
VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
Human Services Commission 

Minutes 
February 7, 2007 

 
 

 
Commission Members Present: Chairperson, Trisha Svehla, Members: Geoff Neustadt, 
Leksa Pravdic, and Joyce Tumea 
Members Absent: Theresa Carlquist and Princess Dempsey 
Guests: Commissioner William Waldack 
Staff Liaison: Andrew J. Matejcak 
  Director, Counseling and Social Services 
 
I. Roll Call 
 The meeting was called to order at 6:45pm.  A quorum was obtained.  
 
II. Approval of Minutes November Meeting Minutes were approved as presented. 
Corrections for the  December, unofficial meeting summary, were noted. 
 

III. Discussion:  
 
Commission members discussed the youth recognition awards initiative.  Mr. Neustadt 
recommended a plague on a wall in the Village Hall commemorating the youth recipients 
and suggestions for local business coupons for recipients and recognition at Heritage Fest 
and at the 4th of July Parade. Ms. Tumea addressed the issue of having the Human 
Services Commission review the nominees and making the selections from a nomination 
form.  The commission discussed the need for one group to review the nominations for 
consistency of standards and to ensure that the award was worth giving based on an 
outstanding accomplishment of a youth.   
 
Commissioner Waldack suggested that Director Matejcak seek Council input and 
feedback of the initiative via a nonagenda item request through the Village Manager.  Mr. 
Neustadt supported the idea and noted that the awards would be presented by the Mayor 
and Council and not from the Human Services Commission, per se. Commissioner 
Waldack asked how often the commission thought the awards presentations would be. 
Ms. Tumea indicated that it would depend on the rate of submittals.  Chairperson Svehla 
discussed the importance of immediate feedback on encouraging the positive 
contributions of youth and preferred the awards to be  at least monthly and hopefully 
recognizing 5, 10 or 15 youth at a time.  
 Director Matejcak raised the question of the commission drawing a line at some 
point to limit the number of awards being presented, taking into consideration potentially 
full agendas for Council meetings and workshops.  Ms. Tumea suggested the possibility 
of adding a disclaimer that offers there would not be guarantee of an award for all the 
submittals.  Ms. Pravdic noted January as when most senior students begin submitting 
letters to colleges which include achievements and awards in addition to grades.  She 



added that schools are not just looking at participation in clubs but rather if a student is 
going above and beyond in their participation or demonstrating an outstanding 
achievement. Ms. Tumea added that the award would capture students who are falling 
through the cracks and may not have had a great achievement but added something 
outstanding or unique or contributed with a good deed.  
 
Addressing the format of the presentations again, Commissioner Waldack offered the 
commission consider the possibility of making the group award every six months or so 
when the recipients would go before Council but still receive letters and Village pins in 
the meantime.  Chairperson Svehla’s point of immediacy being important was added to 
the discussion. Ms. Pravdic suggested even a public reading of the name with a brief 
narrative and without the individual presentations could be one way of recognizing youth 
on a more frequent basis. The commission also discussed newspaper recognition as a 
means of recognizing award recipients in a timely manner.  
 
New Business: 
Director Matejcak informed the commission of the free tax service for income eligible 
seniors offered by the park district through tax season at the Lincoln Center. Mr. Neustadt 
reported that the collaboration with the Rotary Club and District 58 was successful in 
their after school clubs for O’Neil and Herrick Middle schools which included an outing 
and plans for additional outings in the future.  Commissioner Waldack shared with the 
commission his increased involvement in the Ride DuPage program and joining the board 
of the Senior Home Sharing program.  
 
 
Adjournment The meeting closed at 7:45pm 
 
Submitted by: Andrew J. Matejcak, Staff Liaison 
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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
PLAN COMMISSION MEETING, JANUARY 22, 2007, 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
Chairman Jirik called the January 22, 2007 meeting of the Plan Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. 
and asked for a roll call:  
 
PRESENT: Chairman Jirik, Mr. Beggs, Mr. Cozzo, Mrs. Hamernik, Mr. Matejczyk, Mr. Quirk, 

Mrs. Rabatah, Mr. Webster 
 
ABSENT:   Mr. Waechtler 
 
STAFF  
PRESENT: Jeff O’Brien, Senior Planner, Stan Popovich, Planner, Mike Millette, Public Works 

Asst. Dir.   
 
VISITORS: Mr. Dan Banks, 2105 Ogden; Mr. Al Sadona, 2105 Ogden; Mr. Vince and 

Mrs. Michelle Lococo, 2101 Ogden; Mr. Mike Cook, C. M. LaVoie, 1050 W. IL Rt. 
126, Plainfield, IL 

 
The Plan Commission recited the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Mr. Matejczyk noted on Page 12 amended that he would “have difficulty approving the petition 
unless it were approved for access to Pershing.” 
 
DRAFT MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 8, 2007 PLAN COMMISSION MEETING WERE 
APPROVED, AS AMENDED, ON MOTION BY MR. MATEJCZYK, SECONDED BY 
HAMERNIK.   
 
MOTION CARRIED BY VOICE VOTE OF 8-0. 
 
Chairman Jirik reconvened File No. PC-01-07, noting that those individuals who were sworn in on 
this petition were still sworn in.  He asked staff to present any new information on the petition.   
 
FILE NO. PC-01-07 A petition seeking 1) Final Planned Development Approval for an Auto 
Dealer on Ogden Avenue – P.D. #44 Ultimate Motor Cars; 2) Street Right of Way Vacation for 
property located on the South Side of Ogden Avenue at the Intersection of Ogden & Pershing 
Avenues, commonly known as 2101 & 2055 Ogden Avenue, Downers Grove, IL (PIN Nos. 08-01-
405-006, 08-01-406-002; Vincent M. Lococo, Jr. & Michelle Lococo, Petitioners/Owners 
 
Mr. Stan Popovich, Village Planner, confirmed the request was for a Special Use for a vacation of 
street right-of-way to create one site from the 2101 Ogden and 2055 Ogden sites for an auto 
showroom.  Both sites would be improved.  The petitioner has agreed to multiple easements and for 
the indemnification of the water mains on the east side of Pershing Avenue right-of-way.  The 
petition was continued over objections from the property owner at 2101 of Ogden, his inability to 
maneuver trucks, and loss of access to Pershing Avenue via the alley.  The alley is an unimproved 
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gravel alley with a 20 foot width.  At the time the condominiums at 4400 Pershing Avenue were 
being constructed, the Village was in discussion with the various owners to address stormwater 
issues.  The Village intends to discontinue traffic in the alley, improve drainage in the area, and 
relieve traffic off the alley south of 2101 and 2105 Ogden Avenue.  Other details of the site and 
truck traffic maneuverability followed, noting the owner of 2015 Ogden could use the property to 
turn his trucks around.  Mr. Popovich stated the petitioner was not requesting a vacation of the 
alley.  Otherwise, all Village standards and policies were met.  Staff recommended approval with 
the conditions stated in its January 8, 2007 staff report.  
 
Discussion followed on whether Section 19.14 of the Municipal Code was enforced as it relates to 
access to an alley, wherein Mr. O’Brien confirmed that a permit would be required.  Mrs. Hamernik 
understood that the Code appeared to address the construction portion of the Code.  After 
Mr. O’Brien’s explanation, Mrs. Hamernik then understood that the permit would be for use and for 
construction, to which Mr. O’Brien agreed.  Mr. O’Brien explained the Village had no permit on 
file to access the alley from 2105 Ogden or any other property on the block.  From the Village’s 
perspective, there was a question if a permit could be granted due to the uncertainty of the 
stormwater issues in the area.   
 
Per Mr. O’Brien, the U-Haul business did not have a permit to access Pershing.   Mr. Beggs asked if 
there was an issue for the U-Haul business to continue to use the alley, wherein Mr. O’Brien 
indicated there could be if the Village decided to make improvements to the alley for stormwater.  
Asked if other alleys existed in the area, Mr. O’Brien explained there was an adjacent alley, which 
was publicly owned but closed to vehicular traffic.  Mr. Cozzo inquired about the possible 
improvement of the alley just west of 2105 Ogden and what the nature of the improvement would 
entail in order to allow for a three-point turn.  Mr. O’Brien explained the improvement could be as 
little as laying stone or as much as paving the alley with a retaining wall.  He would let the 
petitioner explain the required improvements.  Mr. O’Brien pointed out because it was on Village 
property, any engineering for the alley would require a permit since the Village would not perform 
the work and instead would review the plans.   
 
Mr. Webster asked staff for the definition of “general welfare” in staff’s memo and understood that 
indirectly the Village was asking the petitioner to block off access back to Ogden from the current 
arrangement that exists.  He questioned how it was affecting the “general welfare” of the owner at 
2105 Ogden.  Mr. O’Brien explained it was the “general welfare” of  the entire Village.  He noted 
the goals of the Village were weighed when reviewing the property.  He noted a unified 
development would be more consistent with the overall goals.  Staff reviewed the case as it was 
being proposed, versus a proposal of using the sites individually and Pershing Avenue in its current 
state. Mr. O’Brien stated it was matter of what proposal would work better; i.e., having two 
developments and the Village maintain a piece of road functioning as a private road, or, the 
petitioner taking the property and using the site as one unified site with a better development for 
Ogden Avenue.  
 
Mr. Mike Cook, C.M. LaVoie & Associates, 1050 W. IL Rt. 126, Plainfield, IL., representing the 
petitioners, Vince and Michelle Lococo, owners of 2101 Ogden, explained the new information was 
in the commissioners’ packets.  Furthermore, Mr. Cook stated the new information included access 
and the viability of providing vehicular access with ingress and egress to Ogden Avenue.  Other 
material included information downloaded from the official U-Haul website with regard to U-Haul 
truck dimensions for a 26-foot truck.  Mr. Cook proposed two alternatives for the site based on 
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photographs taken during a January 11 visit to 2105 Ogden Avenue with the petitioner.  
Specifically, Exhibit A detailed movements through the existing 2105 Ogden Avenue building 
which has two 12 foot tall doors.  One 20-foot wide door is on the south façade and the second 16-
foot wide door is on the north façade.  The 26-foot U-haul super-mover truck measures just over 11 
feet tall.  Mr. Cook discussed how the truck movement could travel through the site just by 
relocating the placement of the trucks and trailers on the site and still use the same ingress/egress to 
Ogden Avenue.  Another alternative, Exhibit B addressed the three-point turn.  As to the 
improvements for that, the petitioner would work with the Public Works Department and resolve 
the matter with the Village.  The petitioner would pay the improvements that would be made to the 
alley, and the petitioner would get the necessary permits and the improvements engineered properly 
to provide for the additional length of alley for the vehicle movement of the adjacent property 
owner.   
 
Mr. Cook stated he spoke with Mr. Millette about the stormwater issue, and it was not a matter of 
closing the entire alley for stormwater management but a matter of slowing down the water.  
Mr. Matejczyk believed the 2105 Ogden owner still needed some assurance as to not being cut off 
from turning on the site.  Mr. Cook stated that those improvements were the Village’s 
responsibilities.   
 
Chairman Jirik commented in one sense if the Village was to engage in a stormwater action, he 
believed it was a separate question under separate purview, but equally, it would simplify the issue 
because it would render the question moot because there was no access.  Both options were leading 
the matter away from the discussion.   
 
Mr. Vince Lococo, 2101 Ogden, said he used to own the U-Haul at 2055 Ogden Avenue, but sold it 
approximately five years.  He sold the business to the former tenant 2105 Ogden Avenue, who sold 
the business to the current tenant at 2105 Ogden 
 
Ms. Michelle Lococo confirmed she and her husband were the initial operators of the U-Haul 
business.  At the time they took over the 2055 Ogden Avenue property, they decided not to run the 
U-Haul business out of 2055 Ogden Avenue due to the space needed for their current inventory.  
Therefore, the previous tenant of 2105 Ogden Avenue was the person who took over the U-Haul 
business.  She stated the business was in operation for almost seven years, and the trucks were 
going in and out of the site for approximately six to six and one-half years. 
 
Mr. Popovich stated he invited Mr. Banks, the U-Haul business owner, to meet with the Village but 
Mr. Banks declined.  However, Mr. Banks was sent the Plan Commission packet information and 
was informed of staff’s decisions.  Ms. Lococo did not meet with Mr. Banks.  
 
Chairman Jirik opened up the meeting to public comment.   
 
Mr. Dan Banks, 2105 Ogden stated the truck did not fit through the structure as stated in Exhibit A.  
He explained that there is a heating unit inside the high-bay that hangs from the ceiling which 
prohibits large trucks from driving through the building.  As to the three-point turn, the truck is a 
26-foot cargo truck and was actually 33 feet long.  He explained a fence and telephone pole existed 
where the three-point turn took place and left one foot of space to maneuver around.  The ground 
was soft in that area as well.  As to turning around on the site, he stated the Secretary of State 
required that his trucks had to be located in the back lot, and he had to have a separate exit for the 
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trucks, which the site offered.  U-Haul was a large part of his business, and he stated he paid a lot of 
money for his business based on the revenue from the U-Haul business. He believed the proposal 
would hurt his business. He did speak with Mr. Lococo about the access, and he did not have an 
issue with it, but indicated the issue was with the Village.   
 
Mr. Al Sadona, 2105 Ogden, with West Automart, recalled the U-Haul business was in operation 
during his childhood.  He found it interesting that he was about to lose money on his property and 
his business would suffer because another owner did not look to the future and purchased a bad 
piece of property.  He believed a compromise should be made.  He also pointed out the petitioner 
was going on the premise that he would purchase the property at 2055 Ogden Avenue but it was not 
guaranteed. 
 
There being no further comments, Chairman Jirik closed the public participation portion of the 
meeting. 
 
Regarding Exhibit B, Mr. Cook explained he would address the improvements to satisfy the 
Village’s requirements.  The power pole and fence was shown on Exhibit B.  Mr. Cook explained 
the exhibits used the dimensions as shown on the official U-Haul website for the largest truck.  He 
offered to rerun the auto-turn specifications for the commissioners if necessary.   
 
Mr. Vince Lococo, Petitioner, stated when he gave the business to the previous tenant prior to Mr. 
Banks, the Secretary of State did not require two access points but instead required him to install 
two barricades to distinguish between the two businesses -- the cars for sale and the trucks for rent. 
 
Assistant Public Works Dir. Millette confirmed the Village did not need the entire length of the 
alley behind the two parcels under discussion.  However, the Village was contemplating an 
underground pipe that would run west and discharge into the wetlands. The pipe could be 
maintained just fine because no structures would be built upon it.  Mr. Millette confirmed the 
Village wanted to slow down the water streaming across towards the southwestern alley of Pershing 
Avenue but details still had to be reviewed.  As to vacating a portion of the alley behind 2105 
Ogden to allow for the truck-turning radius, Mr. Millette had no issue with it.  He confirmed that 
both Exhibits A and B could be used should the underground pipe be installed.  
 
Mrs. Michelle Lococo, Petitioner, closed by summarizing she understood that Mr. Banks and Mr. 
Sadona felt it was detrimental to run their business by having access to Pershing.  However, she 
stated it was a free convenient access, and there was no official permit of use issued.  She did not 
believe their property value would decrease.  She asked that they adapt to change by offering the 
two alternatives.  The property under discussion did not belong to either individuals, and it was the 
Village’s property. She intended to purchase it and improve the drainage issues and overall 
aesthetics of the Ogden Avenue Corridor.   
 
Mr. Webster questioned whether the U-Haul business would continue to operate as he recalled at 
the previous meeting the tenant stated that the U-Haul franchise agreement required two access 
points onto Ogden Avenue.  However, the tenant provided no proof of that statement.  He agreed 
with both the Village and the petitioner’s goals, but he not see any technical reason as to why the 
two exhibits would not work.   He discussed his thoughts in finding the facts of the argument and 
believed the general welfare of one person was going “out the window” for the benefit of other 
people.   
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Mr. Beggs raised discussion on the permitting of the alley as it relates to use.  He questioned the 
validity of the U-Haul contract.  He also did not believe adverse possession could run against 
municipal land.  Therefore, he understood that the alley was needed to operate the U-Haul business 
and believed a three-point turn should not take place at the back of the alley but that some form of 
parking space run along the west lot line that could be backed into and to utilize the rear offset to 
allow for truck turn around.  He pointed out if the Village wanted to improve Ogden Avenue on the 
one hand, it should also permit and/or financially support strengthening the alley at the southern- 
most part of the lot for the turnaround point.  He questioned whether the Village would issue a 
permit for that plan.  The Village should not place the financial burden on the parties involved.  In 
addition, Mr. Beggs noted the property at 2055 Ogden Avenue was being leased, and it was 
speculation that the owner would want to sell in the future.  He would rather make the permitting 
decision and financial decision left to the Village Council.   
 
Chairman Jirik also concurred with some of the comments being made; noting general welfare was 
being used to evaluate the petition.  As to maneuvering the different turns, he stated the turns could 
be made, and therefore, it was not a detriment or hardship.   He stated that different is not a 
hardship.  However, functionally the land was not an alley but was a piece of private driveway 
owned by the Village.  He questioned what the Village’s policy was for maintaining a private 
driveway for a single owner that no one could get to, which he felt was not detrimental or injurious.   
 
Mrs. Rabatah inquired whether the Village would consider the vacation of the alley since the 
Village was planning stormwater management, wherein Mr. O’Brien surmised that if there were a 
petition for vacation, it would probably be for the entire alley from Belmont to Pershing Avenue 
and retaining a drainage and utilities easement over the 20-foot width alley.  Mr. Matejczyk 
believed it would solve many of the issues.  However, Mr. Matejczyk did have concern if the U-
Haul was requiring the tenant to have two entrances for the business since, in essence, the Village 
would be shutting down the business.  Mr. Webster reminded the Commissioners that it was a fact-
finding body, and the Commission did not have all of the facts; i.e., no copy of the U-Haul contract 
was provided.  While he wanted to support the project, he did have concerns about one business not 
being able to operate.   
 
Mr. Matejczyk discussed that in order for 2105 Ogden site to continue business, improvements must 
take place for the trucks to turn around.  He could not recall this Commission approving a petition 
that puts a burden on an adjacent property owner for some significant expense, wherein Mr. Cook 
reminded the Commissioners of the improvements that would be made by the petitioner and that the 
petitioner would pay for those improvements.  Mr. Cozzo, however, understood that if 2105 Ogden 
needed a second access then the only way 2105 could have the second access was if the 
Commission approved the petition and if he can use the petitioner’s property to access Ogden 
Avenue.  Therefore, it did not matter whether the improvements to the alley were made or not.   
 
Mr. Dan Banks, 2105 Ogden, noted the Secretary of State was requiring the second entrance and 
division barriers.  He was going on what was told to him by an inspector from the Secretary of 
State.  Mr. Banks did not know the exact provision or code.   
 
Mr. Quirk confirmed the second entrance was because of the second business.   
 
Mr. Banks stated he had two separate businesses -- the car lot and the truck rental business.   
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Discussion followed on the licensing of two separate businesses and being in State compliance with 
the entrances.   
 
Mr. Popovich said he did visit other U-Haul sites where one access was provided, and two types of 
business were running on the site; i.e., truck rental and storage space.  Mr. Webster noted the 
second business was not a vehicle business but was a storage business.   
 
Mr. Vince Lococo, Petitioner, stated when he owned the U-Haul business, the Secretary of State 
told him he had to have a barrier division between the auto business and the U-Haul business, and 
he had one access for both businesses.  He stated there was no two separate accesses required.   
 
Mr. Webster stated the testimony contradicted each other, and there was no representative from the 
Secretary of State present.   
 
Chairman Jirik brought the discussion around to continuing the matter or moving the matter forward 
with the condition that the specific provisions from the Secretary of State are provided in a motion. 
 
Mr. Matejczyk thought the project was great for Ogden Avenue, and the petitioner confirmed the 
alley improvements.  However, he agreed the Secretary of State information was crucial.  He would 
have difficulty voting to approve a petition that would place an undue hardship on a business.  He 
suggested that the matter be continued until the last piece of information was obtained before 
forwarding it to the Village Council.   
 
Per staff’s question on researching the information, Mr. O’Brien stated the Village attorneys could 
pull the requirements.  However, he pointed out two individual owners were told two different 
requirements by the State of Illinois and interpretation of any provisions was the issue.  Chairman 
Jirik believed a specific standard had to exist with respect to enforcement and to obtain a license.  
Mr. Webster would not accept staff’s interpretation or the Village attorney’s interpretation of the 
Secretary of State.   He favored moving the matter forward so as not to burden the petitioner. 
 
Mrs. Hamernik believed there was motivation for Mr. Banks to get the proper information in order 
to move the matter forward.    
 
Mr. Matejczyk pointed out if the Secretary of State information was not received in two weeks, it 
could be forward to the Village Council.   
 
Mr. Quirk asked if the Secretary of State was polled would that change the position of the owner of 
2105 Ogden to operate their business without being encumbered.  Mr. Webster stated that the U-
Haul tenant did not appear to know the requirements of the Secretary of State and had no proof.  
Mr. Webster stated he could not make a determination without the information.  
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC-01-07, MR. MATEJCZYK MADE A MOTION TO 
CONTINUE THE PETITION TO DATE CERTAIN, THAT DATE BEING FEBRUARY 5, 
2007 AND THAT THE PETITION BE FIRST ON THE AGENDA.  SECONDED BY 
MR. BEGGS.   
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Mr. Beggs stated the burden of proof was on Mr. Banks (2105 Ogden) to show his limitations from 
the Secretary of State regulations.  He wanted to see evidence from Mr. Banks or the Secretary of 
State representative.  Chairman Jirik concurred and added such regulations had to be detailed and 
defined by Mr. Banks.  Mr. Banks confirmed publicly that he understood what was being asked of 
him. 
 
ROLL CALL: 
 
AYE: MR. MATEJCZYK, MR. BEGGS, MR. COZZO, MRS. HAMERNIK, MR. QUIRK, 

MRS. RABATAH, MR. WEBSTER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION.  VOTE:  8-0. 
 
Chairman Jirik thanked staff for the recent training.  In the future, he would like to discuss some of 
the topics brought up by the Village Manager.   
 
MRS. HAMERNIK MOVED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING.   MR. QUIRK SECONDED 
THE MOTION.  THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT  8:45 P.M.   
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt  
           Celeste K. Weilandt 
        (As transcribed by MP-3 audio) 
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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
PLAN COMMISSION MEETING, FEBRUARY 5, 2007, 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
Chairman Jirik called the February 5, 2007 meeting of the Plan Commission to order at 7:05 p.m. 
and asked for a roll call:  
 
PRESENT: Chairman Jirik, Mr. Beggs, Mr. Cozzo, Mr. Matejczyk, Mrs. Rabatah, Mr. Waechtler 
 
ABSENT:   Mrs. Hamernik, Mr. Quirk and Mr. Webster 
 
STAFF  
PRESENT: Senior Planner, Jeff O’Brien and Planners Stan Popovich and Damir Latinovic; 

Public Works Asst. Dir. Mike Millette; Traffic Manager Dorin Fera. 
 
VISITORS: Dan and Mary Bank, West Auto Mart Enterprises, 2105 Ogden, Downers Grove, 

Vince and Michelle Lococo, Ultimate Motor Cars, 2055 Ogden, Downers Grove, 
Sheila McGlone-Eisman, 445 Austin St., Downers Grove 

 
The Plan Commission recited the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
Chairman Jirik reviewed the protocol for the meeting.   
 
FILE NO. PC-01-07 (continued from 1/22/07) A petition seeking 1) Final Planned Development 
Approval for an Auto Dealer on Ogden Avenue – P.D. #44 Ultimate Motor Cars; 2) Street Right of 
Way Vacation for property located on the South Side of Ogden Avenue at the Intersection of Ogden 
& Pershing Avenues, commonly known as 2101 & 2055 Ogden Avenue, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 
Nos. 08-01-405-006, 08-01-406-002; Vincent M. Lococo, Jr. & Michelle Lococo, 
Petitioners/Owners 
 
Chairman Jirik reconvened File No. PC-01-07 and reminded the Commissioners that a public 
inquiry was made at the last meeting as it relates to a Secretary of State requirement regarding 
ingress/egress for a parcel.   
 
Chairman Jirik opened the meeting to public comment. 
 
Mr. Dan Bank, 2105 Ogden Avenue, West Auto Mart, referenced copies of the Administrative 
Code and Established Place of Business Requirements for Dealers on the dais.  Specifically, when 
Mr. Banks spoke directly to the Secretary of State, they referred him to Page 2, Section 6A of the 
Administrative Code.  When speaking to his local agent from the Secretary of State, the agent gave 
Mr. Bank the Requirements for Dealers and noted the specific section pertaining to separation of 
business.  He stated the agent also recalled the conversation he had with Mr. Bank about the 
separation of business.  However, Mr. Bank conveyed the Secretary of State would not get into the 
middle of this matter.  Mr. Bank explained the separation definition did not state completely that a 
separate entrance was needed and that the requirement could be interpreted differently.  All he 
could do was run his business on what he was told when he opened up the U-Haul business.  He 
interpreted the information that if the two businesses were separated he had to have a separate 
entrance for each.   
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Mr. Bank further explained that under the old owner, the two businesses were separated using a 
fence.  After some time, however, the vehicles could pass through the fence.  Additionally, the U-
Haul Office was located in the garage that was separate from the car sales office.  Mr. Bank stated 
he would like to continue to use the alley to allow trucks to get to Pershing as he had done 
previously and because it was safer.  Currently, he was asking the Village not to vacate Pershing 
Avenue.   
 
Per Mrs. Rabatah’s question, Mr. Bank said he was using Ogden Avenue for both entrance and exit 
for the U-Haul and automobile business.  He cannot stop people from driving the trucks through the 
Ogden Avenue entrance, but most of the trucks were using the alley to get to Pershing.  Currently 
there was a separation using an orange plastic fence for both sides with a gap to get through.  
However, when he took over the business, the separation to allow vehicles to pass was already 
acceptable.  Mr. Bank explained the Secretary of State visited his site last week, and he is in 
compliance with the State’s requirements. 
 
Petitioner, Mrs. Michelle Lococo, 2101 Ogden Avenue, indicated she was also directed to the same 
section in the Requirements for Dealers code, but the specific section stated nothing specific to 
requiring two entrances.  She stated the burden of proof was on Mr. Bank to provide that 
information per the Plan Commission’s direction at the January 22nd hearing.  Conversations with 
her field representative indicated there were no requirements stating that two separate entrances 
were needed.  Additionally, in speaking to the Secretary of State in Springfield, Mrs. Lococo was 
directed to the same manual.  She read Section 6C of the Illinois Administrative Vehicle Code Title 
92, Transportation Chapter 2, Part 10.20, Dealers Established Place of Business.  She read that the 
“sale of automobiles shall be the primary business of the licensed dealers and shall constitute 50% 
of the gross revenue”.  She also pointed out that Mr. Bank testified in a previous meeting that the U-
Haul was more than 50% of his business.    Secondly, she pointed out Section 6C of the Code also 
stated “businesses must be reasonably related to the sales and operation of automobiles and include 
the sale of auto parts and accessories, sale of gas, diesel, oil and lubricants, the sale of tires, the 
leasing of autos, and the financing of autos”.  Mrs. Lococo spoke with Mr. Russ Loro, head of 
Administrative Hearings, which revokes or suspends dealers that operate businesses other than 
those stated operating out of 10.20.10.6C.  She asked him if a used auto dealership could run a U-
Haul franchise business on the same premises, wherein Mr. Loro conveyed to her that it could not, 
and “they were not reasonably related businesses”.  Ms. Lococo stated she did not feel reporting the 
names or locations of the business to Mr. Loro were necessary at this time.  
 
Mrs. Lococo asked that the Commissioners review the information for facts, pointing out the Codes 
did not address the two entrance requirements.   
 
Mr. Stan Popovich, Village Planner, stated the Illinois Secretary of State regulations were between 
the business owner and the Illinois Secretary of State and did not directly affect the Village’s 
procedures or goals, and staff was not in the position to interpret the regulations.  Mr. Popovich 
stated the proposal did meet the Village’s standards as stated in the original staff report.  Staff 
recommended approval of the petition as originally stated with the conditions supplied in staff’s 
February 5, 2007 memo with an additional condition that the petitioner apply for a permit and 
complete improvements to the alley as presented at the January 22, 2007 meeting and in Exhibit B.  
Should the Commissioners have issues with the necessity of alley access to Pershing Avenue, staff 
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recommended a positive approval with conditions for a cross-access easement, but staff would not 
support an agreement that has the potential to limit the Village’s use of alley. 
 
Mr. Waechtler recalled in prior minutes that diagrams were presented which conveyed no issues 
with turning around on the site, wherein Mr. Popovich confirmed there were diagrams and photos 
presented during the January 22, 2007 meeting that indicated the trucks could make turns through 
the building on the site and could make three-point turns.  Mr. Waechtler also recalled there were to 
be conversations between the two owners, but Mr. Popovich stated the conversations never took 
place.   
 
Mr. Waechtler discussed drainage concerns with Mr. Millette.  Mr. Millette noted the improvements 
being added to 2055 and 2101 Ogden Avenue would not have an adverse affect to the adjacent 
wetland area nor the nearby condominiums.  Details followed on how the water would be captured. 
 
Mr. Matejczyk believed the evidence conveyed during the meeting would not negatively affect 
Mr. Bank’s business, and he believed the evidence addressed his concerns.  However, Mr. 
Matejczyk did not recall reviewing a right-of-way vacation that had been under so much use and it 
was a first time for this Commission.  However, he believed the petitioner’s request was in the best 
interest of the Village’s Ogden Avenue Master Plan, and he would vote to recommend approval.  
 
Discussion followed by Mr. Waechtler on the length of time it took for this Commission to discuss 
the petition.  However, Mr. Matejczyk explained the hold-up was due to requesting more 
information and concern about putting someone out of business.  
 
Mr. Cozzo indicated much of the discussion was based on whether Mr. Bank could receive a permit 
to use the alley.   Chairman Jirik indicated he characterized the issue as the alley was being used as 
a private driveway, which the Village was not in the business to maintain a private drive.  He 
believed the car lot needed to be separated and apart, but there were no requirements for ingress and 
egress.   Chairman Jirik discussed his understanding of the lot separation as noted in the Secretary 
of State Code.  Mr. Matejczyk indicated a precedent was being set in this matter.   
 
Chairman Jirik emphasized in the future it will be important to get all the facts.  
 
Mr. Beggs commented Mr. Bank could have been misled when he purchased the business, but it 
was not this Commission’s purview.   
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC-01-07, MR. BEGGS MADE A MOTION TO APPROVE 
THE PETITION AND FORWARD A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE 
VILLAGE COUNCIL WITH THE EIGHT (8) CONDITIONS STATED IN STAFF’S 
MEMORANDUM DATED FEBRUARY 5, 2007:   
 

1. THE DEVELOPMENT SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE STAFF 
REPORT DATED JANUARY 8, 2007; THE PLAT OF EASEMENT AND PLAT OF 
VACATION PREPARED BY C.M. LAVOIE & ASSOCIATES DATED OCTOBER 
31, 2006; THE PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING PLAN PREPARED BY C.M. 
LAVOIE & ASSOCIATES DATED NOVEMBER 3, 2006, REVISED DECEMBER 
11, 2006; AND ARCHITECTURAL PLANS PREPARED BY FERGON 
ARCHITECTS DATED NOVEMBER 3, 2006, REVISED DECEMBER 13, 2006, 
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EXCEPT AS SUCH PLANS MAY BE MODIFIED TO CONFORM TO VILLAGE 
CODES AND ORDINANCES. 

2. ALL CONSTRUCTION WITHIN THE OGDEN AVENUE RIGHT-OF-WAY WILL 
REQUIRE APPROVAL FROM THE ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION (IDOT). 

3. THE PETITIONER SHALL COORDINATE WITH THE VILLAGE’S POTENTIAL 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN TO ENSURE COMPREHENSIVE DRAINAGE 
IMPROVEMENTS IN THE AREA.  THE PETITIONER’S SITE PLANS SHALL BE 
DEVELOPED TO TIE INTO THE VILLAGE’S PLANNED CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENTS FOR PERSHING AVENUE IMMEDIATELY SOUTH OF THE 
VACATED RIGHT-OF-WAY SECTION. 

4. PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF CONSTRUCTION/SITE DEVELOPMENT 
PERMITS, THE FOLLOWING CHANGES SHALL BE MADE TO THE PLANS: 

a. STORM SEWER CALCULATIONS SHALL BE PROVIDED AND SHALL 
INCLUDE HYDRAULIC GRADE LINE CALCULATIONS. AN EXHIBIT 
THAT SHOWS THE STORM SEWER TRIBUTARY AREA SHALL ALSO 
BE INCLUDED.  THE OFFSITE FLOW FROM THE EAST SHALL BE 
ADDRESSED IN THE CALCULATIONS.  PROPOSED STORM PIPE SIZES 
AND INVERT ELEVATIONS SHALL BE PROVIDED. 

b. FINAL SITE IMPROVEMENT PLANS SHALL BE PREPARED.  A 
GRADING PLAN, UTILITY PLAN AND SEDIMENT AND EROSION 
CONTROL PLAN SHALL MINIMALLY BE INCLUDED.  PLANS SHALL 
BE SIGNED AND SEALED BY A REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL 
ENGINEER.  COORDINATE WITH PLANNED VILLAGE CAPITAL 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT. 

c. THE SITE PLAN SHALL INCLUDE STANDARD VILLAGE EROSION 
CONTROL NOTES ON THE SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL 
SHEET. 

d. REALIGN PROPOSED STORM SEWERS TO MAXIMIZE FLOW 
CAPTURE AND TO COORDINATE WITH PLANNED VILLAGE CAPITAL 
PROJECT PLANS FOR ALLEY AREA TO THE SOUTH.  FLOW MAY NOT 
BE ROUTED THROUGH UNDERGROUND DETENTION CHAMBER AT 
THE CONDOMINIUM COMPLEX TO THE SOUTH.   

e. THE FENCE ALONG THE SOUTH SIDE OF THE VACATED RIGHT-OF-
WAY SHALL BE SHOWN TO ALLOW WATER MOVEMENT 
UNDERNEATH THE FENCE. 

f. SITE PLANS SHALL SHOW SIGNS DISPLAYING ‘CUSTOMER ONLY 
PARKING’ ON THE EAST SIDE OF THE VACATED PERSHING AVENUE 
RIGHT-OF-WAY TO ENSURE THAT NO DISPLAY CARS ARE PARKED 
ON TOP OF THE EXISTING WATER UTILITIES. 

5. PRIOR TO FINAL VILLAGE COUNCIL CONSIDERATION, THE PETITIONER 
SHALL HAVE A PLAT OF VACATION PREPARED BY A LICENSED 
SURVEYOR. THE VILLAGE SHALL PROVIDE EASEMENT LANGUAGE 
WHICH SHALL BE NOTED ON THE PLAT OF VACATION TO SHOW THE 
FOLLOWING: 

a. A DRAINAGE AND UTILITY EASEMENT FOR THE VILLAGE OF 
DOWNERS GROVE, DUPAGE WATER COMMISSION AND OTHER 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO 
COMMONWEALTH EDISON, COMCAST, AND AT&T.  

b. A CROSS-ACCESS EASEMENT TO ALLOW CURRENT AND FUTURE 
OWNERS OF 2055 OGDEN AVENUE ACCESS TO OGDEN AVENUE 
THROUGH THE VACATED PERSHING AVENUE RIGHT-OF-WAY 

c. A SIDEWALK EASEMENT TO ALLOW THE PERSHING AVENUE 
SIDEWALK TO CONTINUE WITHIN THE VACATED RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

d. THE PETITIONER SHALL INDEMNIFY THE VILLAGE AND DUPAGE 
WATER COMMISSION FOR ALL DAMAGES ASSOCIATED WITH THE 
WATER UTILITIES UNDER THE VACATED PERSHING AVENUE 
RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

6. PRIOR TO COMPLETION OF THE PLAT OF VACATION, THE LICENSED 
SURVEYOR SHALL CONTACT AND DISCUSS WITH THE DUPAGE COUNTY 
RECORDER AS TO HOW THE VACATED LAND SHALL BE DESCRIBED ON 
THE PLAT OF VACATION. 

7. PRIOR TO FINAL VILLAGE COUNCIL CONSIDERATION, THE PETITIONER 
SHALL PROVIDE THE VILLAGE WITH COMPENSATION AS DETERMINED 
BY VILLAGE COUNCIL. 

8. PETITIONER SHALL APPLY FOR A PERMIT AND PAY FOR IMPROVEMENTS 
TO THE ALLEY AS SHOWN IN EXHIBIT B, WHICH WAS PROVIDED AT THE 
JANUARY 22, 2007 PLAN COMMISSION MEETING. 

   
SECONDED BY MR. MATEJCZYK. 
 
Mrs. Rabatah noted even though Pershing Avenue was actively used by Mr. Bank, it was being used 
for convenience and not out of necessity since this was a precedent.  
 
ROLL CALL: 
 
AYE: MR. BEGGS, MR. MATEJCZYK, MR. COZZO, MRS. RABATAH,  
 MR. WAECHTLER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  6-0 
 
Chairman Jirik thanked staff and the Commissioners for their time discussing the above matter and 
getting all the facts.  
 
FILE NO. PC-03-07  A petition seeking an Alley Vacation for an Alley Running North and South 
on the West Side of the Property commonly known as 445 Austin Street, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 
09-08-225-004); Kirby Eisman, Petitioner; Village of Downers Grove, Owner 
 
Chairman Jirik swore in those individuals who would be speaking on File No. PC-03-07.   

Mr. Stan Popovich, Village Planner, summarized the petitioner was requesting the Village to vacate 
a fourteen-foot alley that runs north and south immediately west of the property at 445 Austin 
Street.  The property is used as a private driveway for 445 Austin Street.  Two property owners at 
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4929 Douglas Road and 4935 Douglas Road do not object to the request for the vacation.  A letter 
from each neighbor was provided that supports the vacation.   

Per the Village’s Right-of-Way Vacation Policy, staff contacted the utility companies, public 
entities, Public Works and Public Safety to determine if any rights to the alley should be retained.  
Comcast and AT&T have utility poles and overhead lines near the rear of the alley and do not 
object to the vacation provided an easement is retained.  Staff recommended retaining an easement 
over the entire width and length of the alley for utility and drainage purposes in the future.  Keeping 
the easement would limit the types of structures that could be built on the vacated alley. A fence or 
driveway would be the most significant structures that would be allowed.  Mr. Popovich explained 
this request would allow the petitioner to have more lot coverage, and a wider house could be built 
up to the alley.  The proposal was consistent with the Village’s Future Land Use Map and other 
Village planning documents. Staff recommended compensation as well as approval, subject to the 
conditions listed in its staff report.   

Petitioner, Sheila McGlone-Eisman, 445 Austin Street, Downers Grove, thanked Mr. Popovich for 
his help and assistance on this matter.   Ms. McGlone-Eisman indicated only she uses the alley and 
that the only access to the alley is from Austin Street.  She did have an issue regarding the requested 
easement, noting in looking at an aerial map, an easement already ran East/West parallel to Austin 
and Rogers Street, which addressed the Village’s concerns as to utilities, and an easement existed 
behind her property.  The Village already had two easements.  She asked that staff’s report be 
“refined”, and the third easement be removed.  Ms. McGlone-Eisman noted her home was for sale.  

Chairman Jirik opened up the matter to public comment.  No comments were received.  The 
Chairman closed the public comment portion of the meeting. 

Due to the concerns of the future makeup and utility needs of the neighborhood, Mr. Matejczyk said 
it was difficult to remove easements.  He pointed out if an easement was not needed in the driveway 
in the future, it would not be built.  He saw no reason not to have an easement on the driveway.   

Ms. McGlone-Eisman agreed with the concern but explained that having a 14-foot easement 
restricted her from putting anything on the vacated alley except a fence or a driveway.  She believed 
the report was asking her to have the property added to the tax rolls and her paying tax dollars for a 
piece of land that could not be improved.  However, Chairman Jirik pointed out the owners had free 
use of the property for many years.  Ms. McGlone-Eisman indicated even her realtor was surprised 
by the 14 foot easement.   

Mr. Popovich explained by having the easement the lot would become 64 feet wide versus 50 feet 
wide.  The additional land would allow a larger house based on setbacks and lot coverage 
requirements.  Per a question, the new Subdivision Ordinance regulations now required 15 or 20 
feet easements on the side and rear property lines.  Details followed on the benefits of where a 
house and garage could be placed.   

Mr. O’Brien stated Com Ed did request that the Village maintain full rights over the alley.   

WITH RESPECT TO PC FILE NO. 03-07, MR. MATEJCZYK MADE A MOTION TO 
FORWARD A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE COUNCIL 
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APPROVING THE RIGHT-OF-WAY VACATION FOR THE PORTION OF THE 
FOURTEEN (14) FOOT PUBLIC ALLEY IMMEDIATELY WEST OF AND ADJACENT 
TO 445 AUSTIN STREET, SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS BELOW: 
 

1. THE VACATION SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE STAFF 
REPORT DATED FEBRUARY 5, 2007 AND WITH THE PLAT OF SURVEY 
SUBMITTED TO THE PLAN COMMISSION DATED AUGUST 29, 2000 
PREPARED BY LIBERTY SURVEY COMPANY, EXCEPT SUCH PLANS MAY BE 
MODIFIED TO CONFORM TO VILLAGE CODES AND ORDINANCES AND THE 
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:  

a. A UTILITY AND DRAINAGE EASEMENT SHALL BE RETAINED OVER 
THE ENTIRE ALLEY BY THE VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE AND 
OTHER APPLICABLE UTILITY COMPANIES FOR THE MAINTENANCE 
OF THE EXISTING UTILITY FACILITIES AND FUTURE UTILITY 
NEEDS. 

b. THE CONSTRUCTION OF FUTURE STRUCTURES ON THE ALLEY 
PROPOSED TO BE VACATED SHALL BE LIMITED TO FENCES AND 
DRIVEWAYS.  CONSTRUCTION OF ANY NEW BUILDINGS ON THE 
ALLEY SHALL NOT BE PERMITTED. 

2. PRIOR TO FINAL VILLAGE COUNCIL CONSIDERATION, THE PETITIONER 
SHALL HAVE A PLAT OF VACATION PREPARED BY A LICENSED 
SURVEYOR. 

3. PRIOR TO FINAL VILLAGE COUNCIL CONSIDERATION, THE PETITIONER 
SHALL PROVIDE THE VILLAGE WITH COMPENSATION AS DETERMINED 
BY VILLAGE COUNCIL. 

 
SECONDED BY MRS. RABATAH. 
 
ROLL CALL: 
 
AYE: MR. MATEJCZYK, MRS. RABATAH, MR. BEGGS, MR. COZZO, 
 MR. WAECHTLER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  6-0 
 
Chairman Jirik asked the petitioner to keep in contact with staff as to when the matter would be 
forwarded to the Village Council. 
 
 
FILE NO. PC-07-07   A petition seeking an update to the Village Roadway Classification portion 
of the Future Land Use Map; Village of Downers Grove, Petitioner/Owner 
 
Mr. Latinovic, Village Planner, explained the Village’s Roadway Classification Map is a portion of 
the Future Land Use Map, and the road classifications identify the functions of the roads and their 
industry standards. All existing roads are classified based on the traffic volume capacity into locals, 
collectors, or arterials, reflecting lower traffic volumes to higher traffic volumes.  The Roadway 
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Classification Map is used by traffic consultants and engineers to determine traffic service, traffic 
controls, and roadway improvements.  Because the Village has experienced traffic growth in the 
past 10 years and the Roadway Classification map has not been updated, the Village contracted with 
Civiltech Engineering Inc. (CEI) to complete a full roadway system evaluation to determine which 
roadways can remain as currently designated and which roadways need to be revised to reflect their 
function.  Details followed on what the study covered.  The result from the engineers indicated that 
a majority of the current Roadway Classification Map was an accurate representation of traffic use 
in the Village and only minor changes needed to be made.   
 
Per staff, the Village’s Roadway Classification Map modifications were presented to the Parking 
and Traffic Commission on February 9, 2005.  On April 13, 2005, the Parking and Traffic 
Commission reviewed and recommended approval of the changes. The following are proposed 
changes including the revisions made by the Parking and Traffic Commission on April 13, 2005. 
The attached Roadway Classification Map has been updated to reflect the proposed changes. 
 

Street Name and Limits Existing 
Classification 

Proposed Classification 

Maple Avenue, Dunham Road 
to Fairview Avenue 

Collector Minor Arterial 

Barneswood Dr, Venard Road 
to Highland Avenue 

Local Collector 

Walnut Avenue, Maple Avenue 
to College Road 

Local Collector 

Lee Avenue, Warren Avenue to 
Ogden Avenue 

Local Collector 

Brook Drive, Downers Drive to 
Finley Road 

Local Collector 

Glendenning Road, Ogden 
Avenue to 39th Street 

Local Collector 

 
Staff believes the proposed changes are consisted with the Village’s Future Land Use Map and the 
Village’s planning documents.  Staff believes no adverse impact on existing development or trend 
of development or land uses around those developments will take place.  Staff recommended 
approval of the changes to the Roadway Classification Map.   
 
Mr. Dorin Fera, Traffic Manager for the Village, explained much of the data is used by staff not 
only for maintenance purposes, but also for traffic control, analyzing intersections, and long-range 
planning.  As to whether differences existed going from the local category to the collector category, 
Mr. Fera advised there was not much change except for enhanced signing, narrowing of 
intersections, and better snow plowing maintenance.  Mr. Fera indicated the goal was to match the 
current conditions with what the map reflected.  He pointed out some of the roads, such as Cross 
Street, were under DuPage County’s control.  He further pointed out different qualifications for 
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various categorized streets sometimes overlapped when comparing traffic volumes to the National 
standards.  Mr. Fera was pleased with the update. 
 
Questions followed on the status of Lee Street, Walnut near College Avenue, and the possibility of 
having a controlled intersection at Lee and Ogden.   
 
Per Mr. Waechtler’s question regarding if changes to any category could cause the widening of a 
roadway, Mr. Fera stated the capacity of the roadway would have to be reviewed with consideration 
for a number of factors including features of the road, traffic needs, schools nearby, etc.  Mr. Fera 
believed updating the map every ten years was a positive.   
 
Mr. Fera further explained the Village was experiencing more traffic access on Township roads and 
nearby Village traffic.   
 
As to the changes affecting truck traffic, Mr. Fera could not respond except to say that the Village 
was creating a truck route map for the Illinois Department of Transportation.  He intended to target 
the North, South, East and West truck routes that were County routes.   
 
Mr. O’Brien stated the update was representing what was occurring on the Village’s roadways 
today, and staff was reviewing the Map in reference to the land uses that were proposed around the 
streets.   
 
Mr. Millette, Asst. Director of Public Works, reiterated the same points as Mr. Fera stating the 
changes did not affect the Federal funding for the roads.  As to getting a traffic signal at Lee and 
Ogden, he said it would help the case in getting one but did not guarantee one.   
 
Chairman Jirik asked for clarification of staff’s maps and asked that staff just include the two maps 
(Future Land Use Map and the Roadway Classification Map) when going before the Village 
Council.  Mr. O’Brien stated once the changes were made, the two maps would be the same. 
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC-07-07, MR. WAECHTLER MOVED THAT THE PLAN 
COMMISSION MAKE A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL UPDATING THE VILLAGE ROADWAY CLASSIFICATION PORTION OF 
THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP.   SECONDED BY MR. COZZO.    
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
AYE: MR. WAECHTLER, MR. COZZO, MR. BEGGS, MR. MATEJCZYK, 
 MRS. RABATAH, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE: 6-0 
 
Mr. O’Brien briefly discussed a letter received from a resident residing at 5300 Cameo who had 
concerns about 5240 Thatcher Road.  The petitioner on that matter has not provided a traffic study, 
and staff does not expect one until March, 2007. Staff has to determine whether to place the matter 
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on the agenda or continue letting the petitioner stall the matter.  Staff preferred that the matter be 
voted upon at that Village Council meeting and not return to the Plan Commission. 
 
Next meetings are scheduled for March 5, 2006 and March 12, 2006.  
 
Mr. Waechtler said he contacted Code Enforcement regarding signage announcing a new bank 
development at Prince and Ogden.  He asked Code Enforcement to remove the sign.  Mr. O’Brien 
would follow up.   
 
Per a question, Mr. O’Brien explained the Village Council has directed the Historic Preservation 
Ordinance and a number of public hearings be assigned to the Architect Design Review Board 
(“ADRB”).  Staff made a recommendation to the Council that if the Council did not want to use the 
ADRB to administer the ordinance, they could use the Plan Commission.  Public hearings are 
scheduled for February 22, 2007 (7:00 p.m.) and February 24, 2007 (10:00 a.m.) to discuss the 
ordinance, followed by a recommendation to the Village Council for final determination.  Mr. 
O’Brien provided further details.   
 
MR.  MATEJCZYK MOVED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING.   MR. BEGGS SECONDED 
THE MOTION.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.  THE MEETING WAS 
ADJOURNED AT 8:45 P.M.   
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt  
           Celeste K. Weilandt 
        (As transcribed by MP-3 audio) 
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