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 7 
MINUTES – SUBJECT TO REVIEW AND APPROVAL 8 
DATE: Thursday, December 5, 2013 9 
TIME: 6:00 p.m. 10 
PLACE: Lyle Shields Meeting Room 11 

Brookens Administrative Center  12 
1776 E Washington, Urbana, IL 61802 13 

 14 
Committee Members 15 

Present Absent 
Ralph Langenheim (Chair) 
Aaron Esry (Vice Chair) 
Astrid Berkson 
Stan Harper 

Alan Kurtz 
Pattsi Petrie 
Jon Schroeder 

 16 
County Staff: Deb Busey (County Administrator), John Hall (Director of Planning & Zoning), Beth Brunk 17 

(Recording Secretary)  18 
 19 
Others Present: John Jay (Champaign Co Board), Scott Tess (Urbana Public Works), Susan Monte (Regional 20 

Planning Commission) 21 

MINUTES 22 
I. Call to Order 23 

Committee Chair Langenheim called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  24 
25 

II. Roll Call26 
A verbal roll call was taken and a quorum was declared present.27 

28 
III. Approval of Minutes29 

A. ELUC Committee meeting – November 7, 2013 30 
31 

MOTION by Mr. Harper to approve the minutes of the November 7, 2013 meeting as distributed; 32 
seconded by Mr. Esry.  Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.   33 

34 
IV. Approval of Agenda35 

36 
MOTION by Mr. Esry to approve the agenda as distributed; seconded by Mr. Schroeder.  Upon vote, the 37 
MOTION CARRIED unanimously.    38 

39 
V. Public Participation 40 

None 41 
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1 
VI. Communications2 

None  3 
4 

Ms. Berkson entered the meeting. 5 
6 

VII. Sustainable Water Management Plan Presentation7 
Scott Tess from Urbana Public Works presented Urbana’s Sustainable Water Management Plan.  The8 
PowerPoint presentation is available for viewing on the County’s website at9 
http://www.co.champaign.il.us/countybd/ELUC/2013/131205presentation.pdf.10 

11 
From a regional perspective, Ms. Petrie asked Mr. Tess what aspects of Urbana’s Sustainable Water 12 
Management Plan would be pertinent to the County.  Mr. Tess responded that some possibilities may be 13 
regional management of the Mahomet aquifer, adoption of model water policies through a self-14 
assessment of water conservation opportunities in County facilities and irrigation control on new 15 
construction.  Ms. Petrie inquired about gray water usage.  Mr. Tess replied that gray water use is not in 16 
Urbana’s plan because it is controlled by the State Plumbing Code.  Ms. Petrie asked Susan Monte if 17 
Urbana’s Water Management Plan could have any carryover for the County’s Land Resource 18 
Management Plan (LRMP).  Ms. Monte replied that there currently no water conservation measures in 19 
the LRMP.        20 

21 
Mr. Schroeder wanted clarification on the definition of recreational waters.  Mr. Tess explained that the 22 
main bodies of water in Urbana are Crystal Lake and the Boneyard Creek.  Recreational use includes 23 
boating, fishing, bird-watching and observing the body of water.  Urbana is working on a recreational 24 
waters definition to differentiate between water retention areas and other man-made water features. 25 
Mr. Schroeder had concerns with the “Citizen Scientist” concept in that volunteers may forward their 26 
own agenda and how this data will be used.  Mr. Tess cited Illinois River Watch that has several tiers of 27 
quality control related to the amount of training the citizens receive.  Additionally, if many citizens are 28 
involved in this process, more data points will be generated which will expose any outlier numbers. 29 

30 
VIII. For Information Only31 

A. Public Review Period Now Open for Active Choices (Champaign County Greenways & Trails) Plan 32 
33 

B. Public Hearing and Public Comment Period for Proposed Illinois Department of Natural Resources 34 
Administrative Guidelines for Hydraulic Fracturing (“fracking”) 35 

36 
IX. Items to be Approved by ELUC for Recommendation to the County Board37 

38 
A. Case 763-AM-13 – Recommendation to Approve a Zoning Map Amendment for David Anderson to 39 

change the zoning district from B-1 Rural Trade Center to AG-2 Agriculture on one acre – house and 40 
building located at 2270 CR 1300N, St. Joseph41 

42 
MOTION by Mr. Schroeder to recommend for approval a map amendment to change the zoning district 43 
from B-1 Rural Trade Center to AG-2 Agriculture for David Anderson’s property located at 2270 CR 1300N, 44 
St. Joseph; seconded by Mr. Esry.  45 

46 
Mr. Esry commented that he was familiar with this property and thought it added value to tear 47 
down the older house and build a new one.  Mr. Schroeder noted that the zoning change would 48 
lower the density from business to agriculture and supported this resolution. 49 

50 
 Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.  51 

52 
53 
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X. Item to be Approved by ELUC for Referral to ZBA 1 
A. Direction given to Zoning Administrator regarding a proposed text amendment to the 2 

Zoning Ordinance to implement Land Resource Management Plan (LRMP) Policy 8.6.4 3 
implementing Illinois Department of Natural Resources recommended management 4 
practices for discretionary development sites that contain endangered or threatened 5 
species. 6 

7 
MOTION by Ms. Petrie to recommend approval of a text amendment to the Zoning Ordinance for Land 8 
Resource Management Plan (LRMP) Policy 8.6.4 implementing Illinois Department of Natural Resources 9 
(IDNR) recommended management practices for discretionary development sites that contain endangered 10 
or threatened species; seconded by Mr. Esry.   11 

12 
Mr. Schroeder wondered who would do the actual checks on the enforcement of endangered 13 
species.  Mr. Hall explained that if development is proposed in an area that IDNR had reports of an 14 
endangered species, the petitioner would have to work with IDNR to develop a protocol to protect 15 
the identified species.  The LRMP is clear that science must be used to recommend a process 16 
specific to Champaign County.  The wind farm in Vermilion County had to carefully place the wind 17 
turbines in relation to the endangered Indiana bat. 18 

19 
Upon vote: 20 
Aye: 5 – Schroeder, Esry, Langenheim, Berkson, Petrie 21 
Nay: 1 – Harper 22 
MOTION CARRIED.   23 

24 
XI. Monthly Reports25 

A. October 2013 26 
27 

MOTION by Mr. Esry to receive and place on file the Planning & Zoning Monthly Reports for October 2013; 28 
seconded by Mr. Schroeder.  Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.   29 

30 
XII. Other Business31 

Items to be Approved by ELUC32 
1. Recreation & Entertainment License:  Tincup RV Park, Inc., 1715 E. Tincup33 

Road, Mahomet – 1/1/14-12/31/1434 
35 

2. Recreation & Entertainment License:  Curtis Orchard Ltd., 3902 S. Duncan36 
Road, Champaign – 1/1/14-12/31/1437 

38 
39 

Mr. Langenheim noted that the Sheriff has not yet reviewed these licenses so ELUC approvals must be 40 
contingent on the Sheriff’s approval.   41 

42 
MOTION by Mr. Schroeder to approve the Recreation & Entertainment License for Tincup RV Park, Inc.  43 
contingent on the Sheriff’s approval; seconded by Ms. Berkson.  Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED 44 
unanimously. 45 

46 
MOTION by Mr. Esry to approve the Recreation & Entertainment License for Curtis Orchard Ltd. contingent 47 
on the Sheriff’s approval; seconded by Ms. Berkson.  Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED unanimously.   48 

49 
Mr. Schroeder commented that the Sheriff has probably not been able to review these licenses due to the 50 
emergency situation in Gifford.   51 

52 
53 
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XIII. Chair’s Report1 
None2 

3 
XIV. Designation of Items to be Placed on the Consent Agenda4 

IX.A5 
6 

XV. Adjournment7 
MOTION by Mr. Esry to adjourn; seconded by Mr. Harper.  Upon vote, the MOTION CARRIED8 
unanimously.  There being no further business, Mr. Langenheim adjourned the meeting at 6:51 p.m.9 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan contains the following Goal and Policy 
regarding development pursuant to an annexation agreement: 

Goal 5 – Champaign County will encourage urban development that is compact and 
contiguous to existing cities, villages, and existing unincorporated settlements. 
Objective 5.1 – Champaign County will strive to ensure that the preponderance of population 
growth and economic development is accommodated by new urban development in or adjacent 
to existing population centers.  
Policy 5.1.8 – The County will support legislative initiatives or intergovernmental agreements 
which specify that property subject to annexation agreements will continue to be under the 
ordinances, control, and jurisdiction of the County until such time that the property is actually 
annexed, except that within 1-1/2 miles of the corporate limit of a municipality with an 
adopted comprehensive land use plan, the subdivision ordinance of the municipality shall 
apply.  
Priority Item 5.1.8b - Assess and report to ELUC the feasibility of developing an IGA with 
each municipality that has adopted a municipal comprehensive land use plan regarding the 
jurisdiction of land under annexation agreements continuing under the control and jurisdiction 
of the County. 

Priority Item 5.1.8b was included as a task in the County Planning Contract for FY2013. 

ASSESSMENT 
The Attachment summarizes relevant background information for Policy 5.1.8.  Since the time this 
priority item was written, the following two significant actions have occurred affecting the 
implementation of this Priority Item: 
1. The Illinois Municipal Code was amended to provide for the following:

a. Jurisdictional authority may be retained by County government for property beyond the
1.5 mile extraterritorial jurisdiction upon adoption of a resolution stating such

b. Municipalities seeking an annexation agreement on property beyond the 1.5 mile
extraterritorial jurisdiction must request a jurisdictional transfer from the County Board.
The transfer may be approved through an affirmative vote of the majority of the County
Board.

2. The County Board approved Resolution 7111 to retain jurisdiction of land in the
unincorporated area outside of the 1.5 mile extraterritorial jurisdiction.  This meets the
requirements of the new statutes and requires municipalities within Champaign County to
request jurisdiction.

While these actions are different from those identified in the plan, the intent of Priority Item 5.1.8b 
has been achieved. No requests for jurisdiction have been made by a municipality in Champaign 
County pursuant to the new legislation.   

No further action or implementation is requested for this Priority Item at this time.  

ATTACHMENT 

To: Environment and Land Use Committee 
From: Andrew Levy  AICP, RPC Planner 

John Hall, Director & Zoning Administrator 

Date: November 20, 2013 

RE: LRMP Priority Item 5.1.8b – Feasibility of an intergovernmental agreement 
regarding control and jurisdiction of property outside of the 1.5 mile municipal 
extraterritorial jurisdiction 

Champaign County 
Department of 

Brookens Administrative 
Center 

1776 E. Washington Street 
Urbana, Illinois 61802 

(217) 384-3708 
zoningdept@co.champaign.il.us 
www.co.champaign.il.us/zoning

PLANNING & 
ZONING 
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Update on Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Issues 
11/7/2013 

Project Background 

The Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan suggests the use of legislative initiatives or 
intergovernmental agreements to specify that property subject to annexation agreements will continue to be under the 
ordinances, control, and jurisdiction of the County until such time that the property is annexed except those areas 
within 1.5 miles of the municipal boundary (Policy 5.1.8).  Since that time, the Illinois Municipal Code has been amended 
and the County Board approved a resolution (7111) to retain jurisdiction of land in the unincorporated area outside of 
the 1.5 mile extraterritorial jurisdiction.  The County has yet to receive a request from a municipality to establish an 
annexation agreement beyond the 1.5 mile extraterritorial jurisdiction. 

While local authority appears to be resolved, a review of historic extraterritorial jurisdiction issues begs the question, 
“Are there issues that warrant further discussion at this time?”  The following information is presented for discussion.  
RPC staff will prepare a report for the Champaign County Environment and Land Use Committee (ELUC) detailing the 
current state of Land Use Planning in the 1.5 mile Extraterritorial Jurisdictions for municipalities with a Comprehensive 
Plan. 

Legal Background 

Constitutionality of municipal extraterritorial power 
Extraterritorial zoning without representation of extraterritorial residents does not violate the voting rights of those 
residents. 
Holt Civic Club v. City of Tuscaloosa; Town of Northville v. Vill. Of Sheridan;  

Municipal planning authority in extraterritorial areas 
A municipal authority can extend its comprehensive plan to include contiguous lands within 1.5 miles of the corporate 
boundary.  In addition, the plan commission may identify land suitable for annexation and provide recommendations 
for zoning classifications if annexation occurs. 
65 ILCS 5/11-12-5 

Municipal zoning authority in extraterritorial areas 
A municipal authority can exercise zoning power within the corporate limits of the municipality and within contiguous 
territory not more than 1.5 miles beyond the corporate limits so long as it is not included with any other municipality. 
65 ILCS 5/11-13-1 

County zoning authority in municipal extraterritorial areas 
In the unincorporated territory, County zoning authority is paramount regardless of it being situated in a municipality’s 
extraterritorial jurisdiction.   
55 ILCS 5/5-1063 

Municipal authority in extraterritorial areas subject to annexation agreement 
Municipal ordinances, control and jurisdiction are the same for properties that lie within the annexing municipality as 
property that are under an annexation agreement.  This applies to territory not more than 1.5 miles beyond corporate 
limits not included in any municipality. 
65 ILCS 5/11-15.1-2.1 

Synthesis of Legal Background for Extraterritorial Jurisdiction 
A-1 
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Update on Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Issues 
11/7/2013 

The following excerpt is from the Village of Chatham v. County of Sangamon decision explaining how instances of 
apparent conflict in legislative enactments are interpreted.  The term “we” is used to refer to the Illinois Supreme Court, 
and the “County” is Sangamon. 

“We agree with the County that division 15.1 conflicts with section 5-1063 of the Counties Code and section 11-13-1 of the 
Municipal Code. Further, the legislative enactments do not specifically state that division 15.1 is an exception to either section 
5-1063 or section 11-13-1. In determining which act is controlling, two rules of statutory construction are helpful. First, when 
two statutes appear to be in conflict, the one which was enacted later should prevail, as a later expression of legislative intent. 
State of Illinois v. Mikusch, 138 Ill. 2d 242, 254 (1990). The legislature amended division 15.1, effective January 1, 1991, to 
clarify that property that is the subject of an annexation agreement is subject to the ordinances, control, and jurisdiction of the 
municipality. This amendment postdates the provision of section 5-1063 authorizing a county board to prescribe reasonable 
rules and regulations governing the construction and alteration of buildings and structures located outside city limits. See Ill. 
Rev. Stat.  1971, ch. 34, par. 422. The amendment also postdates the provision of section 11-13-1 limiting a municipality's right 
to exercise zoning power where the county has adopted "An Act in relation to county zoning." See Ill. Rev. Stat. 1971, ch. 24, 
par. 11-13-1. By application of this statutory rule of construction, division 15.1 prevails as the later expression of legislative 
intent.” 

Division 15.1 expressly provides municipalities with full control and jurisdiction of property subject to an annexation 
agreement.  In Champaign County, this is limited to the 1.5 mile extraterritorial area unless jurisdiction is transferred by 
a vote of the County Board. 

Local Involvement in Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Issues 

Instances of jurisdictional issues in Champaign County have been found dating back to 1979.  There have been 
numerous recommendations attempting to resolve the issue; however, no formal agreement has been established. 

City of Urbana v. County of Champaign - 1979 
A Planned Urban Development (PUC) was proposed in an extraterritorial jurisdiction between the City of Urbana and 
Champaign County.  The County’s development review process was underway when the City of Urbana requested that 
the developer comply with municipal subdivision standards.  This request was denied and litigation ensued.  The Illinois 
Supreme Court found that a broad definition of subdivision provides municipalities with the legal basis for imposing 
subdivision controls beyond its corporate boundaries.  This issue occurred prior to contemporary statutory authority 
granted to municipalities. 

Proposal for Incorporation of Big Grove Village - 2000 
A group of developers and Champaign County residents living mainly in the Urbana ETJ proposed the incorporation of a 
new village.  This proposal was an action to prevent possible annexation by the City of Urbana to avoid municipal taxes 
and municipal regulatory environment.  The Cities of Champaign and Urbana, as well as Champaign County, generally 
viewed this as a threat to the vitality of the urban area.  While the proposed incorporation failed, it served as a wake-up 
call to the jurisdictions regarding land use controls in the extraterritorial areas of the County. 

ETJ Study - 2002 
CCRPC at its Technical Committee undertook a study of jurisdictional issues related to the extraterritorial areas of the 
County.  Included are numerous recommendations about promoting a positive and constructive working relationship in 
the extraterritorial areas. 

• Produce a collaborative regional plan
• Revise County Zoning ordinance to provide for compact and contiguous development
• Revise municipal subdivision ordinances to promote compact and contiguous development

A-2 
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Update on Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Issues 
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• Municipal development standards should not be relaxed unless it is certain that local governments will not be
forced to bear the burden of upgrading substandard development

• Municipal subdivision ordinance should give consideration to rural type development
• Develop a better way to analyze information related to ETJ planning areas
• Include townships in transportation planning initiatives through CUUATS
• Increase communication between all levels of government
• Municipalities should involve ETJ residents in comprehensive planning
• and others…

Village of Chatham v. County of Sangamon - 2005 
The Illinois Supreme Court affirmed that municipal annexation authority trumps county zoning and building code 
authority.  In fact, “Property that is the subject of an annexation agreement adopted under this Division is subject to the 
ordinances control, and jurisdiction of the annexing municipality in all respects the same as property that lies within the 
annexing municipality’s corporate limits”.  This legal opinion also suggested that municipalities had the right to pursue 
annexation agreements located in the extraterritorial area and possibly beyond. 

City of Champaign Annexation Agreement with Illinois-American Water Company - 2007 
An annexation agreement was signed to the City for property two miles from the corporate limits (beyond the 1.5 mile 
extraterritorial jurisdiction).  Controversy arose when neighboring property owners opposing the agreement argued 
that the County’s zoning jurisdiction was circumvented by the agreement.  The water company entered into an 
annexation agreement with the City of Champaign in 2007.  Afterwards, local government representatives met to 
discuss legislative amendments to clarify the rules and to promote better communication for land use decisions in the 
extraterritorial area. 

Adoption of PA 096-0188 amending 65 ILCS 5/11-15.1-2.1 Annexation agreement; municipal jurisdiction – 2009 
Legal representatives from several units of local government proposed a solution to the issue of annexation 
agreements outside of the extraterritorial jurisdiction.  The legislature ultimately took an alternate route, but the result 
achieves the desired clarity on jurisdiction.  The amendment allows the County to retain jurisdictional authority of 
unincorporated areas outside of the 1.5 mile municipal extraterritorial jurisdiction.  Upon retention, municipalities may 
file a request for jurisdiction with the county board on a case by case basis.  Jurisdiction may be transferred by an 
affirmative vote of the majority of the county board. 

Adoption of the Champaign County LRMP including Contiguous Urban Growth Areas - 2010 
The Champaign County Land Resource Management Plan provides additional delineation of the extraterritorial 
jurisdiction by specifying areas where sanitary sewer is available for urban type development patterns versus areas 
likely to remain rural in the next 10 years.  While this plan does not provide a legislative solution, it does establish a 
framework for discussing and resolving remaining jurisdictional issues.  

Summary of Ongoing Concerns and Current Methods for Addressing Them 

A-3 
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Update on Extraterritorial Jurisdiction Issues 
11/7/2013 

Authority and jurisdiction have largely been defined through the statutory provisions in the Illinois Municipal and 
County Codes.  However, additional concerns related to planning and developments in the 1.5 mile municipal 
extraterritorial jurisdiction are addressed on a case-by-case basis. 

1. Representation - Municipal planning attempts to include the interests of landowners in the ETJ through
representation on various commissions and committees. 

2. Communication between units of government – Meeting invitations and notices are provided on a regular
basis. 

3. Expiring annexation agreements – Local government staff address issues with expiring annexation agreements
as needed. 

A-4 
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DATE: December 27, 2013 

TO: Environment and Land Use Committee 

FROM:  Susan Chavarria 

RE: Wilber Heights Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) Contract for
Engineering Services 

ACTION 
REQUEST: 

Approval to contract with an Engineering Firm to complete a PER for Wilber 
Heights 

Background 
Since August, CCRPC staff has been working on identifying issues and solutions for the 
unincorporated Wilber Heights subdivision as part of the FY13 County Planning Contract. The 
main issue identified by residents, business owners, and Somer Township officials is storm water 
drainage.  The drainage issues result from a combination of inadequate roadside ditches, 
nonexistent or possibly broken drainage tiles, landowners filling in ditches and adding soil depth 
that in turn floods adjacent properties and roads.  

Wilber Heights falls within Somer Township and the Beaver Lake Drainage District. The township 
has been able to do some maintenance on roadside ditches, but cannot make more systemic 
improvements without more knowledge of how the water flows and what measures should be 
taken.  We have been unable to ascertain what the Drainage District has done to improve the 
situation. The subdivision needs an area-wide drainage solution that will likely be a combination 
of ditch improvements, drainage tile, and drainage basins. The township does not have funding 
for major improvements, and the Drainage District collects very little tax revenues in the area, so 
they need to seek external funding resources. 

A Preliminary Engineering Report (PER) is necessary to adequately analyze the area and provide 
potential solutions solidly based on engineering expertise and best practices. The PER will 
provide cost estimates and a guide for how area agencies might move forward. Further, a PER is 
prerequisite for applying for grant funding for drainage improvements.  A PER for Wilber Heights 
drainage improvements has an estimated cost of $20,000. 

Request 
CCRPC recommends approval for the County to contract with an Engineering Firm to conduct a 
Preliminary Engineering Report for Wilber Heights.  With this approval, an executed contract 
would be brought back to ELUC in February for consideration and forwarding to the Finance 
Committee for a budget amendment to pay for the contract. The County Board could then 
discuss both the contract and the budget amendment at its February meeting. 

The engineering firm would be responsible for: 
• identifying storm water flows in the subdivision;
• identifying existing drainage infrastructure impacting the subdivision;
• identifying both systemic and localized drainage issues impacting the subdivision;

42
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• offering options for resolving the issues with cost estimates based on acceptable
engineering practices; and

• providing all information and credentials in the PER that would be required as part of
funding applications to USDA, CDAP, IEPA, and other principal funding sources.

Other considerations 
• CCRPC has helped secure funding from IDOT, pending approval by Somer Township, to

improve Wilber Avenue, which is the southernmost road in the subdivision. It would be 
logical to make roadside drainage improvements in conjunction with this construction 
project, which could occur as early as 2015. At this time, no drainage improvements are 
included in the project scope. Funding the PER now would provide necessary information 
in time to possibly integrate drainage improvements into design/construction 
engineering for the road project. 

• By hiring a consultant to do the PER, the County is not committing itself to spend on
improvements identified in the PER.  It should be noted, however, that the County,
Somer Township, Beaver Lake Drainage District, and private partners would be likely
resources for requesting funds in the future. Most grant opportunities for this type of
project have a local cost match requirement of 25-50% of the total project cost.  If grant
funding cannot be secured, there are loan options available, or area jurisdictions may
decide not to proceed with improvements.
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City of Champaign
Somer Township
Urbana Township

Wilber Heights Jurisdictions

Wilber Heights

Beaver Lake Drainage District

(incorporated)

(incorporated)

(unincorporated)

(unincorporated)

Roads 
 City of Champaign has maintenance jurisdiction over most of Wallace Avenue, all of Market 

Street, and approximately the western 1/3 of Wilber Avenue 
 IDOT has maintenance jurisdiction over Wilber Avenue that is not within City of Champaign 

limits 
 Somer Township has maintenance jurisdiction over all other roads. 

Drainage: Beaver Lake Drainage District 

Planning & Zoning 
 Wilber Heights is an unincorporated subdivision. 
 Champaign County has Zoning jurisdiction in the subdivision.  
 City of Champaign also has planning jurisdiction as the area is within its 1-1/2 mile 

extraterritorial jurisdiction. 

Sanitary: individual wastewater systems, sporadic connections to UCSD 
44



STATUS 
This item was deferred from the November 7, 2013, meeting.   

Comments received to date (and Staff replies) have been compiled and are attached. 

STAKEHOLDER PARTICIPATION 

A group of 48 local civil engineers, contractors, and home builders were provided copies 
of the Draft ordinance and notice of the November 7, 2013, meeting and were also 
notified of the deferral to this meeting.  See the attached mailing list.  No comments have 
been received to date.  The same group will receive notice of the public hearing when it 
begins. 

Other groups and individuals also received copies of the Draft Ordinance and the 
comments received to date have been compiled are included as Attachment B.  

Some necessary revisions have been identified based on the comments received and those 
revisions will be included in the public hearing.   

ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT 

Recall that adoption of the Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control 
Ordinance  requires a text amendment to the Zoning Ordinance. The text amendment will 
involve both a review of the Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control 
Ordinance and a related amendment to the Zoning Ordinance.   

If authorized by the Committee this month, the public hearing could begin as early as 
February 13, 2014, and the amendment could be back before the Committee as early as 
May 15, 2014, with adoption by the County Board no sooner than July 24,2014.   

Staff has been told to expect an IEPA audit on the Champaign County MS4 program no 
sooner than late Spring 2014. 

ATTACHMENTS 

A          Mailing List for Engineers, Contractors, and Home Builders 

B          Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control 
Ordinance as of 12/30/13 and Staff Reply

To: Environment and Land Use Committee 
From: John Hall, Director & Zoning Administrator 

Andrew Levy, RPC Planner 

Date: December  30, 2013 

RE: Request to proceed to public hearing for adoption of the 
proposed Storm Water Management and Erosion Control 
Ordinance to meet  part of Champaign County’s MS4 
Obligations 

Champaign County 
Department of 

Brookens Administrative 
Center 

1776 E. Washington Street 
Urbana, Illinois 61802 

(217) 384-3708 
zoningdept@co.champaign.il.us 
www.co.champaign.il.us/zoning
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

General 

Comment Staff reply 
Are we talking only about the 1.18 miles of County 
Highway ditches identified in the map in Appendix C? If 
so, it would be informative to state this explicitly in the 
document. I believe that ditches are not protected waters 
under the Clean Water Act, therefore we are concerned 
with what goes into ditches because polluted water and 
sediment in ditches can be discharged into downstream 
waters in the county protected under the Clean Water 
Act. If this is true, it would be informative to state it 
explicitly. Also, it is important to document the water 
pathways from the ditches to specified protected waters 
within the county. 

Different parts of the Draft ordinance apply to different 
areas.  Those parts of the Draft ordinance related to the 
proposed Land Disturbance Erosion Control permit are 
proposed to apply only in the 10 square miles of the 
unincorporated MS4 jurisdictional area, but that is still 
under discussion with the IEPA. Because the Draft 
ordinance is a regulatory document, only the most 
essential text should be included.  If the County Board 
feels that it is important to document the water pathways 
that connect County highway ditches to protected waters 
it could be done but at extra cost and time and that is not 
a requirement of the IEPA.        

Does the Ordinance apply to all relevant developments 
in the 10 square miles of the MS4 jurisdictional area that 
drain into any ditch or stream, or only those 
developments that drain into the 1.18 miles of 
Champaign County Highway ditches? As it states 
that County Highway roadside ditches are currently the 
only point source discharges in the urbanized area that 
are maintained by Champaign County, I assume that 
land disturbance permitting applies only to 
developments that drain into the County Highway 
roadside ditches. If this is the case, how do we know 
which parts of the MS4 jurisdictional area drain into the 
ditches and which do not? 

See above 

Different parts of the Draft ordinance apply to different 
areas.  Those parts of the Draft ordinance related to the 
proposed Land Disturbance Erosion Control permit are 
proposed to apply only in the 10 square miles of the 
unincorporated MS4 jurisdictional area, but that is still 
under discussion with the IEPA. Because the Draft 
ordinance is a regulatory document, only the most 
essential text should be included.  The County roadside 
ditches comprise the infrastructure that is under direct 
County control.  Land disturbance permitting applies to 
all relevant activities within the designated MS4 
jurisdictional area regardless of where they drain.  
Inspections will be completed on permitted sites 
throughout the MS4 area.       

Although authority to adopt the Ordinance is being tied 
to pollution control and the Clean Water Act, there is 
little/no discussion of the physical and chemical 
characteristics of sediment and storm water that create 
pollution. I suggest that it is important to identify the 
nature of the pollutants being controlled under this 
Ordinance and the adverse effects of the pollutants on 
specific protected waters within the county? 

The Draft ordinance is a regulatory document and only 
the most essential text should be included.  If the County 
Board feels that it is important to identify the nature of 
the pollutants being controlled under this Ordinance and 
the adverse effects of the pollutants on specific protected 
waters within the county, it could be done at extra cost 
and time and that would not likely change the obligation 
to comply with IEPA requirements. 

USEPA and IEPA have information resources available 
about the physical and chemical characteristics of 
sediment and storm water pollution.  While these are not 
specific to Champaign County, they do indicate 
universal concerns and the objective of regulating 
specific activities.  
(http://www.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/fact1-0.pdf) 

Estimates of the costs of compliance are provided, but 
the benefits of the Ordinance are not described (except 
in the stated purpose of the Ordinance). What benefits 
will be achieved?  How will water quality in specific 
protected waters in the county be improved?  

If the County Board feels that it is important to identify 
the benefits of the proposed Ordinance, it could be 
attempted at extra cost and time and that would not 
likely change the obligation to comply with IEPA 
requirements.   
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

General – continued 

The draft ordinance states the desired benefits and 
provides some detail in the Purpose section.  Water 
quality in protected waters (Waters of the United States) 
that lie within the County may not improve, but should 
not be impaired from certain land disturbance if these 
regulations are implemented. 

It seems that many of the 10 stated purposes of the 
Ordinance exceed the prevention of pollution. Purpose I 
comes the closest to addressing pollution prevention: "I. 
Preserve and enhance water quality by preventing silt-
laden water from reaching creeks, channels, streams, 
WETLANDS and other public waterways." As legal 
authority to adopt the Ordinance is tied to authority to 
control water pollution, it would seem appropriate and 
essential to better tie pollution to storm water and 
erosion. Would it be more appropriate to have as a single 
Purpose something like: "Preserve and enhance water 
quality in waters in the county protected under the Clean 
Water Act by reducing (or minimizing) from MS4 
development sites the discharge of sediment-laden 
water"? All the other stated purposes (Section 2) seem to 
be strategies or ancillary benefits and could be described 
as such.  

The proposed Draft Storm Water Management and 
Erosion Control Ordinance is not only intended to 
prevent pollution and the Purpose statements in Section 
2 are intended to describe the full depth and breadth of 
concerns that the Draft ordinance is intended to regulate.  

General – continued 
Comment Staff reply 
Is the justification for this the same as for the ditches 
along the County Highways, i.e., to preserve and 
enhance water quality in waters in the county protected 
under the Clean Water Act by reducing (or minimizing) 
 from MS4 development sites the discharge of sediment-
laden water? If so, the water pathways from the 
unincorporated areas to the protected waters need to be 
documented. However, the implicit purpose of this 
erosion control, as stated in the title of Section 6, is to 
protect existing drainage and water resource, not to 
control pollution. As this implicit purpose is not to 
control pollution, I assume that the county does not need 
to first adopt authority to control water pollution in order 
to control erosion in unincorporated areas.  The 
requirement of Section 6, that no CONSTRUCTION or 
LAND DISTURBANCE shall cause EROSION on any 
property or allow SEDIMENT to be deposited on any 
adjacent property or any adjacent street or adjacent 
drainage ditch, roadside ditch, or stream seems to be 
inconsistent with much of the Ordinance which seeks to 
reduce or minimize erosion and sedimentation during 
storm events, not prohibit them. There will always be 
some erosion and sediment transport from land which, 
prior to development, is assumed to be for agricultural 
row crops. 

Section 6 of the proposed Draft ordinance (in concert 
with Section 4) establishes minimum water pollution 
prevention requirements proposed to apply throughout 
the entire unincorporated area.  This section is not 
intended to fulfill the NPDES requirements for a small 
MS4 jurisdiction but optional for the County Board and 
is intended as a minimum requirement consistent with 
the Champaign County Land Resource Management 
Plan. 

The draft ordinance combines existing County 
stormwater drainage requirements with new erosion and 
sediment control standards.  The combination of these 
two themes in the draft ordinance is meant to support 
both activities (stormwater management and 
erosion/sediment control) in all areas of the County, 
while enforcing only the minimum level of 
requirements.  Section 6.1 could be revised to state 
"CONSTRUCTION or LAND DISTURBANCE shall 
cause a minimum amount of EROSION on any property 
and no SEDIMENT to be..." 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Why are some words in all capital letters, such as 
STORM WATER, DEVELOPER, SOILS, 
CONSTRUCTION, and BUILDINGS? 

Capital letters is the convention used for defined terms 
in the Champaign County Zoning Ordinance and the 
same convention is used here for consistency. 

Memo 

Comment Staff reply 
As the prime purpose of and authority for the Ordinance 
is pollution control, it would be informative to state this 
explicitly on the first page, rather than leaving it to the 
reader to figure out why a Storm Water Management 
and Erosion Control Ordinance is being proposed. To 
most people storm water means a lot of water that can 
cause flooding and erosion means removal of good soil. 

There is not just one prime purpose of the proposed 
Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control 
Ordinance.  The Draft ordinance is as much about 
providing adequate drainage improvements pursuant to 
development as it is about controlling pollution. 

Attachments 

Comment Staff reply 
From an environmental standpoint all demolition should 
have a permit.  I guess what I am saying on this one is 
all in or all out.  I guess to back that up #7 on page 31.  I 
also don’t understand #4 on page 31.  I would think any 
mass grading that was not agriculture related would 
trigger some kind of permit. 

Attachment C (p.s 30 & 31)to the 10/29/13 ELUC 
Memorandum illustrates the requirements of the 
proposed Draft ordinance for properties both Inside and 
Outside of the MS4 Area as follows:       
● Demolition (and mass grading) outside of the MS4
Area is subject to the optional minimum requirements of 
Sec. 6 which do not include any proposed requirements 
for demolition or mass grading, except that no erosion or 
sedimentation shall occur on adjacent land.  The County 
Board could add other requirements if desired.    
●Demolition (and mass grading) inside the MS4 Area is
subject to the requirement for a Land Disturbance 
Erosion Control Permit if it involves more than 10,000 
square feet of land surface.       

The costs on pages 32 and 33 I think are too low.  I 
would not allow a construction entrance to use any rock 
smaller than IDOT RR 4 or 3 this will bring the cost 
back up.  Also I would require an ag fabric to be placed 
down before the rock.  The ag fabric keeps the rock from 
settling.  I would also take another look at #4 on page 
33.  You reference SOD later on and it is a great tool to
keep in place.  Maybe the last one used but it works the 
best when needed. 

The intent here is to meet a somewhat modified version 
of the NRCS Stabilized Construction Entrance 
(Conservation Practice Standard No. 930) but the same 
aggregate specification is used for the same amount of 
depth and with the same filter fabric, so there is little 
difference.   

Draft Ordinance Overall 

Comment Staff reply 
Separate out your 1 ac and less rules from the 1 ac and 
larger rules.  I know this may mean typing things twice 
however, I could see where something could get missed 
leaving them this way. 

Your comment does not refer to any particular section or 
paragraph in the Draft ordinance.  Please review Section 
12 for the "Minor" and "Major" Land Disturbance 
Erosion Control Permits.    

Section 4 details the scope and applicability of the 
regulations.  Sections 12.2 & 12.3 identify the different 
procedures required for the less than 1 acre disturbance 
and 1 acre or more disturbance types if the disturbance is 
located in a permit area.   
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Overall (continued) 

I had a hard time getting my mind around it. I wonder 
how many Board members really understand this kind of 
document. 

This is a challenge.  Attachment B to the 10/29/13 
ELUC Memorandum summarizes the major changes that 
are proposed; Attachment C illustrates the requirements 
of the proposed Draft ordinance for properties both 
Inside and Outside of the MS4 Area; Attachment D 
reviews anticipated increased construct cost for a single 
family dwelling due to the proposed Ordinance; and all 
proposed new language in the proposed Ordinance 
included in Attachment F is underlined to distinguish it 
from the current ordinance language.        

Draft Ordinance Definitions 

Comment Staff reply 
Agriculture:  use “such as” or “example of” don’t list.  
You will always miss something.  We had a lady call 
wanting to do 40 acres of esperigas the other day.  Just 
an example. 

This is the same definition as is used in the Champaign 
County Zoning Ordinance and it ensures consistency. 

Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (ESCP):  I would 
want the owner to complete a plan after construction as 
well.  This is now required in all SWPPP for the IEPA.  
The land owner is to be given the SWPPP after 
construction to continue on with it.  Example: a pond 
will need to have the sediment removed in 15 years.  
The inlets will need to be cleaned out once a year before 
April.   

Your comment seems consistent with the NPDES 
requirements and the Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Having two LAND DISTURBANCE EROSION 
CONTROL PERMIT is confusing when you are not 
doing it for other definitions. 

Your comment is not clear. 

The defined terms for different permit levels are used to 
clarify the requirement framework.  First, one must 
determine if a permit is required for an activity, and 
which level of permitting.  The requirements can then be 
identified based on the type of permit. 

A complication in the definition of key terms is apparent 
in the definitions of stormwater and runoff. Storm water 
is defined as: Rain runoff, snow melt runoff, and surface 
runoff and drainage. Runoff is defined as: Rainfall, 
snowmelt, or irrigation water flowing over the ground 
surface. Therefore, stormwater appears to be regarded as 
synonymous with runoff. It may be beneficial to define 
stormwater as runoff of high velocity associated with 
high precipitation amounts and intensity during periodic 
storm events. 

The Draft ordinance is a regulatory document that is 
intended to first and foremost fulfill Champaign 
County's obligations under the NPDES Phase II Storm 
Water Program. The definitions of 'storm water' and 
'runoff' are consistent with the NPDES program but we 
will evaluate this further to see if changes would help.. 

Put definitions in alphabetical order. Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 
On page F-6, third line, the word “com” should be 
changed to “corn”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-6, the abbreviation for Best Management 
Practices should be “BMPs” without an apostrophe. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-6, CPESC is the abbreviation for Certified 
Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control not 
Certified Professional Erosion Control Specialist. 

Thank you.  The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Comment [AL1]: Should more information about 
the ESCP be included in appendix d?  12.2b refers to 
ESCP consistent with the appendix but there only 
construction details presently. 

Comment [AL2]: I think this is a valid issue and 
should be evaluated further. 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Definitions (continued) 

About halfway down page F-6, in the definition of 
Common Plan of Development or Sale the word 
“overly” should be “overlay”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-7, first line, “BMPs” should not have an 
apostrophe. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-7, in the definition of Floodplain, the word 
“change” should be changed to “chance”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-7, ION stands for “Incidence of Non-
compliance”. It is used to report non-compliances, 
provide information about the cause of the non-
compliance, and describe the measures taken to prevent 
further non-compliances with the ILR10 permit. See the 
attached document from our website. 

Thank you.  The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Comment Staff reply 
On page F-7, you might want to add the following to the 
definition ILR10 Permit: or a construction site less than 
one acre of total land that is a part of a larger common 
plan of development or sale if the larger common plan 
will ultimately disturb one or more acres total land area. 

Thank you.  The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-9, in the definition for Use, the word “and” 
should be “any”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-9, in the definition for Washout Facility, 
there should be a comma between the words “concrete” 
and “asphalt”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Draft Ordinance Section 4 

Comment Staff reply 
4.1.A.2 refers to a nonexistent 4.2 A.1 The reference should be to 4.1 A.1. The Draft will be 

revised accordingly. 
On page F-10, in Section 4.1.A.2, is the reference to 
Section 4.2.A.1 correct? I don’t see a “1” in section 
4.2.A. 

The reference should be to 4.1 A.1. The Draft will be 
revised accordingly. 

In Section 4.1, I would eliminate the A, and make the 
current A.1 and 2 A and B, respectively, and change the 
current B to C. 

Your recommendation will be considered but there 
seems some value in retaining the proposed structure. 

I am not sure how to read this.   All sections (but those 
specified) apply to the rest of the county, or only the 
parts of the rest of the county described in 4.1.A.2.a and 
b?  

This should make sense when 4.2 A.1 is changed to 4.1 
A.1 (see above). 

In section 4.1 B, begin first sentence with "Sections 6 
and 7…"  Delete everything prior 
In Section 4.2 B, how will historic impervious surface be 
determined?  Building permits?  Why not use 10,000 
square foot addition  to current imperviousness 
This section refers to a nonexistent 4.2.A.5. Should be 4.2 E 
Use a period instead of a colon at the end of the first 
sentence. 

 Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

In Section 4.3 F, rewrite to "Activities on LOTS and 
SUBDIVISIONS subject to annexation agreements, 
unless municipal authority is not exercised." 

 Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Comment [AL3]: I think this section can be 
revised. 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Section 5 

Comment Staff reply 
Add Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation 
District to reviewing authorities.  It is the state law that 
we should be reviewing land changes for water issues. 

The Champaign County Soil and Water Conservation 
District is certainly involved in all relevant reviews but 
this "reviewing authorities" actually means (more or 
less) "relevant approval authority" and the SWCD has 
no approval authority in regards to the Champaign 
County Zoning Ordinance.  This will be revised to add 
clarity. 

I recommend that 5.3.A and B change the order of the 
clauses, so that each reads like this: “When a… required 
by  this Ordinance, project termination shall… “  

 Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Draft Ordinance Section 6 

Comment Staff reply 
Why are sump pumps included under the Natural 
Drainage section? 

Section 6 of the proposed Draft ordinance (in concert 
with Section 4) establishes minimum water pollution 
prevention requirements proposed to apply throughout 
the entire unincorporated area and sump pump 
discharges have long been a problem not only related to 
pollution but also to nuisance drainage conditions.   

Suggest changing the setback requirement of 10 feet to 
25 feet.  This is the new IDPH standard for waste water 
treatment systems. 

 Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

I really like sections 6.2 C, 6.2 D, 6.4 C and 6.4 D. 
These need to be enforced. 

Please let us know if there are any similar requirements 
that should be added. 

Regarding section 6.3, it is recognized that agricultural 
drainage can affect drainage and discharges in MS4s, but 
MS4s in urban areas are deemed to contribute non-
agricultural, point-sources of pollution. How do you 
reconcile this? Can discharges into ditches be a 
combination of non-point agricultural and point-source 
development activities? 

These two sources of pollution do not have to be 
reconciled in the Draft ordinance.  The Draft ordinance 
is a regulatory document that is intended to first and 
foremost fulfill Champaign County's obligations under 
the NPDES Phase II Storm Water Program.  

Sections 6.3 G through I are not related to Agricultural 
Drainage Improvements.  Would these be appropriate to 
locate under 6.1 General Requirements? 
Regarding section 6.4 A, all CONSTRUCTION or 
LAND DISTURBANCE shall be provided with 
EROSION and SEDIMENT controls as necessary to 
prevent EROSION on any adjacent property or 
prevent SEDIMENT from being deposited on any 
adjacent property or any adjacent street or 
adjacent drainage ditch, roadside ditch, or stream. 
However, stormwater control seems to apply only to 
storm events and it is likely that runoff from less-than-5-
year or 50-year storm events will exit developments with 
some erosive velocity and will carry pollutants. And the 
Purpose of the Ordinance in 2H is to Control the rate of  

Agreed.  The final document needs to be carefully edited 
to ensure consistency. The intent in Section 6 (and 4) is 
to prevent significant erosion or sedimentation on 
adjacent properties throughout the unincorporated area 
and the intent of Sections 11 through 15 is to comply 
with the NPDES requirements. 

Comment [AL4]: Rephrase response "This will 
be revised to add clarity." 

Comment [AL5]: Champaign County 
government's portion of point source pollution are 
the highway drainage ditches and are monitored 
through the MS4 program.  Other MS4 partners 
(Champaign, Savoy, Urbana, U of I) regulate their 
stormwater systems in compliance with EPA 
standards.  The draft ordinance is meant to deal 
with non-point source pollution specifically for land 
disturbance activities.  
http://www.epa.state.il.us/water/watershed/public
ations/nps-pollution/nps-management-program.pdf 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 
 

Draft Ordinance Section 6 - continued 
 
release of STORM WATER RUNOFF and in 2C to 
reduce property damage - - not to prevent stormwater 
runoff or to prevent property damage. Similarly in 11.2 
procedures are provided to Minimize Soil Erosion - not 
eliminate soil erosion. And in 9.1. in determining the 
maximum allowable release rate for the 50-year event, it 
is recognized that some release of stormwater is to be 
allowed. And in 9.1. an undeveloped site is stated to be 
equivalent to agricultural row crops with an appropriate 
release rate.  And in 11.3, "the following practices shall 
be applied to LAND DISTURBANCE activities to 
minimize SEDIMENT." The goal is to minimize 
sediment movement, not prohibit it totally. As all runoff 
and stormwater contain some sediment and pollution, it 
would seem appropriate to use the term "reduce" or 
"control" erosion, sedimentation and storm water runoff 
throughout the document, rather than terms such as 
"prohibit" or "prevent".  The greatest erosion and 
discharge of sediment is likely to occur with greater-
than-50-year storm events. Floodplains are managed 
according to 100 year events - the 100 year floodplain. 
Why are 100 year events not used in stormwater and 
erosion management? It is stated (9.1.E.) that "The 
entire STORM WATER storage facility shall be 
designed and constructed to FULLY protect the public 
health, safety, and welfare." 
On page F-16, item 2, I suggest that you add the words 
“or more” after the word “yards” and add a letter “s” to 
the word “control”. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

I think we might need to work on 6.4 E we spend a lot of 
time fixing streams, swales and ditches.  This would 
mean we are breaking the rules? 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be, but we assume your work is always 
consistent with these requirements.    

For 6.4 F, why not just say sidewalks & public areas to 
look forward to the future.  Hope to keep you from 
needing to make a change down the road. 

Your recommendation seems reasonable.  The Draft will 
be revised accordingly. 

 
 
Draft Ordinance Section 8 
 
Comment Staff reply 
In section 8.3, change numbering to letter for 
consistency with the rest of the document. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Needs matching parentheses to make clear what the 
examples are.  

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Section 9 

Comment Staff reply 
For Section 9.1 B.3, instead of only requiring the largest 
detention volume, can this be adjusted if specific 
stormwater management practices are used?  The largest 
detention volume and overall impact of the detention 
space may be reduced if other BMP's are used 
In Section 9.2 A, I would like to see the following 
added: no trees, shrubs or deep rooting plant material.  
The deep rooting plant material destroys the clay liner 
and make the retention are useless. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

I like Section 9.2 I.  This needs to be done more!! 
In Section 9.3, I would like to see something about Dry 
hydrants added as local fire districts feel are needed.   I 
would also like one more added that states that the area 
may not have a dam height over 5 feet.  Any dam over 5 
feet requires permitting from IDOA, IEPA, and the 
Army Cor. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

In Section 9.5, add a requirement to the Stormwater 
Drainage Plan as follows "Clearly indicate the location 
and size of all landscaped and vegetated areas, green 
roofs, rain water storage systems, and areas of 
permeable surfacing intended to provide stormwater 
treatment or other control facilities." 
In Section 9.5 are you asking for the SWPPP? No.  See Sec. 12.3 D. for the SWPPP. 
Is the TR-55 method defined in the Ordinance? I see a 
few references but I don’t see a definition. 

9.12.b. makes clear that “TR-55” is a methodology 
developed and promulgated by the former “Soil 
Conservation Service” that has been renamed to 
“Natural Resources Conservation Service” for about two 
decades now.  This is another fix.  Thanks again.  

Draft Ordinance Section 11 

Comment Staff reply 
In section 11.1 A, revise spacing for "and/or" Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 
In section 11.1B, I would remove the Green Book and 
the paper copy of the Illinois Urban Manual.  The new 
Illinois Urban Manual is on line at www.aiswcd.org/ium 
and a field guild can be found at 
www.aiswcd.org/ium/field-manual/  .  We are always 
updating the Manual now. 

Could you provide a complete and correct citation for 
the Illinois Urban Manual?  Is there any harm in 
retaining the reference to the Green Book? 

In the last sentence of section 11.1 B, how does one 
know which standard to apply?  If there is a mechanism 
that informs the permittee the selected standard is not the 
correct one before he/she gets very far, that may not be a 
problem.   

This is confusing and I think it can be made clear.  The 
previous sentence makes clear the hierarchy and then the 
last sentence just tosses that in the wind.  Thanks Again. 

On page F-22, Section 11.1.B, the Illinois Urban Manual 
(1995) is referenced. The IUM is a dynamic document 
and is being updated frequently. It is available at this 
link: http://www.aiswcd.org/ium/ Also, the new IUM 
supersedes the Green Book. 

We would appreciate a complete and correct citation for 
the Illinois Urban Manual. 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Section 11 (continued) 

In section 11.2 B, stop the sentence after “Installed” Is it harmful to retain the sentence as is?  Section 11 
applies to even the Minor Land Disturbance Erosion 
Control Permit which has to be submitted by lay folk 
who may not be familiar with erosion control practices. 

On page F-22, Section 11.2.C, the temporary 
stabilization requirement has been changed. Please see 
Part IV. D.2.b on page 5 of the attached ILR10 permit. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

In Section 11.2 E, stop the sentence after “Stabilized”  
some areas need rock not just grass etc. you don’t want 
to get into having to list all of them. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be however, the proposed text makes it 
clear that there is a minimum acceptable stabilization.  
Section 11 applies to even the Minor Land Disturbance 
Erosion Control Permit which has to be submitted by lay 
folk who may not be familiar with erosion control 
practices. 

In section 11.3 D, maybe think of saying “Private and 
Public Areas”  this would just cover more without 
having to type it all out.  Right now you say Street but 
what happens when a sidewalk is installed? 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

Draft Ordinance Section 12 

Comment Staff reply 
On page F-24, Section 12.B, I believe the word 
“depends” should be changed to “depend”.  

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-24, Section 12.B.2, the hyphen should be 
removed from ILR-10. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-24, Section 12.1, the word “Application” 
should be plural. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

I think you should have Section 12.2 D follow Section 
5.1 on Page 51 

This is consistent but we are happy to discuss this to see 
if it can be improved. 

On page F-25, Sections 12.3.B, C, and D, the hyphen 
should be removed from ILR-10. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Regarding Section 12.3 F, I think this should be changed 
to the rain gauge on site or local rain report source.  I 
prefer rain gage on site it’s only a few dollars to install 
one. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

Regarding Section 12.3 F, Revise the statement.  The 
use of the word nearest makes the first sentence 
redundant. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

On page F-27, Section 12.3.G, the hyphen should be 
removed from ILR-10. 

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Regarding Section 12.8, need to put in that land owner 
must continue up keep after construction.  I referenced 
this back in definitions. 

Your comment seems consistent with the NPDES 
requirements and the Draft will be revised accordingly 
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Attachment B. Comments on Draft Storm Water Management and Erosion Control Ordinance as of 
12/30/13 and Staff Reply 

DECEMBER 30, 2013 

Draft Ordinance Section 13 

Comment Staff reply 
Regarding Section 13.1 C, I would remove “before, 
during and after construction”.  I read that it sounds to 
me like the site will only get inspected three times.  I 
don’t think that is what you want. 

We are happy to discuss this and if the text can be 
improved it will be. 

Regarding Section 13.4 C and 13.5 A, stay consistent 
with Section 5.1. 

This is consistent but we are happy to discuss this to see 
if it can be improved. 

13.5.C.1 “Until approval” should probably be “until 
approved.”  

Agreed. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 

Draft Ordinance Section 15 

Comment Staff reply 
On page F-30, Section 15-3, I recommend changing the 
first sentence to read: Any incidence of noncompliance 
(ION) shall be reported to the IEPA as required by the 
ILR10 permit and to the Zoning Administrator. 

OK. The Draft will be revised accordingly. 
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MONTHLY REPORT for NOVEMBER 20131

 
Zoning Cases 

The distribution of cases filed, completed, and pending is detailed in Table 1. 
Three zoning cases were filed in November and none were filed in November 
2012. The average number of cases filed in November in the preceding five 
years was 2.4.   

One ZBA meeting was held in November and one case was finalized.  One 
ZBA meeting was held in November 2012 and no cases were finalized. The 
average number of cases finalized in November in the preceding five years 
was 1.4.  

By the end of November there were 6 cases pending.  By the end of 
November 2012 there were 17 cases pending.   

       Table 1. Zoning Case Activity in November 2013 & November 2012  

Type of Case November 2013 
1 ZBA meeting 

November 2012 
1 ZBA meeting 

Cases 
Filed 

Cases 
Completed 

Cases 
Filed 

Cases 
Completed 

Variance 0 0 0 0 

SFHA Variance 0 0 0 0 

Special Use 1 0 0 0 

Map Amendment 1 1 0 0 

Text Amendment 1 0 0 0 

Change of Non-conforming Use 0 0 0 0 

Administrative Variance 0 0 0 0 

Interpretation / Appeal 0 0 0 0 

TOTALS 3 1 0 0 

Total cases filed (fiscal year) 29 cases 33 cases  

Total cases completed (fiscal year) 39 cases 27 cases 

Case pending* 6 cases 17 cases 
* Cases pending includes all cases continued and new cases filed but not decided

1 Note that approved absences, sick days, and the loss of the Associate Planner resulted in an 
average staffing level of 81% or the equivalent of 4.0 staff members (of the 5 authorized) 
present for each of the 18 work days in November. The average staffing level for FY2013 was 
4.1 staff members (of the 5 authorized) present for each work day. 

Champaign County 
Department of 

Brookens Administrative 
Center 

1776 E. Washington Street 
Urbana, Illinois 61802 

(217) 384-3708 
zoningdept@co.champaign.il.us 
www.co.champaign.il.us/zoning

PLANNING & 
ZONING 
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Planning & Zoning Monthly Report 
NOVEMBER 2013 

Subdivisions 

There was no County subdivision application, review, or recording in November.  One municipal 
subdivision was reviewed for compliance with County zoning in November.   

Zoning Use Permits 

A detailed breakdown of permitting activity appears in Table 2.  A list of all Zoning Use Permits 
issued for the month is at Appendix A.  Permitting activity in November can be summarized as 
follows: 
• 17 permits for 10 structures were approved in November compared to 10 permits for 9

structures in November 2012.  The five-year average for permits in November in the 
preceding five years is 12.8.   

• 15 months out of the last 38 months have equaled or exceeded the five-year average for
number of permits (including November 2013, August 2013, July 2013, May 2013,
December 2012, October 2012, September 2012, May 2012, April 2012, January 2012,
December 2011, August 2011, February 2011, January 2011, September 2010).

• 5.8 days was the average turnaround (review) time for complete initial residential permit
applications in November.

• $3,598,397 was the reported value for the permits in November compared to a total of
$1,024,110 in November 2012.  The five-year average reported value for authorized
construction in November is $1,371,072.

• 22 months in the last 58 months have equaled or exceeded the five-year average for
reported value of construction (including November 2013, September 2013, August
2013, July 2013, June 2013, February 2013, January 2013, November 2012, August
2012, September 2012, May 2012, April 2012, February 2012, January 2012, December
2011, November 2011, August 2011, June 2011, February 2011, August and May 2010
and March 2009).

• $1,429 in fees were collected in November compared to a total of $1,264 in November
2012.  The five-year average for fees collected in November is $1,604.

• 15 months in the last 54 months have equaled or exceeded the five-year average for
collected permit fees (including August 2013, July 2013, February 2013, January 2013,
October 2012, September 2012, May 2012, April 2012, February 2012, January 2012,
December 2011, June 2011, August 2010, and December and March 2009).

• There were also 5 lot split inquiries and 209 other zoning inquiries in November.

• Minutes were completed for three ZBA meetings.
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Table 2.  Zoning Use Permits Approved in November 2013 

 CURRENT MONTH FISCAL YEAR TO DATE 

PERMITS # Total Fee $ Value # Total Fee $ Value 

AGRICULTURAL: 
Residential    4 N/A 1,190,000 

Other 3 N/A 347,863 23 N/A 2,485,818 

SINGLE FAMILY Resid.: 
             New - Site Built 

    
11 

 
8,861 

 
3,417,662 

                      Manufactured    1 269 115,088 

             Additions 3 211 79,834 27 3,940 795,254 

            Accessory to Resid.      1 261 1700 39 8,436 726,154 

TWO-FAMILY Residential       

Average turn-around time 
for permit approval             5.8 days   

MULTI – FAMILY Resid.       

HOME OCCUPATION:                     
Rural    1 33 0 

                Neighborhood 5 N/A 0 12 N/A 0 

COMMERCIAL: New    7 7,028 6,730,000 

         Other 3 553 3,169,000 8 2,960 3,831,352 

INDUSTRIAL:   New    1 1,513 407,380 

         Other       

OTHER USES:   New    1 0 5,900,000 

         Other    1 0 932,000 

SIGNS    1 66 200 

TOWERS (Incl. Acc. 
Bldg.)       

OTHER PERMITS 2 404 0 20 1,934 531,000 

TOTAL APPROVED 17/10 $1,429 $3,598,397 157/124 $35,040 $27,061,908 
   *17 permits were issued for 10 structures during November 2013; 10 permits will require Compliance 

Certificates (and inspections) 
    ♢157 permits have been issued for 124 structures since December 1, 2012 (FY2013) 
    NOTE: Home occupations and other permits (change of use, temporary use) total 33 since December, 

2012, (this number is not included in the total number of structures). 
Of the 9 Zoning Use Permits received in November 2013, 9 were approved. 
There were 8 Zoning Use Permits approved in November 2013 that was received in prior 

3 
 

60



Planning & Zoning Monthly Report 
NOVEMBER 2013 

months. 

Conversion of Best Prime Farmland 

Table 3 summarizes conversion of Best Prime Farmland as a result of any County zoning 
approval so far in FY2013.   

Table 3. Best Prime Farmland Conversion 
November 

2013 
FY 2013 to date 

Zoning Cases authorizing a new principal use on 
Best Prime Farmland that was previously used 
for agriculture 

0.0 acres 5.5 acres 

Subdivision Plat Approvals authorizing new 
Best Prime Farmland lots smaller than 35 acres:   
         Outside of Municipal ETJ areas1 

0.0 acre 0.0 acre 

         Within Municipal ETJ areas2 0.0 acre 0.0 acre 

Zoning Use Permits authorizing new non-
agriculture uses on lots that were not previously 
authorized in either a zoning case or a 
subdivision plat approval. 

0.0 acre 1.0 acre 

Agricultural Courtesy Permits 0.0 acre 2.0 acre 

TOTAL 0.0 acres 8.5 acres 

NOTES 
1. Plat approvals by the County Board.
2. Municipal plat approvals.

Zoning Compliance Inspections 

• 28 compliance inspections were made in November for a total of 85 compliance
inspections so far in FY2013.

• 33 compliance certificates were issued in November for a total of 72 compliance
certificates so far in FY2013. The FY2013 budget anticipated a total of 510 compliance
inspections for an average of 9.8 inspections per week.

Zoning and Nuisance Enforcement 

Table 3 contains the detailed breakdown of enforcement activity for November 2013 and can be 
summarized as follows: 
• 1 new complaint was received in November compared to 1 new complaint in November

2012.  No complaints were referred to other agencies in November and none were 
referred to other agencies in November 2012.  

• 16 enforcement inspections were conducted in November compared to 24 in November
2012. None of the November 2013 inspections were for the 1 new complaint received in
November.
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•           No contacts were made prior to written notification in November and none were made in 
November 2012. 

   
• 16 initial investigation inquiries were made in November for an average of 12.0 per week 

in November and 9.3 per week for the fiscal year. The FY2013 budget had anticipated an 
average of 8.4 initial investigation inquiries per week. 

 
• No First Notices and No Final Notice were issued in November compared to no First 

Notices and 4 Final Notices in November 2012.  The FY2013 budget anticipated a total 
of 30 First Notices. 
 

• No cases were referred to the State’s Attorney in November and none were referred in 
November 2012.  

 
• 4 cases were resolved in November (none of the resolved cases were received in 

November) and 2 cases were resolved in November 2012.   
     
• 402 cases remain open at the end of November compared to 440 open cases at the end of 

November 2012.   
 
•           Miscellaneous activities for enforcement in November included answering phones and 

helping customers in the absence of Zoning Technicians; helping with calls regarding 
Floodplain Development; and coordinated with the State’s Attorney regarding 
enforcement cases.  

 
APPENDICES 
A  Zoning Use Permits Authorized  
B Zoning Compliance Certificates Issued
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Table 3. Enforcement Activity During November 2013 
 FY2012 

TOTALS1 
Dec.  
2012 

Jan. 
2013 

Feb. 
2013 

March 
2013 

April  
2013 

May 
2013 

June 
2013  

July  
2013 

Aug. 
2013 

Sep. 
2013 

Oct. 
2013 

Nov. 
2013 

TOTALS1 
FY2013 

Complaints 
Received 

80 1 9 6 2 4 5 5 15 8 3 2 1 61 

Initial Complaints 
Referred to Others  

10 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 5 

Inspections 
 

515 35 49 29 29 43 38 18 46 57 69 55 16⁴ 484⁵ 

Phone Contact 
Prior to Notice 

13 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 0 0 5 

First Notices 
Issued 

24 0 7 1 2 0 1 2 6 2 2 5 0 28 

Final Notices 
Issued 

8 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 7 

Referrals to State’s 
Attorney 

5 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

Cases Resolved2 

 
69 0 8 9 2 7 11 6 2 7 28 15 4⁶ 99⁷ 

Open Cases3 440 441 442 439 439 436 430 429 442 443 418 405 402 4028 
Notes 
1.     Total includes cases from previous years. 
 
2.     Resolved cases are cases that have been inspected, notice given, and violation is gone, or inspection has occurred and no violation   

has been found to occur on the property. 
 
3.     Open Cases are unresolved cases and includes any case referred to the State's Attorney or new complaints not yet investigated. 
 
4.     0 inspections of the 16 performed were for the 1 complaint received in November, 2013. 
 
5.     120 inspections of the 484 inspections performed in 2013 were for complaints received in 2013. 
 
6.     None of the resolved cases for November, 2013, were received in November, 2013.   
 
7.     30 of the 99 cases resolved in FY 2013 were for complaints that were also received in FY 2013.   
 
 8.    Total open cases include 29 cases that have been referred to the State's Attorney, some of which were referred as early as 2001. 
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APPENDIX A. ZONING USE PERMITS ACTIVITY DURING NOVEMBER 2013 
Permit 

Number 
Zoning District;  

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Owner 
Name 

Date Applied, 
Date Approved 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

320-07-
01FP 

 
CR 

Lot 5, Leonard’s Farmettes, 
Section 2, Urbana Township; 
3313 E. Airport Road, 
Urbana, Illinois 
PIN:  30-21-02-101-005 

Steve an 
Chris 
Wayman 

11/14/07 
11/14/13 

Construct  a detached 
storage building 

200-10-01 
 

B-3 

 

Two tracts of land consisting 
25.52 acres located in the 
NW ¼ of Section 11, St. 
Joseph Township; 1676 CR 
2200E, St. Joseph, Illinois 
PIN:   28-22-11-151-001 
&002 

Champaign 
County Seed 
Co. LLC 

07/19/10 
11/07/13 

Authorize a previously 
constructed detached 
storage shed for seed 
storage 

30-13-01 
 

CR 

A 5.2 acre tract of land being 
a part of the SE ¼ of the NE 
¼ of Section 36, Newcomb 
Township; 2453 CR 600E, 
Dewey, Illinois 
PIN:  16-07-36-200-006 

Dan 
Williams dba 
Firemark 
Paintball 

01/30/13 
11/14/13 

Change of Use to 
authorize an Outdoor 
Commercial 
Recreational Enterprise, 
Firemark Paintball, and 
to authorize 3 storage 
buildings 
 
CASES: 707-S-12 & 
725-V-12 

267-13-01 
 

B-3 

Two tracts of land consisting 
25.52 acres located in the 
NW ¼ of Section 11, St. 
Joseph Township; 1676 CR 
2200E, St. Joseph, Illinois 
PIN:   28-22-11-151-001 
&002 

Champaign 
County Seed 
Co. LLC 

09/24/13 
11/07/13 

Construct a detached 
storage building for seed 
storage 

298-13-02 
 

I-1 

Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and B of 
Block 3 of the Original 
Town of Foosland, Section 
17, Brown Township; 200 
Main Street, Foosland, IL 
PIN:  02-01-17-407-003 

Wachstetter 
Farms 

10/25/13 
11/01/13 

Construct a grain bin for 
personal grain storage 
 
CASE:  753-V-13 

301-13-01 
 

CR 

Lot 1 of Geil 5 Acre Tracts 
in the N ½ of the SW ¼ of 
Section 20, Mahomet 
Township; 2040 CR 125E, 
Mahomet, Illinois 
PIN:  15-13-20-300-011 

Robert Wolf 10/28/13 
11/05/13 

Construct an addition to 
an existing single family 
home 
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APPENDIX A. ZONING USE PERMITS ACTIVITY DURING NOVEMBER 2013 
Permit 

Number 
Zoning District;  

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Owner 
Name 

Date Applied, 
Date Approved 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

303-13-01 

AG-1 

A tract of land comprised of 
35.39 acres located in the 
SW ¼ of the SW ¼ of 
Section 3, Philo Township; 
1102 CR 1500E, Urbana, IL 
PIN:  19-27-03-300-011 

Matt & 
Bonnie 
Stanton 

10/30/13 
11/13/13 

Construct a sunroom 
addition to an existing 
single family home 

303-12-02 

R-1 

Lot 227, Minor Lake West 
2nd Subdivision, Section 21, 
Champaign Township; 1804 
Oak Park Drive, Champaign, 
Illinois 
PIN:  03-20-21-252-019 

Michael and 
Carla 
Palazzolo 

10/30/13 
11/13/13 

Construct a sunroom 
addition to an existing 
single family home 

308-13-01 

CR                     

Lot 5, Leonard’s Farmettes, 
Section 2, Urbana Township; 
3313 E. Airport Road, 
Urbana, Illinois 
PIN:  30-21-02-101-005 

Steve and 
Chris 
Wayman 

11/04/13 
11/14/13 

Construct a two-story 
deck addition to an 
existing single family 
home 

308-13-02 

I-1 

The NE ¼ of Section 34 and 
the NE ¼ of the NW ¼ of 
Section 34, Tolono 
Township, lying North of the 
North Right-of-Way line of 
the Norfolk and Southern 
Railway, Section 34, Tolono 
Township; 949 CR 700N, 
Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  29-26-34-100-006 

Premier 
Cooperative, 
Inc. 

11/04/13 
11/13/13 

Construct two grain 
bins, one 70’ diameter 
by 132’ tall; one 60’ 
diameter by 132’ tall. 

CASE: 752-S-13 

309-13-01 

AG-1 

A 73.67 acre tract of land 
located in the W ½ of the SE 
¼  of Section 28, Philo 
Township; 1460 CR 700N, 
Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  19-27-28-400-009 

Linda L. 
Holzhausen 

11/05/13 
11/13/13 

Construct an addition to 
an existing agriculture 
shed 

316-13-01 

AG-2 

A tract of land located in the 
SE Corner of the SE ¼ of 
Section 33, Harwood 
Township; 3007 CR 2100E, 
Rantoul, Illinois 
PIN:  11-04-33-476-004 

Gail and 
Barbara 
Stanberry 

11/12/13 
11/26/13 

Change the Use of an 
existing structure 
proposed to be a single 
family home to a 
detached storage shed 
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APPENDIX B. ZONING COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATES ISSUED DURING 
NOVEMBER  2013 

Date Permit 
Number 

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

11/13/13 313-12-02 A tract of land being the W ½ of the 
NE ¼ of Section 23, Scott Township; 
469 CR 1500N, Champaign, Illinois 
PIN:  23-19-23-200-001 

An addition to an existing single 
family home 

11/13/13 307-11-01 A tract of land located in the SW ¼ of 
Section 19, Scott Township; 1410 CR 
0E, White Heath, Illinois 
PIN:  23-19-19-300-002 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 44-12-01 A tract of land located in the North ½ 
of the SE ¼ of Section 11, Scott 
Township; 1365 CR 500E, Bondville, 
Illinois 
PIN:  23-19-11-401-001 

A single family home 

11/13/13 136-12-01 Two tracts of land comprising 3.74 
acres located in Part of the NE ¼ of 
the NW ¼ of Section 3, Colfax 
Township; 345 CR 1200N, Seymour, 
Illinois 
PIN:  05-25-03-100-007 & 009 

Two additions to an existing single 
family home 

11/13/13 319-12-02 A tract of land being the North 17.86 
acres of the NE ¼ of Section 15, 
Sadorus Township; 390 CR 400E, 
Sadorus, Illinois 
PIN:  22-31-15-200-005 

A detached agriculture equipment 
storage shed 

11/13/13 318-11-01 Lot 1, Moraine View Subdivision, 
Section 5, Tolono Township; 1197 
CR 800E, Champaign, Illinois 
PIN:  29-26-05-201-001 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 277-12-01 Part of the NE ¼ of the NW ¼ of 
Section 30, Pesotum Township; 639 
CR 200N, Pesotum, Illinois 
PIN: 18-32-30-100-020 

An attached garage to an existing 
single family home 

11/13/13 156-13-01 A tract of land located in the NE ¼ of 
Section 22, Tolono Township; 887 
CR 1000E, Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  29-26-22-200-008 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 77-11-02 A 2.24 acre tract of land located in the 
SE ¼ of Section 29, Tolono 
Township; 780 CR 700N, Tolono, IL 
PIN:  29-26-29-400-003 

An addition to an existing single 
family home 
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APPENDIX B. ZONING COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATES ISSUED DURING 
NOVEMBER 2013 

Date Permit 
Number 

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

11/13/13 155-13-02 Lot 9, Jones 2nd Subdivision, Section 
16, Tolono Township; 915 CR 900E, 
Champaign, Illinois 
PIN: 29-26-16-402-002 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 283-12-02 Lot 8, Jones 2nd Subdivision, Section 
16, Tolono Township; 921 CR 900E, 
Champaign, Illinois 
PIN:  29-26-16-402-001 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 166-11-01 A tract of land located in the SW 
Corner of the SW ¼ of the SW ¼ of 
Section 27, Tolono Township; 702 
CR 900E, Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  29-26-27-300-002 

Two garage additions to an 
existing single family home 

CASE: 69V-11 

11/13/13 285-11-01 A 5 acre tract of land located in the S 
½ of the S ½ of the NE ¼ of Section 
9, Pesotum Township; 455 CR 900E, 
Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  18-32-09-200-002 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 118-12-01 A tract of land located in the NE ¼ of 
the SE ¼ of Section 36, Tolono 
Township; 651 CR 1200E, Tolono, IL 
PIN:  Pt. of 29-26-36-400-002 

A 394’ radio transmission tower 
with equipment building 

CASES:  698-S-11 & 706-V-12 
11/13/13 250-12-01 Lot 3 of Walter Sandwell’s 2nd 

Subdivision, Section 33, Philo 
Township; 1480 CR 600N, Tolono, 
IL 
PIN:  19-27-33-400-016 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 320-12-01 A tract of land located in the SE ¼ of 
the NE ¼ of Section 11, Pesotum 
Township; 465 CR 1100E, Tolono, IL 
PIN: 18-32-11-200-005 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 09-13-01 A 199.19 acre parcel located in the W 
½ of Section 7, Crittenden Township; 
484 CR 1200E, Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  08-33-07-100-001 

An addition to an existing 
agriculture storage shed 

11/13/13 361-11-01 A tract of land located in the NE 
Corner of the NE ¼ of the SE ¼ of 
Section 24, Pesotum Township; 249 
CR 1200E, Pesotum, Illinois 
PIN:  18-32-24-400-001 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 356-12-01 Lot 1, E. E. Rogers Subdivision, 
Section 27, Crittenden Township; 
177N 1600E, Villa Gove, Illinois 
PIN: 08-33-27-200-005 

A detached garage/storage shed 
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APPENDIX B. ZONING COMPLIANCE CERTIFICATES ISSUED DURING 
NOVEMBER 2013 

Date Permit 
Number 

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

11/13/13 230-11-01 A tract of land being a part of the 
North ½ of the SW ¼ of Section 23, 
Crittenden Township; 250 CR 1600E, 
Tolono, Illinois 
PIN:  08-33-23-300-007 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 349-12-01 Two tracts of land comprising 7.687 
acres located in the S ½ of the SE ¼ 
of Section 35 and the S ½ of the SW 
¼ of Section 36, Crittenden 
Township; 1694 CR 0N, Villa Grove, 
Illinois 
PIN:  08-33-35-400-014 & -36-300-
004 

An addition to an existing 
agriculture storage shed 

11/13/13 193-13-02 A tract of land located in the SE 
Corner of the E ½ of the SW ¼ of 
Section 23, Raymond Township; 
2246 CR 200N, Longview, Illinois 
PIN: 21-34-23-300-004 

A covered porch addition to an 
existing single family home and a 
detached garage 

11/13/13 74-12-02 A tract of land located in the SW 
Corner of the SE ¼ of Section 4, 
Sidney Township; 2072 CR 1100N, 
Sidney, Illinois 
PIN:  24-28-04-400-003 

An addition to an existing single 
family home 

11/13/13 177-12-01 Tract III of a Plat of Survey of the NE 
¼ of Section 9, Sidney Township;  
2069 CR 1100N, Sidney, Illinois 
PIN:  24-28-09-200-028 

A detached garage 

11/13/13 311-11-02 A tract of land located in the NW 
Corner of the NW ¼ of Section 7, 
Sidney Township; 1096 CR 1800E, 
Urbana, Illinois 
PIN:  24-28-07-100-007 

A barn for horses and horse 
equipment 

11/13/13 46-13-01 A tract of land being a Part of the NW 
¼ of the SW ¼ of Section 24, Sadorus 
Township; 239 CR 525E Pesotum, IL 
PIN:  22-31-24-300-012 

A detached storage building for 
agriculture equipment 

11/13/13 25-13-01 Lot 2, Silver Trio Subdivision, 
Section 3, Philo Township; 1588 CR 
1100N, Urbana, Illinois 
PIN: 19-27-03-400-011 

A single family home with 
attached garage 

11/13/13 215-09-03 A tract of land located in the NW 
Corner of the E ½ of the W ½ of the 
NE ¼ of Section 12, Pesotum 
Township; 1163 CR 500N, Tolono, 
IL 
PIN: Pt. of 18-32-12-200-005 

An addition to an existing single 
family home 
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Date Permit 
Number 

Property Description; 
Address; PIN 

Project 
(Related Zoning Case) 

11/13/13 308-11-01 The NE ¼ of Section 16, Tolono 
Township; 983 CR 900E, Champaign, 
Illinois 
PIN: 29-26-16-200-001 

A solar array 

11/01/13 298-13-02 Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and B of Block 3 
of the Original Town of Foosland, 
Section 17, Brown Township; 200 
Main Street, Foosland, Illinois 
PIN:  02-01-17-407-003 

A grain bin for personal grain 
storage 

11/26/13 316-13-01 A tract of land located in the SE 
Corner of the SE ¼ of Section 33, 
Harwood Township; 3007 County 
Road 2100E, Rantoul, Illinois 
PIN:  11-04-33-476-004 

A detached storage shed 

11/14/13 320-07-01FP Lot 5, Leonard’s Farmettes, Section 
2, Urbana Township; 3313 E. Airport 
Road, Urbana, Illinois 
PIN:  30-21-02-101-005 

A detached storage building 

11/14/13 308-13-01 Lot 5, Leonard’s Farmettes, Section 
2, Urbana Township; 3313 E. Airport 
Road, Urbana, Illinois 
PIN:  30-21-02-101-005 

A two-story deck addition to an 
existing single family home 

12 
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