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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, ladies and gentlemen, we're going to call 
this meeting to order.  Welcome.  Tonight is October 15th.  This is the Zoning Board of 
Appeals, Village of Arlington Heights, welcome to tonight's meeting. 
   We have five separate petitions on the docket for tonight.  So, I'm 
going to ask that whoever is speaking, speak concisely, clearly.  Obviously, you need to hit 
all the points and try to avoid extraneous messaging and discussions because it's going to 
be, it could be a long night for us here.  So, we want to be as concise and succinct as we 
possibly can. 
   With that in mind, Derek, roll call. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Here. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Here. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Jaffe. 
   (No response.) 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Here. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Here. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Here. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Here. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, awesome.  Next item of business is the 
approval of minutes 
    Has everybody in the Board had a chance to review the draft 
minutes?  Assuming so, do we have any revisions, edits or corrections thereto? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hearing none, do we have a motion to approve the 
minutes in the form we had provided to us? 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Motion to approve. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Any opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hearing none, motion carries.  There is no old 
business. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Do the Pledge of Allegiance first? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, we should.  We should do the Pledge of 
Allegiance even though it's not on the agenda for some reason today.  We have the flag 
right here. 
   (Pledge of Allegiance recited.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Thank you, Mr. Lanaghan, for that catch.  Greatly 
appreciated. 
   Okay, let's go over some hearing procedures and rules of the road 
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essentially for today's meeting.  These rules and procedures are designed to ensure that 
discussions in tonight's meeting proceed smoothly. 
   First of all, as to quorum, if there are less than six members present, 
a petitioner has the option to continue the meeting because it takes four affirmative votes 
to approve a variation regardless of the number of Board members in attendance.  So, 
obviously tonight we have six members, okay.  That condition doesn't apply, but in the last 
meeting they had four members. 
   If you are denied a variance, a petitioner cannot reapply for an entire 
year, so there is a preclusive effect.  So, be aware of that. 
   There are four hardships or elements that a petitioner must establish 
for the Board to be able to grant a variance.  They are: 

1. That the proposed use will not alter the essential character of the locality and will be 
compatible with the existing uses and zoning of nearby property; 

2. That the plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances which may include the 
length of time the subject property has been vacant as zoned; 

3. That the proposed variation is in harmony with the spirit and intent of Chapter 28 of 
the Village's Code; and 

4. That the variation requested is the minimum variation necessary to allow 
reasonable use of the property. 

   A variation shall be permitted only if the evidence, in the judgment of 
this Board of Appeals, sustains each of the four conditions or elements that I just read.  
Those four elements are in the paperwork that you folks received and that you submitted 
to the Village prior to tonight. 
   I want to make certain and make clear that it is the petitioner's 
responsibility, or whoever is speaking on behalf of that petition and the variations sought, 
to touch on and establish each of those four elements.  It is not, I repeat, NOT the 
responsibility of the Board to pull testimony out to substantiate and support those 
elements.  We have denied variances and petitions in the past when the petitioner does 
not establish the four elements or cannot or will not do so.  Okay, so keep that in mind. 
   As to agenda items, I open the agenda item and provide some 
introductory remarks.  Staff presentation, that's Derek, he provides a brief overview of the 
project and variance.  Then the applicant makes a presentation, presenting its case in 
favor of the zoning relief sought by way of documents or testimony.  You must be sworn in, 
and any witnesses must be sworn in, and you must state and spell your respective names 
on the record. 
   No public comments tonight?  We have no -- 
  MR. MACH:  No formal objectors. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  No formal objectors, okay, awesome. 
   Okay, with all of that in mind, let's start with the first item of business. 
 It is ZBA Petition No. 24-028, 936 North Chestnut Avenue.  You can stand up and then 
Derek will do his introductory remarks, or his overview, excuse me. 
  MR. MACH:  Thank you, Chairman. 
   The Petitioner is proposing to construct a new deck and pergola.  The 
proposed deck and pergola encroach two feet into the required side yard setback. 
   Therefore, they're requesting a two-foot variation from Chapter 28, 
Section 6.6-5.1 and Section 5.1-3.3b to allow a deck and pergola with a side yard setback 
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of three feet instead of the required five feet.   
   Thank you, Chairman. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Great.  Thank you very much, Derek. 
   Right hand, please.  Are you fully signed in?  I didn't mean to cut you 
off. 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Yes, I did. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, just identify yourself for the record as well. 
  MR. FILIPEK:  My name is Doug Filipek, last name is spelled F-i-l-i-p-e-k. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Great, thanks, Doug.  Keep your right hand up. 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, please proceed. 
  MR. FILIPEK:  So, I am the homeowner and Applicant of 936 North 
Chestnut Avenue.  We've coordinated with Erdmann Exterior Designs to effectively rebuild 
an existing exterior rear patio.  The footprint of the exterior rear patio currently is offset 
three feet from the lot line on our north end of our property.  We're simply looking to rebuild 
effectively the same wooden deck and modernize that with modern materials. 
   So, we're looking for a two-foot variance from that required five-foot 
offset in order to rebuild and modernize what's an already existing structure.  It should be 
noted that this existing deck is currently in line with the actual physical house structure on 
that north end.  In order to, anything not within the confines of an approved variance would 
require drastic alteration to the exterior of that deck, to include a rear pylon that holds up 
an exterior awning to be rebuilt as well as, you know, drastically undercutting the aesthetic 
value of this project which fits into the current aesthetic harmony of the neighborhood. 
   We've complied with all requirements of notifying all residents. In fact, 
I do have one neighbor who has the second best sight line to this present in support here.  
I don't believe he wishes to object at this time, but he can correct me if I'm wrong.  
However, the feedback from the neighborhood has been overwhelmingly positive.  
Exclusively positive, I should correct myself. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, thanks, Doug. 
   Frank? 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes.  Okay, you stated for the record that 
this is an existing non-conforming use; is that right? 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Correct. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Okay, and the neighbors have all been in 
favor, nobody opposed? 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Yes, and I should note that the neighbors on the north would 
be in the position to be most impacted.  They are fully in support of this.  For reasons 
outside their control, they can't be here tonight. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Okay, that's all the questions I have. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How many folks live in the house? 
  MR. FILIPEK:  There's four of us. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Four of you, okay. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  And approximately how long have you lived 
there? 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Five years. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Any idea how long the deck has been 
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there?   
  MR. FILIPEK:  At least 30 -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Prior to you owning the house, okay, got it. 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Yes.  It's in drastic need of modernization. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Got you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, any other questions for the Petitioner? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, you can take a seat. 
   We'll go to Board deliberations.  Well, actually I want to see if there's 
anybody making any public comments on this, right? 
   Is there anybody in the audience who wishes to speak in regards to 
this petition? 
  MR. LANDEWEER:  I just am in favor of it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Come on up then.  Yes, identify yourself for the 
record now. 
  MR. LANDEWEER:  Dave Landeweer, 932 North Chestnut. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Will he have to sign in, Derek? 
  MR. MACH:  He doesn't need to. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  He doesn't have to because he's not a petitioner, 
okay. 
  MR. LANDEWEER:  I'm very much in favor of it.  That's it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, thank you very much.  Appreciate it. 
   Okay, we can close for Board deliberation. 
   Frank, do you want to start? 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes.  We have an existing non-conforming 
use.  The Petitioner has made a good case that it is an older deck that needs to be rebuilt, 
and nothing but neighborhood approval.  We even have the most affected neighbor here 
today speaking in favor of the petition. 
   So, I think this is a pretty reasonable ask, and I would be in favor of 
the petition as presented. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Great, thanks, Frank. 
   Anybody else have comments? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, do we have a motion? 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  I move to approve this variance as 
presented. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Derek? 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes. 
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  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
   Congratulations, variance granted. 
  MR. FILIPEK:  Thank you all for your time. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  No worries. 

(Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned 
petition was adjourned at 7:10 p.m.) 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Next item of business is ZBA #24-029, 606 West 
Braeside. 
   Derek, can you, while this gentleman is signing in, can you give the 
overview, please? 
  MR. MACH:  Yes, thank you. 
   The Petitioner has partially constructed a shed in the side yard where 
sheds are only permitted in the rear yard.  The shed is eight feet by 12 feet for a total of 96 
square feet, and the Petitioner is requesting the following variation: 

• A variation from Chapter 28, Section 6.5-2 to allow a shed in the side yard where 
sheds are only permitted in the rear yard. 

   Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, thank you very much, Derek. 
   Okay, are you done signing in? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, can you identify yourself for the record? 
  MR. COLLINS:  My name is Shawn Collins.  I am the owner of 606 West 
Braeside Drive. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Awesome.  Right hand? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir. 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, please proceed. 
  MR. COLLINS:  Okay, I moved in to the house four years ago.  A shed was 
existing there.  One look at the shed, it's a vinyl shed, seven by seven-foot.  It did not have 
a foundation.  You can see in the, well, you can't see, but in the middle picture there, the 
shed has been existing and it's covered by the landscaping. 
   To me it's the backyard of the house.  I understand that it's a side 
yard.  The shed has been existing.  I have another letter in addition to the one that's part of 
the packet from the homeowners to the west of my house who stated the shed has been 
there since they've lived there, since 1994. 
   I started to take the old shed down because it was older and it was 
uneven and I realized it didn't have a base.  I was going to put a proper base in not 
realizing that I needed a permit.  As I took it apart and looked at the condition of it, it was 
bad and so I bought a different one that is one foot wider from the street and then five foot 
longer.  I started to put it up and then I realized that I needed a permit. 
   I applied for the permit.  The permit said that I cannot do it because it 
is considered a side front yard of the house.  When you look at the property, in the 
northwest corner there at the top left of the picture, that area I guess would be the back-ish 
of the house.  That entire area gets wet, flooding a little bit, it's an ongoing problem within 
the entire neighborhood, in our immediate houses so I can't put it there because I don't 
want stuff to get wet. 
   To me, when you look at my house, it faces to the south there.  I don't 
reasonably see it belonging next to 610 or in that area because to me that would be the 
front of the house.  So, I kept it where it was because it's always been there.  Hold on for 
one moment. 
   It's the same height and it's covered by landscaping and it matches 
the sheds and everything else in the neighborhood.  In my neighborhood, there's at least 
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approximately 40 houses with the same condition, with the side and the front yard, and so 
I obviously want to work within the spirit of the zoning which is why I'm here.  And I have 
that other letter if you'd like to see it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Are you talking about the letter from John 
Haussner? 
  MR. COLLINS:  No, sir, from the Nowaks which is sort of, John and Carolyn 
are the house that it immediately affects to the north of the property, right there at the top 
of my house, the Ridge address.  Then the Nowaks are the ones immediately to the left of 
my house, and they're the ones who say they support it as well.  Neither of them could be 
here.  Then Kathy and Franz state that the shed has been there since they've lived there, 
a shed has been there since they've lived there. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so this letter, and you hadn't provided this 
before this? 
  MR. COLLINS:  No, sir.  I got it, unfortunately -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so when you hand it over to us and we open 
this to look at, it becomes part of the record, right? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir.   
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And you won't get it back. 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so then this letter is from your neighbor just 
to the west of you in 610? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And that's not the neighbor who signed the October 
1 letter? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, Jeff? 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  So, you said you've lived there about four 
years? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Yes, sir. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Got it.  How many people in the house? 
  MR. COLLINS:  Two, myself and my daughter. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Got it.  I don't really have a whole lot of 
questions here.  Being a fellow owner with a corner side yard type of lot, I understand the 
feeling of your rear yard should be in a different spot.  And if there's been a shed there as 
your neighbors attest since, well, they've been there since 1994, they can't remember the 
time so it's been there for quite sometime, to me it's pretty straightforward.  I don't have 
any other questions. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, let's see if there's any public commentary. 
   Anybody in the audience who wish to speak in behalf of this petition 
and this petition only, or in regards to? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hearing none, I don't have any other questions for 
you. 
   Does anybody else, other Board members? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You can take a seat.  We'll go to deliberations. 
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  MR. COLLINS:  Thank you, sir. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes, so as I was saying, I think he made a 
pretty good case.  I mean, there's been a shed there, it's basically an existing non-
conforming use.  We get cases in here all the time with this kind of front yard-side 
setbacks that are a little bit goofy.  I think his request is reasonable, so I would support it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Great, thank you.  Just so the record is clear, just to 
make sure we've done this -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  We should read that in? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Well, it would be admitted and then attached to the 
minutes, right, as an exhibit to the minutes.  Yes, so it would be in the record, but there's 
two letters in support, one that was in the packet materials provided to us.  That one is 
dated October 1st, 2024, signed by John Haussner and Carolyn Bloom. 
   Then the Petitioner handed forth a letter from Franz and Kathleen 
Nowak from 610 West Braeside dated October 3rd.  This letter was not presented to 
Derek, or provided to Derek beforehand, so we're just getting it first-hand here now.  The 
letter is in support of the variance being sought. 
   In the pertinent part, the letter reads:  Shawn Collins recently decided 
to update the shed with a nicer and newer model.  He's a caring neighbor and part of our 
community that strives to make it look and feel nicer, both aesthetically and personally.  
We hope that you'll allow their great shed to replace the old one that was there.  
   So, we construe as support in favor of the petition. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Absolutely. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so with that said, do we have a motion? 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  I move to approve as submitted. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Is there a second? 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Derek? 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
   Congratulations, petition granted. 
   Okay, next item of business, ZBA Petition No. 24 -- by the way, you 
don't have to stay if you don't want to.  You're not going to hurt our feelings. 
  MR. COLLINS:  Thank you.  Thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned 
petition was adjourned at 7:19 p.m.) 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Again, the next item of business is #24-030, 326 
East Magnolia Street.  Go ahead, sir, sign in.  We'll do the same procedure, you'll sign in 
while Derek gives the Staff overview. 
  MR. MACH:  The Petitioner proposes to convert the attached garage into 
living space and construct a new detached garage.  The proposed garage is in the side 
yard and partially in the front yard where detached garages are only permitted in the rear 
yard.  If the Zoning Board is supportive of the variance to allow the detached garage in the 
side yard, it's recommended that the garage be placed so that it does not encroach into 
the front yard. 
   The Petitioner requests the following variations: 

• A variation from Chapter 28, Section 6.5-2 to allow a detached garage in the side 
yard where detached garages are only permitted in the rear yard; as well as 

• A variation from Chapter 28, Section 6.5-2 to allow a detached garage that is 
encroaching into the front yard where detached garages are only permitted in the 
rear yard. 

   Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Thanks, Derek. 
   Did you sign in completely?  Okay, please identify yourself for the 
record. 
  MR. FISCHER:  Andrew Fischer. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Right hand, Andrew. 
   (Witness sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Go ahead. 
  MR. FISCHER:  Quick clarifying question.  If this is declined, we cannot put 
in for another variance on anything on this property for one year? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Not exactly, right?  The way we understand this, 
and Derek can correct me if I'm wrong here, the preclusive effect if denied here is for the 
two variances you are actually seeking.  If there was a different variance that is outside the 
scope of the two variances being sought here tonight, there would be no preclusive effect. 
  MR. FISCHER:  I think it would overlap.  So, to be straight-forward with you, 
I read Steve Hautzinger's comments about an addition suggestion rather than a detached 
garage.  I believe it would be for the same variance.  So, considering his comments, I think 
I'm going to withdraw tonight and do a redesign with a reapplication in the future. 
  MR. MACH:  That would be a substantially different change. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, I was looking at that.  I mean, certainly you're 
right.  So, before we get into the merits of that, the extent of the overlap, so you think there 
is overlap potentially? 
  MR. FISCHER:  I think it would be under the same variance because we'd 
be trying to build the addition, not in the same location but under the same variance with 
consideration with the side versus front yard with it being on a corner lot. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman, the variance that the Zoning Board is reviewing this 
evening is for an accessory structure.  If it was an addition that has a yard encroachment, 
that would be, in my opinion, a substantially different request. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, I think we all agree that the Petitioner has a 
right to withdraw and revisit the issue with the Village and come back through the process. 
  MR. MACH:  Yes. 



APPROVED 
 

 

 LeGRAND REPORTING & TRANSCRIBING SERVICES 
 (630) 894-9389 

  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Do we need a motion and a vote to allow him to 
withdraw or can he just simply withdraw?  What's the procedural part of that? 
  MR. MACH:  He can withdraw if the Zoning Board wants, or if the Petitioner 
wants to request a continuance, he can do that as well if he wants to. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  But a continuance is on the same merits, is it not? 
  MR. MACH:  If he's changing his plans, he would need to re-notify. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes.  So, let's do this.  Let's make sure the record is 
nice and clear here, right?  So, we don't get into that preclusive because a year is a year, 
right? 
  MR. FISCHER:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You don't want to fall within the scope of that or 
under that.  So, if you want to withdraw for tonight, okay, state that clearly on the record, 
and then we will motion that up. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  So, it's to withdraw for tonight or withdraw 
completely to re-submit? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  It's to withdraw -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  I just want to make sure Andrew knows 
what he's asking for. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, it's to withdraw the two variances sought, right, 
and his paper essentially, to allow you to come back and revisit the issues and consider 
Mr. Hautzinger's recommendations with the Village accordingly. 
  MR. FISCHER:  Yes, I'd like to withdraw them. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  State it a little more clearly.  You'd like to withdraw 
both petitions? 
  MR. FISCHER:  I'd like to withdraw both petitions so I can have an 
opportunity to come back within a year with a redesign in order to present to you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, do we have a motion to withdraw consistent 
with the Petitioner's stated comments here? 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  I move that we allow the Petitioner to withdraw 
the petition as it was submitted. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Second. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
  MR. FISCHER:  Appreciate your time. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  No worries.   
  MR. FISCHER:  Thank you. 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Good luck. 
(Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned 
petition was adjourned at 7:23 p.m.) 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, that was a little bit of a curve ball in that last 
one, but it is what it is.  All right, okay, next item of business is ZBA Petition No. 24-031, 
2000 North Chestnut Avenue. 
  MR. GROSS:  Do you want us to all stand up? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Whoever is going to speak should be at the 
podium. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, she's the homeowner, so should she sign in? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, whoever is going to speak should sign in. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, I'll sign in. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And then be identified on the record and then we'll 
swear you in. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And while that is going on, Derek, overview please. 
  MR. MACH:  Thank you, Chairman. 
   The property is approximately 48,000 square feet in size and contains 
a single-family home.  As the property was developed prior to annexation into the Village 
in 1971, the existing lot line boundary includes a portion of land used as Chestnut Avenue 
on the east and an unimproved section of LaSalle Street on the north. 
   The Petitioner is proposing an addition to the existing home on the 
north side of the structure.  The proposed addition is set back 26.9 feet from the north 
property line along LaSalle Street, and the existing home is set back 45.9 feet.  Per code, 
40 feet is the maximum required setback along the exterior side yard which is LaSalle 
Street.  The existing LaSalle Street right-of-way is 40 feet in width.  In a residential 
neighborhood, the typical right-of-way is 66 feet which includes the street and parkway. 
   The Public Works and Engineering Department previously requested 
a 26-foot dedication in order to complete the 66-foot right-of-way.  Therefore, if the right-of-
way is expanded in the future, the proposed addition would be less than one foot from the 
property line.  The resulting location of the home with the addition would severely limit the 
possibility of future right-of-way dedication or public improvements, and the granting of the 
variance would essentially prohibit future expansion of the right-of-way. 
   The Petitioner is requesting a 13.1-foot variation from Chapter 28, 
Section 5.1-2.3c to allow an addition with an exterior side yard setback of 26.9 feet instead 
of the required 40 feet, and an additional two feet for the eave. 
   Staff is recommending that the addition be set back to possibly allow 
for a future right-of-way. 
   Thank you, Chairman. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, have you folks signed in? 
  MR. GROSS:  I signed in because I'll be speaking as you requested; 
however, I think the homeowner should probably sign in. 
  MS. MULAC:  Would you like me to sign in also? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You probably should if you're going to be, if you 
foresee yourself speaking. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, I think she will be, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, sir, identify yourself on the record. 
  MR. GROSS:  Sure.  I'm William Gross; I'm an attorney, also a friend of the 
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family.  Then we also have the architect here, he might say a word or two. 
  MS. MULAC:  I'm Katrina Mulac; I'm the homeowner.  I just purchased the 
house in April. 
  MR. SAID:  My name is Amrou Said; I'm the lead designer at Bau Design & 
Development. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Spell that, spell your name. 
  MR. SAID:  A-m-r-o-u, last name is S-a-i-d. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, let's swear all three of you in at the same 
time.  I just think it would be easier.  Right hand. 
   (Witnesses sworn.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, yes.  The home right now is in need of upgrade and 
modernization.  It's kind of in the middle of the lot.  What Katrina would like to do, the 
homeowner, is to put a third-car garage on the north side, that there would be like the 
purple side, I believe that's LaSalle Street.  So, that would be in keeping with the character 
of the neighborhood.  I think if you drive through the neighborhood, almost every house 
has a three-car garage. 
   She'd like to keep access, excuse me, from the front because the 
status of LaSalle Street is kind of unknown at this point.  It's been over 50 years and 
nothing has really been done to it on this side of the property.  So, it would be probably 
awkward and difficult to get access the way LaSalle Street is right now. 
   The problem we're having is because her house takes up the entire 
block, the way it's being interpreted is that because she's the only house, there's no 
comparable setbacks.  Therefore, they're reverting to the default lane which is requiring a 
40-foot setback where there is a minimum of 10-foot, but because we have no other 
homes on that stretch to compare or to use their setbacks, the default is the 40-foot 
setback. 
   So, basically because the Village may, maybe within the next 50 
years, develop LaSalle Street, you're basically keeping Katrina from being able to expand, 
improve that whole stretch of LaSalle that there's weeds, trees, it's hideous.  So, she'd like 
to clean it up, expand her garage, and she'd still be at, I believe it was 26, is that correct?  
26 feet from -- 
  MR. SAID:  Approximately. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, approximately 26 feet from the street which is much 
more than the standard setback of 10 feet which if you drive around the neighborhood, 
everybody is at 10 feet or 15, something like that.  So, we're going to be at 26 at the 
existing street. 
   I read some of the objections.  The objections are about a potential 
future development.  I think you have to take the street into consideration. That street runs 
the length of Katrina's property, and then it services, how many homes, Katrina? 
  MS. MULAC:  There’s 14 on Walnut. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, on Walnut, so it's never going to be a thoroughfare with 
18-wheel trucks driving down it.  It's actually sufficient to serve its purpose right now with a 
sidewalk on the other side. 
   So, our argument for the Board is why are you going to hold her from 
developing her property which she was very excited about buying?  She's got two boys 
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and her that have cars.  They need that third-car garage, and this is actually the most 
efficient way of getting around it without having to actually basically demolish the house or 
move the house which probably isn't a practical solution. 
   So, the notes that I read from the Village all address this future street. 
 Granted, if she was putting in three townhomes here, yes, she would need to improve the 
street.  I'm sure you guys would require it with your land use, and put in sidewalks and 
sewage and curbs and everything, but she's not changing the character of that street.  All 
she's doing is moving it a little bit closer, and again if the Village came back and said, hey, 
we got the budget, we got the contract, we're ready to go, well, of course we wouldn't even 
be here because it's pointless at that point because we don't make the numbers, but here 
is something that could be happening never and you're going to hold her back. 
   This is kind of her dream house.  The kids go to Notre Dame. They 
drive a lot.  They go to work.  They play hockey.  They're great kids, and they want to be 
able to put their cars in a garage, and a two-car garage just isn't going to cut it for them. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How many kids live in this house? 
  MS. MULAC:  Two will be living in it. 
  MR. GROSS:  Right now it's vacant, sorry, I didn't mention that. 
  MS. MULAC:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, let's ask it that way.  How many folks live in the 
house right now? 
  MS. MULAC:  Zero. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How many when this renovation or addition is done, 
when the work is done, how many people will be living in the house? 
  MS. MULAC:  Three. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And how many drivers amongst those three? 
  MS. MULAC:  Three. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And they're at, the ages of the kids? 
  MS. MULAC:  17 and 18. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, so if we go back to the purpose of the code, obviously 
you don't want to have, you know, homes abutting each other right on top of the street.  
Given the character of the neighborhood right now, the character of the street as it 
presently sits, adding a third garage is not going to substantially alter the character of the 
neighborhood or the neighbors.  Matter of fact, it's going to improve it because if you look 
at the plan, she's got a beautiful design.  The whole home is going to be redesigned, and 
this is the most efficient way, the way the architect explained it to me, of putting on a third-
car garage short of some major, major changes to the plan. 
   So, that's why we're asking that the Board consider this variation.  
One, the home is going to be a major upgrade.  The third-car garage is not going to 
inconvenience any of the present neighbors/neighborhood.  It might be a problem years 
down the road if in fact the Village does do something with the street, but then there's 
room for compromise there, too, because do you need two sidewalks on a street that 
handles that little bit of traffic?  You could maybe just do one on one side where it is 
already, the sidewalk.  You know, there's room for compromise there. 
   We have, I know the Village is interested in a setback on the front of 
the property.  That's something we can discuss.  Maybe we can do a small one on the side 
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here. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  When you refer to the property, are you referring to 
Chestnut? 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, exactly, thank you.   Yes.  So, she just recently 
purchased the property.  She wants to improve it.  She wants to get going.  Obviously, 
funds are not unlimited, okay, so she's interested in doing this in the most efficient manner. 
 Based on several proposals, designs, this is what we came up with as being, one, 
efficient, and two, in character and in keeping with the neighborhood. 
   Maybe the architect would like to add something?  Are you, do you 
want to -- 
  MR. SAID:  I can add something if you want me to. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, I'll step to the side. 
  MR. SAID:  Hello, Amrou again.  So, to go more into technicalities, so pretty 
much we're being limited by, the code states that if you're on a block where 40 percent has 
been developed, that you have to take the averages of the block.  So, everybody kind of 
gets in the same place.  We don't have houses way off, too close, too far.  Then it 
stipulates if there's nothing to average against, then you go to the default of 15 percent, or 
10 percent, which in our case, you know, 150 feet would be 15 feet. 
   But as the zoning said, they interpret the code saying that we pretty 
much take our own average.  So, we kind of shoot ourselves in the foot where our exterior 
side setback is over the 45 -- 
  MR. MACH:  Approximately 45 feet. 
  MR. SAID:  -- feet, that the limitation of the code says the maximum is 40.  
So, we have to go to that maximum. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, the wording of the ordinance is that if there is a default, 
it's going to be 40 feet to cap, yes. 
  MR. SAID:  But after that, it stipulates that if there is no average established, 
then you go to that 10 percent which is 15 feet.  So, essentially, if this lot was empty, we 
would be able to build up to 15 feet, and we're building at 25.  Now, the -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You're proposing to build at 25? 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, 25, yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  There would be a 26-foot setback if, with the street where it is 
right now. 
  MR. SAID:  In terms of the overall design, we're trying to commit to the same 
existing driveway and add to the existing garage versus, and then she also has a south 
addition, as much as a second floor addition.  So, we're already adding everywhere.  We 
can't just add it somewhere in lieu of this difficulty. 
   Moreover, if they ever update the street, it hinders them buying a 
portion of her property which they never spoke about.  I don't know, she can talk more 
about that, but they would have to purchase a certain amount of her property to annex that 
to widen the street. 
  MR. GROSS:  But the city has other options, too, besides purchasing.  They 
can do other things. 
  MR. SAID:  Their plan is to wait for somebody to develop the lot and to 
maybe -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes. 
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  MR. SAID:  -- like three or four new houses that would face LaSalle.  Their 
front setback, everything would be re-orientated where the front setback would be LaSalle, 
not Chestnut or Walnut, and then everything would be decided on then and they would 
have to meet those new standards. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Why do you think that is the plan? 
  MR. SAID:  What do you mean? 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  You said their plan is that there would be four 
new houses. 
  MR. SAID:  Well, they pretty much left it to that.  So, they pretty much 
emphasized that while we have no plans -- 
  MR. GROSS:  I think I can answer that.  The previous owner was a 
developer and he had worked with the Village.  That was one of the stipulations, that in 
order to put his four units or whatever he was going to do, that Chestnut would have to be, 
I mean, sorry, LaSalle would have to be improved and everything.  I believe that might 
have been one of the reasons he backed out and sold it.  He just didn't see it as 
economically viable with that.  Again, I'm speculating, but that seems to be pretty much -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Did you have direct conversations with that 
developer? 
  MR. GROSS:  Through the realtor, so it's hearsay, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Go ahead, Joe, because I have a follow-up 
question. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  No, I was just wondering.  Well, I think the 
issue is not really the setback per se, it's the fact that the Village definitely wants the option 
of a 66-foot right-of-way, and that's really the issue here. 
   Is there a way that this garage could be configured to allow the 
Village to maintain that, to keep that option of the 66-foot right-of-way? 
  MR. SAID:  To fit my client's needs, no. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Okay. 
  MR. SAID:  We're trying to -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  What happens if you put the garage, so if you, and 
I'm going to build off your point because this is what I was kind of thinking about, this is a 
very large parcel.   
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  A very large piece of land, right?  When we see 
strong comments like this from other departments in the Village, that gives us great 
concern.  We give that great weight is the better way to say that.   
   I'm looking at this saying, okay, is there a way to make both parties 
happy?  To do that, I'm wondering could you put, make the garage, enlarge the garage out 
the backyard to the west such that you then basically did a two by two?  Would that be 
something that's feasible?  Is there not enough space to do that? 
  MR. SAID:  Well, then the project has now fallen to a different purview.  So, 
instead of using the existing driveway, we would have to do a driveway from LaSalle.  We 
would have to get a civil engineer to redesign water and manage any drainage for all this 
newer development versus trying to keep with what's existing.  So, right now the existing 
garage and its addition works perfectly with the existing driveway.   
   If you look at this portion that kind of sticks out, that used to be like a 
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little turnabout in the existing driveway, so like now it butts up exactly up to our proposal so 
she doesn't even have to extend the driveway to use the garage. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, I understand that type of response, but -- 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, but -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  -- that's not -- 
  MR. SAID:  -- the bigger question here is, for example -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  -- an answer that aligns with my question. 
  MR. SAID:  Okay, let me back up a little bit.  For Chestnut, for example, 
there's already an established easement for them to annex that area, so if they ever 
wanted to redevelop Chestnut, they can do that because there is already an easement set. 
 There is no easement set for LaSalle.  They have no right to take that land from the 
owner. 
  MR. GROSS:  They would have to file -- 
  MR. SAID:  They would have to, yes.  Yes.  So, that's where we stand, you 
know, in terms of -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, can I kind of answer your question another way? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Before you do that, answer me this question.  I 
don't see dimensions on that existing attached garage.  Do you know what the dimensions 
are approximately on the existing attached garage? 
  MR. SAID:  It's no more than -- 
  MR. GROSS:  There we go, yes. 
  MR. SAID:  -- 28, out of that 28 feet, it's approximately 24 by 27. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, that's a two-car garage. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes.  So, we're adding a front and we're adding a tandem third 
car. 
  MR. GROSS:  If you look at, now we see numbers, there's -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Wait, wait, wait.  A tandem third car?  
  MR. SAID:  So, the garage is being added forward and to the side because 
you could essentially park, you know -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How many cars do you think, if the variation is 
granted, how many cars would be able to park in that resulting garage assuming a 
reasonably sized car, not necessarily all Suburbans. 
  MS. MULAC:  Four? 
  MR. SAID:  You could reasonably park probably four or five, but the 
objective wasn't to park that many cars.  It's also that my client -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Storage space? 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, her kids want to work on cars.  So, we don't want cars 
sitting on the driveway. 
  MS. MULAC:  Like ATV. 
  MR. GROSS:  ATVs. 
  MR. SAID:  ATVs, other, you know. 
  MR. GROSS:  Snowmobile maybe. 
  MR. SAID:  Other toys or recreation vehicles can also be stored in there.  
We actually already revised the plan based off of some of the comments that zoning had.  
We had a little bump-out on the north side to kind of offset and give it some character, but 
we minimized that so we could reduce the variance as well. 
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  MR. GROSS:  Can we go back to when it showed the footage off of the 
street?  It was 45, I think.  Yes, there. 
  MS. MULAC:  And also, some of the existing garage would be used for like a 
mud room to walk into and an entrance, because right now there's really no entrance, like 
no closet space.  So, part of the existing garage will be -- 
  MR. SAID:  There's a floor plan if you want, if you could scroll down. 
  MS. MULAC:  We have a lot of hockey gear. 
  MR. SAID:  Keep going.  Do you have the whole appearance package? 
  MR. MACH:  We wouldn't want to include the floor plan. 
  MR. SAID:  Oh, you wouldn't, okay. 
  MR. GROSS:  To make my point, we've got 45 feet I believe for the existing 
garage if I saw that correctly.  I don't have my glasses with me. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes, almost 46. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, now let's assume we go with the argument that the city 
needs the right-of-way of 26, correct? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  It’s 66 feet total. 
  MR. GROSS:  So, 40 and 26. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Right. 
  MR. GROSS:  So, that leaves us with, what do we got then?  13 feet, okay, 
that we can work with.  The problem is if we have to enforce that 40-foot from this new -- 
  MR. SAID:  New setback, it's going to go -- 
  MR. GROSS:  It then goes into the house literally. 
  MR. SAID:  So, they didn't mention that. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, we need some forgiveness.  I mean, perhaps, and again 
in the spirit of compromise, since we're dealing with 13 feet I believe is it, yes, maybe a 10-
foot addition to the garage, and then maybe he could bump it out a little bit in the back as 
you suggested.  But just to deny her completely, I don't think it's justified because of the 
way, you know, this street might never get delivered in our lifetimes.  I mean, I'm 60 and, 
you know, so it's been 50 years and nothing has been done. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How long has the LaSalle Street been configured 
like this, Derek?  Do we know? 
  MR. MACH:  At least since 1971 when it was annexed in the Village, but 
typically, a right-of-way is a part of a subdivision process, there was as they  indicated 
previously a three-lot subdivision proposed in 2019.  Then the property was placed on the 
market.  I don't know the history or the reason why, but -- 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  So, the right-of, if we don't grant this variance, 
you're saying that it goes into that, that this would also limit the construction of the house? 
  MR. GROSS:  Well, right now it would be grandfathered obviously.  But if the 
city does exercise its option and does the 26 feet in addition to the 40 that's there, you've 
lopped off 40 feet of this lot for the next owner which -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Where are you getting your math?  Let me just stop 
you there. 
  MR. GROSS:  Sure. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  It’s 26 and then the 40, where are you pulling those 
numbers? 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, the city is requiring 66 feet in order to have a right-of-
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way with sidewalks and parkway. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, and that 66 feet is essentially the width of 
LaSalle plus the sidewalk? 
  MR. GROSS:  Another 26 feet.  We need 26 more feet of the property. 
  MS. MULAC:  Of my property, yes, 26. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, 26 more feet of the property? 
  MR. GROSS:  Right. 
  MS. MULAC:  Correct. 
  MR. GROSS:  So, then if you do that, and then you throw on top of it, the 
way the ordinance is worded and constructed -- 
  MR. SAID:  Then your 40-foot setback -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hold on, let him finish.  One at a time, please. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, sorry. 
  MR. GROSS:  The additional 40 feet goes actually almost out of the house. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You mean into the house? 
  MR. SAID:  Oh, yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Oh, well into it, yes. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  At that point in time, I think your existing 
setback would set it for the block, so I don't think that would actually be the case. 
  MR. GROSS:  Well, if you tear it down, it's going to be a problem. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  If you tear it down, you'd have to set it up, 
yes, you're right. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, but it's not like you're planning on tearing it 
down. 
  MR. GROSS:  No, no, no, that's what we're trying to avoid. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, don't introduce that variable. 
  MR. GROSS:  No, no, no.  No, no, so that's their problem is that the way the 
ordinance is worded, it creates this excessive barrier.  What I'm suggesting maybe is an 
alternative that would be, maybe the city could still do it in the future, it gives it the option of 
doing it with this 26 feet, maybe let us, get us 10 feet or something like that from the 
proposed new lot line.  You know, I'm just throwing out a possibility so she can still move 
forward with her project.  She wants to get it going, you know, while the weather is still 
somewhat good and still leaving you, you know, having a viable option if the city ever 
decided, the Village ever decides to go down this route. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so let's step through that because that 
sounds like you're offering up a compromise. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, but I'm listening, yes.  I mean, obviously, you guys can 
ask questions. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  I'm sorry, I just keep looking at this rear 
setback, you're saying it's going into the existing house.  I think it goes into the existing 
garage. 
  MR. GROSS:  Well, but you can't go from the current configuration of 
LaSalle Street if they take the 26 feet -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, if they take 26 of the 40 -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Right, so you're in the shed basically, then you've got to go 
another 40 feet per the ordinance. 
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  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  If you were to tear it down, but you've got a 
150-foot lot, a little bit over that. 
  MR. SAID:  I think he was correct, you would have to take that new average 
which now is, whatever that new average is, that would be it.  So, essentially she would 
never be able to add. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Right, and I'm not worried so much about the 
setback, because the setback, you know, is not a big deal.  But the problem is the right-of-
way for the 66 feet from LaSalle, because highway engineers, they always want 66 feet of 
right-of-way whenever they are thinking about roadways because of turn radiuses, utility 
easement, you've got drainage easement, you've got sewer easement, all those things, 
the standard is 66 feet.  So, I understand why they want the 66 feet.  So, I'm not so much 
worried about the setback. 
   If it weren't impinging upon the possible right-of-way that the city or 
the Village might want at some point in time, if this were just a setback case and there 
wasn't that issue, then that would be different than what we're presented with here 
because it's a significant hardship for the Village to not have that possibility of the 66 feet 
right-of-way on LaSalle.  That's why I'm sort of focusing on that. 
  MR. GROSS:  Well, given that that variable is a given, then we have to work 
with what's left.  According to that survey, it's, what, 45 feet, we have 19 feet left, is that 
right?  I'm doing it in my head.  So, 26 plus 19 is 45.  Of that 19, if we leave a 10-foot 
setback which seems to be the norm in that area, then we could use the nine feet and 
redesign the garage addition, and maybe as you suggested go to the back a little bit or 
something if we have that nine feet.  So, that would be our -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  You're talking about the side yard setback 
being about 10 feet? 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes.  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  I see the point that Mr. Selbka is making, but I also 
see the point that the homeowner is making, right, as well.  This property has been 
configured and the streets have been configured for 50 years, right, and the Village hasn't 
made an improvement.  It's highly speculative as to what may occur, right, so we have to 
kind of weigh these things.  I appreciate the fact that it sounds like you're up here willing to 
compromise, right? 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, we want to get moving on this, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes.  Right, so I don't recall us ever being in a  
predicament like this where the Engineering Department and, we've received comments 
like this. 
   Derek, can you flip that up real quick? 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, I reviewed those.  That's why I said do we need a 
compromise. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You went past it. 
  MR. GROSS:  Right there. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Go down, there it is, the Engineering Department, 
yes.  So, those are the comments at the bottom of the sheet, page 74 of the materials, 
tonight's materials.  That's what's giving this the most concern, right. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, I recognize that. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  We don't see comments like that, you know, rarely 
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if at all, okay.  So, but then of course we don't have the situation where the Village is trying 
to preserve a right into the foreseeable future and we're 50 years in with history.  So, that's 
the factor that kind of weighs in your behalf, but if you're offering up a compromise, and 
maybe now, Derek, go back please to the prior drawing?  There we go. 
  MR. GROSS:  That's the proposal, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Right.  So, if you're talking about, all right, maybe 
nine -- 
  MR. GROSS:  I'm sorry, I don't see so well. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, that's fine, you can go right up there.  Derek, 
can you increase it one magnification up? 
  MR. GROSS:  With this, we have how far of the setback?  We're at 26.9 with 
this existing drawing, with the drawing that you have up now.   
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Can we go back to the survey?  Okay, so at 45, 26 for your 
easement leaves 19, 10-foot side yard gives us nine feet to work with.  Would that work for 
you? 
  MR. SAID:  Can you repeat that?  I'm sorry. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, we've got 45 feet, well, 46 practically, but they take 26, 
leaving about 19.  If the Board approves a 10-foot setback from the line where the right-of-
way would be, but -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  That gives you essentially nine. 
  MR. GROSS:  -- for aesthetic purposes, you're going to be 36 feet from the 
street, it's going to look great. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  The existing street for the foreseeable future, right. 
  MR. GROSS:  That's going to look that way for a long time -- 
  MS. MULAC:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  -- and it still gives us about nine feet to work with. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Nine or 10 feet depending, because the -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, I'm just, for the sake of argument let's say nine, you 
know, if we could do a variance where we have to leave the 26 feet and then leave 10 feet 
for the side yard, then I think we can work around that.  Maybe we'll go to the back a little 
bit like you were suggesting, because I don't think there's any issue of going that way.  So, 
but again, it's up to the architect, if he can work with that.  Is that something you can work 
with? 
  MR. SAID:  So, 26 feet would be where the new property line would be, 
correct? 
  MR. GROSS:  And then we're going to have a 10-foot setback, and then you 
have 36 feet basically from the street. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, 36 feet -- 
  MR. GROSS:  To work with, yes. 
  MR. SAID:  -- instead of our original 45.  Yes, I can work that. 
  MR. GROSS:  That would give the Village what it desires. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Go ahead, Amrou. 
  MR. SAID:  I was going to say that we could resize the front two-car and 
single-car to shift over to still get three cars within that. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Three-car width? 
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  MS. MULAC:  Would it be fine you think? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Three-car width? 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Because that's, your depth, you can obviously deal 
with your depth issues so you can get the storage area in there -- 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  -- and storage/workspace within. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Then maybe that's the best solution here right now. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Personally, the way I see this is, you're talking 
about nine feet, I know you're at an angle here and you lose, what is that, six inches, right? 
  MR. SAID:  Difference, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  I'm sorry, four inches, you lose four inches there.  
I'm willing to give you 10 feet of extra space and then have a nine-foot setback because 
you're still going to have -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes.  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  From there to the street, right? 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  To give you an even, in my eyes, I'm giving you a 
round number, 10 feet of width. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Perfect.  
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Because then you're going to have a ton of space 
to -- 
  MS. MULAC:  That works. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, that would work really well. 
  MS. MULAC:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And like Mr. Selbka was saying, the 66 feet is 
aspirational. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Thank you.  Thank you. 
  MR. SAID:  Also, I have a question. 
  MR. GROSS:  That's a good -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Go, Joe. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  I think it probably would be okay as well 
because I know that the 66 feet, they need it for things like turning radiuses, but this is in 
the middle of the block. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  So, it's probably not, it would be much more 
problematic if it was on the edge of LaSalle Street.  So, I think -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Zoom out, Derek, to just about verify. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  It's the whole thing.  Yes, I drove there 
several times today.  So, and they've got it set up, in fact the road to the west will need to 
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be expanded at some point to make it up there also.  
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  But how are they going to do that to the west?  
There's a house there. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  No, no, I'm talking Walnut.   
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Oh, I see, okay. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes.  So, I mean, the unfortunate, it's a 
huge lot, so I've never worked this hard to get a variance in on something this size. 
  MR. GROSS:  For a few feet, yes. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes, or on something this size.  I am 
sympathetic.  The fact that you have three streets around you is -- 
  MR. GROSS:  Walnut was just re-paved and there was no effort made to 
expand it, fix it, anything. 
  MS. MULAC:  Yes, to straighten it. 
  MR. GROSS:  They just, where there was asphalt, they put asphalt, and that 
was it. 
  MS. MULAC:  And there's like a hard stop. 
  MR. GROSS:  Oh, yes.  No, no, I understand that. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  That's part of it. 
  MS. MULAC:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so, Amrou, I think you wanted to add 
something? 
  MR. SAID:  I just wanted to say is there also a compromise for the Village to 
at least commit then?  If we're willing to compromise on pulling back? 
  MR. GROSS:  I think what we're going to do is make a motion to amend our 
petition to reflect what we discussed.  Then if you just have your discussion and approve it, 
I think we're good to go. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, with that in mind, we can't bind the Village into 
that -- 
  MR. SAID:  Yes, I get that. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Don't even --  
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  It's way above our pay grade. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  We're never going to do that.  Okay, we're trying to 
get to a reasonable compromise here. 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  At least in our eyes, given that there's been 50 
years in this configuration.  We understand the needs and the funky layout here, right? 
   So, let's give Derek just a chance to comment.  Is there anything 
problematic with the theoretical compromise that's being discussed before to put on the 
table by the Petitioner? 
  MR. MACH:  No.  You mean, process-wise? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Process-wise, yes, as to process, is there 
anything? 
  MR. MACH:  I mean, if I understand correctly, the Petitioner is amenable 
and the Zoning Board is considering an exterior side yard encroachment for, if I 
understand correctly all the numbers, a five-foot variance? 
  MR. GROSS:  It’s 10 feet from the house. 
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  MR. MACH:  So, that would be five feet plus the 5.9? 
  MR. GROSS:  That would be 10 feet from the existing structure. 
  MR. MACH:  Okay, so it would be 4.1 feet plus the 5.9 which would be a 4.1-
foot variance. 
  MR. GROSS:  Oh, yes, because we do have the 5.9 there. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  How does this all shake out?  Does it shake out 
in the permit process and then Engineering gets re-involved?  You used the word we can't 
bind the Village, so if we were to approve this, what then happens to these folks when 
they're ready to get going? 
  MR. MACH:  They would complete their design review and then proceed to 
permit. 
  MR. GROSS:  The Engineering should be fine because they have their right-
of-way that they're requesting.  I think they're going to be okay.  Obviously if you drive by 
as you did, you can see that even with the de minimis side of 9.0 something that we've 
arranged, when you add in that 26 feet, it's 35 feet from the street.  I don't, you know, 
they're not going to have any issues I don't think. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  So, the math works. 
  MR. SAID:  Their issue is they just didn't want to have the house pretty much 
on the property line. 
  MR. GROSS:  Straight to this right-of-way, yes. 
  MR. SAID:  Until they redevelop all this. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  You can fit a three-car garage in this space? 
  MR. SAID:  I'll make it work. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Okay, so what is our variance request at 
this point in time? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  That's what we're going to get to now, all right? 
  MR. GROSS:  Your patience is -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Before the Petitioner modifies the variance being 
sought, are there any other general questions from the Board? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, so now if you want to modify, do so. 
  MR. GROSS:  Can we scroll back up to what we requested and then I'll see 
what I can do to modify it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And go slowly to make sure -- 
  MR. SAID:  Yes. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay.  
  MS. MULAC:  Can we negotiate landscaping assistance to take care of that 
side? 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Don't push your luck.   
  MR. GROSS:  How do we do this? 
  MR. MACH:  So, per the discussion, if I understand correctly, it would be a 
4.1-foot variance, since the house is 5.9 feet set back from the required 40-foot setback. 
  MR. GROSS:  Oh, yes, you're correct, yes. 
  MR. MACH:  And then the additional two feet for the eave. 
  MR. GROSS:  Although I think the eave is gone, we've eliminated the eave. 
  MR. SAID:  No, no, the eave, he's talking about the overhang. 
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  MR. GROSS:  Oh, sorry, got you, okay. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Just leave it there now. 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, so Petitioner is requesting a 4.1-foot variation to allow 
an exterior side setback of, we got to do the math there, but we are going to have the 40 
feet though.  Yes, we're going to have the 40 feet, I believe. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  So, 36, 35.1, 35.9? 
  MR. MACH:  It’s 35.9, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, we, okay, do you have the numbers?  Why 
don't you write the numbers on so you can read it precisely into the record? 
  MR. GROSS:  Okay, if I can, I would make a -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  I strongly suggest that when you modify your 
variation sought, that you mimic the layout of the variation that you see on the screen. 
  MR. GROSS:  Yes, that's exactly what he gave me.  Okay, Petitioner is 
proposing the following modification to their request for variance.  What we're requesting 
now is a 4.1-foot variation from Chapter 28, Section 5.2-2.3c, Required Minimum Yards, to 
allow an addition with an exterior side yard setback of 35.9 feet instead of the required 40 
feet, and an additional two feet for the eave. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  That was actually 5.1-2.3c, you said 5.2. 
  MR. GROSS:  Oh, I'm sorry, correction, Section 5.1-2.3c. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Good catch. 
  MR. GROSS:  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, at this point in time, I see two gentlemen in 
the audience. 
  AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I was just here, I'm thinking about buying a property 
down here.  I just want to see how this works. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, do you have, before you depart, and I see 
there's another gentleman sitting back there as well, do you have any comments in 
regards to this particular petition and variance sought? 
  AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I don't.  I just want to see how this Board works. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, you're good. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  No, sir, I have my own variance. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, all right.   
  AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Good luck on you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Sit down, Petitioners, and now we move to Board 
deliberation. 
   All right, Joe? 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  I think as modified, I would be in favor of this 
variance.  I did want to protect the Village's right to eventually try and get that 66-foot right-
of-way.  I think we've done that, and I think it is minimal because of where the garage is 
situated, that it's not going to be a place where they're going to be expanding a turn radius 
or something.  So, I am in favor of it as modified. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Thank you, Joe. 
   Anyone else? 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  No, we've got that, you know, again, I can't 
imagine, I can't believe we're working that hard for a site this big, but it makes sense for 
what we get and ended up. 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Agree. 
   Do we have a motion? 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Motion to approve. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And a second? 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Second. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
   Congratulations, your variance as modified has been approved. 
  MR. GROSS:  Thank you, gentlemen.  You've been very patient. 
  MS. MULAC:  Thank you so very much. 
  MR. GROSS:  She's very excited. 

(Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned 
petition was adjourned at 8:04 p.m.) 
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  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, we have another petition.  Okay, next item of 
business, ZBA Petition No. 24-032, 1308 North Arlington Heights Road.   
   Sir, sign in completely, and we're going to Staff presentation.  Identify 
yourself on the record while you're there, sir. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes.  Okay, I'm the owner of 1308 North Arlington 
Heights Road in Arlington Heights. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  What is your name, sir? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Naseer Chaudhry, last name C-h-a-u-d-h-r-y. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  First name is spelled? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  N-a-s-e-e-r. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, Staff overview. 
  MR. MACH:  Thank you, Chairman. 
   The Petitioner is proposing to increase the width of the driveway 
which exceeds what is allowed per code.  They're proposing to widen the main portion of 
the driveway to 27 feet where the maximum allowed is 22 feet.  In addition, there is a 
parking turnaround area near the home that is 44 feet in width. 
   Therefore, they're requesting a 22-foot variation from Chapter 28, 
Section 10.2-11.1 to allow a driveway that's 44 feet wide where the maximum width 
allowed is 22 feet. 
   Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, Naseer. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  So, if you see my entrance in the start, like the 15, 14, 
16, I want to make 22.  City has no objection about that.  The only thing they're concerned 
about, I have a reverse area, over there is already more than 22.  That reverse area is 
very close to the house. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  So, the width of your driveway you're 
proposing is going to be 22 feet? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes, the city allows -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  And you have a turnaround area. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes, right, right. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  And Derek, for my edification and 
clarification, 44 is the width of the turnaround in the back? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes, this is -- 
  MR. MACH:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hold on, hold on, hold on.  Don't -- 
  MR. MACH:  It's measured parallel to the street, therefore, the turnaround is 
measured -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  So, that whole turnaround is considered -- 
  MR. MACH:  Yes. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Got it, okay. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  It dominates the measurement, right. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  It absolutely does.  The rest of it would be 
fine if it were not for that turnaround area. 
   Okay, and Derek, you had said he was going to 27 feet, but I think 
Naseer just said it's 22? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  I think 22 they allow.  I think that's more, it's 22, right? 
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  MR. MACH:  No, your plan shows 27 feet for this main portion of the 
driveway. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Which portion again, Derek?  I'm on the diagram. 
  MR. MACH:  This main portion here.   
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Because the sketch I'm looking at is 
showing up 18 and a 4 being added. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  So, this is what I believe is 22. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, but, okay, keep on scrolling down. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  That one there.  That one would indicate 
more of a 22, 18 and 4, and then 17 -- 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  It’s 14 and 5, 19. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  I'm not sure what the 14 is doing there. 
  MR. MACH:  The top shows 26. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes.  Math skills are important. 
  MR. MACH:  Yes, I guess near the street it's 22.  It does appear to expand 
some but if you have the turnaround area as well, the variance is necessary as proposed. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  What's this, existing non-conforming, right, because 
he's got some, it looks like, is the orange existing non-conforming? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  It's just concrete over there. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hold on, my friend.  
  MR. MACH:  It is, yes, it is existing, a portion of it is existing non-conforming. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, you got asphalt and concrete. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes.  So, it's got concrete.  We're not going to touch that. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  What are you going to touch, just the asphalt? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Just the asphalt. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, so now go back down to his graph paper 
drawing.  There we go.  So, you're proposing, and let's just get your color key right here 
now so we have an understanding.  Orange denotes the existing asphalt, correct? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes.  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Pink on the right there denotes what? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  That's the extension. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  That would be the expansion? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And so, the orange plus pink, if you get your 
variance? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Right. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And that would be new asphalt or new concrete? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  New asphalt, but we can have it concrete, too, it doesn't 
matter. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, it doesn't matter I don't think for these 
purposes. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes.  Yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, I'm glad we cleared that up.  All right, and 
why do you, you didn't explain to us why you need the -- 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Well, when -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, hold on, let me finish my question because my 
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question will probably help you answer it.  So, explain to us why you need an expansion in 
regards to this variance.  What does it provide for you? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  When we built this house in 2004, we didn't want to 
spend too much money so we stayed with the whatever, 14, 15, 16, the old one. Now, this 
area needs repair, you know.  So, if I want to spend money, I want to have 22 entrance 
which the city allows.  Then the reverse area, I want to keep it, you know.  That's the main 
problem. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  When folks pull out of your driveway, which street 
are they on? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  We are on Arlington Heights Road, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  There you go. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Right. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  That was where I was trying to get you at here, sir. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  The main street. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Right. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Absolutely. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  The reverse area is very important. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Right. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  And how many drivers do you have at the 
house? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  My daughter lives with me, so we have like four, and she 
has two daughters that are going to school. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  How old are those daughters? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Oh, 15 and 14. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, you're going to have additional drivers soon. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Yes, right. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  The photo we have looks like there are six 
vehicles on the property.  Would that be the normal number of cars/vehicles that would 
typically be on the property? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Five, six, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Are you parking on the grass there?  Two of them 
on the picture there? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Maybe there was a party or something, but otherwise we 
stay in that area.  Concrete area has a lot of area, too, close to the house. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, have you talked to your neighbors? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  I talked to my north side neighbor and he said he has no 
objection, the one who is close, the north side one.   
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And what about your south side neighbor? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  No, I was very busy.  I've attempted to talk to him, but he 
had the sign, he didn't have any -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  He didn't tell you he opposed or he didn't have any 
opposition? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  No, no, right. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Derek, I didn't see anything in the file. 
  MR. MACH:  No.  We have not received any comments. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Have there been any accidents trying to pull out 
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of your driveway onto Arlington Heights Road? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  No. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  No. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  It's four lanes there, right?  Two on each direction? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Four lanes, yes. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  All right, anything else? 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  No, that's all I think as I understand it. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Is there any comment from the Board for the 
Petitioner? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, take a seat, Naseer. 
   Nobody else is here, everybody else has left.  All right, so there's no 
public commentary and we can go into Board deliberations. 
   Derek, so Engineering has no objection here either, right?  The 22-
foot? 
  MR. MACH:  Correct. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay.  All right, this seems pretty straightforward to 
me.  I mean, we've got no neighbor oppositions.  Pulling onto Arlington Heights Road into 
four lanes of traffic, two on each direction, it's a big parcel, big land, big lot, so it's not going 
to look disproportionate or out of proportion.  Frankly, I don't think a 22-foot wide driveway 
is -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  A 22 is allowed, it's really having the 
turnaround is the only reason he's here. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, right, and the turnaround is -- 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  That's the only reason he's here for. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  And the turnaround is so deep into his lot anyway. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Right, and to his point, I think, you know, 
it's for safety.  I can imagine trying to get people, you know, backing out on Arlington 
Heights, so I would, you know -- 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes, he's going to have two younger drivers pretty 
soon. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes, absolutely. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Within two years it sounds like with the 
granddaughters certainly.  So, I'm in support of this. 
   Does anybody else have any issues with it?  If not, do we have a 
motion? 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Motion to approve. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Second. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Drake. 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Lanaghan. 
  COMMISSIONER LANAGHAN:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. O'Connor. 
  COMMISSIONER O'CONNOR:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Mr. Portera. 
  COMMISSIONER PORTERA:  Yes. 
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  MR. MACH:  Mr. Selbka. 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Yes. 
  MR. MACH:  Chairman Siavelis. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Yes. 
   Congratulations, your variance has been granted, petition is granted. 
  MR. CHAUDHRY:  Thank you. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Okay, moving to the public comment phase of this 
meeting, our favorite phase or segment, anyone wishing to speak on a subject not on the 
agenda, you may speak at this time.  Please limit your comments to three minutes. 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  So, hearing no such request from the public, we 
can move past that. 
   Do we have any motion to adjourn? 
  COMMISSIONER DRAKE:  Motion to adjourn. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Do we have a second? 
  COMMISSIONER SELBKA:  Second. 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Voice vote, all in favor? 
   (Chorus of ayes.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Any opposed? 
   (No response.) 
  CHAIRMAN SIAVELIS:  Hearing none, the motion carries.  We are 
adjourned. 

(Whereupon, the public hearing on the above-mentioned 
petition was adjourned at 8:16 p.m.) 
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