
REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
OF THE  

DOWNERS GROVE PUBLIC LIBRARY 
July 11, 2007 

 
MINUTES 

 
ROLL CALL 
 
President Daniels called the meeting to order in the Library Meeting Room at 7:30 p.m.  Trustees 
present:  DiCola, Read, Vlcek, Daniels.  Trustees absent:  Greene, Humphreys.  Also present:  
Library Director Bowen, Assistant Director Carlson.  Visitors:  Reporter Amanda Jacobs.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
  
The Board reviewed the minutes of the regular meeting of June 27, 2007.  It was moved by 
Vlcek and seconded by DiCola THAT THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF 
JUNE 27, 2007 BE APPROVED AS WRITTEN.  Ayes:  DiCola, Vlcek, Daniels.  
Abstentions:  Read.  Nays:  none.  Motion carried.  
 
PAYMENT OF INVOICES 
 
The Board reviewed the list of invoices submitted for payment.  It was moved by Read and 
seconded by DiCola TO APPROVE PAYMENT OF OPERATING INVOICES FOR JULY 
11, 2007 TOTALING $42,756.76 AND ACKNOWLEDGE PAYROLLS FOR JUNE 
TOTALING $154,969.40.  Ayes:  DiCola, Read, Vlcek, Daniels.  Abstentions: none.   Nays: 
none.  Motion carried.   
 
OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS 
 
None. 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
None. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 

- Discussion of 2008 budget issues 
 
1.  Bowen reviewed the Revenue Projections for the 2008 Budget (included in the Board packet) 
which summarizes projections for revenue and expenditures and shows what their impact will be 
on the fund balance.  Using the multi-year budget plan which shows the actual budgets and 
projected budgets for 2005 through 2017, means there are generally few surprises.   
 
The revenue from the property tax levy assumes an increase of 5% each year which is the 
amount that has been projected for a number of years.  This is 5% of the actual amount of the 
levy, not the tax rate. Because the Equalized Assessed Valuation of the Village continues to 
increase at 7 – 8% per year, the library's tax rate (the tax paid per $100 of the assessed value of 
the owner’s property) will continue to drop.   
 
 



Other revenue is a conservative estimate of what additional revenues might be.   Bowen was 
concerned that the change in the fiscal year might hurt the library’s interest from investments, 
because the library would be living on the fund balance from January until June. But in fact, the 
library’s revenue for January – June 2007, the first six months of the calendar fiscal year, is 
almost exactly the same as the revenue from May – October 2006, the first six months of the last 
May 1 fiscal year.  Since the library will be collecting interest on the new property tax collection 
for the second half of 2007, the projection may actually be a little low.    
 
The total projected revenue for 2008 is $3,962,705.   
 
The projected revenue plus the projected fund balance that will remain at the end of 2007 totals 
$5,996,000 in operating funds available for 2008.   
 
Estimated expenditures are subtracted from the operating funds to find the fund balance that will 
be available for the next year.   In the draft of the revenue projections given to the Board, it was 
estimated that 99% of the 2007 budget would be spent.  It appears, however, that less will be 
spent so more money will carry over into the fund balance for 2008.    
 
In estimating the fund balance needed to support the library from the January 1, the beginning of 
the new fiscal year, to the first property tax collection in June, Bowen used the same formula as 
last year, i.e., 50% of the annual expenditures minus $190,000 in estimated revenue from 
January-June.  
 
Comparing projections for the fund balances for this budget plan with the estimated fund 
balances in last year’s plan indicates the library is in better shape than Bowen expected last year, 
at least up until 2013 and 2014.  The changes in projections for those years result from changes 
in the equipment replacement schedule. 
 
2.  Bowen reviewed the Equipment Replacement Schedule which was also included in the Board 
packet.  
 
An amount was added for a major repair to the elevator in 2012.  This was never budgeted for in 
the past.  If the money is not used in 2012, it will be moved to 2013, and so on.  The biggest 
replacement expense in the schedule is for the replacement of the membrane roof in 2014.  
Although the warranty expires in 2014, it does not mean the membrane will have to be replaced 
that year.  If not expended, the amount will be moved to the following year.   
 
Bowen noted that about $30,000 spent on computer equipment per year comes from the per 
capita grant, so if that is lost, the library will have to make up that amount.  The other half of the 
grant is spent on materials.  
 
3.  The only other changes to the budget are the personnel issues that Bowen included in the 
Board packet.  There has been a significant increase in the library’s IMRF contribution to pay for 
the early retirement incentive that the Village offered a couple of years ago, and Bowen has 
budgeted for two new part-time employees with technical skills to help with computers systems. 
The projections assume a 15% increase in health insurance costs. The Village expects to have the 
actual projection for 2008 in a week, so the budget proposal the Board receives in August will be 
adjusted to those more accurate projections.   
 
The Board packet for the August 8 meeting will contain the complete budget request. When that 
packet goes out, a copy of the budget will be made available for public examination. If the 
review at the first August meeting is satisfactory, the August 22 meeting will include an 



opportunity for public comment on the proposed budget, followed by an action to approve the 
budget and property tax levy if the Board is ready to do so.  
 

- Action to cancel the regular meeting July 25, 2007  
 
In the past the Board has cancelled the first August meeting for a summer break.  This year the 
July 25 meeting seemed to work best both with individuals’ plans and the schedule of meetings 
for the budget.   
 
It was moved by DiCola and seconded by Read THAT THE REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
OF JULY 25 BE CANCELLED.  Ayes:  DiCola, Read, Vlcek, Daniels.  Abstentions:  none.  
Nays:  none.  Motion carried.  
 
REPORT FROM THE ADMINISTRATION 
 
At the last meeting Trustee Greene asked Bowen to report on the expenditures for legal fees 
shown on the last Financial Report.  The library has spent $2,912.50 on legal fees in 2007. Of 
that amount, $2,673 was a bill paid in February 2007 for legal services received from Oct. - Dec. 
2006.  Some of those 2006 expenses were responses to Bowen’s questions about filing the 
Library Foundation’s annual report with the IRS.  Most of the hours billed were for researching 
two questions asked in Fall 2006:   1) A question about the library's legal responsibilities under 
ADA to provide assistance for children attending library programs which came from the question 
by the mother of an autistic child.    2) Questions about complying with the Freedom of 
Information Act request from the television reporter doing research for the “Crime in the 
Library” report. There was also a small charge for a question about preparing the Foundation's 
annual report to be filed with the IRS. The $239 was for the preparation of the annual calendar of 
legal deadlines that Klein Thorp and Jenkins prepares each year. The library has not had need for 
other legal services so far in 2007.  Since Bowen knew Trustee Green was unable to attend this 
meeting, he sent her an email with this information. 
 
SWAN migrated to a new server the previous day.  The transition to the new server went very 
smoothly, and all the SWAN libraries came up with no problem in the morning. There were, 
however, some last minute changes in the instructions for transferring data from the back-up 
system which were sent from SWAN late the previous evening.  Unfortunately, staff priority was 
to arrive early to transfer the data so the library could open normal circulation at 9:00, not to 
check email. The data was transferred using the original procedures which resulted in the loss of 
all the data.  At least five other libraries experienced the same problem. Originally SWAN 
thought the data could not be retrieved, but the library later received an apology from SWAN 
staff along with news that there was a chance that they could recover the lost data.  What this 
means is that the library has no record of what was checked out on Tuesday, July 10. Those 
items will show as "on shelf" in the catalog. Because staff has had bad experiences transferring 
data from the back-up system in the past, and because they only expected to have one day of 
down time, staff did not check in anything that was returned on July 10.  Everything that was 
returned will be checked in properly, and no one will be charged for materials that were actually 
returned during the down time. 
 
Ted Waltmire is doing a survey of the second floor to determine where additional signal strength 
is needed for the public wireless network, and the library will be ordering one or possibly two 
transmitters for the second floor and one for the meeting room, to improve public wireless access 
in the library. They cost about $600 each, but more and more patrons are using our public 
wireless so there is a need. A Library Foundation grant paid for the original wireless network, 
and another grant to expand access would be welcome. 



 
The Friends of the Library donated $250 for the Children's Summer Reading Club, and they are 
planning their second annual used cookbook and travel book sale in October. 
   
TRUSTEES REQUEST FOR INFORMATION AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
None.  
 
OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
None.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:35 p.m.  



                                                                                                                  Approved August 8, 2007 
PARKING & TRAFFIC COMMISSION 

Minutes of Public Hearing 
June 13, 2007 

 
Downers Grove Public Works Facility 
5101 Walnut Avenue, Downers Grove 

 
 
Chairman Johnson called the June 13, 2007 meeting of the Parking and Traffic Commission to 
order at 7:03 p.m.  Roll call followed and a quorum was established. 
  
ROLL CALL: 
 
Present: Commissioners Carlquist (7:10 p.m.), Kren, Stapleton, Thurston, Yeksigian, 

Chairman Johnson  
 
Absent: Commissioner Wendt 
 
Staff Present: Public Works Asst. Dir. Mike Millette; Police Sgt. Edward 

Harrison, Officer Tim Sembach; Staff Engineer Luis 
Dominguez and Recording Secretary Megan Dugard 

 
Visitors:  Don and Diane Apel, 800 Claremont Dr.; John Potcruk, 

7502 S. Grant; Lisa Woodman, 500 Claremont; Sumang 
Kamnibodsceipha, 510 Claremont; Walt and Connie Reising, 
612 Claremont; Nancy Curtis, 1436 Jefferson; Carolyn Katt, 
600 Claremont; Todd Woodman, 500 Claremont; Bill Wrobel, 
7800 Queens Ct.; Andy Clark, 1226 62nd Street; Patti Boye-
Williams, 425 Claremont Dr.; Catherine Cohoon, 7020 Clayton 
Ct.; Steve and Vicki Lawrence, 4400 Roslyn; James Clipper, 
821 Clyde Ave.; Michelle Matthiese, 70234 Lyman Ave.; John 
Kaderabek, 601 Claremont Dr.; Jim Wilson, 520 Claremont; 
Alex Ghanayen, 4424 Seeley Ave.; John Wray, 616 Claremont 
Dr.; Bart Davis, 507 Claremont Dr.; Bruce and Pam Wolfe, 
5725 Hillcrest Rd.; Mayor Ron Sandack; and Village 
Commissioner Sean Durkin. 

 
Chairman Johnson informed the commissioners and the public the meeting was being 
recorded on Village owned equipment to aid in the preparation of the meeting minutes. 
 
APPROVAL OF  MAY 9, 2007 MINUTES
 
COMMISSIONER KREN MOVED TO APPROVE THE MAY 9, 2007 MINUTES, AS 
PRESENTED.  COMMISSIONER THURSTON SECONDED THE MOTION.  MOTION PASSED 
BY VOICE VOTE OF 5-0.  A change was then noted to Item 5 of the minutes to delete the 
words “staff pursue” and insert that “the Prince Pond Park District be included in the park district 
signage program.”  COMMISSIONER CARLQUIST MOVED TO APPROVE THE MAY 9, 207 
MINUTES, AS AMENDED.  COMMISSIONER THURSTON SECONDED THE MINUTES.  
MOTION CARRIED BY VOICE VOTE OF 6-0. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT - None 
 
NEW BUSINESS
 
File #14-07  Claremont Drive, Main Street to Fairview Avenue - Speeding and Safety 
Issues Review - Discussion Only. Chairman Johnson reminded the commissioners and the 
public this matter would be a fact finding discussion only and acknowledged that a 
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neighborhood meeting took place on April 3, 2007.  Mr. Millette briefly summarized the 
neighborhood meeting, noting that staff was still in the fact-finding stage and that traffic counts 
and traffic speeds were completed in March, 2007.  Staff was also reviewing the petition in order 
to ensure that a problem actually existed and was not a perceived problem.  
 
Chairman Johnson opened up the meeting to public comment. 
 
Mr. Todd Woodman, 500 Claremont, asked how long the fact-finding mode lasts and what 
were the next steps, to which Chairman Johnson responded that it depended upon whether 
additional information was needed.   Mr. Millette indicated that only the speed data portion of 
the study was received and was a part of the overall study.  No conclusions were being made. 
 
Mr. Jack Kaderabek, 601 Claremont Drive, asked if the study would include the number of 
traffic tickets issued by the police department, since the police officer at the council meeting 
reported that the tickets issued for Claremont in that area were one of the highest.   
 
Chairman Johnson indicated the information could be included.   
 
Mr. John Wray, 916 Claremont Drive, stated the amount of traffic accidents occurring at 
Claremont and Main were just before it turned into Lemont Road.  He asked if the 
commissioners were seeing the same increase.  He believed the information should support 
why the neighbors were present at the meeting. 
 
Mr. James Clipper, 821 Clyde Avenue, commented on the various geometrical intersections 
found in Clyde Estates, noting they had no yield signs.  He reported many of the issues found in 
Clyde Estates were similar to what was being discussed.  He asked if the commission was 
against installing speed bumps to regulate the traffic, wherein Chairman Johnson proceeded 
to explain the village’s traffic calming program and how a petition could be obtained if an issue 
existed.  
 
Mr. Clipper, 821 Clyde Avenue, stated the area was an accident waiting to happen.   
 
Ms. Diane Apel, 800 Claremont Drive, asked the commission’s opinion on the Village of 
Darien’s use of speed humps on 71st Street as a temporary installation.   She reiterated she 
wanted answers to questions.  Chairman Johnson proceeded to explain that the issues for 71st 
Street in Downers Grove were from Dunham west to the Woodridge city lines.  However, he 
was not aware that the Village of Downers Grove had any discussions with Darien regarding 
71st Street.  A description of the village’s Traffic Calming program followed again, with 
Chairman Johnson emphasizing that a procedure had to be followed.  Additionally, the 
chairman explained that staff could look at traffic humps. 
 
Ms. Lisa Woodman, 500 Claremont Drive, stated the neighbors were present because they 
agreed there was excessive speeding and cut-throughs.  She stated she had studies from the 
police department’s speed trailers and Mr. Fera’s studies.  She reiterated that if the area fell out 
of the “traffic calming book”, it could be time to review the book.   Safety was a concern and 
some form of physical barrier was necessary.  Chairman Johnson responded that while 
Claremont was a residential street, it was also designated as a collector street, due to the 
amount of traffic carried.  He emphasized the significant amount of traffic going through the 
village.  
 

 2 



Parking & Traffic Commission                             Approved August 8, 2007 
June 13, 2007 
 
Ms. Apel, 800 Claremont Drive, agreed the public had a right to use the village’s streets; 
however, the residents had the same rights to expect those using the village’s street to adhere 
to the 25 MPH posted speed limit.   
 
Mr. John Kaderabek, 601 Claremont Drive, asked for a show of resident hands who were 
present for the Claremont Drive matter.  He stated about 95% of the people were present.  He 
thanked the police department for intervening a vehicle that went around his wife’s car and 
thanked them for their support in general.   
 
Mr. John Wray, 916 Claremont, asked for confirmation of whether Claremont Drive was 
designated as a collector street and asked what changes could be made to the street while 
being in code.  Chairman Johnson explained that collectors may qualify for striping and some 
other options.  However, he pointed out that changing a street designation would not change 
how the street was used.  Mr. Millette stated the Plan Commission made street designated 
changes.   
 
Mr. Jim Wilson, 520 Claremont Drive, stated that if the street was changed to a local street, it 
would change what the residents can do, such as striping, and would change how people use 
the street.   
 
Mr. Walt Reising, 612 Claremont Drive, asked whether the neighbors should bring their matter 
to the Village Council for a change of the laws that affect the process, wherein, Chairman 
Johnson stated it was not necessary, but again, reminded the residents that the traffic calming 
program had options that should be considered.  He reminded the residents that if the use was 
changed by adding enough restrictions it would affect neighboring streets with concerns of 
increased traffic and safety.  If some of the traffic calming measures could not be applied to their 
street, Mr. Reising asked could the Parking and Traffic Commission amend the rules, wherein 
Chairman Johnson explained the commission was involved in recommending the traffic 
calming policy which the village council put in effect and the program was new.   He indicated 
that there could be a change in the program where it could be fine-tuned in order to meet certain 
conditions but not much history was behind the program.  The commission was only a 
recommending body.   
 
Mr. Reising continued by explaining the layout of the streets in the neighborhood, noting 
Claremont Drive was a clear shot through the area and was created as an “accident” collector 
street.  He believed the designation was also an “accident” and the safety of the residents 
should take precedent.    
 
Ms. Carolyn Katt, 600 Claremont Drive, asked how did Claremont become a collector street, 
wherein Chairman Johnson explained at some point the village, in creating their street grid, 
determined Claremont would be a collector street based on the way it was used. 
 
Mr. Todd Woodman, 500 Claremont Drive, asked what other options were available besides 
striping.  He noted that Dunham, north of 71st Street, was striped and that Mr. Fera had 
indicated to him that no study was done afterwards.  He questioned how Chairman Johnson 
could say the program was effective.  Chairman Johnson offered to get the study completed 
for the residents.    He could not confirm when that study would be done.   
 
Ms. Patricia Boye-Williams, 425 Claremont Drive, asked what the residents could do to 
encourage a change in the street designation, wherein Chairman Johnson indicated she could 
petition the village, but the matter was premature.    
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Mr. Bill Wrobel, 7800 Queens Court, recalled attending a village council meeting in 
January/February, 2007 discussing the reclassification of streets within the village, mainly north 
of the tracks.  He stated the village council, with the direction of the traffic commission, could re-
classify streets.  He stated some streets were upgraded to collector streets for the purpose of 
moving traffic.  However, it did not serve the residents residing on that street.  Also, the streets 
had changed significantly over the years.  Mr. Wrobel pointed out the village adopted the Traffic 
Calming program two years ago and while petitions have been made, he saw no evidence to 
install more than striping or signage on a street.  He questioned how much traffic calming 
devices could be purchased compared to the cost of a squad car.  Lastly, he voiced frustration 
that staff had numerous devices and tools but no one allowed them to use them. 
 
Chairman Johnson reported the village was in the process of reviewing four to five traffic 
calming projects for different streets and some action would be taken.  He reminded the public 
that different phases of traffic calming had to take place first and that certain traffic calming 
devices could not be used on collector streets.   He apologized if the issue was not moving fast 
enough for the residents but emphasized the commission “wanted to do it right.”   
 
Mr. Millette emphasized Claremont Drive was intended as a collector street due to its width and 
it being constructed under the Subdivision Control Ordinance.  Options being considered by 
staff included narrowing the street.  However, costs were involved and he was not 
recommending it at this time.  Another option included using round-abouts for collector streets 
but staff would need more direction on that option.  Yet another option included cutting the 
street off.  However, public safety services needed to be considered.  Mr. Millette would return 
with some options and offered to the residents the option of staff continuing its research on 
alternatives for collector streets. 
 
In general, the residents explained the issue at hand was current all day and after the high 
school students were out of school.   
 
Ms. Lisa Woodman, 500 Claremont Drive, stated the issue reflected a morning commute 
problem and South High School students traveling back and forth to school.   
 
Per Mr. Thurston’s questions, a resident stated the traffic heading west appeared to be 
traveling faster.  Residents acknowledged that traffic appeared to be heading south on Main 
Street making a left onto Claremont to avoid the congestion.  At Fairview, many vehicles were 
making left-hand turns into Claremont.  Comments followed that Claremont was being used as a 
cut-through.   
 
Chairman Johnson asked staff to research the accident history along Main Street in the area 
as well as the percentage of citations issued to local residents.   
 
 
File #02-07 Roslyn Road, Maple to Ogden - Intersection Controls at Chicago and Traube.  
Chairman Johnson reported the study findings for Roslyn and Traube and for Roslyn and 
Chicago were received by staff but indicated the two intersections did not qualify for a four-way 
stop sign.  Mr. Dominquez confirmed that striping would take place this summer, as a first step, 
and more data counting would take place.  He stated that reflective speed limit signage was 
already installed.   
 
Chairman Johnson opened up the meeting to public comment. 
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Ms. Vicky Lawrence, 4400 Roslyn, said she reviewed her neighborhood before she moved into 
it and had her set route to and from work.  However, she was concerned about the potential for 
a No Left Turn onto Roslyn off of Ogden.   She was not pleased with the consideration.   
 
Mr. Steve Lawrence, 4400 Roslyn, supported not having a stop sign and did not believe it was 
warranted.  He believed those petitioning for one were families who moved in with small 
children.  He noted how the street changed over the past 40 years and that drivers will still 
continue to travel through the existing stop signs.    
 
For the record, Ms. Lawrence stated she and her husband had children. 
 
Police Officer Harrison stated that in late March he did a laser test in the neighborhood.  Due 
to the number of neighbors watching the test and the number of vehicles parked on the street, 
the speeding vehicles had slowed down.  Only three vehicles were stopped and were 10 to 13 
miles over the speed limit, which was different than the study from Mr. Fera and Mr. Millette.   
 
Ms. Vicky Lawrence, 4400 Roslyn, said the fastest cars she sees traveling are the Westmont 
Police Department and some teens.  
 
Mr. Kren asked staff if any zigzag striping had been considered to slow down traffic, wherein 
Mr. Millette indicated it was not considered for this street.  
 
No further comments were received on the matter.  Chairman Johnson stated the final report 
was still due.  No formal motion was made by the commission on this matter.   
 
 
File #15-07  Grant at Seeley Intersection - Stop Sign and School Crossing Guard Warrant.  
Chairman Johnson briefly reviewed the request for this matter noting the warrant met the 
requirements for a four-way stop sign as well as providing a trained crossing guard.  
Mr. Millette stated the matter was timely in that it was ahead of the budget cycle.   
 
Per Chairman Johnson’s question, Officer Sembach explained staffing of a crossing guard 
was still an issue and the department was two crossing guards short.   
 
Mr. Alex Ghanayen, 4424 Seeley Avenue, was pleased the criteria met the requirements for 
the stop signs, since he sees one to two children injured per week at Loyola Hospital when the 
school year ends to the first month the school year begins.  He cited a previous child’s fatality 
some years earlier. 
 
Chairman Johnson noted that staff was recommending additional signage for controlled 
parking on Grant Street.  He entertained a motion.  
 
COMMISSIONER KREN MADE A MOTION TO FORWARD TO THE VILLAGE COUNCIL 
THAT 1) A TWO-WAY STOP BE UPGRADED TO AN ALL-WAY STOP CONTROL AT 
GRANT AND SEELEY AVENUE INTERSECTION, WITH THE INSTALLATION OF STOP 
SIGNS ON BOTH APPROACHES OF SEELEY AVENUE; 2) A POLICE-TRAINED 
CROSSING GUARD BE INSTITUTED AT THE INTERSECTION OF GRANT STREET AND 
SEELEY AVENUE; AND 3) THAT DELINEATION TAKE PLACE FOR THE DROP-OFF/PICK-
UP ZONE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF GRANT STREET BETWEEN OAKWOOD AVENUE 
AND SEELEY AVENUE WITH “NO PARKING 7-9 A.M. AND 2-4 P.M. EXCEPT WEEKENDS 
AND HOLIDAYS” SIGNAGE. 
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COMMISSIONER STAPLETON SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
Per questions on points 2 and 3 of staff’s report, Mr. Millette would follow-up. 
 
Mr. Alex Ghanayen, 4424 Seeley Avenue, asked whether a volunteer parents group existed to 
serve as crossing guards or the possibility to establish one.   Officer Sembach stated there was 
not.  Discussion followed that parents volunteered at St. Mary’s School and other private 
schools but that liability was a concern, as stated by Mr. Kren.   
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
AYE: MR. CARLQUIST, MR. KREN, MR. STAPLETON, MR. THURSTON, MR. YEKSIGIAN, 

CHAIRMAN JOHNSON 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  6-0 
 
Chairman Johnson referenced a number of emails were received on this topic.  
 
 
File #16-07  Hillcrest at Jefferson Intersection - Parking Modifications and School 
Crossing Guard Warrant Review.  Chairman Johnson explained the intersection under 
discussion was a T-intersection with an all-way stop sign.  After considering whether a crossing 
guard was warranted, staff concluded the warrants were met for a crossing guard.  In addition, 
due to the narrowness of Hillcrest, staff was recommending that no parking take place from 
8:00 - 9:00 A.M. and from 2:00 -3:00 PM on the west side of Hillcrest, north of Jefferson.  The 
commissioners had no comments. 
 
Chairman Johnson opened up the meeting to public comment. 
 
Ms. Nancy Curtis, 1436 Jefferson, stated speeding was always a problem on Jefferson until 
the stop sign was installed. However she sees vehicles parking all they way to the crosswalk.    
 
Mr. Bruce Wolfe, 5725 Hillcrest, agreed that people park on the north side of Jefferson 
regardless of the No Parking signs, especially on the side west of Hillcrest Road during the 
school drop off times, during the school day, and in the yellow No Parking zone.  He was 
concerned about staff’s recommendation of 130’ feet north on Hillcrest since the choke point of 
the street was being pushed closer to the north, the narrowest part of the street.  He noted fire 
trucks will not be able to get down the street.  
 
Ms. Ann Wolfe, 5725 Hillcrest, stated she had difficult getting her car through the area last 
summer due to a neighbor’s party.  She agreed access for emergency services was a concern.  
She preferred to see a one-way sign on George Street to Jefferson and parking on one side of 
the street.  She stated the curve around the intersection was a concern. 
 
Mr. Millette stated the intent of the No Parking zone was to open up the cross-walk that was 
being proposed to be inserted.  He stated he was going to provide the residents with a petition 
form to fill out for the crosswalk as a second request.  Mr. Millette agreed staff’s recommended 
morning and afternoon restrictions would not address the issues of the evening programs and 
that issued needed to be reviewed.   
 
Officer Sembach summarized that similar issues were at other schools around the village. 
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COMMISSIONER CARLQUIST MADE A MOTION THAT THE PARKING AND TRAFFIC 
COMMISSION FORWARD A FAVORABLE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL THAT THE FOLLOWING BE IMPLEMENTED:  1)  INSTALL A “NO PARKING 8:00 
TO 9:00 AM AND 2:00 TO 3:00 PM, EXCEPT SATURDAY, SUNDAY AND HOLIDAYS” 
SIGNS ON THE WEST SIDE OF HILLCREST ROAD FROM THE NORTH EDGE OF 
JEFFERSON AVENUE TO A POINT 130 FEET NORTH OF JEFFERSON AVENUE; 
2) INSTALL A POLICE-TRAINED CROSSING GUARD AT THE INTERSECTION OF 
HILLCREST ROAD AND JEFFERSON AVENUE; AND 3) DELINEATE A CROSSWALK ON 
THE NORTH LEG OF THE INTERSECTION ACROSS HILLCREST ROAD WITH STRIPING.   
 
COMMISSIONER  STAPLETON SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
AYE: MR. CARLQUIST, MR. STAPLETON, MR. KREN, MR. THURSTON, MR. YEKSIGIAN, 

CHAIRMAN JOHNSON 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  6-0 
 
OLD BUSINESS 
 
File #17-07 - Mochel Drive- Curtiss Street to Burlington Avenue - One-Way and Parking 
Restriction Designation.  Chairman Johnson reminded the commissioners that Mochel Drive 
was the new street that runs out of the north exit from the parking deck, which continues north 
from Curtiss to Burlington.  The initial plans for the new street were to make it one-way with 
some type of parking restrictions.  Mr. Kren questioned the reasoning of why the new street had 
to be northbound, wherein staff clarified the reasons behind it.   
 
COMMISSIONER THURSTON MADE A MOTION THAT THE PARKING AND TRAFFIC 
COMMISSION FORWARD A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE COUNCIL 
TO IMPLEMENT THE FOLLOWING:  1) DESIGNATE MOCHEL DRIVE A ONE-WAY STREET 
AND INSTALL “ONE-WAY” NORTHBOUND SIGNAGE AT CURTISS STREET AND AT 
BURLINGTON AVENUE INTERSECTIONS; 2) INSTALL A “2 HOUR PARKING 6:00 AM TO 
6:00 PM EXCEPT SUNDAYS AND HOLIDAYS” SIGNS ALONG THE WEST SIDE OF 
MOCHEL DRIVE BETWEEN CURTISS AND BURLINGTON AVENUE; AND 3) INSTALL A 
“STOP” SIGN ON MOCHEL DRIVE NORTHBOUND AT BURLINGTON AVENUE 
REGULATING NORTHBOUND TRAFFIC. 
 
COMMISSIONER  STAPLETON SECONDED THE MOTION. 
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
AYE: MR. THURSTON, MR. STAPLETON, MR. CARLQUIST, MR. KREN, MR. YEKSIGIAN, 

CHAIRMAN JOHNSON 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  6-0 
 
Chairman Johnson raised dialog regarding Franklin Street at Middaugh and Linscott and 
asked whether staff had dialog with the park district regarding the park barrier, wherein 
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Mr. Millette explained he had e-mail communications with the park district but he would follow 
up again.  Currently he understood that pedestrian counts and traffic speeds were being 
collected.  Chairman Johnson indicated his cause for concern was due to a previous comment 
made about a speeding pattern.  Mr. Dominquez detailed what counts were actually taking 
place.   
 
Chairman Johnson asked if there were any other concerns on the same topic, wherein 
Sergeant Harrison explained that citations from May 2006 to May 2007 included four speeding 
citations in the specific block with two additional speeding citations since then, and 32 in total, 
counting Main Street to Oakwood on Franklin.  Details of the citations followed.  A couple of the 
citations were also due to accidents at Middaugh and Franklin.  Sgt. Harrison explained that 
the returned survey from the speed trailer also took into account the students being out of 
school and up until this morning.  He clarified there would be a difference in his information as 
compared to the traffic counters.  However, he stated in the past months his traffic officers had 
not seen speeding vehicles, possibly due to the vehicles seeing the patrol cars in the area.  
Lastly, one recent report from one of his traffic officers indicated there were some close-call 
accidents at Middaugh and Franklin due to failure to yield.   
 
Another concern raised by Chairman Johnson was a letter received whereby a resident 
complained about the village refusing to give into the number of complaints the neighborhood 
was seeing.  Other topics raised by Chairman Johnson included the striping on 68th Street 
near Main Street and updates on 71st Street.  Mr. Millette distributed a handout regarding the 
progress being made on 71st Street, noting the issue would be monitored by staff and he would 
report back to the commission.  Personally, Chairman Johnson felt 71st Street was a very good 
candidate for the striping program and could be placed on a future agenda.   
 
Chairman Johnson inquired about the issues raised on Janet Street; Ridgeview Street; and 
Florence Avenue at 8th Street.  Mr. Kren inquired of staff if there were any petitions regarding 
the speeding on Second Street from Westmont to Fairview.  Mr. Millette stated he returned a 
call regarding that street.   Mr. Carlquist asked about the status of a garage west on Finley 
Road in the industrial park, wherein Mr. Millette stated he met with Hamilton Partners but had 
heard nothing to date.   
 
Mr. Millette presented an aerial map of the Hillcrest area, noting the map’s new details.  The 
Safe Routes to Schools program was referenced noting the program could be grant-eligible 
from IDOT.  The application was approved by the village council and would move forward.  
Mr. Millette discussed the number of educational steps involved in the program.   
 
Further topics raised by Chairman Johnson included whether the review of the school walking 
routes was necessary over the summer After some discussion, Mr. Millette recommended 
holding off until August for program but favored continuing the department’s studies during the 
summer.  Should an urgent matter arises sooner, Mr. Millette said he would contact Chairman 
Johnson for a July meeting, if necessary.  Chairman Johnson agreed that no July meeting 
would be held unless an urgent matter arose.   
 
Mr. Wrobel stated he watched the village workshop meeting last night in which the ordinance 
proposal for the speed zones for Washington and Wellington Park were discussed.  He 
explained that as part of the presentation, Commissioner Sean Durkin brought in a Chicago 
Tribune article which discussed the Village of Park Ridge using the 20 MPH speed limit around 
its parks but also implementing speed humps in the park areas as a follow-up to enforcement. 
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Lastly, Mr. Millette asked if the commissioners would like the results of items prior to them 
moving forward to the village council.  Commissioners thought it was a very good idea.  
Regarding the Safe Routes to Schools program, Mr. Millette corrected himself and stated that 
the village council would be voting on the program next week.  At this point he heard no 
negative discussion about the program. 
 
COMMUNICATIONS 
 
E-mails were received from Ms. Danielle Scacco dated June 7, 2007; Ms. Kris Stevenson, dated 
June 7, 2007; and Mr. and Mrs. James Burnham, dated June 7, 2007. 
 
ADJOURN 
 
COMMISSIONER KREN MOVED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING. COMMISSIONER 
CARLQUIST SECONDED THE MOTION.   MOTION CARRIED BY VOICE  VOTE OF 6-0. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:29 p.m.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
(as transcribed by tape) 
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt   
Celeste K. Weilandt, Recording Secretary  
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VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE 
PLAN COMMISSION MEETING, JUNE 4, 2007, 7:00 P.M. 

 
 
Chairman Jirik called the June 4, 2007 meeting of the Plan Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. and 
asked for a roll call:  
 
PRESENT: Chairman Jirik, Mr. Cozzo, Mrs. Hamernik, Mr. Matejczyk, Mr. Quirk, 

Mrs. Rabatah, Mr. Webster 
 
ABSENT:  Mr. Beggs, Mr. Waechtler 
 
STAFF  PRESENT: Jeff O’Brien, Senior Planner, Mr. Damir Latinovic, Village Planner, Mike 

Millette, Asst. Director of Public Works 
 
VISITORS: Ms. Linda Dorenhauser, 55415 Brookbank; Mr. John Kouchoukas, 6312 N. 

Glenwood; Mr. Jim Menick with Hart Properties; Mr. Dwight Olson with Versatile 
Card Technology, 1213 Butterfield Rd., Downers Grove; Mr. Lawrence Filippi, 
10S271 Argonne Ridge Road, Hinsdale, Illinois; Ms. Loraine Treznek, 5300 Walnut, 
Downers Grove; Mr. Mark Levine with Forcade & Associates, 1626 Payne St., 
Evanston, Illinois 

 
The Plan Commissioners recited the Pledge of Allegiance.   
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
The April 23, 2007 minutes were approved on motion by Mr. Matejczyk, seconded by Mr. Cozzo.   
Motion carried by voice vote of 6-0. 
 
The May 7, 2007 minutes were approved on motion by Mr. Matejczyk, seconded by Mr. Quirk.  
Motion carried by voice vote of 6-0. 
 
Chairman Jirik reviewed the protocol for the meeting.   (Mr. Webster arrives 7:05 p.m.) 
 
FILE NO. PC 20-07; Middaugh Avenue Subdivision (5505 Middaugh Avenue); A petition 
seeking Final Plat of Subdivision approval for property located at the Southeast corner of Middaugh 
Avenue & 55th Street, commonly known as 5505 Middaugh Avenue, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 09-
18-203-045; John Kuchoukos, Petitioner; Middaugh Development Inc., Owner 
 
Chairman Jirik swore in those individuals who would be speaking on File No. PC-20-07. 
 
Mr. Latinovic, Village Planner, reported the parcel is approximately 32,000 square feet located at 
the southeast corner of Middaugh Avenue and 55th Street, in the R-4 zoning district.  The petitioner 
would like to subdivide the parcel into two lots each approximately 75.36 feet wide and 213.5 feet 
deep.  The two proposed lots will meet the Subdivision Ordinance requirements.  Single-family 
residences are proposed for each lot in the future.  School and park donations will be required for 
the two lots.  The petitioner has not indicated the number bedrooms for each residence to be 
developed and, therefore, will be required to pay the maximum amount for a four-bedroom house, 
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or approximately $4,736.32.  Because an existing single-family residence is on the lot, the petitioner 
will receive a credit in the amount of $2,964.72 because the residence will have to be demolished 
prior to recording of the plat. The total required payment by the petitioner to the Village is 
$6,508.72, which will be required to be paid prior to the recording of the plat.   
 
The subdivided lots will meet all utility easement requirements.  Staff believes the proposal is 
compatible with the existing Future Land Use Map classifications and recommends that the Plan 
Commission make a positive recommendation to the Village Council subject to the conditions in 
staff’s report.   
 
A question was raised about the status of a lot to the east of Parcel A to which Mr. Latinovic 
confirmed was not part of the proposal.  Clarification followed on the relocation of the common 
property line between Parcel A and Parcel B back in August 2006 in order to create the future two 
lots on Parcel A, as proposed in this petition. 
 
Petitioner/architect, Mr. John Kouchoukas, 6312 N. Glenwood, Chicago, Illinois, representing Hart 
Properties, introduced partner Mr. Jim Menick.  Mr. Kouchoukas reported this was his third project 
in the area.  He purchased the property about two years ago with the intent to construct homes in the 
same general area.  If approved, he will submit plans for the next two homes in the fall.  He is trying 
to bring quality homes into the area.   
 
Chairman Jirik opened up the meeting to public comment.  
 
Ms. Linda Dorenhauser, 55415 Brookbank, voiced concerns about additional flooding because her 
property sits low.  She pointed out her home on the map. 
 
Mr. Latinovic stated that as part of the standard plan review, the petitioner’s plans for new homes 
will have to meet the requirements of the Stormwater Management Ordinance and Village Storm 
Water engineers will review the plans, which is standard procedure.   
 
There being no further comments, Chairman Jirik closed the public comments portion of the 
meeting.  No questions followed from the Commissioners.  The petitioner had no closing 
comments. 
 
Mr. Matejczyk asked staff to expand on the stormwater adequacy for the area to ease residents’ 
concerns.  Mr. Mike Millette, Assist. Director of Public Works, explained the area did not have 
adequate storm sewers to handle the current volume of stormwater.  However, there were plans to 
add storm sewer on Brookbank this summer.  He offered, if directed, to look at ways to alleviate the 
low-lying areas since the timing offered an opportunity.  Mr. Millette stated the new homes would 
have a minimal impact on the drainage in the area.  He recommended concerned residents contact 
him directly about their flooding concerns and the planned storm sewer.   
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC 20-07, MRS. HAMERNIK MOVED THAT THE PLAN 
COMMISSION MAKE A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL FOR APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST SUBJECT TO STAFF’S FOUR 
CONDITIONS AS OUTLINED IN THE STAFF REPORT: 
 

1. THE SUBDIVISION SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE FINAL PLAT 
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OF SUBDIVISION PREPARED BY C.M. LAVOIE & ASSOCIATES, INC. DATED 
DECEMBER 08, 2006; LAST REVISED APRIL 25, 2007, EXCEPT AS SUCH PLANS 
MAY BE MODIFIED TO CONFORM TO VILLAGE CODES AND ORDINANCES; 

2. PRIOR TO RECORDING OF THE FINAL PLAT OF MIDDAUGH SUBDIVISION, 
THE EXISTING HOUSE ON THE PROPERTY SHALL BE DEMOLISHED; 

3. PRIOR TO RECORDING OF THE FINAL PLAT OF MIDDAUGH SUBDIVISION, 
THE PETITIONER SHALL PAY TO THE VILLAGE OF DOWNERS GROVE A 
TOTAL OF $6,508.70 AS SCHOOL AND PARK DONATIONS; AND 

4. EACH INDIVIDUAL LOT SHALL HAVE ITS OWN SEPARATE WATER 
SERVICE AND B-BOX. 

 
SECONDED BY MRS. RABATAH.   
 
ROLL CALL:  
 
AYE: MRS. HAMERNIK, MRS. RABATAH, MR. COZZO, MR. MATEJCZYK, 

MR. QUIRK, MR. WEBSTER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.  VOTE:  7-0 
 
FILE NO. PC 21-07; 5200 & 5220 Thatcher Road Subdivision; A petition seeking Final Plat of 
Subdivision approval to consolidate two lots into one for property located on the West side of 
Thatcher Road, approximately 440 feet south of Hitchcock Avenue, commonly known as 5200-
5220 Thatcher Road, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 08-11-407-042 & 08-11-407-036); Dwight Olson for 
Versatile Card Technology, Petitioner; Pethinaidu Veluchamy, Owner 
 
Chairman Jirik swore in those individuals who would be speaking on File No. PC 21-07. 
 
Mr. Latinovic, Village Planner, reported the property is currently home to Versatile Card 
Technology and sits east of the Interstate 355 Tollway.  The property is zoned M-1 Light 
Manufacturing District and consists of two parcels. The northern 80,696 square foot lot contains an 
approximately 44,400 square foot building and on-site parking. The south building is a 39,947 
square foot lot and the building is approximately 16,740 square feet.  The petitioner is requesting 
approval of the final plat of subdivision to consolidate the two lots into one lot in order to construct 
a 9,804 square foot addition between the two existing buildings.  
 
Staff explained after last year’s change in the Zoning Ordinance the two lots are now considered 
separate properties and have to comply with the Zoning Ordinance.  Because the original plans 
submitted for the building permit did not comply with the 10-foot side yard setback, the plans were 
revised to consolidate the two lots in order to meet the requirements. The new lot will meet or 
exceed the minimum lot requirements for the M-1 zoning district.  The petitioner will be required to 
modify the new plat of subdivision to reflect the five-foot public utility easement along the north 
property line of the proposed lot. 
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The property is adequately serviced by storm and sanitary sewer lines. The petitioner is not required 
to provide a stormwater detention facility on site; however, the development will have to meet all 
provisions of the Stormwater Management Ordinance.  
 
The petitioner has not requested any exceptions from the Subdivision Ordinance.  The proposed use 
is also consistent with the Future Land Use Map. The plans reflect that the property will have 
approximately 18,276 (15.14 percent) square feet of open space where 18,096 square feet, or 15% is 
required.  The plans also indicate 90 off-street parking spaces will be provided on the site, whereas 
83 are required.  The proposed lot coverage, including the 9,804 square foot addition, would be 58.9 
percent, meeting the maximum allowed 60 percent.  Staff recommended approval of the request.  
 
Mr. Dwight Olson, Petitioner, 803 Taylor Ridge, Belvedere, Illinois, stated he is seeking a plat of 
subdivision in order to construct an addition to connect two of his buildings.  His company is one of 
the largest credit card makers in America.  The addition will allow them to add additional 
equipment.  
 
Mr. Lawrence Filippi, 10S271 Argonne Ridge Road, Hinsdale, Illinois, architect for the project, 
provided brief details of the addition to be constructed, noting it will comply with the Village’s 
zoning, landscaping, parking and other requirements.   All required parking for the two buildings 
and the new addition will be provided on the site.   
 
Chairman Jirik opened up the meeting to public participation.  
 
Ms. Loraine Treznek, 5300 Walnut, Downers Grove, who resides in the Cameo Apartments, stated 
as long as the petitioner provided enough parking, she and her neighbors had no opposition to the 
project. 
 
Chairman Jirik closed public participation.   The petitioner had no further closing comments.   
 
With regard to the far south driveway, Mr. Webster inquired whether it was being widened, wherein 
the petitioner confirmed it was not being altered.  Mr. Latinovic confirmed the off-street parking 
would meet the Village’s standards, and the current drive aisles and parking spaces meet the 
minimum dimension requirements.   
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC-21-07,  MRS. RABATAH MOVED THAT THE PLAN 
COMMISSION FORWARD A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL FOR THE APPROVAL OF THE FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION SUBJECT 
TO THE CONDITIONS LISTED IN THE STAFF REPORT:  
 

1. THE SUBDIVISION SHALL SUBSTANTIALLY CONFORM TO THE FINAL PLAT 
OF SUBDIVISION PREPARED BY INTECH CONSULTANTS, INC. DATED 
MAY 25, 2005; ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING PLANS PREPARED BY 
LAWRENCE P. FILIPPI & ASSOCIATES, INC. DATED MAY 5, 2006, LAST 
REVISED JANUARY 8, 2007; AND STRUCTURAL PLANS PREPARED BY 
SHEFFEE LULKIN & ASSOCIATES, INC. DATED OCTOBER 4, 2006, LAST 
REVISED JANUARY 8, 2007 EXCEPT AS SUCH PLANS MAY BE MODIFIED TO 
CONFORM TO VILLAGE CODES AND ORDINANCES. 
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2. A FIVE-FOOT PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT SHALL BE PROVIDED AND 
INDICATED ALONG THE NORTH PROPERTY LINE. 

 
  
3. PRIOR TO VILLAGE COUNCIL CONSIDERATION, THE PETITIONER SHALL 

SUBMIT A MYLAR COPY OF THE PLAT OF SUBDIVISION FOR SIGNATURE.  
PRIOR TO THE ISSUANCE OF CONSTRUCTION PERMITS, THE PETITIONER 
SHALL RECORD THE SIGNED PLAT AND RETURN THREE (3) RECORDED 
COPIES TO THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. 

 
4. ALL NECESSARY CONSTRUCTION PERMITS SHALL BE OBTAINED BY THE 

PETITIONER PRIOR TO ANY SITE DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITIES.  
 
SECONDED BY MRS. HAMERNIK.    
 
ROLL CALL: 
 
AYE: MRS. RABATAH, MRS. HAMERNIK, MR. COZZO, MR. MATEJCZYK, 

MR. QUIRK, MR. WEBSTER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.   VOTE: 7-0. 
 
Chairman Jirik swore in those individuals who would be speaking on File No. PC 22-07. 
 
FILE NO. PC 22-07; Master Sign Plan Amendment – PD #31 Esplanade; A petition seeking 1) 
an Amendment to Planned Development #31-Esplanade for a master signage plan; and 2) a 
variation from Chapter 28, Zoning Ordinance, Article XV, Signs for property located on the West 
side of Finley Road, approximately 550 feet South of Woodcreek Drive, commonly known as 3500 
Lacey Road, Downers Grove, IL (PIN 06-31-300-007); Forcade Associates, Petitioner; Hamilton 
Partners, Inc., Owner 
 
Mr. Latinovic, Village Planner, explained the 19-acre site is located on the west side of the I-355 
Tollway right-of-way and is surrounded by vacant land on the west and south sides. The existing 
building is home to the Sara Lee headquarters.  The existing 13-story building is zoned Office 
Research and Manufacturing and sits 500 feet from the Lacey Road right-of-way.  The petitioner is 
seeking an amendment to Planned Development #31 – Esplanade to adopt a master sign plan to 
address wall signage for the larger buildings throughout the development and to install a 765 square 
foot Sara Lee wall sign on the east side of the building.  Because the proposed wall sign is larger 
than permitted, the petitioner is requesting a sign variance from the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
Per Article XV Signs of the Zoning Ordinance, buildings setback greater than three hundred feet 
from the roadway are allowed a total allowable sign surface area of two square feet per one linear 
foot of tenant frontage per tenant not to exceed a maximum 300 square feet of total sign surface 
area. Additionally, buildings four or more stories in height are allowed one wall sign per side, not to 
exceed three sides and such signs shall not exceed 100 square feet per sign. Such wall signs do not 
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count toward maximum allowable sign surface area.  There is one existing monument sign on the 
site. 
 
The petitioner is proposing a 765 square foot wall sign with 66-inch letters to target the traffic on 
the I-88 and I-355 Tollways to improve presence of the company.  The proposed sign is larger (by 
166%) than the Village’s requirements and the petitioner is proposing an amendment to the Planned 
Development - Esplanade - to adopt a master sign plan for the entire development.  The master sign 
plan would include the following addition to Planned Development 31 – Esplanade: 
 

All high-rise buildings 90 feet or taller shall comply with the following: 
 
1. No more than one sign is allowed on any side of a building. 
2. Signs may not be roof mounted. 
3. No projecting signs positioned perpendicular to any face of a high-rise building 

are allowed. 
4. High-rise buildings rising 90 feet to 149 feet above grade have a maximum 

square foot area of two x building wall width at mounted sign height. 
5. High-rise buildings rising 150 feet to 199 feet above grade have a maximum 

square foot area of three x building wall width at mounted sign height. 
6. High-rise buildings rising 200 feet to 299 feet above grade have a maximum 

square foot area of four x building wall width at mounted sign height. 
 
Details followed on what signage would be allowed for the site and what the petitioner was 
proposing in his master sign plan, which is more than what is being proposed for the building at 
3500 Lacey Road.  Staff believed a master signage plan was necessary to meet the petitioner’s 
needs as well as future needs of the Planned Development while meeting the Village’s expectations 
and development's needs.  However, staff believed the master sign plan as proposed by the 
petitioner should not permit signs larger than what was currently being proposed.  Staff believes the 
maximum size of a wall sign permitted should not exceed 800 square feet, which was still in line 
with the proposal for 3500 Lacey Road. 
 
Staff recommended modifying the master plan Sign Ordinance proposed by the petitioner by 
combining the Village’s existing Sign Ordinance with the amendment being proposed by the 
petitioner.  Mr. Latinovic reviewed staff’s new Sign Ordinance recommendations on page 7 of his 
report.  
 
To date, no comments were received from neighboring properties.  The proposed plan, as revised by 
staff, was compatible with the surrounding property uses and was consistent with the Village’s 
original goals when the Sign Ordinance was implemented.  Staff recommended approval of the 
proposed master sign plan as modified by staff.  
 
Questions followed on whether the development on Highland Parkway with its tall buildings was 
considered, wherein Mr. Latinovic explained other comparable municipal Sign Ordinances were 
researched, such as the Village of Schaumburg, which allowed two wall signs -- 10% of the 
building wall area or 200 square feet, whichever was less on one side.  For the Village of 
Naperville, their ordinance allowed 1.5 x 1 foot of frontage up to 300 square feet.  Oak Brook 
Terrace allowed 300 square feet or 25% of the wall to which it was applied.  As for the rationale for 
the 800 square feet, staff explained the petitioner arrived at the 765 square feet figure in order for 
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vehicles to be able to read the sign.  In addition, staff pointed out that if the 800 square foot signage 
was ever removed in the future due to a new tenant, the new tenant could install a sign 1,500 square 
feet in size.  Rather than have such large signage, staff believed it was necessary to cap off the 
signage square footage to 800 square feet.  
 
As to having two larger tenants, staff did consider signage for two large tenants and a provision 
exists in the proposed ordinance to address that.  Dialog followed on other high-rise buildings in the 
area and sign comparisons.  Mrs. Hamernik asked that the Commissioners keep in mind the large 
signs for Fry Electronics and XSport Fitness and how those signs compared to the Esplanade 
development, which was an entirely different and unique development.  Mr. Matejczyk concurred 
and preferred to see signage for such developments on a one-by-one basis.   
 
Mr. Mark Levine, 2852 W. Greenleaf, Chicago, principal for Forcade & Associates, stated he was 
hired by Sara Lee in conjunction with Hamilton Partners to design Sara Lee’s sign in order to state a 
presence.  He agreed the building was unique pointing out the setback of the building was 500 feet 
from the roadway.  Therefore, a larger sign was necessary and appropriate.  Mr. Levine was fine 
with staff’s recommendations to modify the proposed master sign plan.   
 
Per Mrs. Rabatah’s question, the sign would be installed flat to the building.   Mr. Webster saw a 
potential for conflict whereby the proposed signage may work for this particular tenant but not for 
future tenants.  He was concerned about the size of the sign.  Mr. Levine reiterated the importance 
of scale when dealing with such a large setback.  He believed the 800 square feet was appropriate 
and was legible.    
 
Mrs. Rabatah asked about those buildings over 200 feet and the rationale for proposing four times 
the building width, wherein Mr. Levine explained that not only was width important, but the height 
was important.  He reminded the Commission that only one side would be allowed on any one 
building.  Lastly, he reiterated his intent was to come up with a master plan that was not specific 
and undefined and to be made into a guideline.   
 
Chairman Jirik opened up the meeting to public participation.  No questions followed.  Chairman 
Jirik closed public participation.  Mr. Levine provided no final closing statement.   
 
Mr. Matejczyk conveyed that in addressing the Sign Ordinance, particularly with the larger signs, 
three issues had to be considered:  the distance from the back of the road, the size of the building 
and the dimensions of the sign itself.  He believed each proposal was unique and to arrive with a set 
of rules to apply in all areas was difficult.  He believed it was appropriate for a petitioner with a 
unique situation to come before the Plan Commission to seek assistance.  He agreed the matter was 
difficult.  Chairman Jirik concurred.   
 
Chairman Jirik believed staff’s approach was reasonable and if such unique proposals came before 
the Commission he would prefer to address them individually.  Mrs. Hamernik appreciated staff’s 
research in the staff report providing what the current code was, what the petitioner was requesting, 
and what staff was proposing.  Overall, positive comments followed.   
 
WITH RESPECT TO FILE NO. PC 22-07, MR. MATEJCZYK MOVED THAT THE PLAN 
COMMISSION FORWARD A POSITIVE RECOMMENDATION TO THE VILLAGE 
COUNCIL REGARDING THE MASTER SIGN PLAN AMENDMENT TO PLANNED 
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DEVELOPMENT 31 - ESPLANADE, USING STAFF’S RECOMMENDED 
CALCULATIONS AS FOLLOWS:   
 
1. WALL SIGNS: 
 

a) EACH BUSINESS OR PROPERTY OWNER IS ALLOWED TO DISPLAY ONE 
WALL SIGN PER TENANT FRONTAGE ALONG A PUBLIC ROADWAY OR 
DRIVABLE RIGHT-OF-WAY. 

b) IF THE STRUCTURAL SUPPORT OF A WALL SIGN IS VISIBLE, IT SHALL 
MATCH THE COLOR OF THE EXTERIOR OF THE BUILDING. 

c) SIGNS MAY NOT BE ROOF MOUNTED. 
d) NO PROJECTING SIGNS POSITIONED PERPENDICULAR TO ANY 

FACE OF A HIGH RISE BUILDING ARE ALLOWED. 
e) HIGH RISE BUILDINGS LESS THAN 150 FEET TALL SHALL HAVE A 

MAXIMUM WALL SIGN SURFACE AREA OF 300 SQUARE FEET. 
f) HIGH RISE BUILDINGS RISING BETWEEN 150 FEET AND 200 FEET TALL 

SHALL HAVE A MAXIMUM WALL SIGN SURFACE AREA OF 1.5 X BUILDING 
WALL WIDTH AT MOUNTED SIGN HEIGHT, OR 800 SQUARE FEET 
WHICHEVER IS LESS. 

g) HIGH RISE BUILDINGS RISING OVER 200 FEET TALL SHALL HAVE A 
MAXIMUM WALL SIGN SURFACE AREA OF 2 X BUILDING WALL WIDTH AT 
MOUNTED SIGN HEIGHT, OR 800 SQUARE FEET WHICHEVER IS LESS. 

h) BUILDINGS FOUR (4) OR MORE STORIES IN HEIGHT SHALL BE ALLOWED 
ONE ADDITIONAL (1) WALL SIGN PER SIDE, NOT TO EXCEED THREE (3) 
SIDES, AND SUCH SIGNS SHALL NOT EXCEED ONE HUNDRED (100) SQUARE 
FEET PER SIGN. SUCH WALL SIGNS SHALL NOT BE COUNTED TOWARD 
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE SIGN SURFACE AREA. 

i) IN NO CASE SHALL ONE (1) BUILDING SIDE CONTAIN MORE THAN TWO (2) 
WALL SIGNS.  

j) WALL SIGNAGE SHALL NOT BE COUNTED TOWARD MAXIMUM 
ALLOWABLE SIGN SURFACE AREA ON THE PROPERTY. 

 
2. ALL GROUND SIGNS SHALL COMPLY WITH CURRENT SIGN ORDINANCE. 
 
For the record, Chairman Jirik stated the Commission did address the important points in the 
Findings of Fact relative to this matter.  
 
SECONDED BY MR. QUIRK 
 
AYE: MR. MATEJCZYK, MR. QUIRK, MR. COZZO, MRS. HAMERNIK, 
 MRS. RABATAH, MR. WEBSTER, CHAIRMAN JIRIK 
 
NAY: NONE 
 
MOTION CARRIED.   VOTE: 7-0. 
 
Per staff, the next Plan Commission meeting will be scheduled in July. 
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MRS. HAMERNIK MOVED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING.   MR. COZZO SECONDED 
THE MOTION.  MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.   
THE MEETING WAS ADJOURNED AT  8:30 P.M.   
 
/s/ Celeste K. Weilandt  
           Celeste K. Weilandt 
        (As transcribed by MP-3 audio) 
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