AGENDA
Meeting of the Planning and Zoning Commission
Village of Indian Head Park
201 Acacia Drive
Indian Head Park, IL 60525
Notice and Agenda
Regular Meeting
7:00 p.m. October, 4th 2022

PUBLIC COMMENTS MAY BE SUBMITTED
VIA EMAIL AT ADMIN@INDIANHEADPARK-IL.GOV
Persons may view the meeting on Comcast Channel 6 (IHP
Only), and YouTube (IHP TV)
I.

Call to Order and Roll Call

II.

Pledge of Allegiance

III.

Old Business
A. Special Use Hearing for an Unattached Structure: 6520 Pontiac Drive

IV.

New Business
B. Special Use Hearing for an unattached structure (shed): 6612 Osceola Trail
C. Public Hearing: Zoning Regulations for Gardens
D. Public Hearing: Zoning Regulations for Commercial Signage
E. Public Hearing: Zoning Regulations for Home Occupations

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: Unattached Structure Petition-Special Use and Variance
Date: 09/23/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background/Summary
Mr. Dubak is petitioning the Village of Indian head Park for a shed that currently exists as well
as a cabana. The petitioners have filled out and submitted all of the required materials for a
special use hearing to take place, those materials succeed this memo in the meeting packet.
At the September meeting of the PZC, it was brought to the attention of the Commission that
work on a cabana and pool deck was completed around the same time as some fire restoration
work in 2015. Staff has reviewed the permit file and there were no inspections or plans related to
the cabana.
Petitioner Details
The petitioners have gathered the signatures of their neighbors stating that they do not object to
the placement of the shed.
The shed is 10 feet from a property line. The homeowner's garage is approximately 18’ x 22’.
This would be considered a small two-car garage.
Located on the property is a cabana that is adjacent to Mr. Dubak’s pool. This cabana would also
be considered an unattached structure. The existence of this structure complicates the petition as
the Village Code restricts the number of unattached structures at a property to one.
In order to have both structures be compliant with the Zoning Code, a special use would need to
be granted for both structures and a variance would need to be granted to the “second” structure.
As a reminder, a special use refers to a use that is allowable as long as it meets certain criteria. In
the case of the shed, it would need to meet the setback, screening, and hardship criteria. In the
case of the cabana, it would need to meet the general special use criteria. The general criteria are
that it does not pose a risk to the public health, safety, and welfare, and that it would not cause
substantial injury to the value of property in the neighborhood in which it is located. The opinion
of staff is that both of Mr. Dubak’s structures meet the criteria for their respective special use
permits.

A variance is different than a special use in that in order to be granted a variance a property
owner must show that they have unique circumstances that would merit permission to deviate
from the general zoning code.
Finally, the pool deck next to the cabana would not be considered a compliant structure either.
The Village code does not permit decks outside of the buildable area unless a variance is granted.
Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of a special use for either the shed or the cabana. It is a shed that has
existed for 6-7 years. It is the opinion of staff that the shed and cabana meet the requirements for
their respective special uses. However, the petitioner does not meet the criteria to be granted a
variance to have both the shed and the cabana.
As for the pool deck, staff does not recommend approval of a variance. The Village code
requires that a homeowner has unique enough circumstances to merit a variance.

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: 6612 Osceola Shed Special Use Petition
Date: 09/21/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background
The petitioner has submitted all of the required materials for their application.
The petitioner has a partial basement and a garage that is 21’x21’.
The petitioner’s shed is roughly 1.5 years old and has received signatures from their neighbors
that they do not object to the placement of the shed.
Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends that the shed special use petition is not recommended for approval. This is
based on the previous decision of the Board to reject applications for sheds that are not longexisting on the West side of Wolf Road.

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: Garden Barriers and Garden Regulations
Date: 09/01/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background
As discussed at previous meetings, the Planning and Zoning Commission and Board of Trustees
wanted to see additional regulations of gardens in tandem with allowing barriers to protect
gardens from wildlife.
As discussed previously, our surrounding communities do not have many (if any) regulations
concerning gardens. The options listed below were developed based on the feedback from PZC
and Board members.
Garden Regulation Options
● Garden Barrier Definition: A garden barrier is any structure designed to protect a garden
from animals. Trellises used for planting purposes are not considered garden barriers.
○ Reason: To ensure that trellises used for gardening purposes are not prohibited by
this regulation.
● The combined height of a garden bed/box and garden barrier must be 5 feet or less.
○ Reason: To prevent garden barriers that are too tall. A height of 5 feet is enough
to prevent most animals from jumping or reaching over a garden barrier. An adult
deer is between 3.5’ and 5’ tall. Rabbits and chipmunks can typically jump 3-4’
feet.
● The total area of Raised garden beds/boxes and gardens generally on a property cannot be
more than ? square feet in area.
○ Reasoning: This is to prevent anyone from turning their entire property into a
garden. (Looking for guidance from the Commission on appropriate restriction)
● Raised garden beds/boxes and gardens generally must be placed at least 5 feet from a
property line.
○ Reasoning: To prevent these gardens from directly abutting an adjacent
homeowner's property.

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: Proposed Signage Illumination Regulations
Date: 09/01/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background
The Village has regulations for commercial signage, however, there is limited text in the code
related to lighting that is emitted from signage. The only regulation concerning signage lighting
is below:
1. The illumination of any sign shall be only during business hours. Where a sign is
illuminated by a light reflected upon it direct rays of light shall not beam upon any part of
an existing residential building, nor into a residence district, nor into a street. A sign in
direct line of vision of any traffic signal shall not have red, green, or amber illumination.
Staff Recommendation
Village Staff is recommending that the regulations listed below to be added to the Village
Zoning Code in order to ensure signage lighting does not become a nuisance.
1. Limits On Degree Of Illumination: Illuminated signs shall not produce more than 350 lumens
of illumination four feet (4') from the sign.
2. No Placement Inside Windows: Illuminated signs shall not hang or be placed inside any
window
3. No Flashing Lights: No flashing, blinking, or intermittent lights shall be permitted.
4. No Neon Lights: No Exposed neon and other Gas tube signs shall be permitted.
Proposed Lumens Compared to Other Municipalities
IHP Proposed: 350 Lumens
La Grange: 538 Lumens
Hinsdale: 538 Lumens
Western Springs: 323 Lumens

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: Proposed Signage Size Regulations
Date: 09/22/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background
At the September PZC meeting, the Commission discussed regulations concerning signage
illumination. The Commission also asked about size regulations for signage.
The size regulations for the commercial signage are as detailed below:
“The gross surface area in square feet of all signs on a lot shall not exceed the number of linear
feet in the frontage of the lot, and each side of a lot which abuts upon a street shall be
considered a separate frontage, and the gross area of all signs located on each side of a lot
abutting a street shall not exceed the number of linear feet in such separate frontage.”
This regulation is more restrictive than most other municipalities in the area. However, there is a
“loophole” in the language. After discussion with the Village’s building plan review team it
came to light that the term “lot” would refer to the entire building. This includes commercial
strip malls in which an individual business is in fact only a fraction of the lot.
Staff Recommendations
It is the recommendation of staff to modify the signage regulations to close the loophole and also
bring the Village’s rules in line with other nearby municipalities.
Staff is recommending that the language regarding signage size be replaced with the following
language:
“Wall signs are not to exceed two (2) square feet of wall signage for each linear foot of the
business storefront, up to a maximum of one hundred (100) square feet.
A commercial building with frontage on two (2) or more streets shall be permitted an additional
one square foot of wall signage for the side of the business building facing the second street for
each linear foot of building facing the second street”
This language would mirror the regulations in place in towns like Western Springs, Countryside,
and Darien.

To: Chair Costelloe and Members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
From: Andy Ferrini, Assistant Village Administrator
Subject: Home Occupations Review
Date: 09/22/2022
____________________________________________________________________________
Background
At last month’s PZC meeting the Commission discussed a few minor revisions to the language in
the zoning code pertaining to home occupations. The recommendations below are based on the
conversation of the Commission.
Staff Recommendation
It is the opinion of staff that the existing code is sufficient in preventing business activity that is
not desired for residential areas.
It is recommended that the term dressmaker be updated to that of sewist. Sewist seems to be the
more modern/unisex terminology for dressmakers/seamstresses.
It is recommended that clergyman be updated to that of clergy person to be unisex in
terminology.

