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I. Call to Order

MEMBERS ABSENT: Carol Ammons, Chris Doenitz, Alan Kurt z (VC), Jon Schroeder

IV. Approval of Minutes

October 13, 2009
7:00 p.m.
Lyle Shields Meeting Room
Brookens Administrative Center
1776 E. Washington Street
Urbana,IL 61802

DATE:
TIME:
PLACE:

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
Champaign County Environment
& Land Use Committee

Champaign County Brookens
Administrative Center
Urbana, IL 61802

OTHER COUNTY
BOARD MEMBERS
PRESENT: Pius Weibel

MEMBERS PRESENT: Jan Anderson, Brad Jones, Ralph Langenheim, Steve Moser, Barbara
Wysocki (C)

A. August 10, 2009

OTHERS PRESENT: Eric Thorsland, Hal Barnhart, Herb Schildt, Sherry Schildt, Mike Tague, Kirk
Builta

STAFF PRESENT: John Hall, Lori Busboom, James R. Knight, Debra Busey, Susan Monte,
Susan Chavarria, Andrew Levy

The meeting was called to order at 7:01 p.m.

II. Roll Call

III. Approval of A2enda/Addendum

The roll was called and a quorum declared present.

Mr. Langenheim moved, seconded by Ms. Anderson to approve the agenda as submitted. The motion
carried by voice vote.

Ms. Anderson moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to approved the August 10, 2009 minutes.
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Mr. Langenheim noted that there were a few minor changes to the minutes, however, they were

grammatical changes that did not affect the context of the minutes.

The motion carried by voice vote.

B. September 14, 2009

Mr. Langenheim moved, seconded by Ms. Anderson to approve the September 14,2009 minutes as

submitted. The motion carried by voice vote.

V. Public Participation

Mr. Mike Tague stated that he was the attorney representing the Bateman's in Zoning Case 520-AM-05.

He noted that he would be available for questions when that agenda item was called.

Mr. Kirk Builta stated that he was the information director at the Champaign County Farm Bureau. He

distributed a letter from the Farm Bureau which addressed concerns the Board of Directors had with the

Land Resource Management Plan.

Mr. Builta said that the Farm Bureau would like to have two policies added to address drainage and the

farm to market transportation. He said that a new policy 7.4 .6 should be added to protect and ensure that

drainage continues to operate as it should. He said that a new policy 6.2.3 should be added to encourage

the maintenance and improvement of the current county road system to promote agricultural production

and marketing.

Mr. Builta said that at the September ELUC meeting, polic y 3.1 .5 was revised to provide for I plus I per

forty acres with respect to lot creation on farmland. He said that this pro vision is not the direct ion the

Farm Bureau wants the document to take . He noted that for several years the Farm Bureau has been a
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staunch supporter for a 1 per forty acre po licy and this was also the language that was proposed by the

LRMP Steering Committee.

VI. Correspondence

There was none.

VII. Chair's Report

Ms. Wysocki noted that the Novemb er ELUC meeting would be preceded by a study session, start ing at

6 p.m., to discuss the next stage of the LRMP.

VIII. Recreation and Entertainment License: Et:yptian Collectors Association, Inc. Huntint: and

Trade Shows. Location: Champait:n County Fairt:rounds, 902-1302 N. Coler, Urbana,

Illinois, October 17-18,2009.

Mr. Moser moved, seconded by Mr. Jones to approve the Recreation and Entertainment License

for the Egyption Collectors Association, Inc. Hunting and Trade Shows to be held on October 17

and 18, 2009 at the Champaign County Fairgrounds, 902-1302 North Coler, Urbana, Illinois. The

motion carried by voice vote.

IX. Zonint: Case 520-AM-05: Gene and Carolvn Bateman. Request to amend the Zonint: Map

to allow for the development of three sint:le family residential lots in the AG-l, At:riculture

Zonint: District bv addint: the Rural Residential Overlay (RROl Zonint: District. Location:

Approximately 12.04 acres of an existint: 62.20 acre parcel in the E 1/2 of the NW 1/4 of

Section 29, Newcomb Township, that is currently known as the farm field that borders the

South side of CR 2600N and the West sideof CR 200N.

3
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The motion carried by voice vote.

Mr. Langenheim said that he would like Mr. Moser to give the Committee a straightforward statement

on whether the Committee should or should not vote for this amendment.

Mr. Moser moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to defer action on Zoning Case 520-AM-05 to

November 9, 2009.

Ms. Anderson moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to recommend approval of the Draft Goals,

Objectives and Policies and the Future Land Use Map for the Land Resource Management Plan.

ELUC Approval of Draft Goals, Objectives and Policies, (Staee 2) and the Future

Land Use Map (Staee 3) for the Land Resource Manaeement Plan

A.x.

Mr. Langenheim commented that it is proper and legitimate to let a motion die for lack of a second. He

said that due to low attendance at this meeting it would not be a good idea to let the motion die. He

noted that had their been sufficient attendance, he would not have seconded the motion.

Ms. Anderson moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to reconsider amending policy 3.1.5 to reflect

the 1 lot per 40 acre provision as recommended by the LRMP Steering Committee.

Ms. Anderson stated that if the County Board is serious about protecting best prime farmland the an

effort should be made to limit the amount of development in the rural areas . She noted that Champaign

County and the surrounding counties have some of the best soils in the United States and it should be

protected.

Mr. Moser commented that if the County Board is serious about protecting farmland, they would not

approve the map amendment requested in Case 520-AM-05.
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Mr. Moser said that he polled the fanners in his district, approximately 60 to 65 percent of them are not

2 in favor of the 1 per forty provision.

3

4 Ms . Wysocki asked Mr. Moser to expand on his statement. Mr. Moser said that the farmers do not want

5 to lose the rights they currently have. He said that the land is valuable as farml and and most farmers are

6 reluctant to part with it, however, if you get in a situation where you have to sell a lot or two, you want

7 to keep that option. He said that in the case of Zoning Case 520 -AM-09, there are already three lots with

8 homes on them and the request is to allow three more. He noted that a lot of the roads in the rural areas

9 are narrow and with the addition of more mailboxes, the farmers have a tough time getting their

10 equipment from one field to another.

11

12 Mr. Moser said that he has never had a problem with one lot being sold off of a parcel, and selling lots

13 offis not going to stop.

14

15 Ms. Wysocki asked whether Mr. Moser's constituents were more concerned with convenience of

16 moving farm machinery than the preservation of farmland. Mr. Moser said that it is not a matter of

17 convenience, it is a matter of having the right to sell their land if they choose to. He said that there is no

18 difference between one home or two. He said that the County is set to approve an RRO for three 3 acre

19 tracts of land that has previously been divided into three 5 acre tracts of land.

20

21 Ms. Anderson said that the graph indicates that there could be more than two parcels divided. Mr.

22 Moser said that the reason he made the motion for 1 plus 1 per forty is to split the difference between

23 one lot and three. Three lots are currently allowed now . One lot has not been acceptable by the ZBA.

24 He said that a Zoning Ordinance rewrite can never be approved with the I per forty provision. He said

25 that for twenty years and who knows how many thousands of dollars have been spent trying to pass an

26 updated Zon ing Ordinance with no success. He said that this change may be what is needed to get

27 approval on a Zoning Ordnance rewrite.
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Ms . Wysocki noted that the diagram on page 34 indicates that the difference is never any more than one

lot.

Ms . Wyscki stated that she would entertain a motion to defer this item as well to ensure more members

could be present to vote on this item.

Mr. Jones noted that he believed Mr. Schroeder would have more comments on this issue. He said that

he agreed with Ms . Wysocki that it would be best to allow the absent members a chance to comment on

these issues before moving them on to the full County Board.

Mr. Jones moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to defer approval of the Draft Goals, Objectives and

Policies and the Future Land Use Map for the Land Resource Management Plan to November 9,

2009.

Ms. Susan Monte noted that she had prepared a handout with three proposed revisions to the Draft

Goals, Objectives and Policies. She noted that two of the proposed revisions were similar to the Farm

Bureau's proposal and the third proposed revision was a clarification of policy 5.1.9 which pertains to

joint County and municipal review of discretionary development in the 1 and Yz mile extraterritorial

jurisdiction.

Ms. Wysocki noted that the handout could be distributed to those present and mailed to those who are

absent.

The motion carried by voice vote.

B. Review of Proposed Implementation Strate2Y (Sta2e 4) of the Land Resource

Mana2ement Plan

Mr. Jones moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to defer the review of the proposed
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Implementation Strategy of the Land Resource Management Plan to November 9, 2009. The

motion carried by voice vote.

XI. County Planner Contract for FY 2010 and Completion of the LRMP

(informati on to be distributed at meeting)

Ms. Chavarria requested this item also be deferred to November 9,2009.

Mr. Jones moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to defer the County Planning Contract for FY 2010 and

completion of the LRlVIP to November 9, 2009. The motion carried by voice vote.

XII. Hiring Professional Consultants for Review ofCertain Technical Studies for Wind Farm

County Board Special Use Permits

(information to be distributed at meeting)

Mr. Moser moved, seconded by Mr Jones to defer the hiring of professional consultants for review

of certain technical studies for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits.

Mr. Weibel asked whether this should be deferred with the knowledge of a potential wind farm

application that may be affected. Mr. Hall said that he was not going to make a request at this meeting,

it was going to be an overview so action can be taken in November.

The motion carried by voice vote.

Mr. Hall said that he had been working with the Count y Administrator to send out a Request for

Qualifications for a wind farm noise consultant. He noted the deadline for initial response was today

and three firms with Illinois offices that had been previously contacted submitted proposals. He noted

he had not had a chance to review those proposals with the County Administrator.

7
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Mr. Hall said that he hoped that all three of those firms would move into the next phase which is receipt

2 of an application for a wind farm. He said at that point the consultants will have three weeks to respond

3 with a not to exceed estimate. He said that he would hope to bring those not to exceed estimates to the

4 Committee for review.

5

6 Mr. Hall said that the wind farm developer hopes to submit an application in November. If an

7 application is received by November 9t
\ 2009, the timing should work out with the public hearings

8 starting in January, 2010. He said that if the wind farm developer does not get the application in until

9 after November 9th
, then there might be some timing problems if the Committee is going to review the

10 not to exceed estimates before a consultant is designated.

11

12 Mr. Hall noted that one of the proposals received today had a not to exceed estimate that was in the

13 range that was discussed previously.

14

15 Ms. Busey said that the approach that Mr. Hall is taking with regards to selection of a consultant is very

16 professional. She said that the Committee members should understand that under the Champaign

17 County Board's purchasing policy, there is no requirement for Mr. Hall to do this, he is doing his due

18 diligence. She said that when it comes to engaging the Committee's approval of the consultant, it is

19 being done as a courtesy but does not require approval by the Committee or the County Board. She

20 noted that if the timing does not work out, Mr. Hall could make the decision based on information that

21 he receives.

22

23 Mr. Langenheim asked whether a special meeting could be held to consider hiring the consultant if a

24 scheduling problem arises. Ms. Wysocki said the possibility has been raised , however, Ms. Busey 's

25 comments suggest that the Committee does not have to be involved in the process.

26

27 Mr. Langenheim stated that with all due respect to Mr. Hall and greater respect to the structure of

28 democratic government, he said that he believed the Committee should be involved.

8
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Mr. Jones asked what was the not to exceed estimate. Mr. Hall said that between three thousand and five

2 thousand was agreed upon.

3

4 Mr. Jones asked whether avian studies or any other studies were required . Mr. Hall said that he

5 understood that the Committee was not interested in those types of studies so he did not look for

6 consultants to provide those studies. Mr. Hall said that the decommissioning costs that were previously

7 mentioned can be obtained from other counties.

8

9 XIII. Monthlv Reports

lOA. September 2009

11 (information to be distributed at meeting)

12

13 Mr. Hall noted that he would like to defer this item to November 9,2009 as well.

14

15

16

17

18 XIV. Other Business

19

20 There was none.

21

22 XV. Desi~nation of Items to be placed on County Board Consent A~enda

23

24 There was none.

25

26 XVI. Adjournment

27

28 Mr. Langenheim moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to adjourn the meeting. The motion carried by
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voice vote.

DRAFT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL DRAFT

2

3 The meeting adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

4

5 Respectfully submitted,

6

7

8

9

10 Secretary to the Environment and Land Use Committee

11

12 elucxminutes' IO-1 3·2009.min
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II Roll Call

III. Approval of Aeenda/Addendum

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 p.m.

October 27, 2009
7:00 p.m.
John Dimit Meeting Room
Brookens Administrative Center
1776 E. Washington Street
Urbana,IL 61802

DATE:
TIME:
PLACE:

Jan And erson, Brad Jones, Ralph Langenheim, Steve Moser, Barbara
Wys ocki (C), Carol Ammons, Chris Doenitz, Alan Kurtz (YC), Jon
Schroeder

Pius Weibel

John Hall, Lori Busboom, Susan Monte, Susan Chavarria, Andrew Levy

Eric Thorsland, Hal Barnhart, Gerald Henry, Steve Burd in, Mike Tague , Ben
McCall, Birgit McCall

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
Champaign County Environment
& Land Use Committee

Champaign County Brookens
Administrative Center
Urbana, IL 61802

MEMBERS PRESENT:

OTHER COUNTY
BOARD MEMBERS
PRESENT:

MEMBERS ABSENT:

OTHERS PRESENT:

STAFF PRESENT:

I. Call to Order

The roll was called and a quorum decl ared present.

Mr. Kurtz moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to approve the agenda as presented.

Ms . Wysocki asked that Item #7 be dropped from this agenda. She noted that Mr. Hall has informed her

that this item will be discussed at the October 29th meeting of the Champaign Co unty Zonin g Board of

Appeal s.
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IV. Public Participation

Ms. Wysocki thanked the Committee members for scheduling and attending the meeting this to work

through the Land Resource Management Plan. She asked whether the Committee members would be

willing to adjust the regular November meeting date should the weather be decent for farming. Mr.

Moser commented that the December meeting date may have to be adjusted as well depending upon the

weather.

Ms. Wysocki noted that the weather forecasts will be studied and meetings may be rescheduled to ensure

that the maximum number of Committee members can attend to allow progress on the LRMP and other

matters before the Committee.

Mr. Eric Thorsland stated that he was in support of the LRMP. He said that this has been a very long

process. He said that the mantra had been heard through the development of Big.Small.All and the

Comprehensive Zoning Rewrite that the County, municipalities and villages have to either grow or die .

He said that everyone grew and now they are dying. He said that he was not sure what went wrong,

except that there was not a good plan in place. He said that that way has been tried and now it is time to

put some cohesive plan in place. Mr. Thorsland noted that the LRMP is a plan that has been worked on

very hard and for a very long time. He said that the LRMP is not perfect, nor will it ever be perfect,

however, it is a framework to go by. He urged the Committee to pass the LRMP and continue to work to

get it implemented county-wide.

V. Zonine Case 520-AM-05. Gene and Carolyn Bateman. Request to amend the Zonine Map

to allow for the development of 3 sinele family residential lots in the AG-l, Aericulture

Zonine District bv addine the Rural Residential Overlay (RROl Zonine District. Location:

Approximately 12.04 acres of an existine 62.90 acre parcel in the E 1/2 of the NW 1/4 of

Section 29 of Newcomb Township that is commonly known as the farm field that borders

the south side of CR 2600N and the west side of CR 200N

2
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1

2 Mr. Schroeder moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to recommend approval of Zoning Case 520-AM-

3 05.

4

5 Mr. Kurtz asked wh ether the subject property consisting of twel ve acres are be ing currently farmed. Mr.

6 Hall stated that the land is currently being fanned .

7

8 Mr. Kurtz stated that he visited the Department of Planning & Zoning earlier in the day and discovered

9 that the soils are not classified as best prime farmland. He said that under the LRMP guidelines,

10 agriculture land is protected. He said that if these types of requests are continually approved, then the

11 farmland will continue to be cut into which goes against what the LRMP stands for. Mr. Kurt z stated

12 that he could not support this request at this point.

13

14 Mr. Moser stated that he could not support this request either. He noted that previously there have been

15 three lots sold already. He said that if this request is approved, then the end result will be fifty acres with

16 six houses and six mailboxes close to the Manlove Gas Field. He said that this request reminds him of a

17 few other subdivisions the County has approved that have had problems since they were approved. Mr.

18 Moser said that this development may be done correctl y, howe ver , with the proposed layout , it would be

19 more difficult for the land to be fanned . He noted that the number of mailboxes are also a concern when

20 farm equipment is moved from one field to another.

21

22 Mr. Schroeder said that he would vote for approval because the request does meet all of the Rural

23 Residential Overlay requirements. He noted that he concurred wit h M r. Moser's statement, however, the

24 applicant has waited for a decision wh ile an amendment to the Zoning Ordinance was adopted with

25 respect to the gas pipeline. He said that the request meets the Rural Residential Overlay and the lots

26 have been layed out to follow the County guidelines.

27

28 Mr. Schroeder noted that the LRMP has not been adopted and therefore, this request should not be

3
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1 denied based on the LRMP requirements.

2

3 Mr. Doenitz agreed with Mr. Schroeder. He said that while he may not like or agree with the request,

4 the applicant has met all of the requirements in place today so he would vote for it based on that.

5

6 Mr. Langenheim said that he would vote against the request based on its proximity to the Manlove Gas

7 Storage installation and the possibility of the location of windmills close to and in the Manlove Gas

8 Storage fields .

9

10 Ms. Anderson asked whether a reason would have to be stated for voting against this request. Mr. Hall

11 said that he was not aware of any requirement for justifying a decision in a rezoning request.

12

13 Mr. Hall said that with respect to the gas pipeline, the County has addressed those concerns during the

14 text amendment case. He said that this RRO contains other items in addition to the gas pipeline

15 location. He noted that Mr. Langenheim stated that he could not vote for this item due to the location of

16 the gas pipeline. Mr. Hall said that perhaps Mr. Langenheim was also in disagreement with the County's

17 amendment to the Zoning Ordinance with respect to pipeline separation requirements.

18

19 Mr. Langenheim noted that he was being consistent by not voting for this request from the very

20 beginning.

21

22 Mr.Kurtz said that he was trying to think more of the future when trying to make his point. He said that

23 a decision can be made to approve or disapprove of this request, however, that decision should be

24 justified. He noted that the future is changing and that's why he suggested using the LRMP

25 requirements for voting no.

26

27 The vote was:

28
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Mr. Kurtz moved to amend Item 4.1.5 to one lot per forty acres from one lot plus one lot per forty

acres. Ms. Anderson seconded the motion.

Ms . Anderson agreed with Mr. Kurtz. She said that the County Board has an obligation to protect the

farmland in Champaign County.

Ms. Ammons moved, seconded by Mr. Kurtz to recommend approval of the Draft Goals,

Objectives and Policies and the Future Land Use Map for the Land Resource Management Plan.

Mr. Moser said that he moved to adopt the one plus one per forty acres because the one lot per forty

acres has been a fly in the ointment with the Republican caucus. He said that the one lot per forty acre

proposal has gone through two Zoning Ordinance rewrites and failed due to a lack of enough votes. He

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - no

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - no

ELUC Approval of Draft Goals, Objectives and Policies (Staee 2) and the Future

Land Use Map (Staee 3)for the Land Resource Manaeement Plan

Anderson - no

Langenheim - no

Wysocki - yes

A.VI.

The motion carried.

Mr. Kurtz stated that he would like to revisit 4.1.5, which is the one plus one per forty acres. He said that

when thinking about the goals of the LRMP the initial goal is to protect best prime farmland. He said

that when looking towards the future, any opportunity to sustain agricultural land should be taken. He

said that the agricultural practices in Champaign County affect not only the local community but the

national community as well. He said that it is important to protect Champaign County's most important

aspect which is farming.
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said that he did not know whether the one plus one per forty acres is more palatable to the public.

2

3 Mr. Moser said that the one lot per forty acres is not the problem with urban development in the rural

4 districts. He said that the areas that are the most sought after are properties along a river where there are

5 trees. He said that his constituents would not support this provision because they do not want to give up

6 their rights to sell off a lot if needed or desired. He said that he did not believe that the one per forty acre

7 provision is the problem.

8

9 Mr. Moser said that there are rural subdivisions which cause more problems than one home . He said

10 that when landowners get over their heads financially, they want that right to be able to sell their land.

11 He noted that the adoption of the Rural Residential Overlay in 1999 was the first regulation on rural

12 development that was palatable to the County Board.

13

14 Mr. Moser said that he did not want to spend the money, nor waste anyone's time, to rewrite the Zoning

15 Ordinance with provisions in it that will not pass . He said that he would not sell any of his land for a

16 home site unless it is to one of his children. He noted that properties within one and one-half miles ofa

17 municipality with subdivision jurisdiction are beyond the control of the County. He said that there isn't

18 that big of a problem beyond the mile and one-half.

19

20 Mr. Moser said that he would not support the change back to one lot per forty acres. He said that the one

21 plus one per forty is an alternative that might work to get something done with the Zoning Ordinance in

22 the future.

23

24 Ms. Anderson asked whether a simple majority vote will be needed to pass the LRMP . Mr. Moser said

25 that the LRMP can be passed with a simple majority. He said that he did not know how much money

26 has been spent on the previous Zoning Ordinance rewrites. He said that a decent product has been

27 presented to the County Board who will not approve it. He said that it has been a nightmare trying to get

28 21 people to vote for something.

6

16



DRAFT SUBJECT TO APPROVAL DRAFT ELUC 10-27-09

Mr. Kurtz asked whether the County Board was obligated to have 21 vote to pass the LRMP. Ms.

2 Wysocki clarified Mr. Moser's position. She said that Mr. Moser was not looking at a simple majority

3 to pass the LRMP. She said that once the LRMP is approved, the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance

4 must be amended and the Zoning Ordinance is subject to protest and that is where the super majority

5 vote comes into play.

6

7 Mr. Doenitz agreed with Mr. Moser's statement regarding the municipalities. He said that the

8 municipalities do not care whether the soils are the best or the worse, they are going to develop it when

9 the time is right to expand to that area. He said that for all intents and purposes, development outside of

10 the mile and one-half of the municipalities has stopped. He noted that the RRO that was recommended

11 for approval this evening is the first one in the last two or three years . He said that the LRMP is going to

12 have very little impact within the County because development has been curtailed under the RRO

13 provisions. He commented that the municipalities are still the problem.

14

15 Mr. Kurtz stated that he understood that Mr. Moser has a better understanding of what goes on inside the

16 Republican caucus, however, this provision needs to have a discussion at the full County Board. He said

17 that maybe there are some changed minds. Mr. Kurtz commented that he bel ieved the next major war is

18 going to be over water and food and Champaign County needs to protect its farmland .

19

20 Mr. Kurtz noted that he rode along with a local farmer harvesting his crop this past week. He said that

21 the farmer's final words to him at the end of the day was to please protect the farmland. Mr. Kurtz said

22 that he would like to pass this provision onto the full Board and discuss it with all of the members.

23

24 Mr. Langenheim said that he was goin g to vote with Mr. Kurtz on this pro vision because it represents a

25 higher level of compl iance with what the Committee has stated as the objectives. He said that the

26 practical politics of it are really beside the point. He said that none of these objectives are going to get

27 into the Zoning Ordinance until and unless it survives a round of objections and a super majority vote .

28 He said that making smal1 adjustments in an attempt to get this past that hurdle is feckless .

7
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Mr. Moser moved, seconded by Mr. Kurtz to recommend approval of revised Policy 5.1.9.

Ms . Ammons asked with whom would the coord ination be taking place . Ms. Monte said that the Policy

recalls for two reviews of a discretion ary developm ent. Ms. Monte said that if a property is outside of

Ms . Ammons asked for more detail regarding this change. Ms. Monte said that Page 10 of the first

mem o has the Urban Land Use Goals , Objectives and Policies. She said the language of Policy 5.1.9

that was recommended by the Steering Committee is located there. She said that after discussion with

some of the municipal planners it was brought up that the language should be modified to include

coordinating the process.

Ms. Monte reminded the Committee that Item 2B has three proposals with regard to Page 22. She noted

that two of the proposals are requested by the Farm Bureau and one of them is an adjustment requested

by staff. Ms. Wysocki noted that this is revised Policy 5.1.9 which reads 'The County will encourage

any new discretionary development that is located within municipal extraterritorial jurisdiction areas and

subject to an annexation agreement but which is expected to remain in the unincorporated area to

undergo a coordinated municipal and county review process with the mun icipality considering any

discretionary development approval from the County that would otherwise be necessary without the

annexation agreement.

Jones - no

Schroeder - no

Ammons - yes

Moser - no

Doenitz - no

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - yes

Wysocki - yes

The vote was:

The motion carried.
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city limits and is subject to annexation, the review would give the residents the opportunity to voice their

2 opin ions on the change of zoning prior to annexation.

3

4 Mr. Doenitz said that he was confused about having to include the municipalities in the review process.

5 Ms. Monte said that the County would be encouraging the muni cipalities to consider a County review .

6 She said the municipalities do not have to include the County review. She said that the Count y would

7 encourage the municipalities to consider the outcome of a discretionary review with the County.

8

9 Mr. Doenitz said that this appears to be a ' feel good' thing and what the County has to say is not going

10 to make one bit of difference to a municipality.

11

12 Ms. Monte said that this item was well discussed and received extensive consideration at the Steering

13 Committee. She noted that Mr. Hall proposed the policy and felt that it is an improvement over the

14 present situation and it may give a voice to the County residents.

15

16 Ms. Anderson said that this item will encourage the County residents to become more vocal with what is

17 going on in their neighborhoods.

18

19 Mr. Schroeder noted that the City of Urbana has been a pretty good partner for encouraging review of

20 properties in the mile and one-half. He noted that the City of Champaign has been the problem. He said

21 that he believed the County should be more suggestive in what goes on in the mile and one-half and

22 perhaps this item will encourage all parties to be active in the review process.

23

24 Ms. Wysocki asked whether this provision would have included the proposed Casey's General Store

25 Map Amendment that occurred earlier this year. Mr. Hall said that proposal was a prime example of

26 how this policy should work.

27

28 The vote was:

9
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Mr. Doenitz moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to recommend approval the new Policy 7.2.3 as

amended and then renumber the subsequent Policies.

Ms. Wysocki noted that Mr. Blue does operate with a priority schedule of what needs to be repaired or

replaced and what can function for a few more years.

Ms. Ammons said that the reason she was suggesting to keep the 'as necessary' wording is because the

County has passed the amendment with respect to the wind farms and one of the Committee members

Ms. Ammons said that she was concerned that the language proposed would not be very restrictive if in

the future the repairs would be made based on fiscal constraints. She said that someone may feel that

this is a fiscally constrained time even though it may not be and there may be the need to repair roads as

necessary. Mr. Doenitz noted that in the rural areas, there are fiscal constraints every day. He noted that

most of the townships can 't repair what they currently have, let alone build new roads .

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - yes

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - yes

Wysocki - yes

The motion carried.

Ms. Monte stated that in September 2009, the Champaign County Farm Bureau sent a letter regarding

Policy 7.2.3. She said that since the October meeting she has spoken with Jeff Blue, the County

Engineer and he suggested deleting the 'as necessary' clause and inserting the text ' considering fiscal

constraints.' Ms. Monte said that the proposed policy would read 'The County will encourage the

maintenance and improvement of the existing county road system considering fiscal constraints in order

to promote agricultural production and marketing.' She said that staff would recommend this language

as it is consistent with other policies under the Transportation Objectives in 7.2.
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Mr. Doenitz moved, seconded by Mr. Moser to recommend approval of amended Objective 8.4

with respect to drainage.

proposed the funds to go into environmental improvements. She said that perhaps there will be revenue

to allow this to happen if it is made a priority.

Ms . Monte noted that the last proposed Policy is an additional policy under Natural Resource Policies,

Objective 8.4. She said that the Farm Bureau has requested the policy to read 'The County recognizes

the importance of the drainage districts in the operation and maintenance of drainage.'

Mr. Kurtz agreed that this is an important addition to the LRNIP especially after attending a seminar with

respect to drainage where he was told how drainage tiles can be rerouted to preserve nutrients that had

previously washed away.

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - yes

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - yes

Wysocki - yes

The vote was:

The motion carried.

Mr. Moser said that he did not know if the general public was aware ofjust how many miles of drainage

ditches are in districts and how important they are in making the tile systems work. Mr. Moser said that

when the ditches and tiles do not work, the land becomes a mosquito trap instead of the most productive

farmland in the world. He noted that he was glad that this provision was included and will support this

addition.
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Mr. Langenheim commented that this sounds good but it is all expressed in rather relative terms.

Mr. Doenitz said that if you want to get technical, all of the provisions are' feel good ' provisions.

Mr. Doenitz said that the bottom line is that the prime farmland that is proposed to be protected isn't

worth anything without proper drainage.

Ms. Anderson said that the 'feel good' statements do help when applying for grant money for different

projects.

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - yes

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - absent

Wysocki - yes

Mr. Weibel said that he believed this was another 'feel good' proposal because the drainage districts in

the County are our own government entity. He said that he was aware that this is an important factor,

however, the County already recognizes the need for drainage with the appointment of Drainage District

Commissioners.

The vote was:

The motion carried.

Mr. Kurtz asked how Policy 4.1 .1 would affect any proposed wind farms with respect to best prime

farmland. Mr. Kurtz said that it was his understanding that all of the wind farm projects are slated to

occur on non best prime farmland, Mr. Hall stated that all of the projects are slated for best prime

farmland. Mr. Hall stated that this Policy would not have any direct effect on wind farms.
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Mr. Kurtz asked whether the discussion was for the 2030 Future Land Use Map . Mr. Hall said that that

was correct.

Mr. Schroeder stated that he would support this motion, however, he said that he may not support it at

the County Board.

Mr. Kurtz asked whether it was possible for development that happens outside the solid pink line, and

the municipalities annex to that point, would the mile and one-half then be extended to that point. Mr.

Mr. Kurtz moved, seconded by Mr. Langenheim to recommend approval of the Draft Goals,

Objectives and Policies, as drafted and amended, of the Land Resource Management Plan.

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - yes

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - yes

Wysocki - yes

The vote was:

The motion carried.

Ms. Ammons moved, seconded by Mr. Schroeder to recommend approval of the Future Land Use

Map for the Land Resource Management Plan.

Mr. Kurtz asked for clarification on the legend of the map . He asked whether the solid pink lines were

the current mile and one-half extraterritorial jurisdiction and the dashed pink lines were for the projected

ETJ in 2030. Mr. Hall said that the dashed line is an area that is based on the area that is called the

Contiguous Urban Growth Area which is the area that can be served by sewers. He said that if all of that

develops then the dashed line represents the new mile and one-half boundary.
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1 Hall noted that a property cannot be annexed unless it is contiguous to a municipality.

2

3 Mr. Schroeder said that not onl y do St. Joseph 's and Urbana' s extraterritorial jurisdictions overlap, but

4 Savoy's and Tolono's overlap as do Champaign's and Mahomet's. He said that every time a property is

5 annexed, then the mile and one-half extends out. He noted that no one in the mile and one-half is

6 represented at the municipalities, however, the municipalities have three representatives on the County

7 Board. He noted that the smaller towns do not have the advantages that the larger municipalities

8 because they don't have the funding that the larger municipalities do. He said that once the larger

9 municipalities reach out with potable water and sanitary, then they just keep reaching farther and farther

10 out.

11

12 Mr. Kurtz asked what would happen if the map is not approved. Mr. Hall said that he hoped that there

13 was no bias against the map because the State Legislature has set up the annexation and extraterritorial

14 jurisdiction provisions.

15

16 Mr. Hall said that the map is meant to portray the results of the polici es that have just been approved. He

17 said that if the Committee does not like the map, then the policies need to be changed.

18

19 Ms. Monte said that the LRMP Act requires a map as part of the plan.

20

21 Mr. Doenitz asked whether the map was correct with respect to Thomasboro or Gifford not having a

22 mile and one-half extraterritorial jurisdiction. Ms. Monte said that that was correct. Mr. Hall said that

23 they do have protest rights with respect to map amendments, but neither village has adopted a

24 comprehensive plan.

25

26 Mr. Moser noted that he was going to vote no because the dotted line goes through the middle of his

27 house.

28
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B. Review of Proposed Implementation StrateeY (Staee 4) of the Land Resource

Manaeement Plan

Mr. Weibel noted that there was an error in the map to the west of Camp Creek where there are two

dotted lines showing the extent of Mahomet's extraterritorial jurisdiction.

Mr. Langenheim asked whether it was correct that the dotted line is a prediction and not in existence.

Ms. Wysocki stated that was correct.

Ms. Monte noted that a study session is planned prior to the regular Environment and Land Use

Committee meeting in November.

Jones - yes

Schroeder - yes

Ammons - yes

Moser - no

Doenitz - yes

Kurtz - yes

Anderson - yes

Langenheim - yes

Wysocki - yes

Ms. Monte noted that this is a two-step map. She said that there is a Land Use Management Area Map

that is the second part which reflects the graphic extent of certain policies in the Goals, Objectives and

Policies document.

Ms. Anderson noted that the map is interesting and people who have not seen it before may find it

interesting. She noted that there are numerous people who believe that development should occur in

areas that are already developed instead of contributing to urban sprawl. She said that she has never

figured out why people would want to live in areas where there are no infrastructure or trees .

The vote was:

The motion carried.
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Ms. Monte said that the Implementation Strategy identifies tasks that are needed to achieve the Goals,

2 Objectives and Policies. She said that it identifies the responsible parties for completing those tasks, the

3 potential resources for completing those tasks, potential funding sources for completing those tasks and a

4 proposed time line for completion of those tasks.

5

6 Ms. Monte pointed out that page 7 has a time line of some of the larger scale implementation tasks. She

7 said that staff has organized the action items by time frame . She noted that 25% of the Implementation

8 Action Items are already on-going. She said that some of those items are administering relevant

9 ordinances that are already consistent with the Goals , Objectives and Policies, the County's support to

10 the GIS Consortium and to the Regional Planning Commission through membership fees, support of the

11 Technical Planning Service Contract with the Regional Planning Commission, and to fund and support

12 the GIS Consortium. Ms . Monte noted that another example of the ongoing implementation action is the

13 Champaign County Department ofPlanning and Zoning.

14

15 Ms . Monte said that there are fifty-eight actions in the Immediate to Ongoing category. They comprise

16 30% of the proposed Implementation Actions. She said that some examples would be to review all of

17 the Zoning Map amendments to ensure that they conform to the relevant Goal, Objective or Policy and

18 monitoring and pursing potential funding sources to achieve the provisions of the Goals, Objectives and

19 Policies, and to provide recommendations to ELUC with respect to the minor map changes that might be

20 necessary each year as part of an annually prepared report to the County Board with regard to new trends

21 and new developments.

22

23 Ms. Monte noted the next time frame would be Near Term. She said that these actions would be

24 implemented within one to three years of the adoption of the LRi\1P. She noted that there are

25 approximately sixty-six action items in this category which is the bulk of the action items . She said that

26 some examples of these action items are to amend the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance or other

27 County ordinances to include provisions of the Goals, Objectives and Policies. She said that staff

28 expects this would take approximately a year to gear up to bring those amendments forward .

16
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Ms. Monte said that the next time frame is entitled Mid Term . She noted that these are actions to be

2 implemented within three to six years of adoption of the LRMP. She said that there are only eleven

3 action items in this time frame because they are large scale action items so the numbers are not

4 deceiving, as are the Long Term Action Items that are proposed to be implemented within six to ten

5 years of adoption of the LRMP.

6

7 Ms. Monte said that Page 7 shows the proposed the long term strategy and the proposal on how to

8 achieve all of the action items. She said that these items can be adjusted as the Committee sees fit and as

9 funding is available.

10

11 Mr. Kurtz asked whether it was correct that some of these Action Items are being implemented. Ms .

12 Monte noted that approximately 25% of them are currently being implemented.

13

14 Mr. Kurtz asked what would happen if the County Board decides something needs to be removed. Ms.

15 Monte said that this is a strategy that was set out to identify one action per policy. She said that it was

16 tied directly to the Goals, Objectives and Policies which several of them are already taking place.

17

18 Ms. Wysocki asked if this stage will be the topic of discussion at the November study session. Ms.

19 Monte said that that was correct. She said that staff was seeking suggestions, corrections and concerns at

20 this stage.

21

22 Mr. Schroeder asked whether the Regional Planning Commission or the Planning and Zoning

23 Department would be looking at developing the legislation that the County Board would be reviewing.

24 Ms. Monte said that these are County actions , not the Regional Planning Commission. She noted the

25 County has a planning contract with the Regional Plann ing Commission.

26

27 Mr. Schroeder said he was aware of the contract, however, he wondered if the Planning and Zoning

28 Department staff would be working on these items. Mr. Hall said that most of the amendments Ms.

17
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1 Monte was discussing would be done by the Regional Planning Commission staff with oversigh t review

2 done by the Planning and Zoning Department. He said that most of the new work items have to be done

3 under the County Planner Contract with the Regional Plannin g Commission.

4

5 Mr. Schroeder asked whether these Action Items would require new funding outlays from the County.

6 Mr. Hall stated that the Regional Planning Commission staff was not necessarily saying that every item

7 in every policy will be done within ten years . He said that it is easy to get confused by the time lines, but

8 staff is not saying that all of these items can be done within ten years given the current level of resources .

9 He said that if it is the County's goal to have everything implemented within the ten year time frame,

10 more money will have to be spent on planning.

11

12

13 Ms . Wysocki noted that some of the items may shift in priority due to receipt of grants or additional staff

14 persons being added if funding should become available.

15

16 Mr. Moser commented that he hoped that any ordinances passed are ones that can be enforced.

17

18 Mr. Kurtz noted that the Regional Planning Commission seems to be flush with money. He said that he

19 would like to have a chance to review these proposals before any action is taken .

20

21 Ms . Wysocki noted that the public hearings will not happen until the ELUC recommends approval of the

22 document to the County Board.

23

24 Mr. Doenitz said that this is a large amount of material to review in a short amount of time. Mr. Kurtz

25 asked whether this document has to be approved the same evening as the study session or could it be

26 continued. Ms. Chavarria stated that staff was not seeking approval of Stage 4 at this meeting, however ,

27 staff was hoping to have Stage 4 signe d off on at the November meeting. She noted the time frame

28 seems short but staff was hopin g to avoid problems that might arise with the planting season.
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Ms. Wysocki stated that given the harvesting schedule, she would consult with staff and Committee

members in setting up the November ELUC meeting.

VII. Hiring Professional Consultallts for Review ofCertain Technical Studies for Wind Farm

Count)' Board Special Use Permits

Dropped from Agenda.

VIII. Other Business

There was none .

IX. Desienation of Items to be Placed on County Board Consent Aeenda

There was none.

X. Adjournment

Mr. Kurtz moved, seconded by Ms. Ammons to adjourn the meeting. The motion carried by voice

vote.

The meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Secretary to the Environment and Land Use Committee

eluc'mi nuresxI0-27-09.min
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Proposed by Samuel Jay Smucker

RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION FOR THE CREATION OF A RENEWABLE ENERGY FUND TO
REDUCE ENERGY EXPENDITURES BY TRANSITIONING COUNTY

FACILITES TO RENEW ABLE ENERGY SOURCES.

WHEREAS. the Champaign County Board passed Ordinance 848 amending Zoning
Ordinance 634-AT-08 Part A permitting the construction of wind turbines in Champaign
County; and

WHEREAS, the presence of wind turbines in Champaign County will establish
Champaign County as a leader in renewable energy production; and

WHEREAS, Champaign County will receive increased property tax revenue as a result of
wind energy production in Champaign County; and

WHEREAS, the Champaign County Board passed resolution no. 6972 approving an
energy policy for Champaign County Facilities in which the county expresses a
"preference for the use of renewable energy sources for County facilities;" and

WHEREAS, Champaign County is currently experiencing decreased revenue and must
find innovative ways reduce expenditures, and

WHEREAS, Champaign County has received a renewable energy audit covering the
Brookens Center from the Smart Energy Design Assistance Center at the Universit y of
Illinois which estimates a substantial return on investment as a result of an investment in
renewable energy ; and

WHEREAS, the use of renewable energy sources increases independence from fuel price
fluctuations, reduces air and water pollution, and eliminates or minimizes the production
greenhouse gases from fossil fueled power plants;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Champaign Count y Board directs
the County Administrator and the County Assessor to calculate the increased property tax
revenue as a result of the presence of wind turbines in Champaign County; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the County Administrator should create a
Renewable Energy Fund Account as a sub-fund of the General Corporate Fund and place
in it 25% of the increase in property tax revenue to the General Corporate Fund due to the
presence of wind turbines in Champaign County .

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the sole purpose of funds placed in the Renewable
Energy Fund Account are to support the transition of County facilities to renewable
sources of energy.
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Proposed by Samuel Jay Smucker

Summary of Resolution:

RESOLUTION FOR THE CREATION OF A RENEWABLE ENERGY FUND TO
REDUCE ENERGY EXPENDITURES BY TRANSITIONING COUNTY

FACILITES TO RENEWABLE ENERGY SOURCES.

• The ordinance establishes a method of achieving a long-term goal of reducing the
county's energy costs by transitioning county facilities to renewable energy sources
over many years.

• This ordinance uses predicted increases in future tax revenue resulting from wind
turbine construction to fund investment in renewable energy sources for county
facilities.

• The ordinance requires the Administrator to create a base-line for determining the
amount of tax dollars derived from wind turbine property taxes .

• The resolution assumes, based on historical data, that the County receives 10% of
all property taxes and that the General Corporate fund receives an average of27%
of the County 's share of property taxes.

• The ordinance requires the administrator to place 25% of the increase to General
Corporate Fund in a Renewable Energy Fund Account. This is equivalent to 0.7%
of the total revenue increase due to turbines or about $100 per turbine per year.

• The Renewable Energy Fund will act as a savings account accumulating the
necessary down payment needed for the purchase of renewable energy sources.

• As required the Champaign County Energy Policy, the goal is to invest in cost­
efficient energ y sources so that there is a net return on investment.

• As renewable energy sources come on-line, the General Corporate Fund will
receive the return on investment in reduced energy costs.

• Over the long term, the cost savings from reduced energy bills should replace the
entire investments made through the Renewable Energy Fund. The SEDAC audit
suggests there is an opportunity for substantial return on investment.
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Renewable Energy Fund Proposal

Number of Taxable Wind Turbines (estimate)

Estimated Tax Revenue ($14,000 per turbine)

Estimated Tax Revenue to Champaign County (10% of total)

Turbine Revenue to General Corporate (27% of county's share or 2.7 % of
total)

Renewable Energy Fund (25% of Gon Corp,'s or 0.7% of total)

Increase to General Corporate

For Reference:
2009 General Corporate Revenue (All Sources)
2009 General Corporate Revenue from Property Taxes

2012 2013 2014 2015 Total

100 200 300 300

$1,400,000 $2,800,000 $4,200,000 $4,200 ,000 $12,600,000

$140,000 $280 ,000 $420,000 $420,000 $1,260,000

$37,800 $75,600 $113,400 $113,400 $340,200

$9,450 $18,900 $28,350 $28,350 $85,050

$28,350 $56,700 $85,050 $85,050 $255,150

$32,758,805
$7,467,612



STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY OF CHAMPAIGN

ENTERTAINMENT, RECREATION,
LODGING OF TRANSIENTS, AND RACEWAYS LICENSE

Gordyville LLC dba Corner Concessions

No. 2009-ENT-18
$25.00

~
~

License is hereby granted to Gordyville LLC dba Corner Concessions of 2205 County Rd
3000 N, Gifford, IL to provide Recreation/Entertainment at 2205 County Rd 3000 N, Gifford , IL in
Champaign County from November 9th 2009 to December 31 st 2009. This License expires the 1st

day of January, 2010 at 12:01am.

Witness my Hand and Seal this 10th day of November, A.D. 2009.

Chairman, Champaign County License Commission

Mark Shelden, Champaign County Clerk
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STATE OF ILLINOIS,
Champaign County
Application for:
Recreation & Entertainment License

Applications for License under County
Ordinance No. 55 Regulating Recreational &
Other Businesses within the County (for use
by businesses covered by this Ordinance other
than Massage Parlors and similar enterprises)

For Office Use Only

License No. 2QQ 9- E,£[-/~
Date(s) of Event(s) Atll/ua.L

.c..., ' ~~
Business Name: \.JL)£L2-'~ af:= I.tC -?ea-<j::ihceS"IM~

52r; '" 0Ucense Fee: ~

Filing Fee: $ 4.00
-~=-------

TOTALFEE: s2 Cjr.o
";::'::-'-:';;'---~-yJ/Io-

Checker's Signature: ~~~~~~~:!::::4~

Filing Fees: Per Year (or fraction thereof):
Per Single-day Event:
CIer1<'s Filing Fee:

$ 100.00
$ 10.00
$ 4.00

Checks Must Be Made Payable To: Mark Shelden , Champaign County Clerk

A. 1. ~J/1CerJ)C~<;
2. to

3.

4.
5.
6. ') "

7.

8.

9. Do you own the build ing or property for which thislicense is sought? -:_xss: -c-

10. If you have a lease or rent the property, state the name and address of the owner and
when the lease or rental agreemeJlt expires: _ _ ~ _

/Vrr--
11. If any licensed activity will occur outdoors attach a Site Plan (with dimensions) to this

application showing location of all buildings, outdoor areas to be used for various
purposes and parking spaces. See page 3. Item 7A!,;f

INCOMPLETE FORMS WILL NOT BE CONSIDERED FOR A LICENSE
AND WILL BE RETURNED TO APPLICANT
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Two

.
B. If this business will be conducted by a person other than the applicant, give the

following information about person employed by applicant as manager, agent or
locally responsible party of the business in the designated location:

Name: - Date of Birth: ~ _
Place of Birth: Social Security No.:__- ---
ResidenceAddress: _~ -_~ - _
Citizenship: __~ If naturalized, place and date of naturalization: _

If, during the license period, a new manager or agent is hired to conduct this business, the
applicant MUST furnish the County the above information for the new manager or agent within
ten (10) days.

Information requested in the following questions must be supplied by the applicant, if an
individual, or by all members who share in profits of a partnership, if the applicant is a
partnership.

If the applicant is a corporation, all the information required under Section 0 must be
supplied for the corporation and for each officer.

Additional forms containing the questions may be obtained from the County Clerk, if
necessary, for attachment to this application form.

c. 1. Name(s) of owner(s) or local manager(s) (include any aliases): -

Date of Birth: Place of Birth: ~ ~ _
Social Security Number: Citizenship: _~ _
If naturalized, state place and date of naturalization: -

2. Residential Addresses for the past three (3) years: _

3. Business, occupation, or employment of applicant for four (4) years preceding date of
application for this license: __~ ~ _

EACH OFFICER MUST COMPLETE SECTION D. OBTAIN ADDITIONAL FORM PAGES IF
NEEDED FROM THE COUNTY CLERKAND ATTACH TO THISAPPLICATION WHEN FILED.

D. Answer only if applicant is a Corporation:

1.

2.

Name of Corpor . n eXjlctly as ~J'lown in articles of incorporation and as registered:
o,d" vi 11-.e ae.

Date of Incorporation : ;2-/z.J/~ State wherein incorporated: h /;-~1t:'/5, 7
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Three

3. If foreign Corporation, give name and address of resident agent in Illinois:

Give first date qualified to do business in Illinois: ~ _

4. Business address of Corporation in Illinois as stated in Certificate of Incorporation:

5.

6.

Objects of Corporation, as set forth in charter:hU?bx II ju/je. Skw.F ( A4~/~£T-'";
i

. .
Names of all Officers of the Corpo~~io~ other infonnation as liste~: .
Name of Officer:, lO/tuJ(Jtq tii· ~/A:~ Trtle: ~L(?~
Date elected or appointed: J Social SeclrritYi\io.: ·
Date of Birth: .. / Place of Birth: - -

Citizenship: itfd:
If naturalized, place and date of naturalization: ~

Residential Addresses for past three (3) years: -"L-----J.:....-...~--.~------i......-...."..~o:____--

Business, oceu

this license:-f:.~~~~~-~~~~+:....=...-:..:...;4_.......:::::.:...-.:....:z....:...-~Jo....~:t:::::.=:-::--

7. A site plan (with dimensions) must accompany this application. It must show the location of all
buildings. outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and parking spaces.

jUtJ ~U/c:I'CJZ/1 a-u a- ~ k ~
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Three

3 . tf foreign Corporation. give name and address of resident agent in Illinois:

,=,,1'

4.

6.

Give first date qualified to do business in Illinois: ---------

Business address of Corporation in Illinois as stated in Certificate of lncorporation:

Objects of Corporation, as set forth in charter: _

Names of all Officer~,ofthe corporat/! and othe.r information~s listed : , '" /' .
Name of Officer: /11«« e.~;'t/~ TItle:/jI~~---;1~cw~
Date elected or ai?ppint~a : -. Socia l S7c\J(rty No.: . t/

Date of Birth: , Place of Birth: (};{;~~ P? z6.ff--'
Citizenship: t2& .'-ii.-...!!...- ~
If naturalized , place and date of naturalization: .1/4' '

Residential Addresses for past three (3) years: ~~~..,..-_-=--_~--=,....--,.,,..,,.--.- _

Business, occupation, or e ploymenl for four (4) years preceding date of application for
th is license: /l 1:-£ £- ? ?(!

7. A site plan (with dimensions) must accompany th is appl ication. It must show the location of all
buildings, outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and park ing spaces .

J / . /J Ad ('4- ~ # d S £L) & id-'£,(? " r::bt2 4 -4-£/£/~ >
/v lJ tlUi Pt:YOfO ffiC-£-, [J r
71J~~U ;/l...f;'Z./L//1/6 .

r . . ' /7tf?tfl~
(t/£ ,ur .,.f- ~ £- ,Mv' ,
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Three

3. If foreign Corporation. give name and address of resident agent in Illinois:

iJt

4.

5­

6.

Give first date qualified to do business in Illinois: _- _

Business address of Corporation in Illinois as stated in Certificate of incorporation:

Objects of Corporation, as set forth in charter: _

Names of all Officer:Jf the Carper 'on and other information as listed: . .
Name of Officer: Jj7tA/ C. 'A?c/;<'/4"6'/'f,v~ ntle: ~t?-ed;</~
Date elected or appointed: Social SeCtirity No.: ~ _
Date of Birth : _. Place of Birth:{J/{~~/ h--
Citizenship: l/5h1 . ' /-
If naturalized, place and date of naturalization: -'A./.~+~ _

Residential Addresses for past three (3) years: .-..,- _

. . Z~~~p[7&rN7

Business, occupation, or employment for four (4) years preceding date of application for

this license: efft= &%"Pij~~£~
"0/, ~t/.?-?4:: L.?~ .

7 . A site plan (with dimensions) must accompany this application. It must show the location of all
bUildings, outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and parking spaces.

/} Ad (" A.. r» L? ?is ££) ~Xi£P T ;:::::012 44£1~~ )Nt? lurptfJOIV /'f/<-<.-/T p.... a- (j f

~.4-t:~U .tl~/L//V6 .

{ . A/. 'tfltf/£..Jt I/£ ;U"( .",f J.- s- r tJ. . I
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Three

3. tf foreign Corporation. give name and address of resident agent in Illinois:

ivA:

4 .

6.

Give first date qualified to do business in Illinois: _- _

Business address of Corporation in Illinois as stated in Certificate of Incorporation;

Objects of Corporation, as set forth in charter: _

Names of all Officer the Corporation and other information as listed: . .
Name of Officer: ~/.' •~~ . Titl~......,. _
Date elected or appointed: Social $t;curity No.: __-,- _
Date of Birth : ' _ . . Place of Birth: &f?VZf.~ c$- C-
Citizenship: d &4 . .-r-
If naturalized, place and date pf naturalization: ~~";"'*..,L--------------

Residential Addresses for past three (3) years: ::-- -:::--:-__,-- _
2-757 Cd UOeJA.J

/

Business, occupation, or employment for four (4) years pr~ding date of application for
this license: divE ~c-(!?,/£~.... $'Mu77c:/6V

e;::t!?=zJ vt--? 4:- .?~ .

7. A site plan (WITh dimensions) must accompany this application. It must show the location of all
buildings, outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and parking spaces.

AI67 tflitr poo;2 j/7d,.f- 7lJ # a SELY r:-lil£tf T ;:::012- fl4£,iL/Alo' .

~~~U #~/L/A/6' .
{ . • ./JtfltJl£.J

t i/'£,v-r .+~£- r N v ' ,
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Three

3. tf foreign Corporation. give name and address of resident ag

4.

5.

6.

Give first date qualified to do busine In Illinois: _- _

Business address of Corpora ' n in Illinois as stated in certificate of Incorporation:

/7
Objects~ration. as set forth in .charter: _, _

Names of all Officers,of tho e Corpora~d othe. r informatiol1/J listed: . '
Name of Officer: Z/Ja/44-£J ;::; ~4/#~Title: f2!ttr(?{.{/uF4
Date elected or appointed; Social Seyurrty No.: . - -
Date of Birth: PJaceofBirth:@~~(~
Citizenship: ~~ 7 . ~ P'

If naturalized, place and date of naturalization: .c.;h:...;4"-- _

, J

Business, occupation. or employment for four 4) years pr~ding date of application for
this license: £:u ?-CP £ /- k6'&£.. (..£:?~ ,

7. A site plan (wfth dimensions) must accompany this application. It must show the location of all
buildings, outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and parking spaces .

N& IlUiPtIJo;2 #££-1- -n #£ asU) ~fci£tf r ;:::bIZ fl4£/L.'Nt:fl

~~du P~/L//V6.
{ , • /Jtf?tf?£.J

( 1/£"<'/1" tf- £.-£- //l/v ' . '
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3. ff foreign Corporation, give name and address of resident agent in Illinois:

fv'k

4.

5­

6.

Give first date qualified to do business in Illinois: _- ---------

Business address of Corporation in Illinois as stated in Certificate of Incorporation;

Objects of Corporation, as set forth in charter: _

Names of all Office~f the Co~r.ati.0.9.and other information as listed: . .
Name of Officer: \ 7aI'M-f5 X ~#'.-tfJ Title:J24-dll~
Date elected or atw9intep: Social Secft:lrrty No.: __-=---::~~__
Date of Birth: Place of Birth: (l&t7'J114?~ ;z= l?r:J2/z
CitiZenshiP:~U4:..=~~c__I ~~---..::::-.{/-~------~---
If naturalized, place and date of naturalization: -L.A/~:4~1 _

Residential Addresses for past three 3) years : --F--------------­
'tJ £

Business, occupation, s r employment for four (4) years prece 'ng date of application for
this license: t!JJ2#. f..;J/?C-£ C--t!.- ~/Vl3..£L-P#,%2;L

7. A site plan (with dimensions) must accompany this application. It must show the location of all
buildings, outdoor areas to be used for various purposes and parking spaces.

Nt' tfu/~tYo;2 #d-1- 'Ti ,# uS£/) ~~'£f r: ;:::bIZ {74;t'lu/:Jz1'
~

~ k-C/2U" /',.f7Z/L.//V6 .
• ' /7tf7tf'~

t t/£,ur "f t-£- r ;t/V' . '
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Recreation & Entertainment License Application
Page Four

AFFIDAVIT
(Complete when app licant is an Individual or Partnership)

Itwe swear that l/we have read the application and that all matters stated thereunder
are true and correct. are made upon my/our personal knowledge and information and are made for
the purpose of inducing the County of Champaign to issue the permit hereunder applied for.

IIW~ further swearthat I/we will not violate any of the laws of the United States of America
State of Illinois or e Ordinances of the County of Cham ign in the conduct of the

e s hereunder appr tor. ~ -,

rs of Partnership

Signature of Manager Of Agent

SUbscrir .
:~;:I~~" "">'j'H_W~

43
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STATE OF ILLINOIS,
Champaign County
Recreation & Entertainment License
Check List and Approval Sheet

FOR ElUC USE ONLY

o
o

1.

2.

Proper Application

Fee

County Clerk's Office

Date Received: /t:J-/5-0 r
}

srf.~ ~. a. C
Amount Received: {,P?-J.

Sheriff's Department

Remarks: ~_

2. Restrictions or Violations

IT!
o

1. Police Record

2. Credit Check

1. Proper Zoning

Approval:

Disapproval: Date: _

Signature: aARc »1 .Ln ZJ.xq4>::k~<~ _

Planning & Zoning Department

Approval:

.Environment & Land Use Committee

Disapproval: Date: _

o 1.

o 2.

Application Complete

Requirements Met

Approval: _____ Date: _

Signature: ~ _

Remarks and/or Conditions: _
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CHAMPAIGN CO UNTY

LRMP
LAND RESOURCE

MANAGEMENT PLAN

Date: November 17, 2009

To: Champaign County Board

From: Susan Chavarria, LRMP Project Manager

Re: Scheduling of Upcoming LRMP Public Meeting

R
ActtiOdn Information Only

eques e :

The LRMP project timeline calls for a public meeting to occur during a 30-day open review
and public comment period prior to County Board adoption of the LRMP. The public
comment period is expected to occur January 4, 2010 through February 2, 2010.

Working within limits of the proposed Champaign County Board 2010 Calendar of Meetings
schedule, the LRMP public meeting date of Tuesday, January 19, 2010 is proposed (with an
alternate weather date of Tuesday, January 26, 2010). Time and location are yet to be
determined.

LRMP TIMELINE

STAGE 5 County Review & Approval
1) Public Review of LRMP (30 days)
2) Public Meeting (Jan 19 or alternate: Jan 26)
3) ELUC review of public comments
4) Revise LRMP as may be directed by ELUC
5) ELUC approval (March or April)
6) County Board approval

(April if late planting season, or June, if not.)

Timeline Key:

In progress
Primary Planting Time

2010 I
F I M I A J MI J

• •

ELUC approval
County Board review •

Public Meeting

Please contact CCRPC staff at your earliest convenience with any questions or concerns.
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CHAMPAIGN COUNTY

REGIONAL PLANNING
COMMISSION

Date: November 16, 2009

To: Environment and Land Use Committee

From: Susan Monte, Champaign County Recycling Coordinator

Re: Collection of Electronics Waste in Champaign County

Action Information Only
Requested:

Recent Illinois Legislation
Public Act 95-0959 (cited as the "Electronics Products Recycling and Reuse Act") became
the law in Illinois in September 2008. The Act establishes a statewide system for recycling
and/or reusing computers, monitors, televisions, and printers discarded from residences by
requiring electronic manufacturers and retailers to participate in the management of
discarded and unwanted electronic products.

At no charge to consumers, this law authorizes the use of a combination of incentives and
mandates to reduce the ever-increasing amount of electronic waste (e.g, televisions,
printers, computer monitors, computers, laptops, and printers) and their toxic substances,
such as lead, cadmium, copper, flame retardants, and phosphorus, from being disposed in
Illinois landfills.

This law also gives manufacturers flexibility in the strategies they use to meet their goals,
such as partnering with retailers and local governments to sponsor collections.
Manufacturers, recyclers, refurbishers, processors and collectors must register annually
with the Illinois EPA.

Highlights of this law are:

• As of Jan 1, 2010, a collector, recycler, processor, or manufacturer may not charge a fee
from residents for collection of electronics waste.

• As of Jan 1,2012, all televisions, computer monitors, desktop and notebook computers
and printers will be banned from landfills in the State of Illinois.

More information about the Electronics Products Recycling and Reuse Act is available
online at http://www.epa.state.il.us/land/electronic-waste-recycling/index.html.

Local Government Collection of Electronics Waste
In previous years, County and local municipalities have collaborated to sponsor annual
electronics collection events for area residents.

Local government recycling representatives are presently exploring a plan to partner with
The News Gazette to provide a quarterly collection of electronics waste to area residents
beginning in 2010 at The News Gazette facility on Apollo Drive in north Champaign. The
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Collection of Electronics Waste in Champaign County
Page 2

News Gazette would provide an indoor facility for collection and storage of electronics
waste and would absorb most of the cost of advertising for the quarterly collections. Local
government recycling representatives would jointly organize the collections and solicit
volunteer labor for the collections.

At present, the County Recycling Coordinator is preparing a Request for Qualifications to
send out to IEPA registered collectors, recyclers, or refurbishers in order collect information
about companies eligible to be selected for the recycling or reuse of electronics waste
expected to be collected at these quarterly collections. No increased funding from the
County to sponsor the quarterly electronics waste collections is expected to be available.
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CH AM PAIGN C OUNT Y

REGIONAL PLANNING
COMMISSION

To: ELUC Members
From: Susan Chavarria, CCRPC Regional Planning Manager
Date: November 2, 2009
Re: County Planning Contract
Requested Action: Approve FY 10 County Planning Contract

In the next fiscal year, the County Planning contract will change focus from the
LRMP planning process toward LRMP implementation, using the LRMP
Implementation Strategy as a guide. Other work elements include recycling
events coordination, miscellaneous requests for planning and research services ,
and a county facilities sustainability initiative.

In previous years , the county planning contract has been limited to working with
only one CCRPC Planner, Susan Monte. Starting with FY 10, the knowledge and
capabilities of all RPC planners will be available to work toward the county
contract. This change will be less complicated for both the county and CCRPC
from a budget perspective, and will allow the county to take advantage of a
more diverse knowledge base in the work that it requests.

This change will occur administratively by making Susan Monte a full employee
of CCRPC; in previous years, CCRPC paid for her indirect/overhead costs while
the County paid for her salary and fringe benefits. For this coming fiscal year,
the change will result in approximately 100 fewer hours of labor available to the
county because the contract will not increase for FY 1O. There is money from the
LRMP FY09 that will roll over, however, to complete the LRMP process in FY 1O.
This roll over funding combined with the FY 10 contract will result in approximately
2250 hours of staff time available to the county contract.

CCRPC staff requests that ELUC approve the proposed FY 10 work plan for the
county contract.



County Planning Contract for FYl 0
December 1, 2009 through November 30, 20 10

CHAMPM GN COUNTY

REGIONAL
PLANNING
COMMISSION

County Plannin g Contrad Total for FYl 0 :
Rollover for l RMP pro cess fina lization from FY09:
Total Available for FYl 0 :

$76,169
$22.457
$98.626

Proposed Tasks for FYla Hours Cost
LRMP process finalization 393 $17 ,572

This task includ es finishing the six-month approval process that must occur after getting sign-off from EW C on
the four stages. It wi ll include a public hear ing and report finalization.

LRMP Implementation 703.5 $31 ,2 14
Wo rking with ELUC and county staff, priority imp lementatio n tasks will be identified that RPC pla nners can
implement given time and resources.

Miscellaneous County Requests 150 $6, 656
Cou nty committees or staff may have tasks that come up that RPC planners can research or implement.

Recyding Events Coordination 150 $6,656
County recycling initiatives have been spearheaded through the Cou nty contract fo r the last coup le of years;
what was an annual event is moving toward a year-round facility that RPC staff continues to work on.

County Sustainability Initiative 200 $7,888
County staffs have expressed interest in maki ng our facilities more sustainabl e. CCRPC' s sustainability
coordinator and can help the Co unty determine what it wants to do and help them achieve their goal s.

Planning Intern 300 $6,000
A planning intern can help provide lower cost research and writing assistance to different in itiatives. An intern
would be supervised by RPC plan ners but could do work fo r other county staff under this work plan .

Fringe & Indirect 352 .5 $15,640
This includes fringe benefit s and overhead expenses that are calculated for all RPC employees .

Non-staff expenses $7,000

TOTAL 2,249 $98,626

Under the proposed work plan, the cou nty would not be limited to working with o ne planner; rather, it will

have the va ried experience of several RPC planners to complete tasks . Typica lly, the County Contract would

cover 1950 hours of one plann er' s tim e. Fo r FY 10 , exclusive of the rollover work for LRMP, the work plan

proposes providing approximately 18 5 0 ho urs in planning serv ices for the County. The reduction in hours is

due to the fa ct tha t RPC will now pa y for both fr inge an d indirect (overhead) expe nses for the county contract

em p loyees, where as the County assu med the fringe benefits in p revio us years.

The work plan anticipates that if fewer hours are needed than anticipated fo r Miscellaneous County Requests

and Recycli ng Events Coordination, those excess ho urs would go toward LRMP Implementation . If the

estimated rollover funds fr om FY09 are less than indicated, Serv ices and Capita l Outlay expenses will be

reduced to cover staff costs .

SMC 10·22 ·09
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Champ:lign
County

DcP;1I1IllCIll or

Brookens
Administrative Center

1776 E. Washington Street
Urbana. Illinois 61802

(217l3~4-37U8

FAX (217132 8·2426

To : Environment and Land Use Committee
From: John Hall, Zoning Administrator
Date: November 4,2009

RE: Hiring Professional Consultants for Review of Certain Technical
Studies for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits

REQUEST
Authorization to hire professional consultants to review certain technical
submittals required for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits.

STATUS
The Zoning Board of Appeals voted to support the Zoning Administrator's
request for a wind farm noise consultant. See the attached letter.

LETTER FROM ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

The Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) discussed this topic at their meeting on October 29,2009. The ZBA
reviewed the attached memo that was handed out at the meeting and, after deciding to support the request,
approved the letter to ELUC that is included as Attachment B.

STATUTORY TIME LIMIT ON COUNTY BOARD APPROVAL OF A WIND FARM

State law requires that a County Board make a decision on a wind farm approval within 30 days after the
end of the public hearing at the ZBA. This means that with or without a noise consultant, ELUC will
have no choice but to immediately forward a wind farm case to the County Board and that the County
Board will have no choice but to make a decision within the mandated 30 day time limit. One way to
minimize any problems with this time limit on County Board consideration is to ensure a qualified and
objective review of the wind farm noise study.

ALTERNATIVES

ELUC has the following alternatives:

Alternative A: Authorize the Zoning Administrator's request to hire a wind/arm noise
consultant.

In this alternative, some portion of the special wind farm application fees that were included in the
wind farm amendment will be used to hire a qualified noise consultant to review the wind farm
noise study and provide a written report to the ZBA. This alternative should provide the following
benefits :

1. A qualified and objective review will verify the wind farm developer's noise study.
Under this approach a qualified and objective review of the wind farm noise study will be
available for the ZBA's use during the wind farm public hearing. The consultant's study
should substantiate the wind farm developer's assertion regarding noise compliance and
thereby hopefully address most noise concerns of neighbors.
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2. A shorter and less contentious public hearing at the ZBA. If the consultant's report is
provided early in the hearing it should reduce the amount of testim ony by neighbors
thereb y ensuring a shorter public hearing . Ensuring objectivity should also make the
public hearing less contentious. The ZBA will have a qualifi ed, objective evaluati on of the
wind farm developer 's noise study and will be able to make a final determination more
quickly. The wind farm case should be forwarded to ELUC quicker than without the
consultant's report.

3. Eliminates noise as an issue at the County Board. Because state law requires that a
County Board make a decision on a wind farm approval within 30 days after the end of the
public hearing, there is only a very limited time for public participation and Board
discussion of the issues. Simply eliminating noise as an issue will reduce the amount of
time required for public participation and provide more time for Board discussion of all of
the considerations.

Alt. B: Deny the Zoning Administrator's request to hire a wind/arm noise consultant.

The County is not required to hire a qualified consultant to review the wind farm noise study. If
ELUC denies the Zoning Administrator's request then there will be no objecti ve, qualified review
of the wind farm noise study available for the ZBA during the publi c hearing. Because state law
requires that a County Board make a decision on a wind farm approval within 30 days after the
end of the public hearing, ELUC will have no option but to forward the case immediately to the
County Board and the County Board will have no choice but to make a decision. This alternati ve
should provide the following benefit:

1. A few thousand dollars in fees will be retained for other County purposes. Under this
approach, none of the wind farm special use permit application fee will be used to pay for a
noise consultant. The County's general corporate fund will retain the amount of the
consultant's fee (anticipated to be approximately $3,000 to $5,000) that can be spent on
other needs .

ATTACHMENT

A Memo to ZBA dated October 29,2009, with Attachments
B Letter to ELUC from ZBA dated October 29, 2009

2

54



This memo is only intended to make the ZBA aware of that request in case the
ZBA would like to advise ELUC of it's preference in this matter. ELUC may
make a decision at their November 9,2009, meeting and any input from the
ZBA should be sent to that meeting .

FOR INFORMATION
The Zoning Administrator is currently seeking ELUC's approval to hire a
professional consultant to review the noise submittal for the anticipated wind
farm application.

Ch;'li1p:lign
County

Dcparunent of

Brookens
Admlnistrative Center

1776 E. Washington Stree1

Urb ana. Illinois 6 1::;02

(217) 38-1.-3708
FAX 12171 320-2-126

To:

From :

Date :

RE:

Zoning Board of Appeals
John Hall, Zoning Administrator
October 29, 2009
Zoning Administrator's request to ELUC for hiring a Professional
Consultant for review of wind farm noise studies

BACKGROUND

The first wind farm application is anticipated in November and several technical
submittals are required as part of the application requirements. Many of the
submittals can be reviewed by planning staff as part of the normal case review
process and the County Engineer will review all submittals related to public street
modifications and improvements. However, there is no County staff qualified to
review the noise submittal or the site risk assessment study regarding bird and bat
mortality.

As the Board may recall , part of the justification for special fees for wind farm
special use permit applications was to pay for these special reviews. That
justification was reviewed in item 12.B. of the Approved Finding of Fact that was
included with the April 13,2009, ELUC Agenda. A special minimum application
fee of $20,000 is required for wind farm applications for just this reason.

In the role of consultant to the ZBA as established by subparagraph 9.1.7 D. 3. of
the Zoning Ordinance, I have sought authorization by ELUC to hire the necessary
consultants. See Attachment A. Based on the response ofELUC, I have focused
only on hiring a noise consultant.

My request to hire a consultant is not simply due diligence and I do strongly
recommend it as the proper course of action. And, even though I could hire a
consultant with no specific approval from ELUC. I am not inclined to do so.

This topic has been on the ELUC agenda since June but ELUC has been
noncommital to date. If the ZBA feels strongly either for or against the hiring of a
professional noise consultant, the ZBA should probably send a letter to ELUC
advising them of that position. ELUC may make a decision at their November 9,
2009, meeting and any input from the ZBA should be sent to that meeting.

J
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NO STATUTORY OBLIGATION FOR COUNTY TO PROVIDE A QUALIFIED
REVIEW

The Board is not obligated to hire consultants for the review of these submittals. Based on
conversations with other county Zoning Administrators, it is quite unusual for other Illinois
counties to hire consultants to review wind farm submittals.

However, the ZBA should expect wind farm neighbors to be skeptical of the assertions of wind
farm developers and the best way to reconcile those conflicting views is for the County to hire a
qualified professional consultant who can evaluate the wind farm submittals on behalf of the
ZBA and County Board.

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS FOR QUALIFIED CONSULTANTS

As requested by ELUC , I have attempted to provide accurate information regarding how much
these services might cost. To that end I have identified three consultants with offices in the State
of Illinois who are experienced in preparing or reviewing wind farm noise studies and who are
willing to provide those services to the County . And, with the County Administrator's help, a
Request for Qualifications for a noise consultant was prepared and advertised.

The three firms submitted valid proposals and are ready to submit "not to exceed estimates"
when they are provided with a copy of a wind farm noise study. See Attachment B.

Z.B.A. SHOULD WEIGH IN IF STRONG FEELINGS EITHER WAY

At this time it is not clear that ELUC will authorize the hiring ofa noise consultant. If the ZBA
feels strongly either for or against the hiring of a professional noise consultant, the ZBA should
probabl y send a letter to ELUC advising them of that position.

If the ZBA has no strong feelings either way there is no reason to send any communication.
There is no need for the ZBA to get involved simply to support the Zoning Administrator's
request. However, in this event, it would still be useful for ELUC to know that you were
advised of the situation and chose not to provide any comments and I will let them know.

ATTACHMENTS

A Memo to ELUC dated June 4, 2009
B Memo to ELUC dated October 13,2009

2
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To: Environment and Land Use Committee
John Hall, Zoning Administrator
June 4, 2009
Hiring Professional Consultants for Review of Certain Technical
Studies for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits

From:
Date:

RE:

REQUEST
Committee direction is sought regarding whether or not to hire professional
consultants to review certain technical submittals required for Wind Farm County
Board Special Use Permits.

BACKGROLND

Ch.-lill l' :li.:;n
1.\ .tl lIl )'

Deparnnem of

Brookens
Admlnlsrruuve Center

1776 E. \Vnshil~gl~.n Slr~~~ The first wind farm applicat ion is anticipated in August or September and several technical
Urban a. IIIIIIOIS ()1 ~tL brni I . d f h I" . R ' f h brni Isu rrutta s are require as part 0 t e app icanon requirements. evrew 0 t ose su rmtta s

(217) 3:)4-3708 will be the first step of the public hearing process and the quicker that compliance can be
FAX t217132l)-2.J.26 confirmed the shorter the public hearing will be. Many of the submittals can be reviewed by

planning staff as part of the normal case review process and the County Engineer will review
all submittals related to public street modifications and improvements. However, the
following three submittals will require specialized professional knowledge to review and
cannot be evaluated by planning staff:
• A noise study proving compliance with the Illinois Pollution Control Board noise

standards (par. 6.1.4 I.). The noise stud} in particular is likely to be of great interest
to adjacent non-participating landowners because it identifies the expected noise
levels of the wind farm. Neighbors may not be willing to trust the assertions of the
developer and may expect the County to take the necessary steps to verify
compliance.

• A site risk assessment study regarding bird and bat mortality including if necessary a
site specific one year bird and bat use survey (par. 6.1.4 L.).

• An independent engineer's estimate of decommissioning costs (par. 6.1.1 A. 5.(exist.
6.6.1 C. 5.». This estimate is of particular importance to both the County and to
participating landowners because it will be the basis of a realistic value of the letter of
credit and eventually the escrow account to provide for decommissioning.

Recall that a special minimum application fee of $20,000 is required for wind farm
applications . Part of the justification of that fee was to cover the costs of these reviews. That
justification was reviewed in item 12.8. of the Approved Finding of Fact that was included
with the April 13,2009, ELUC Agenda (see attached).

The Board is not obligated to hire consultants for the review of these submittals. Based on
conversations with other county Zoning Administrators. it is quite unusual for other Illinois
counties to hire consultants to re.... iew wind farm subm inals. However, the Board should
expect wind farm neighbors to be skeptical of the assert ions of wind farm developers and the
only way to reconcile those conflicting views will be to hire qualified professional consultants
who can evaluate the wind farm submittals on behalf of the County Board.

There is at least one central Illinois engineering consultant who provides all of these services.
If the Committee authorizes the hiring ofconsultants staff will begin searching for others.

A budget amendment will be necessary to authorize the expenditure but that amendment will
not even be submitted until a wind farm application has been received . Considering that the
minimum wind farm application is $20.000. the budget amendment sho uld be revenue nuetral.

ATTACHMENT
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ITEM 11.1.(5)CONTINUED
(d) General achievement of the first agricultural land use goal (see Item 8.A.), second

industrial land use goal (see Item 8.C.), and the fourth general land use goal (see
Item 9.A.(3».

12. Regarding fees proposed to becharged for Wind Fann County Board Special Use Permit applications:
A. Regarding comparison of the proposed fees with other jurisdiction's with wind farm

requirements:
(I) Fees from five other Illinois counties were compared. The range in fees varies widely for

both the special use permit approval and the zoning permit approval. Total fees per tower
ranged from 52,183 per tower to 58,500 per tower. Averages were determined for these
five counties by using all the counties and by disregarding the maximum and minimum
fees. See Attachment A to the Supplemental Memorandum for Case 634-AT-08 dated
March 12,2009, for specific data.

(2) The proposed fees compare to the averages as follows:
(a) The County Board Special Use Permit is 70% of the overall average and 73% of

the middle three.

(b) The Zoning Use Permit fee is 100% of the overall average and 108% of the
middle three.

(c) The total per turbine fee is 97% of the overall average and 104% of the middle
three.

B. Regarding the County Board Special Use Permit:
(1) The proposed County Board Special Use Pennit fee has to be adequate to cover the costs

of the various consultants that will be necessary to adequately review the application
submittals, as follows:
(a) A legal consultant to prepare the Roadway Upgrade and Maintenance agreement

required by paragraph 6.1.4.F.

(b) A noise consultant to evaluate noise impacts and submittals required by paragraph
6.1.4.1.

(c) An environmental consultant to evaluate the wildlife impacts and submittals
required by p818&f8ph 6.1.4.L.

(d) A consulting engineer to review the costs of the reclamation agreement
(decommissioning plan) required by paragraph 6. J.4.Q.

(2) The proposed Councy Board Special Use Pennit fee has to be adequate to cover the staff
time required to staff the public hearing and review the application as follows:
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To: Environment and Land Use Committee
From: John Hall, Zoning Administrator
Date : October 13, 2009

RE: Hiring Professional Consultants for Review of Certain Technical
Studies for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits

REQUEST
Authorization to hire professional consultants to review certain technical
submittals required for Wind Farm County Board Special Use Permits .

Brookens
Admlnistrutive Center

J776 E, Wash ington Street
Urbana, Illinois 6 1002

STATUS
A Request For Qualifications for a wind farm noise consultant has been
advertised since the last meeting and proposals were received this morning from
the same three firms (with Illinois offices) who were previously interested.

Those proposals have not yet been reviewed with the County Administrator but it
is hoped that all three consultants will be selected to provide Not-To-Exceed
Estimates once a wind farm application is received.

Working through the timeline of the appointment of a Designated Consultant
without slowing down the wind farm public hearing will be a challenge. By the
regularly scheduled November ELUC meeting it will be clear whether or not a
special ELUC meeting may be necessary to allow Committee review of Not-To­
Exceed Estimates prior to appointing the Designated Consultant.

BACKGROUND

The first wind farm application is now anticipated at the end of October or early
November with a public hearing likely to open in January and occupy the four ZBA
meetings in January and February .

As previously reviewed, the submittal for a noise study proving compliance with the
Illinois Pollution Control Board noise standards (par. 6.1.4 I.) requires specialized
professional knowledge to review and cannot be evaluated by County staff.

In previous discussions the Committee was gravely concerned about the cost of such
services. It was finally determined, based upon advice of the County Administrator,
that the simplest and safest approach for securing reliable cost information was to
advertise a Request For Qualifications.

REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS FOR WIND FARM NOISE
CONSULTANT

A Request For Qualifications for a consultant to evaluate the materials related to wind
farm noise conformance was prepared with the advice of the County Administrator
and placed for advertisement recently. Today was the closing date of that
advertisement and three proposals were received from firms who have offices in the
State of Illinois.

I have not yet had a chance to review the proposals with the County Administrator .
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As explained in the RFQ, the next steps in the process are as follows:

I. Up to four qualified consultants will be selected and will be notified by telephone by October 23,
2009.

2. Upon receipt of the wind farm application (expected sometime in November), the selected
consultants will be provided copies of the relevant noise related application materials and asked to
provide Not-to-Exceed Cost Estimates for review of the wind farm.

3. Not-to-exceed cost estimates must be provided to the Director of Planning and Zoning no later
than two weeks after receipt of the application materials.

4. The County shall designate a Consultant no later than one week after the first regularly scheduled
ELUC meeting after receipt of the Not-to-Exceed Estimates .

5. The Designated Consultant shall provide a Written Report within three weeks after designation.

6. The Consultant will probably be required to appear at least one ZBA meeting for the wind farm.

ANTICIPATED TIMEFRAME

A Department Calendar is attached for reference. The wind farm developer expects to submit the
application sometime in November. If the application is received by November 9,2009, the Not-to­
Exceed Estimates should be available for review at the regularly scheduled December 14,2009, meeting.
Further, the Consultant's Written Report should be available by at least the ZBA's second meeting on the
wind farm in the second half of January 2010.

However, if the application is received after November 9,2009, the Not-to-Exceed Estimates will
probably not be received until after the regularly scheduled ELUC meeting on December 14,2009. And,
ifELUC review of the Estimates does not occur until the regularly scheduled January 2010 meeting the
Consultants Written Report will not be received until the wind farm public hearing is in the last planned
meeting in the second half of February 2010.

A special meeting by ELUC to review the Not-to-Exceed Estimates earlier in the process (sometime in
December 2009 after the regularly scheduled meeting) could result in more
timely distribution of the Consultant's Written Report. The benefit ofa special ELUC meeting will be

more clear at the November 9,2009, ELUC meeting.

ATTACHMENT

2
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Champaign County
Zoning Board of Appeals

Brookens Administrati ve Center •
c/o Department of Plann ing and Zoning
W W \\ .co.cham paign.il.us

i'on ingdept(&co.champaign .il.us

1776 East Washington Street
(2 17) 384-3 708

• Urbana 1L 61802
fax: (217) 891-4021

October 29, 2009

Champaign County Board Environment and Land Use Committee
Brookens Administrative Center
1776 East Washington Street
Urbana IL 61802

RE: Zoning Administrator's request to hire a wind farm noise consultant

Dear Environment and Land Use Committee:

The Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) discussed this topic at our meeting on
October 29,2009. The ZBA strongly supports the Zoning Administrator's request to hire a
qualified wind farm noise consultant to review the wind farm noise submittals in order to verify
compliance with the Zoning Ordinance requirements.

We know that only a couple of other Illinois counties hire consultants to review wind farm
submittals. However, the Zoning Administrator assures us that no County staff is qualified to
review a wind farm noise submittal and the only way to provide an objective and qualified
evaluation of a noise submittal for evidence in the public hearing is for the County to hire a
consultant. Qualified professional review on behalf of the County is also the best way to
objectively address any concerns that wind farm neighbors may have about noise.

We are aware that this is a difficult financial time for the County. However, special use permit
application fees were included with the wind farm text amendment specifically to provide for these
reviews. It appears that the cost for a wind farm noise consultant may be no more than 25% of the
minimum $20,000 wind farm special use permit fee. The ZBA strongly believes that the special use
permit fees should be used for the purpose of providing the necessary professional reviews. Other
consultants may also be required but at this time our primary concern is a noise consultant.

Special (and much greater) fees were also established for the zoning use permits for wind farm
towers . The wind farm tower zoning use permit fees (received at the time of construction) are
$4500 per tower and will greatly exceed the value of the special use permit fees.

We respectfully request that you authorize the Zoning Administrator's request to hire a wind farm
noise consultant and we encourage the Zoning Administrator to keep you informed in that selection.

Doug Bluhm
Chair, Champaign County Zoning Board of Appeals
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XVII. Other Business 

 
A. R&E License:  Prairie Fruits Farm, LLC, 4410 N. Lincoln,  

Champaign.   Dinner on the farm with live music. 
   December 12, 2009. (information to be distributed at meeting) 
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