
building.

C. Trailers-and-Boats Recreational Vehicles, Trailers, All-Terrain Vehicles,
Watercraft and Snowmobiles:

1. Recreational vehicles, travel trailers, recreational units eamping-trailers, all-
terrain vehicles, watercraft watercraft-tfrailers, and showmobiles, snrewmebile
trailers—orsimilar-type-trailers, as defined hereir, in Chapter 2 of this Ordinance
shall only be parked or stored on a-paved-surface asphalt, concrete or pavers
located in the front or corner side yard on a residential or PD zoning lot
containing a detached single family dwelling unit or a duplex dwelling unit in-the

e PB-Zoning Distriets
ef—eueh—zenmg—let (a) between May 1 and October 31 (except snowmobiles on
snowmobile trailers), or (b) en-a-concrete-or-asphalt driveway-located-in-the front
or-corner-side-yard-of-such-zoning-lot and-snewmobile-trailers, between

November 156 and April 15 for snowmobiles on a trailer.

2. A recreational vehicle or trailer parked or stored in a residential or PD zoning
district containing a detached single family or duplex dwelling unit shall only be
occupied for living or sleeping purposes for a maximum of seven (7) consecutive
days or a total of fifteen (15) days per calendar year.

3. A maximum of one (1) recreational vehicle, trailer, or recreational unit (including
all-terrain vehicles, watercraft, and snowmobiles on a trailer) may be located in a
rear yard or that portion of an interior side yard which is located behind the front
elevation of the principal residence, adjacent-to-the-area-where-the-vehicleftrailer
m—etemd—at—leaet a minimum of five (5) feet from the 3|de and/or rear Iot line.

ted i i the f

54, Ne Recreational vehicles, travel trallers—eempmg—#aﬂer all-terrain vehicles,
watercraft, watereraft-trailer, and snowmobiles, shewmebile-trailer orsimilartype
trailer which are is in a state of visible disrepair, partial construction or being
utilized for a purpose other than what it was originally designed, but shall be only
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be stored or parked eutdeors within a garage or fully enclosed building. meeting
the requirements of all applicable-ordinances:

65. Recreational vehicles, travel trailers, sampingtrailers, all-terrain vehicles,
watercraft, watercraft-trallers and snowmobiles, snowmobile-trailers-orsimitar
type-trailers shall be located only within a garage or fully enclosed structure
building and-on a zoning lot containing a townhome, er-higherdensity attached
residential unit or a mobile home in an SR-5, SR-8, MH-1 or PD Zoning District.

6. Recreational vehicles, trailers, all-terrain vehicles, watercraft and snowmobiles
may be parked or stored in a designated common area within a mobile home
park provided the area is fenced and/or screened from view from adjacent
properties.

D. Semi-Trailers: Semi-Trailers shall not be permitted in any residential zoning district
or the residential area of a PD Zoning District.

E. Domestic Animals: No person, group or firm shall keep more than three (3} adult
dogs;-casts;-herses-or-any-other domestic animals unless they are kepton a
property specifically zoned to allow a veterinary clinic, animal hospital, kennel,
animal training facility, pet store or zoo. For purposes of this title, when an animal
reaches six (6) months of age, it shall be considered an adult animal.

F. Site Plan Review: A site plan appreved review and approval in accordance with

the regulations in Chapter 13 of this Title shall be required prior to the
approval of a building permit for any multi-family or non-residential use in the
following zoning districts: ferany-property-inthe ER-1, ER-2, ER-3, SR-2, SR-3, SR-

4, SR-5, SR-6 or MH-1 District, or prior to the rezoning of property to an SR-5, SR-6

and MH-1 District. (Ord—78-40,5-16-1078)

G. Sewer and Water: All dwellings-and uses requiring sanitary facilities shall be
served by a municipal sewer and water system, however, in the ER-1 or ER-2
Districts er a private individual sewage disposal system and water supply system
approved by the appropriate County Health Department, the state lllinois
Department of Public Health, and the Village Engineer may be permitted.

H. All uses shall conform to the applicable requirements setforth in this Title.
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10-5-4: AREA, BULK, DENSITY AND SETBACK REQUIREMENTS:

A. Scope and Applicability of Requirements: Except as may be provided elsewhere
in this Ordinance, the provisions of this Chapter shall establish the minimum and
maximum requirements of area, bulk, density, and setbacks for all residential
Districts. No building or structures shall be erected, converted, enlarged,
reconstructed, or structurally altered in violation of the requirements of this Chapter.

TABLE 5-2
SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS BULK REGULATIONS

ER-1 ER-2 ER-3 SR-2 SR-3 SR-4
Minimum Lot Size 80,000 sq. ft. | 40,000 sq. /. | 20,000 sq. ft. | 10,800 sq. f. | 8,100 sq.fi. | 6,000 sq. ft.
Minimum Lot Width 200 ft.( 140 ft. (1 100 ft.1V 80 ft.™ 60 ft. 60 ft.
.té Front 50 ft. 501t 40 ft. 351t 35 ft. 25 ft.@
> Rear 100 ft 80 70 ft 55 ft. 35 ft 45 ft.
h-]
.E Side, Interior 30t 25 ft. 15 ft. 10 ft. 7.5t 5 ft.
o
& | Side, Corner 50 ft. 50 ft. 40 ft 351t 35 ft. 25t
”a"i“’lfl'::gﬁ:'"d'"g 2530f@ | 2530ft@ | 2530ft@® | 2530ft@ | 2530ft® | 2530 ft@
Maximum Impervious See See See See See See
Surface 10-5-6 10-5-6 10-5-6 10-5-6 10-5-6 10-5-6
Maximum

Floor Area Ratio
(Non-Residential
Uses)®

0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2

™ For cul-de-sac lots or lots on a curvilinear portion of the street, the lot width requirement may be reduced by 25% in
ER-1, 15% in ER-3 and 10% in SR-2 Zoning Districts, provided-thatthe average-lot width-within-the-buildable-area
of-the-let-is-equal-to-or-greaterthan-the minimum-required-let-width and the lot width shall be measured at the front
setback line.

@ In the SR-4 zoning district, where the average setback an existing structures on a block face is lass than 25 feet,
that average shall be the depth of the required front yard for new structures or additions on that block face.

(3 The maximum Floor Area Ratio does not apply to single-family detached or duplex dwellings.

@ Any structure exceeding the height of the district shall require a special use permit,
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TABLE 5-3
MULTIPLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS BULK REGULATIONS

SR-5

SR-6

Minimum Contiguous Area

1 acre

1 acre

Minimum Lot Width

Sufficient Width to Accommodate the Use
andfor Building Separations

Accessory Structures
Sethack

(See Section 10-3-2)

Maximum Building Height Principal Building 25 35 feet(™ 50 feet(h
Townhome and
Multiple Family .30 .50
Maximum Floor Area Ratio Dwelling Units™
All other Uses 20 20

Residential Uses

Density 8 d.u./acret® 14 d.u./acre®@

Required Front Yard 35 25 ft. 35 25 ft.
Front to Front 80 ft. 60 ft.
Front to Side 40 ft, 40 ft.

Building Separations Side to Side 30 ft. 30 ft,
Rear to Side 40 ft. 40 ft.
Rear to Rear 60 ft. 60 ft.

Minimurn Lot Area

Senior Housing

1 acre (See 10-5-2)

1 acre {See 10-5-2)

All Other Residential
Uses

Sufficient Area to Accommodate the Use

and/or Buildin

g Separations

Required Guest
Parking Space Ratio
{Units/Guest Space)

4:1

3:1

Perimeter Setbacks

50 ft. Adjacent toan A

rterial/Railroad R-O-W

40 ft. Adjacent to All Other Uses

Open Space
Requirement

15%

20%

Chapter 5 Final Draft
January, 2017
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TABLE 5-3 (CONTINUED)

Non-Residential Uses

Required Front Yard 40 ft. 40 ft,
Required Side Yard 20 f. 201t
Required Corner
Side Yard 40 ft, 40 ft.
Required Rear Yard 50 fit. 50 ft.
School with Boarding § acres 5 acres
Places of Assembly
. and Religious 1 acre 1 acre
Minimum Lot Area Institutions
Park No Minimum
GiliOtnerNoh= 20,000 sq. ft. 20,000 sq. ft

Residential Uses

(W Any structure exceeding the height of the district shall require a special use permit.

@ Excluding Two-Family Detached Dwellings (e.g. Duplexes).

10-5-5: DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR MOBILE HOMES AND MOBILE HOME

PARKS:

A. Additional Mobile Home and Mobile Home Park Requirements:

1.

B L

o

Minimum Contiguous Area: Each mobile home park must be at least seventy-
five (75) acres in size.

Mobile homes shall not be permitted except on a lot in a mobile home park.

A mobile home shall not be permitted as an accessory building.

Building Height: The maximum building height ef-any-prncipal-structure shall be
twenty-fivefeet- (269 twenty feet (207).

Special Conditions: All mobile home parks shall be governed solely by and shall
comply with the minimum site size per unit, perimeter property setback lines,
spacing between units and other bulk, development and operational regulations
as set forth in the lllinois Mobile Home Park Act, 210 lllinois Compiled Statutes
115 et seq., and other State of lilinois statutes and regulations governing mobile
homes or mobile home parks or mobile homes as defined in said act.
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10-5-6: IMPERVIOUS SURFACE STANDARDS FOR RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS:

A. The maximum impervious surface percentage for all buildings and structures
{principal and accessory uses, excluding pools) including paved, impervious, or
traveled surfaces on a lot shall not exceed the following:

TABLE 54
MAXIMUM IMPERVIOUS SURFACE IN RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS

Maximum
Impervious Surface
Single Family, Detached Lots

Equal to or greater than

20,000 sq. ft. 30%

Equal to or greater than

10,800 sq. ft. but less than 35%

20,000 sq. ft.

Less than 10,800 sq. ft. 40%
Duplex Lots 45%
Townhome and Other Multi-Family N/A
Lots

B. If the Building Department determines that a material is pervious, the area covered
by such material shall not count toward the total area of impervious surface.
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ARTICLE E.- SR-2SUBURBAN-RESIDENCEDISTRICT
410-4E-1:- DESCRIPTION-OF DISTRICT-[MOVED TO CHAPTER 4}

by the prowsmns thereof shall be subject to the regulatlons of Chagter 10 of thls Tltle
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Definitions only pertaining to Chapter 5 (Residential Districts) Update
CHAPTER 2: RULES AND DEFINITIONS

AGRICULTURE: The use of at least two (2) acres of land for crop production or raising
of livestock and farm animals, The term “agricultural’ encompasses the farmhouse, and
accessory uses and structures customarily incidental to agricultural activities.

ALL-TERRAIN VEHICLE: Any motorized eff-highway device designed to travel primarily
off public streets, fifty inches (50") or less in width, having a manufacturer's dry weight of

six-hundred-(600)-pounds-orless—1,500 pounds or less, traveling on three (3) or more
low-pressure tires, designed with a seat or saddle for operator use, and handlebars or
steering wheel for steering control, except lawnmowers.

COLONY: A hive and its equipment and appurtenances, including bees, comb, honey,
pollen and brood.

ANIMAL, DOMESTIC: An animal, bird or reptile that is tame or domesticated and is not
normally found on a farm or in the wild. Hybrids or animals normally found on a farm or
in the wild are not included within the definition of a domestic animal.

EDUCATIONAL FACILITY INSHIFUTON: A public, parochial, private, charitable or non-
profit school, junior college or university, etherthan-trade or business schools, including
instructional and recreational uses, with or without living quarters, dining rooms,
restaurants, heating plants, and other incidental facilities for students, teachers and

employees,
HIVE: A structure intended for the housing of a bee colony.

IMPERVIOUS SURFACE: A surface which does not allow water to be absorbed-se-itmay
percelate into deeperthe ground. Pools will not be calculated as impervious.
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FIGURE 2-9
IMPERVIOUS SURFACES
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or-land-used for a public-purpose.:

KENNEL: Any premises or portion thereof on which four (4) or more dogs, cats, or other
domestic animals over six (6) months in age are kept, boarded, bred or cared for, in return
for remuneration, or for the purpose of sale. This use includes animal day care
establishments, but does not include the retail sale of household domestic animals.

unless-animals-are-kept-or-exercised-out-of-doors.

LODGE; (FRATERNAL; and CIVIC) ASSEMBLY: A group of people formally organized
for a common interest, usually cultural, religious, or entertainment, with regular meetings
and formal written membership requirements.

MOBILE HOME:

Mobile home or manufactured home. A structure, transportable in one or more section,
which, in the traveling mode, is eight body feet or more in width or 40 body feet or more
in length, or, when erected on site, is 320 or more square feet, and which is built on a
permanent chassis and designed to be used as a dwelling with or without a permanent
foundation when connected to the required utilities, and includes the plumbing, heating,
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air conditioning, and electrical systems contained therein, The term includes any
structure that meets all of the requirements of this paragraph except the size requirements
and with respect to which the manufacturer voluntarily files a certification required by the
United States Secretary of Housing and Urban Development and complies with the
standards established under Title 42 of the United States Code. The term “manufactured
home” does not include campers and recreational vehicles.

MOBILE HOME PARK: Improved-pareels-having-multiple-meobile-home-structures-that
are-in-the-nature-of a-community-plus-any-streets,-service-drives,—and-community-areas

A tract of Iand or 2 or more contiguous tracts of land upon which contain sites with the
necessary utilities for 5 or more independent mobile homes for permanent habitation
either free of charge or for revenue purposes, and shall include any building, structure,
vehicle, or enclosure used or intended for use as a part of the equipment of such mabile
home park. Separate ownership of contiguous fracts of land shall not preclude the tracts
of land from common licensure as a mobile home park if they are maintained and
operated jointly. Neither an immobilized mobile home nor a motorized recreational vehicle
shall be construed as being a part of a mobiie home park.

MOTOR VEHICLE: Any passengeFvehlcle—meteFeyele—Fee;eanenaLvemme—@Fuek—tFusk—
trailer-or-semitrailer which is self-propelled or-drawn by mechanical or electrical power but

not operated upon rails.

MOTOR VEHICLE-AUTOMOBILE BODY AND REPAIR: An establishment, building, or
land used for the repair and maintenance of automobiles, motorcycles, trucks or similar
vehicles including but not limited to body, fender, muffler, or oil change and lubrication,
painting, motor replacement or rebuilding, but excluding dismantling and salvage and
establishments and facilities where the servicing and repair of vehicles is incidental to
marketing and selling activities. All such service shall be coenducted within an enclosed

building.

MOTOR VEHICLE-AUTOMOBILE SALESUSED: A building or part of a building and
parcel of Iand where preweusly—ewned—vehlcles are sold to the pUblIC Used—atnemeblle

MOTOR VEHICLE-AUTOMOBILE SERVICE STATION or GAS STATION: Any buiiding
or premises used for dispensing, sale or offering for sale at retail to the public, gasoline
stored only in underground tanks, kerosene, lubricating oil or grease for the operation of
automobiles and including the sale and installation of tires, batteries and other minor
accessories and services for automobiles, but not including major automobile repairs; and
including washing of automobiles where no production line methods are employed. When
the dispensing, sale or offering for sale of motor fuels is incidental to the conduct of a
public garage, the premises shall be classified as a public garage. May also include, as
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accessory uses, convenience stores and/or restaurants.
MOTOR VEHICLE-AUTOMOBILE WRECKING YARD: See definition of “JUNKYARD”.

PLACES OF ASSEMBLY: Any amphitheater, assembly hall, auditorium, religious
institution, coliseum, concert hall, hall, meeting room, sanctuary stadium, or other main
activity area of a building, structure, or place, whether enclosed or out of doors, whether
a principal use or an accessory use, which is used or intended for use as a place for the
gathering together of a group of persons for any purpose or purposes.

RECREATIONAL UNIT: One recreational vehicle or one or more all-terrain vehicles,
snowmobiles or watercraft on a single trailer. -A—recreational-unit-may-consist-of-one
recreational-vehicle-ortravel-trailer-or camping-trailer-er-one-or-more-all-terrain-vehicles:
GHWWHWMWWWW
watercraft-on-a-single-trailer—(Currently in Section 10-5:C.)

RECREATIONAL VEHICLE: Any camping trailer, motor home, mini-motor home, travel
trailer, truck camper or van camper used primarily for recreational purposes. and-netused

reludive neid Loarki I =  vehicles f | ‘

RELIGIQUS INSTITUTION: A place of worship or religious assembly with related facilities
such as: rectory; private school; meeting hall; offices for administration of the institution:
licensed child or adult care, playground; or cemetery.

SCHOOL: Any public or private
educational facility (with or without boarding) including business or trade schools.

SEMI-TRAILER: A non-motorized, portable container on wheels that is designed to be
attached and pulled for the purpose of transporting primarily goods and materials
customarily for commercial purposes over public roads. The size and weight of a semi-
trailer enables it to only be pulled by a large truck or semi-tractor. Semi-trailers may be
tankers, flatbeds or enclosed.

TRAILER: Any vehicle without motive power in operation—etherthan—apole—trailer,

designed for carrying persons or property and for being drawn by a motor vehicle -and-se
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VEHICLE: Every device, in, upon or by whlch a person or property is or may be
transported or drawn upon public streets. ;

1. COMMERCIAL MOTOR VEHICLE: Any motor vehicle operated for the
transporiation of persons or property in the furtherance of any commercial or
industrial enterprise, For-Hire or Not-For-Hire, but not including a commuter van,
a motor vehicle used in a ridesharing arrangement when being used for that
purpose, or a recreational vehicle not being used commercially.

2. INOPERABLE VEHICLE: A vehicle which cannot be legally driven upon the public
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streets for reasons including but not limited to being unlicensed, wrecked,
abandoned, in a state of disrepair, or incapable of being moved under its own
power.

WATERCRAFT: Any unit-thatis-used-for-water-travel-or-pleasure-or-any vessel-defined
as—every—deseription—of-watercrafi—used or capable of being used as a means of
transportation on water. —except-a-seaplane-on-the-water—innertube—air-matiress—or
similar-device;-and-boats-used-for concession-rides-in-artificial bodies-of water-designed
and-used-exclusively-for-such-concessions-:
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VILLAGE OF BARTLETT
COMMITTEE MINUTES
April 19,2016

President Wallace called the Committee of the Whole meeling to order at 7:33 p.m.

PRESENT: Trustee Camerer, Carbonaro, Deyne, Hopkins, Reinke and President
Wallace

ABSENT: Trustee Arends

ALSO PRESENT : Village Administrator Valerie Salmons, Assistant Administrator Paula
Schumacher, Assistant to the Village Administrator Scott Skrycki, Finance Director Jeff
Martynowicz, Director of Public Works Dan Dinges, Public Works Engineer Bob Allen,
Commumity Development Director Jim Plonczynski, Building Director Brian Goralski,
Grounds Superintendent Kevin DeRoo, Police Chief Kent Williams, Deputy Chief Joe
Leonas, Village Attorney Bryan Mraz and Village Clerk Lotna Giless.

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE

Zoning Ordinance Update — Chapters 2 & 5

Trustee Reinke stated that he had a couple of questions and asked the Community
Development Director Jim Plonczynski to give an overview.

Trustee Camerer referred to the Agricultural changes. He thought that it seemed
restrictive from the standpoint of poultry and bees. There are towns that are making
efforts to have pilot studies (Elgin) that allows a certain amount of residents to have
chickens without a rooster. As far as bees go, Hanover Park has a designated area for bee
keepers to come and put their bee hives up.

Attorney Mraz stated that the draft under consideration regulates those uses in small
yards and considers the impact on the neighbors. The draft ordinance says 100 feet. Staff
has encountered problems and didn't have a clear restriction. The uses are allowed in
Agriculture Districts, of which there may be one, so from that standpoint this is less
restrictive. Neighbors were unhappy when there were bees in close proximity to small
children.

Trustee Camerer stated that was a weak argument when it comes to bees throughout the
world. You need bees for pollination. Without bees, we don't exist.



Attorney Mraz stated that the ordinance does not outlaw bees.

Mr. Plonczynski stated Staff get rcquests for backyard chickens, aviaries, and those
types of things. This section of the ordinance is the same as before except for a few
changes. If you wanted to change the ordinance to allow for chickens and bees in
closer proximity, we can do that. This is to regulate the areas with smaller yards.

Trustee Camerer stated that he would like to see input from other towns inthe area.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they have done some research in the chicken area because that
seems to be the most requested. Some towns that have chicken ordinances that allow
them, have to be kept in heated, enclosed yards with running water and electricity. Bee
keeping 1s becoming more prevalent in urban arcas. We didn't have any regulation in the
past and the few that we had were in close proximity of other homes and they did get some
complaints,

Trustee Camerer stated that the villages that are looking at things like this are progressing.
They are looking at ways to bring in other types of food, hobbies, and you need these
things. He hates to see government come in and tell people what they can't do.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that a few instances where people have been keeping chickens,
sometimes they tend to be free range chickens and they end up all over.

Trustee Camerer stated that he would like to have further discussions on this. He stated
that Elgin has a pilot study of some sort as well as Hanover Park and possibly St. Charles.
The question is, why are they forward thinking more than we are. He thinks we should
be considering it

Trustee Hopkins stated that Trustee Camerer brings up an extremely good point and he
thinks the language on this zoning change is very restrictive. He thought they should
look at different possibilities as well as other communities.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that it will be a combination of reducing the distances and
requiring that you have those animals in some sort of structure. They will do more
research on other towns,

Trustee Camerer asked ifthey can have more information in a month or two.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that this has to go to the Zoning Board for a text amendment.
They will get that information ready for them so they know it is the Board's desire.

President Wallace stated that it was way more restrictive in the prior version saying that
they needed 10 acres.



Mr. Plonczynski stated that the Sunset Hill Farms/Litchfield area with larger lots was the
area that the restrictions were originally written for. The distance requirement is because

of their experience with the bees.
Trustee Camerer asked if anyone had beehives inthe Village.
Plonczynski stated "yes", they have them.

Trustee Camerer thought it is an interesting hobby.

Mr. Plonezynski stated that he was sure it is a great hobby but unfortunately, the one
that was located in town was in proximity to someone who had children with allergies.

President Wallace thought it would be good information to know how many 2+ acre lots
we have in the village.

Trustee Hopkins asked how often residents come into the building department and want to
put up a patio, deck or shed and they are told that they cannot.

Building Director Brian Goralski stated that they get about six per day. They do their
due diligence and look at them. About 85% are allowable. It is just the small lots that
have a sea of concrete that have the issues. There are other ways they can obtain their
requests and we inform them of that process.

Trustee Reinke stated that he did not understand why a pool is a problem. He understands
that it's not pervious but at the same time it's containing the water.

Mr. Goralski stated that was his argument with Jim Plonczynski but Jim won.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they are looking at it for the coverage of the lot. There is
usually a deck around the patio or an in-ground pool with a patio so they count it as an
impervious surface and most towns do.

Trustee Camerer stated that he has a problem with the impervious surface thing as well.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they experience that in the older parts of town with flooding
issues. They have spent a lot of money in those areas to build extra detention areas to
cover that and that is the trade-off. There are more restrictive ordinances on impervious
surfaces in other towns - ours is fairly relaxed.

President Wallace stated that if the zoning commission is going to look at this can they
look at the above ground pools as well. It should make sense for people.



Trustee Hopkins asked if they will hold off on the public hearing since they may make
changes.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that he would like to go to the Zoning Board for the public
hearing and their input with that information and bring it back to the Board.

Trustee Hopkins stated that maybe they should hold off on the public hearing because
they may make some changes.

President Wallace stated that there is a lot here. He would be more comfortable with
getting the Zoning Board's input and have it come back to them and do the public
hearing afier that.

Attorney Mraz stated that the public hearing is before the Zoning Board so it's either
take the message and incorporate those into a document and that is what the public
hearing is on. You are saying that alternatively, let's see what those changes are and bring
it back to the Committee. See those before it's sent to the Zoning Board where the public
hearmg will take place.

Trustee Hopkins thought they should get it, review it, and make changes. We will
review it and send it back to them.

Trustee Camerer agreed.

Mr. Plonezynski stated that the Zoning Board sometimes takes more than one meeting to
look at something like this. We can have them give it an initial look, tell him the
suggestions and they can make recommendations on those areas, bring it back to the
Board and then hold the public hearing after that. If the Board is comfortable with their
changes than we can go back to them with the public hearing.



VILLAGE OF BARTLETT
COMMITTEE MINUTES
JUNE 7, 2016

President Wallace called the Committee of the Whole meeting to order at 7:46 p.m.

PRESENT: Trustees Arends, Camerer, Carbonaro, Deyne, Hopkins, Reinke and President
Wallace

ABSENT: None

ALSO PRESENT: Village Administrator Valerie Salmons, Assistant Administrator Paula
Schumacher, Assistant to the Village Administrator Scott Skrycki, Finance Director Jeff
Martynowicz, Community Development Director Jim Plonczynski, Assistant Community
Development Director Roberta Grill, Director of Public Works Dan Dinges, Public Works
Engineer Bob Allen, Building Director Brian Goralski, Grounds Superintendent Kevin DeRoo,
Deputy Chief Patrick Ullrich, Village Attorney Bryan Mraz and Village Cletk Lorna Giless.

PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE

Beekeeping.Chickens and Impervious Surface

Trustee Reinke asked staff to start with the chickens. Staff has made a very specific set of
recommendations to the Board. Chief among them is that chickens be permitted on lots that are
larger than two acres. Given what he has read in the newspaper, maybe that's a little too

restrictive.

Community Development Director Jim Plonczynski stated that the agricultural section of the
ordinance is affected by our initial revision of Chapter 5 of the Zoning District. They have done
additional research on the chickens and bees section per the direction of the Board. In the initial
discussion, they had actually proposed to reduce the current agricultural zoning from ten acres
down to two for things like keeping bees and chickens and horses, etc. When they talked about
this at a previous Committee meeting, the Board directed them to look at other towns and
their ordinances regarding backyard chickens (see attachment). He stated that most require an
enclosure and the free range is not good. They end up all over the road and in neighbor's yards.
Other generic requirements such as no roosters, no slaughtering, only in the rear yard are
included. In terms of their research, there were twenty four towns researched in which eight
allowed it. Ifthe Board directs them to include ¢hickens on smaller residential lots, they believe
that they should only be permitted in the Estate Districts, SR-2 (10,000 SF) and SR-3 (8,000 SF).
The smaller lots tend to be a little closer in terms of the setbacks. No other poultry, including but
not limited to geese, ducks and turkeys shall be kept on the property.



There is also a Department of Agriculture registration.
Trustee Camerer asked what a Y4 acre lot falls into.
Mr. Plonczynski stated generally SR-2 (10,000 SF).

Trustee Camerer stated that if they approve the staff recommendation of going from ten
acres to two acres, there is virtually no one in town that has a two acre lot.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that there are fourteen lots.

Trustee Reinke agreed that the two acres is probably too restrictive. If we have the
location requirements, he thought they should have the screening requirements to
permit someone who is responsible to build a coop with a building permit and put it in
their backyard. His only concemn is if there are several neighbors that all have a coop
then we have a whole mess of chickens out there,

Trustee Camerer spoke about a study from Elgin. They started out with allowing fifteen
permits at a time: After Elgin did this pilot study, they came back with several positive
responses. It created a sense of community, formed friendships, provided social media,
allowed 100% of grass clippings and food scrap recycling, increased awareness of
backyard chickens, on-going communication amongst the participants and it goes on
and on. Inthe end, they agreed to increase the amount of permits up to twenty five. If we
limited the permits, it would be fair.

Trustee Reinke asked if in addition to the Zoning, would they also have a permit
requirement.

Trustee Camerer stated that Elgin did. He thought that would be fair as long as it's
reasonably priced.

Trustee Deyne stated that a permit can be reviewed on an annual basis,

Trustee Camerer stated that they can get additional information from other towns. He
spoke about the setbacks.

Trustee Carbonaro asked if they are restricting the amount of coops by the size of the
lot.

Trustee Camerer stated that you can only have one coop and four chickens.

Trustee Deyne asked about those with two acre lots and the amount of allowable
chickens.



Administrator Salmons stated that Elgin had a pilot program. They limited the number
during the pilot program. They may be allowing more afterwards. Ifyou limit them now,
you may have a situation where more people want them than you identified and you will
have chicken lotteries. She suggested a pilot program to make sure.

Trustee Camerer stated that Elgin had fifteen permits to begin with. & was so overwhelmingly
positive inthe end that they raised their permits to twenty five.

Trustee Deyne asked how many people have chickens now.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they get 4-5 requests every year. They have had some rogue chicken
keepers.

Trustee Carbonaro referred to a letter they received and asked if there was some kind of
certification for chicken keepers.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they would need to register with the State Department of Agriculture
but he did not know if the service offers any kind of training for chicken keeping.

Kristine Augison who spearheaded the Elgin program stated that there are classes that are offered
free.

Trustee Reinke asked that the staff makes this user friendly.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they will do that,

Trustee Arends stated that the staff has provided a lot of information, Rather than sending this
back to staff, she thought they could make some kind of preliminary decision tonight. What
further information is needed?

Trustee Reinke stated that the Committee refers this to the Village Board and staff will incorporate
our comments and it can be voted on at the Board level.

President Wallace stated that Trustee Arends means that they should iron out some details:

Number of birds =4

Minimum square foot per bird =5 SF per bird
Indoor and outdoor coops

Minimum number of permits to start out

Administrator Salmons stated that the outdoor space is important so it is not all enclosed and
the birds can get sunshine and fresh air and the ability to scratch in the dirt and eat bugs.

Trustee Hopkins stated that a minimum number of permits is not necessary. He didn't think that
100 people are going to apply for permits.

Trustee Camerer was not against the pilot study as Elgin did with fifteen permits.



Mr. Plonczynski stated that this will become a text amendment to the Zoning Ordinance. The draft
text amendment would come back for the Board's review along with the rest of Chapter 5 and they
would send it on to the Zoning Board for the Public Hearing on the text amendment. They will
then get a chance to vote on i. It will be brought back in an actual ordinance language that the

Village Attorney is also comfortable with.
Trusteec Hopkins stated that they would not restrict residents inan SR-4 district.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that if you want to open it up to the SR-4 district, those are smaller
lots.

Trustee Hopkins stated that they can, based on what he has read.
Trustee Arends asked how many square feet is SR-4?
Mr. Plonczynski stated that it is minimum of 6,000 SF.

Trustee Arends stated that she grew up the daughter of a farmer with chickens. She stated that
chickens are dirty, nasty animals, they are pathetic and they stink. They peck everything and
even though they lay nice eggs, they are dirty, nasty animals that you have to clean up after. To
have that type of thing in my neighbor's yard (she is in the ER-1 zoning) would be upsetting to
her. You can buy organic eggs from any number of places around here. If this was meant to be
an agricultural community, she thought it would have been done a long time ago. Chickens also
need to have grass and gravel. They still remain to be dirty, nasty animals that yield wonderful
eggs. It would take an awful lot to convince her, especially in an SR-4 (6,000 SF). The best
coop she has seen was mobile and it could be moved in the yard to provide fresh grass and soil. A
stationary coop on a 6,000 SF lot is ridiculous.

Trustee Hopkins stated that there are a lot of houses in the SR-4 district, his property included,
that are larger than lots in a SR-3, SR-2 or ER-1. If you are going to just restrict people in an
SR-4 or SR-3 if would be unfair.

Trustee Deyne stated that he grew up in the city and knows nothing about chickens. If the
ordinance were written and limited to SR-3, he thought they could come before the Zoning Board
and explain that to get a Special Use permit for the coop.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that you could just put a parameter about a minimum square foot of the lot.
Even if it is in the SR-4 you could say you have to have a minimum of 8,000 SF or something like
that.

Trustee [Hopkins stated that it should be the square footage of the backyard. There are some houses
inthe SR-3 district where houses are lot line to lot line. Some of the SR-4 districts have an 800 SF
house and the yard is literally bigger than a house inthe SR-3.

Trustee Deyne stated that they also need to consider the rear setback and reverse corner lots.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they rccommend a five foot setback keeping it out of the side yard.
a



Trustee Reinke suggested they move on to beekeeping.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they did research on beekeeping in the surrounding communities (see
attachment). They researched ten communities that have some type of restriction or allow
beckeeping. We believe that the community apiary is probably the way to go. Hanover Park has
started one and Schaumburg has one. Beekeeping gets into a different aspect because bees cannot
be restricted. Honey bees are very valuable and you can see the need for them. Hanover Park
has just started this community apiary and they do not allow it anywhere else. They have a permit
from the Department of Agriculture and there is private insurance. They have to have a source of
water and get a permit from the Village. It is fenced in a large area, 250 feet from the nearest soccer
fields. Staff feels that a community apiary is appropriate and they can work with the Park District
or Forest Preserve for a community apiary site.

Trustee Reinke asked if they have any sites in mind. Can you do it so it does not cost the Village
any money?

Administrator Salmons stated that they don't have any sites in mind. They looked carefully
and are a little limited on that. They thought a partnership would be better and they will work very
hard to make sure it is fenced in and there is water.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that it will cost us some money even if we shared it with somebody.
President Wallace asked how many people are requesting bees.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that there are not very many. We had one request a couple years ago.

President Wallace stated that we should refer them to Hanover Park if they are interested. Why
are we talking about this?

Trustee Camerer stated that there is a beehive on the golf course at Bartlett Hills. Is that correct?

Grounds Superintendent Kevin DeRoo stated that there is. They curtently have two hives. He
just caught a swarm last week.

Trustee Camerer stated that they do have two hives on Village property.
President Wallace stated that they are natural and we did not create them.
Mr. DeRoo stated "no".

Trustee Arends asked if they are something that someone else created. Are they wooden
structures?

Mr. DcRoo siated that they are wooden hive boxcs.
Trustee Camerer asked ifthe golfers arc being attacked by swarms.

Mr. DeRoo stated that both hives are up by the shop. Honey bees won't bother anybody.
5



President Wallace wondered why we would consider any of this Village's money when we don't
have any interest. It does not make sense to me.

Trustee Camerer stated that we don't know how much this would cost to put together. He didn't
think & would be millions of dollars. It may be some money but you have not even asked the
people who might be involved if they would want to contribute or maintain that facility. We
can't assume that the Village will foot the bill and not get any other support from the Forest Preserve
or the Park District, etc. Wejust don't know yet.

Trustee Hopkins stated that we should be less restrictive in this ordinance and allow homeowners
to have beehives. It it becomes an issue, than we can address it. He didn't think we need to have
an apiary or anything like that until people start inquiring. They should be allowed to have hives

in their backyard.

Trustee Camerer had no problem with that. If Schaumburg can do it, they are a much bigger
community than we are.
President Wallace stated that he did not have any problem with it as long as we don't spend any

money.

Trustee Reinke stated that if we are going to allow someone to put in a beehive, he thought they
would need some pretty specific regulations such as signage, etc. in case kids are playing in the
area.

Trustee Carbonaro stated that they should only be allowed in an SR-4 minimally. He would not
like to sit on his patio with an epi-pen every day.

Trustee Camerer stated that communities have worked this out. Schaumburg allows it, even though
they charge quite a bit of money to do it. They must have specifications of lotsize, etc.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they did a regulation and then charged $600. They directed everyone to

go to the community apiary because they spent the money to put it in. That is what Schaumburg
and Hanover Park did. They have regulations for individual lots. He thinks that we will have to

regulate it if we are going to allow it.

Trustee Hopkins asked if any of the other communities have had issues with bees. Mr.

Plonczynski stated "none that they are aware of'.

Trustee Reinke stated that you will always want to have liability insurance because there 1s a
ready source of liquid funds to readdress any problems. He would like to know how much the
bee mnsurance is. How much is a million dollar policy? It will give us a sense of whether it makes
more sense to do a community apiary versus the backyard. Hewould be interested in hearing

the experniences of the other fowns.
Trustee Carbonaro stated that the bees forage a three mile radius to bring nectar back te the hive,

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they will bring some language back to the Board and answer somc of'the
questions.



Trustee Reinke stated that they will now discuss pools and whether they are impervious surfaces or
not.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they researched fourteen communities to see what they have as far
as impervious surfaces with pools (see attached) and whether they are included in the impervious
surface or not. More towns included pools as part of the impervious surface and they were
called accessory structures. Staff feels that the impervious surface requirements would include
them and therefore, not change the existing ordinance. If the Board feels that we should allow
pools as a pervious surface then thcy can revise the ordinance. Most towns consider them an
accessory use (nine of them and five do not regulate and they are treated as an accessory building).

Trustee Reinke stated that he understands what he is saying about treating a swimming pool as an
accessory use. The idea is to conirol storm water; it's a zoning issue but it's not really a use issue;
it's a calculation. To him, it makes sense to exclude swimming pools from the impervious surface
calculation because they hold water.

Trustee Camerer stated that it would take a monsoon to fill most pools. If we are concerned
about runoff on neighbors, we will probably never get that much water unless the pool is completely
filled to the top.

Trustee Reinke stated that if somebody challenges in court about what the difference is between
an accessory structure like a shed and an accessory structure like a pool, a pool holds water.
You are not going to run up against that in court.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they will have to change the ordinance to exclude pools from the
impervious surface calculations.

All were in verbal agreement.
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TOWN HALL

Jennifer Rasmussen, 361 S. Hickory

Ms. Rasmussen thanked the Board for the opportunity to speak about backyard chickens.

In the seven months since she last came before the Board she has done more research and found that St.
Charles has allowed chickens on residential properties for over 20 years with minimal restrictions and minimal
problems. She has also come in contact with many more people who would love to see Bartlett follow the
growing trend of backyard chicken keeping. She felt it would be a tremendous move in favor of progress.

She thanked Mr. Plonczynski for putting up with her emails and his patience.

Nancy Blondin, 152 Sunflower Lane

Ms. Blondin stated that she comes from a rural upbringing and was brought up knowing where her food came
from. She talked about production farming and felt that it is absolutely cruel to chickens. She feels that
supporting people who want to raise their own chickens for eggs is a good idea and decreases the demand on
egg production farming. She spoke about diseases to chickens and household pets.

VILLAGE OF BARTLETT
COMMITTEE MINUTES
January 3, 2017

BEES, CHICKENS & IMPERVIOUS SURFACES

Trustee Reinke stated that they have three principal items for forwarding these matters on to the Zoning Board
of Appeals generally described as beekeeping, chickens and impervious surfaces.

Community Development Director Jim Plonczynski stated that as of the last discussion in June, the Board
directed staff to do some additional research which they have done regarding beekeeping and insurance,
excluding pools on impervious surfaces and additional research on chickens in the different areas where
chickens could be kept. They put together the different conditions in a draft text amendment for a Public
Hearing in front of the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Trustee Reinke asked for comments regarding beekeeping.

Trustee Camerer stated that he appreciated what the staff has done. He stated that when talking about bees,
people have the misconception that they are wasps and they get scared of honeybees where they should not be.
He thought they had a lot of potential to do things that will build a better community and a betier environment
and he thinks the bees are right up there with it.

Trustee Reinke stated that he has received a lot of input from residents and he is a little more skeptical about
beekeeping today than he was back in June. He understands that bees are important to the ecosystem but he is
very concerned about people who are allergic to bees. He does not think we should do a community apiary and
telt that they should give specific information to staff about this. It may be problematic from a cost perspective
as well as a liability perspective.



Trustee Hopkins agreed against a community apiary. He didn't think the Village needed to spend money on
an apiary but if someone wants a hive on their property, they should be allowed to have it. He didn't agree
with the annual $25 fee and thought it should be a one-time fee. He did not anticipate a lot of applications but
felt if someone wanted it they should have that option, He spoke about barrier heights and thought it was a
good idea on small lots. If someone has a larger lot and you are 50 to 100 feet away from the property line,
we shouldn't make them set up a fence around the hives. Instead of 25 allotted permits he would like to see a
trigger at 20 permits that requires a review by the Village Board to open it up to review the policies that were
set. The less restriction — the better.

Trustee Reinke stated that in regards to bees and chickens, they should restrict the permits like they do with
liquor licenses. There should be a fixed number and if we need to create additional ones we can. He thought 25
hives was high. He felt it was scary to some people and felt that they should ease them into it as well as
educating them on the process.

Trustee Camerer stated that he does not want to see more regulations if we don't have to. This town is known
for over regulating and he hopes to get away trom that.

President Wallace asked how many people have requested information regarding hives on their property in the
20+ years that he has been there.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that it has increased recently but prior to that there wete none.

President Wallace felt that the 20 permit trigger was a good idea.

Trustec Deyne stated that he thought the comments this evening had a great deal of merit but he has not had
anyone contact him about bees or chickens. He was looking forward to see the comments from the Zoning
Board.

President Wallace asked if everyone was in agreement on not having a community apiary.

Trustec Camerer stated "not at this time" but he did not want to shut the door on this forever. If we allowed
individuals to do this and somehow came up with the land that someone donated, he did not want to shut the
door on it.

President Wallace asked if Hanover Park allows people from outside the village to create a hive in their village.

Mr. Plonczynski stated they have a community apiary and didn't think they do anything but that. He thought
Schaumburg was also setting up a community apiary.

Attorney Mraz stated that in drafting the ordinance and putting in a review at 25 permits may be a little
problematic. He thought they could direct staff to bring it back at that point but he did not want it to be a
condition of its effectiveness,

President Wallace asked if there is any other byproduct from these hives besides honey?

Mr. Plonczynski stated and possibly soap.

Trustee Reinke asked the residents in attendance who were interested in beehives, what size lots they live on.

One audience member responded that his lot was 100 x 100 and the other stated two thirds of an acre.



Trustee Carbonaro thought they should elaborate on the amount of water required for the hives so the
neighbor's pool is not a source of water.

M. Plonczynski stated that it would have to be on the property of the hive.

Trustee Deyne stated that he would like to have the opportunity to review resident requests with property that
is smaller than the ordinance guideline.

Trustee Hopkins asked if they are going to make residents keep the 25 feet from all lot lines, does it matter
what the square footage of the lot is?

Mt. Plonczynski stated that they could change the lot size. They thought the bigger size lot would be a little
safer for people who are allergic. If you want to make the lot size a standard 8,000 for both, and he is right, the
setbacks would have to adhere and they would have to put it in the middle of the yard and 25 feet from
property line.

The Board asked for a graphic case study to determine fair setbacks for properties.

President Wallace asked il there was a specific distance that bees fly from the hive.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they can go a long distance to collect pollen. He thought it was several miles

President Wallace asked who would be liable if he had an apiary and his neighbor got stung and was allergic
and had major medical problems. What liability does the Village hold for passing this ordinance?

Attorney Mraz stated that the Village wouldn't have any liability since it is a proof question. There may well be
a lawsuit, which is likely, if that were to happen, not to the Village but to the apiary owner. The Village has
certain immunities that are being eroded but nevertheless he believed it would apply in this situation.

President Wallace stated that these are all of the things that we need to discuss.

Trustee Reinke asked if there were any comments about chickens.

Trustee Camerer once again stated that staff did a good job putting together the information as well as the
survey that was put out to the Village that was overwhelmingly positive. He stated that they have heard from
people with animals and if done properly, could be beneficial from a green standpoint, as well as the
environmental standpeint. He thought it was a great direction for the Village to take.

Trustee Hopkins agreed with Trustee Camerer. He asked if the $25 licensing fee was per year.

Mr, Plonczynski stated that it is a one-time fee for the permit.

Trustee Reinke asked if when staff is learning about other communities and their experiences, are we also
getting their input?

Mr. Plonezynski stated that most towns that allow chickens have very little problems.
Trustee Hopkins asked if we restrict homeowners on the amount of dogs or cats they may have?

Mr. Plonczynski stated "yes".



President Wallace stated that he has worked at an egg production facility as a kid and they are the most
inhumane places in the world. His biggest concern is the size of the lot and how far the smell will travel.
Trustee Reinke stated that if you are going to have annual permitting, someone from the Village staff will go
out and inspect. If it is an inhumane situation, they can act on it.

Mr. Plonezynski stated that they will get complaints just like they do now about dogs and other animals
Trustee Reinke asked about an annual inspection. Is that part of the annual permit?

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they did not incorporate an annual inspection, but they can.

Trustee Arends asked him to think about what he is suggesting. If this is something the Village would have to
do than it will be an expense. For a staff member to go out and inspect beehives and chicken coops, they would

have ramifications.

Trustee Hopkins stated that they could review this in a year and if they need to modify it they can do it then.
He would like to know how many dog and cat complaints they get every year.

Mr. Plonczynski stated that they do code enforcement on dog and cat homes typically when it's an excessive
amount of animals and there are complaints. He stated that the police department probably gets a lot more
complaints. He stated that they will create the text amendment and move it forward.

Trustee Reinke talked about impervious surfaces and the exclusion of pools because they are meant to hold
water.

Trustee Hopkins stated that in the current ordinance, they use the pool in the calculation correct? In the winter,
the pool is covered - where does the water go? Does this create more drainage problems?

Mr. Plonczynski stated that the pool will hold the rain within the covered pool.
Trustee Reinke stated that they will forward all of this on to the Zoning Board for contemplation and hearings.

Trustee Reinke asked if they are going to do future surveys that they word the survey in a neutral sense rather
than seeming like they were advocating a position.

There being no further business to discuss, Trustee Camerer moved to adjourn the

Committee of the Whole meeting and that motion was seconded by Trustee Hopkins.



