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AGENDA FOR REGULAR MEETING 
VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

 October 26, 2017 – 7:30 P.M. 
Council Chambers 

Village Hall – 16250 S. Oak Park Avenue 
 

Regular Meeting Called to Order 
Pledge of Allegiance 
Roll Call Taken 
Communications 
Approval of Minutes: Minutes of the September 14, 2017 Regular Meeting  
 
Item #1 PUBLIC HEARING: FAITH UNITED PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH – 6200 167TH 

STREET – VARIATIONS FROM THE SETBACK REQUIREMENT AND 
MAXIMUM FLOOR AREA FOR AN ACCESSORY STRUCTURE (PAVILION) 
Consider recommending that the Village Board grant the Petitioner, Faith United 
Presbyterian Church, the following Variations: 
 

1. A ten foot (10’) Variation from Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance where 
the required front yard setback for an accessory structure is forty feet (40’) in the 
R-1 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning District; and 

 
2. A three hundred thirty-six (336) square foot Variation from Section III.I.2.b. of 

the Zoning Ordinance where the maximum floor area for an accessory structure is 
seven hundred twenty (720) square feet. 

 
These Variations would allow the Petitioner to construct a 1,056 square foot pavilion at a 
thirty foot (30’) setback from the west (Gaynelle Road) property line at 6200 167th Street 
in the R-1 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning District. 

 
Good of the Order 
Receive Comments from the Public 
Adjourn Meeting 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE  
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS, VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK, 
COOK AND WILL COUNTIES, ILLINOIS 

 
SEPTEMBER 14, 2017 
 

 
The Regular Meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals was held in the Council Chambers at the Village of 
Tinley Park, 16250 Oak Park Avenue on September 14, 2017 at 7:30 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
Zoning Board Members:   Robert Paszczyk 

James Fritts 
     Donald Bettenhausen – Arrived at 7:32 p.m. 
     James Gaskill Sr. 

Steven Sepessy 
     Michael Fitzgerald, Chairman 
 
Absent Zoning Board Members:  Jennifer Vargas  
 
Village Officials and Staff:  Stephanie Kisler, Planner I 
     Barbara Bennett, Commission Secretary  
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS CHAIRMAN MICHAEL FITZGERALD called to order the Regular 
Meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals on September 14, 2017 at 7:30 p.m. A Motion was made by 
ZONING BOARD MEMBER PASZCZYK, seconded by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SEPESSY, to 
open the regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals at 7:30 p.m.   
 
 
COMMUNICATIONS 
 
CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD congratulated STEPHANIE KISLER, Planner I, on her recent marriage. 
 
MS. KISLER stated that PAULA WALLRICH, Interim Community Development Director will be off for 
the next 4 to 6 weeks due to medical leave. 
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Minutes of the July 13, 2017 Special Meeting with the Plan Commission and the Zoning Board of 
Appeals was presented for approval. A Motion was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SEPESSY, 
seconded by ZONING BOARD MEMBER PASZCZYK, to approve the Minutes as presented. The 
Motion was approved by voice call.  CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD declared the Minutes approved.  
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Minutes of the July 27, 2017 Meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals was presented for approval. A 
Motion was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER PASZCZYK, seconded by ZONING BOARD 
MEMBER FRITTS, to approve the Minutes as presented. The Motion was approved by voice call.  
CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD declared the Minutes approved.  
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TO:   VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

FROM:  VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
SUBJECT:  MINUTES OF THE SEPTEMBER 14, 2017 REGULAR MEETING OF THE 

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
ITEM #1:      WORKSHOP: TEXT AMENDMENTS TO THE VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK 

ZONING ORDINANCE (SECTION II AND SECTION III) RELATED TO FENCE 
REGULATIONS 
Discuss Text Amendments to the Village’s Fence Regulations including but not limited to 
the following topics: 

• Location 
• Height 
• Materials 
• Definitions related to fences, lot types, and yards 

 
Present were the following:  

Zoning Board Members:   Robert Paszczyk 
James Fritts 

      Donald Bettenhausen 
      James Gaskill Sr. 

Steven Sepessy 
      Michael Fitzgerald, Chairman 
 

Absent Zoning Board Members:  Jennifer Vargas  
 

Village Officials and Staff:  Stephanie Kisler, Planner I 
      Barbara Bennett, Commission Secretary  
 

 
STEPHANIE KISLER,  Planner I, noted that potential Text Amendments to the Village’s Fence 
Regulations and related Definitions are being brought before the Zoning Board of Appeals prior to being 
brought before the Plan Commission. The members of the Zoning Board of Appeals are the ones who 
generally review fence variances and input from this board is important.  The current regulations for 
fences and the draft of the Text Amendment have been included in the meeting packet.  Staff is looking 
for feedback from the ZBA Members regarding fence regulations that would apply to fences – 
specifically location, height, materials, administrative variances, and various definitions related to fences, 
lot types, and yards.   
 
MS. KISLER discussed the use of administrative variations for fences. The current code allows Staff to 
potentially approve a fence up to 10’ into the required non-addressed front yard on corner lots. A corner 
lot will have the addressed front yard and an “other front yard” which most people think is a side yard but 
actually is considered a front yard too. This sometimes the system of “addressed” versus “non-addressed” 
front yards does not work because properties may be incorrectly addressed or oriented the wrong way 
along the block. Sometimes allowing fences in front yards can be detrimental to the property next door 
because of how the lots are laid out on the block.   
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MS. KISLER displayed a diagram of the different types of lots with a color-coded legend to explain 
primary front yards, secondary front yards, side yards and rear yards.  The current code for corner lots is 
written as “addressed yard” and “other yard”, which is the non-addressed front yard.  Staff suggests 
amending the code to read “primary front yard” and “secondary front yard” rather than basing the yards 
off of the address.  The primary front yard would become the shorter dimension and the secondary front 
yard would become the longer dimension because typically lots are deeper than they are wide.  A lot of 
the inspiration for the terms came from other communities that Staff has researched.   
 
MS. KISLER presented a draft of proposed Text Amendments on Fence Regulations. Specific discussion 
was held on location, materials, and administrative review. There was discussion on if fences should be 
allowed on the property line along certain arterial roads, such as 80th Avenue and 171st Street. This could 
be based on speed limit. This type of regulation could become an administrative review or be handled on 
a case by case basis by the ZBA. It would be good for residents to be able to do administrative review 
rather than waiting 3 months for recommendation from the ZBA and approval from the Village Board.  
CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD noted there are two (2) streets that come to mind, 183rd Street and 171st 
Street, which have four lane traffic and the speed limit is at least 40 MPH.  A guideline that could be 
considered for approval of a higher fence would be two lanes traffic with speed limits of 40 MPH.  MS. 
KISLER asked if the ZBA would recommend that Staff write a code specific to speed limit and number of 
lanes or to just handle it on a case by case basis. If it is a person’s rear yard the fence can go all the way to 
the rear lot line.   
 
MS. KISLER asked the ZBA for feedback on fence materials as noted in the draft Text Amendment. 
CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD stated chain-link fences should be allowed as long as they do not have slats 
within the fence.  He added that the regulations should state that fences should neutral or natural in color 
rather than bright green or multi-color.     
 
The ZONING BOARD MEMBERS were all in agreement that the materials noted were good except for 
the chain-link being prohibited.  The ZONING BOARD MEMBERS felt the chain-link fences should be 
allowed.  Glass should be a prohibited fence material.   Living Fences should not be considered as fences, 
but should be considered landscaping and subject to the Village’s line-of-sight requirements.  Repairs to 
fences should be made with like kind of fences.   
 
MS. KISLER asked the ZBA for feedback on fence height as noted in the draft Text Amendment. 
ZONING BOARD MEMBER GASKILL noted that Staff should amend the terms to say “panel” rather 
than “rail” to ensure that the top of panel is a maximum of 6’ tall, not the top of the rail.   
 
MS. KISLER displayed examples of different types of fence styles.  It was noted that the proposed 
definition of an open-style fence states that it must be at least 50% open.  
 
ZONING BOARD MEMBER PASZCZYK noted that there should be something written regarding the 
fence maintenance.  All fences should be maintained in good structurally sound repair.   
 
ZONING BOARD MEMBER BETTENHAUSEN noted that line-of-sight and safety is a big 
consideration.  It is necessary to have a good line-of-sight at corners.   
 
MS. KISLER summarized the discussion: 

 
• There was concern for regulating color of fencing more specifically – Staff should detail 

acceptable colors; 
• Maintenance standards should be more clearly defined (what is “neat”?); 
• Allowable materials should include stone or concrete for perimeter fencing; 
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• Clarify that the Zoning Administrator can approve fence materials similar to what is allowed; 
• Remove chain-link from the prohibited fence materials list – this should be allowed; 

however, slats in the chain-link should not be allowed because they are often a maintenance 
issue; 

• Add glass to the list of prohibited fence materials; 
• Use “top of panel” rather than “top of rails” when defining height of the main sections of the 

fence; 
• Consider regulations for certain roads that have fences along them and have higher speed 

limits; 
• Hedges should not be regulated as fences – too difficult to administrate; 
• The definition for “through lot” and “corner through lot” needs to be edited to allow the 

Zoning Administrator to allow fences on the property line in certain scenarios (think lots 
backing up to 80th Avenue versus the few random lots along 171st Street that are flipped the 
other way); and 

• Overall, the ZBA was in agreement with other aspects of the draft Text Amendment. 
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GOOD OF THE ORDER 

There will be no Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting on September 28, 2017. 
 
 
RECEIVE COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
 
There were none. 
 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, a Motion was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SEPESSY, 
seconded by ZONING BOARD MEMBER PASZCZYK, to adjourn the Regular Meeting of the Zoning 
Board of Appeals of September 14, 2017 at 8:59 p.m. The Motion was unanimously approved by voice 
call.  CHAIRMAN FITZGERALD declared the meeting adjourned. 
  



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
STAFF REPORT 
October 26, 2017 

Faith United Presbyterian Church – Variances 
6200 167th Street 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Petitioner, Faith United Presbyterian Church, seeks the following Variations: 

1. A ten foot (10’) Variation from Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance where the
required front yard setback for an accessory structure is forty feet (40’) in the R-1
(Single-Family Residential) Zoning District; and

2. A three hundred thirty-six (336) square foot Variation from Section III.I.2.b. of the
Zoning Ordinance where the maximum floor area for an accessory structure is
seven hundred twenty (720) square feet.

These Variations would allow the Petitioner to construct a 1,056 square foot pavilion at a 
thirty foot (30’) setback from the west (Gaynelle Road) property line at 6200 167th Street in 
the R-1 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning District. 

Petitioner 
Charles Greinke on 
behalf of Faith United 
Presbyterian Church 

Property Location 
6200 167th Street 

PIN 
28-20-308-028-0000

Zoning 
R-1 (Single-Family
Residential)

Approval Sought 
Variances 

Project Planner 
Stephanie Malmborg, AICP 
Planner I 



Faith United Presbyterian Church – 6200 167th Street 
 

Page 2 of 10 

EXISTING SITE & HISTORY 
 
The subject site is a 2.02 acre parcel at the northeast corner of 167th Street and Gaynelle Road. The property was 
annexed in the late 1970s. The property is zoned R-1 (Single-Family Residential) and is within the Kimberly Heights 
subdivision. The site is home to the Faith United Presbyterian Church, including the church structure, parking lot, a 
garage, and a garden. 
 

 
Aerial Image of Subject Site (6200 167th Street) 
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ZONING & NEARBY LAND USES 
 
The subject site (highlighted in the graphic below) is zoned R-1 (Single-Family Residential). Adjacent properties are 
zoned R-1. Properties south of 167th Street are zoned R-4 (Single-Family Residential). There are pockets of 
unincorporated parcels in the vicinity. Properties in this area are typically single-family residences, although there is 
a school nearby to the northeast. 
 

 
Excerpt from the Village’s Zoning Map 
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VARIANCE REQUESTS 
 
The Petitioner requests variances to allow a 
pavilion to be constructed within the front yard 
setback. The Petitioner supplied photos from the 
Tinley Park Park District property located at 16801 
80th Avenue to illustrate the type of pavilion they 
propose to construct (see photo at right and on 
page 1). The church will utilize the pavilion for 
various church events, including: youth groups, 
weddings, community dinners, seasonal events, 
and worship. Staff provided a graphic below that 
displays the proposed pavilion size and location. 
 
 

 
Graphic Showing Variance Request 
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Location Variance 
The Petitioner requests a variance for the location of the pavilion. As noted on the previous graphic, the Petitioner 
proposes to locate the pavilion within the front yard setback with the longer length running east-west.  Staff 
prepared a diagram that depicts alternate locations for the proposed pavilion. Staff identified a minimum of four (4) 
alternate options for the location which are described below and shown on the graphic below. 
 

 
Alternate Option A, B, C, and D (Relocating Pavilion to Meet Required Setback) 
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1. Alternate Pavilion A (orange box). This location is south of the church building and will not cause safety 

concerns since it is not adjacent to the parking lot. Note that the pavilion could also be rotated to run 
parallel to the building. 
 

 
Photo of Alternate Pavilion Location A 

 
2. Alternate Pavilion B (yellow box). This location is northeast of the church building and also will keep 

churchgoers from having to cross the parking lot to get from the building to the pavilion. There is a light pole 
in the vicinity, but the light pole is not in the way of this location. 
 

 
Photo of Alternate Pavilion Location B 
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3. Alternate Pavilion C (green box). This location is southeast of the detached garage. This option requires 
relocating the existing garden elsewhere on the property. The Petitioner has many other available locations 
for the garden. 
 

 
Photo of Alternate Pavilion Location C 

 
4. Alternate Pavilion D (blue box). This option rotates the proposed pavilion 90 degrees to meet the setback 

requirement. This option may require removing an existing tree. 
 

 
Photo of Proposed Pavilion Location/Alternate Pavilion Location D 
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Staff also notes that the Petitioner’s existing pergola (west of the church; see black circle on the image below) meets 
the required front yard setback (yellow dashed line).  
 

 
 
The Zoning Board of Appeals may wish to  consider whether the request for the location meets the Findings of Fact 
for variances.  
 
 
Size Variance 
The proposed pavilion is 24’ x 44’ totaling 
1,056 square feet. A variation is required  
for this large of an accessory structure. 
Section III.I.2.b. of the Zoning Ordinance 
establishes  a maximum of 720 square 
feet of floor area for accessory structures 
in the R-1 Zoning District. The Petitioner 
could construct a smaller pavilion that 
meets the Village’s code (such as a 24’ x 
30’ pavilion); however, the Petitioner 
stated that the smaller pavilion will not 
suit the church’s needs for outdoor 
activities. Staff provided a graphic below 
that displays a 720 square foot pavilion at 
the same location. 
 
Staff notes that this property is within a 
single-family residential area but the land 
use is not residential – it is a church. This 
makes the request for the increase in 
pavilion size unique since it will not 
function as a large structure in a 
residential yard. Instead, the pavilion will be used for large group activities for the church. Additionally, the lot is 
over 2 acres in size whereas most of the adjacent lots are closer to 0.5 acres, so a larger pavilion may be considered 
in proportion to the lot size. 
 
The Zoning Board of Appeals may wish to consider whether the request for the increase in size meets the Findings 
of Fact for variances. 
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STANDARDS FOR A VARIATION 
 
Section X.G.4. of the Zoning Ordinance states the Zoning Board of Appeals shall not recommend a Variation of the 
regulations of the Zoning Ordinance unless it shall have made Findings of Fact, based upon the evidence presented 
for each of the Standards for Variations listed below. The Zoning Board of Appeals must provide findings for the first 
three standards; the remaining standards are provided to help the Zoning Board of Appeals further analyze the 
request. Staff provided draft findings below italicized in bullet points. 
 

1. The property in question cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used only under the 
conditions allowed by the regulations in the district in which it is located. 

• The property can yield a reasonable return if a pavilion is constructed meeting Village codes.  
• The Petitioner can revise the pavilion plans to conform to Village codes and still be able to have a 

pavilion on site.  
 

2. The plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances. 
• The property is unique since the land use is a church within a predominantly single-family residential 

area. 
• The lot size is over 2 acres, which is significantly larger than most of the parcels that are directly 

adjacent. 
• The Petitioner’s request for the location of the pavilion is not unique since it could be located in many 

other areas of the property and meet required setbacks. 
• The Petitioner’s request for the size of the pavilion is unique based on the land use and size of the 

parcel. 
 

3. The Variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality. 
• The character of the area could be altered by a large pavilion within the required front yard setback. A 

less impactful option would be reducing the size and complying with the required setbacks. 
• There are no other accessory structures within front yard setbacks in the vicinity. The Petitioner’s 

existing pergola meets the required front yard setback. 
 

4. Additionally, the Plan Commission shall also, in making its determination whether there are practical 
difficulties or particular hardships, take into consideration the extent to which the following facts 
favorable to the Applicant have been established by the evidence: 
 

a. The particular physical surroundings, shape, or topographical condition of the specific property 
involved would result in a particular hardship upon the owner, as distinguished from a mere 
inconvenience, if the strict letter of the regulations were carried out; 

b. The conditions upon which the petition for a Variation is based would not be applicable, 
generally, to other property within the same zoning classification; 

c. The purpose of the Variation is not based exclusively upon a desire to make more money out of 
the property; 

d. The alleged difficulty or hardship has not been created by the owner of the property, or by a 
previous owner; 

e. The granting of the Variation will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to other 
property or improvements in the neighborhood in which the property is located; and 

f. The proposed Variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to an adjacent 
property, or substantially increase the congestion in the public streets, or increase the danger of 
fire, or endanger the public safety, or substantially diminish or impair property values within the 
neighborhood. 
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MOTION TO CONSIDER 
 
If the Zoning Board of Appeals wishes to take action, an appropriate wording of the motion would read:  
 
 
“…make a motion to recommend that the Village Board grant the Petitioner, Faith United Presbyterian Church, the 
following Variations: 
 

1. A ten foot (10’) Variation from Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance where the required front yard 
setback for an accessory structure is forty feet (40’) in the R-1 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning District; 
and 

 
2. A three hundred thirty-six (336) square foot Variation from Section III.I.2.b. of the Zoning Ordinance 

where the maximum floor area for an accessory structure is seven hundred twenty (720) square feet. 
 
These Variations would allow the Petitioner to construct a 1,056 square foot pavilion at a thirty foot (30’) setback 
from the west (Gaynelle Road) property line at 6200 167th Street in the R-1 (Single-Family Residential) Zoning 
District.” 
 

…with the following conditions: 
1. [any conditions that the Commissioners would like to add] 

 



VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK 
APPLICATION FOR ZONING ORDINANCE VARIAN CE 

The undersigned hereby Petitions the Village of Tinley Park Zoning Board of Appeals and/or Plan 
Commission to consider a Variation from the terms of the Zoning Ordinance as follows: 

PETITIONER INFORMATION 

Name: hA, 7h UaJ ,zed 

Mailing Address: {pc)_O'() fd /& 7' 5=:7 
City: //µ/4/ Af1 L State: __ /--=(_;___ __ _ 

Day Pho

Zip: bof7Z 

Cell Phone

Evening Phone: ___________ _ 

Fax Number: -------------
Email Address:_  
Nature of Petitioner's Interest in the property and/or relationship to the owner: 
(Applications received on behalf of the owner ofrecord must be accompanies by a signed letter of authorization). 

PROPERTY INFORMATION 

Street Address: l..r,J.DD W / � 7
-zi 

s;; T 

Owners: � ,7� 

SPECIFIC TYPE OF VARIAN CE REQUESTED (See Examples Below): 

Examples of Specific Type of Variance Requested: 
This refers to the exact number of feet, the exact dimensions of a structure, exact height/type of fence. 
For example: 

"A 15 foot Variance to the Front Yard Setback on the East side of the property to allow for a 6-foot tall 
cedar fence on this comer lot." 

"A 180 square foot variance to the 720 square foot maximum allowable size of an accessory structure to 
allow for a 30 foot or 900 square foot garage on this residential property." 

"A 10 foot variance to the IO foot maximum allowable height for a sign to allow for a 20 foot high 
monument sign on this commercial property. 
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REASON THAT THE VARIANCE IS NEEDED: (See Examples below) 

Examples of Reasons that the Variance is needed: 

"We would like to extend our fence 15 feet toward the street from the front corner of the house so that 
we can enclose a pool, swing set, shed, landscaping, trees, side entrance, etc., and provide a safe area for 
our children to play" 

"We would like to build an oversized garage on our property so that we may store our antique vehicle, 
snow mobiles, riding lawn mower, etc., inside, as well as our two other cars, which are currently parked 
in the driveway" 

The Petitioner certifies that all of the above statements and other information submitted as part of this 
Application and nd °g o act are true and correc t to the best of his or her knowledge: 

Signature: Date::l.9&j;7 17 
Printed Name: 

OFFICE USE ONLY: 

Current Zoning on Property __________ Present Use ____________ _ 

Notes 
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FINDINGS OF FACT 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION TO BE PRESENTED 
TO SUPPORT AV ARIATION REQUEST FROM THE TERMS OF 

THE VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK ZONING ORDINANCE 

Section X.G.l of the Village of Tinley Park Zoning Ordinance requires that the Zoning Board 
of Appeals determine compliance with the following standards and criteria. In order for a 
variance to be approved, the Petitioner must respond to all the following questions with facts 
and information to support the requested Variation: 

A. Describe the difficulty that you have in conforming with the current regulations and 
restrictions relating to your property, and describe how this hardship is not caused by 
any persons presently having an interest in the property. (Please note that a mere 
inconvenience is insufficient to grant a Variation). For example, does the shape or size 
of the lot, slope, or the neighboring surroundings cause a severe problem in completing 
the project in conformance with the applicable Ordinance requirement? 

B. Describe any difficulties or hardships that current zoning regulations and restrictions 
would have in decreasing your property value compared to neighboring properties. 

C. Describe how the above difficulty or hardship was created. 



FINDINGS OF FACT (CONTINUED) 

D. Describe the reasons this Variance request is unique to this property only and is not 
applicable, in general, to other properties within the same Zoning District. 

E. Explain how this Variance would not be regarded as an attempt at financial gain, but 
only because of personal necessity. For example, the intent of the Variance is to 
accommodate related living for an elderly relative as opposed to adding an additional 
income source. 

F. Describe how granting this Variance request will not be detrimental to the public 
welfare or injurious to other properties or improvements in the neighborhood in which 
the property is located: (Example: fencing will not obstruct view of automobile 
traffic). 

G. Explain how granting this Variance will not alter the essential charter of the 
neighborhood or locality: 



FINDINGS OF FACJ' (Continued) 

H. Describe how the requested Variance will not: 

1. Impair an adequate supply oflight and air to adjacent properties. 

2. Substantially increase the congestion of the public streets. 

3. Increase the danger of fire. 

4. Impair natural drainage or create drainage problems on adjacent property. 

5. Endanger the public safety. 

6. Substantially diminish or impair property values within the neighborhood. 



o/i[[age of rrinfey Parl 

Jlppfication for Zoning Ordinance o/ariance 

Paitfi Vnited <Pres6yterian Churcfi 

6200 W 16-;tfi St, rrin[ey ParlI( 604 77 

Specific type of o/ariance <R§quested 

}l 10 foot variance on the set 6aclfine to a[[ow for 6uifcfing a 9aze60 / 
pavifion on the side yard of the Churcfi 

Jl size variance from the 720 SQ ¥I' to t 05 6 sq ft of the open air 9aze60 

/ <Pavifion. 

�ason that the o/ariance is needed 

<Tfie variance is need for tfie set 6aclso we can use tfie open area we have 

and makg it }l<D}l assessa6fe, so we can face the structure east and west 

for the future use of so[ar panefs, not aUer our parfjng area. 

rr'he size variance wou[d 6e to 1,056 sq. ft., a 24.:(__44 ft pavifion; this 

wou[d not 6e an enc[osed 6uiUing 6ut an open air structure. rr'his area 

would 6e used for vacation 6i6fe schoo( pumpkin patch for tfie fjds, 

possi6[e open air weddings, youth groups, meeting pface, church picnics, 

community use, community dinners, je[fowship, the scout troop we 

sponsor, worship ( our congregation is getting 6igger and rwe are now 

serving 70 p[us for community meafs) and a meeting p[ace for our fire 



cf ri{{s or incase of fire. rtfiis area wou[cl 6e open, easy e:{fess for a[[ ages, 

jl<Djl assessa6[e, and a nice pface to sit clown for time of ref[ection. 
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Jl) <Descri6e tfie clifficu[ty witfi current regu[ations. 

(rtliere are no otfier interests in our property) 

rtfie clifficufties are tfiat we fiave no otfier pface to 6ui[cl; 6efiincl tfie 

cfiurcfi are Com-P,d power fines tfiat wou[cl 6e rig fit at tfie 6ack,of tlie roof 

fine and a utifity pofe wouuf 6e just to tfie front of tfie structure. If we 

move to tlie nortli of tfie parkjng [ot it wouuf 6e fiarcler to makf jl <Djl 

compfiant clue to parkjng, tfiis area is aCso used for tfie community garden 

sponsored 6y 9race Seed and is aCso 6acRJ up to a wet [and area wfiicfi 

wouuf offset drainage. rtfiis area wouuf a[so 6e a fiazarcl and a safety 

pro6fem witfi tlie younger cfii(clren running 6etween tfie parkfd vefiicfes, 

not to mention major Coss of parkjng spaces. 

(}3) <Jnere wouuf not 6e any fiarclsfiips in decreasing property va[ue. We 

are a community Cliurcfi. 

C) Our fiarclsfiips were created clue to 6uiufing tfie Cfiurcfi on an ang[e. 

jl[so wfien we were unincorporated tfiere was a sma[[ set 6ack, fine 

and tfie distance was cliangecl wfien incorporated. 

<D) <Descri6e tfie reason tliis o/ariance request is unique to tfiis property. 

rtfie Cfiurcfi sets on four Cots and afso is a corner structure making 

our side a[so a front Cot. }lfso tfie ang[e of tfie 6uiufing cficl takf 

space tfiat wou[cl 6e needed. 

P,) rtfiere is no attempt for financia[ gain. <Jne intent is to serve tfie 

community, tfie youtfi, community dinners, weddings, a pface for 



rejfection, vacation 6i6(e scliooC tlie eUer(y; we liave specia( groups 

that meet at the Church such as Jljl.Jl groups, etc tliat wou(d use tlie 

area. 7'o 6e open inviting to the community. 

P) ()ranting the variance wou(d not 6e detrimenta( to the community, 

pu6Cic, the structure is an open air 6uiufing and wou(d not 6e or 

mak.§ any o6structions. 

()) ()ranting the variance wouU not after the charter of the 

neigli6orliooc{, the church is a meeting p(ace and this wou(d offer 

more area and afso _Jl(})jl assessa6(e. 

Jf) 1. 7'/ie structure wou(d 6e open wa(( not changing air ffow nor 

Cight from otlier area, in fact in the future we wish to add sofar 

pane(s to mak.§ use of the sun to lie(p save energy. 

2. :}(o congestion of pu6Cic streets. 

3. :}(o danger of increasing fire, ?vteta( posts, and meta( roof wou(d 

a(so Cower any riskfactors. 

4. :}(o drainage pro6(ems wou(d 6e occurred. 

5. :}(o danger for pu6(ic safety, afso wa(k,ways wi(( 6e painted on 

driveway and sign posted. 

6. Structure is very eye appeafing and wi(( 6Cend in witli the churcli 

and community. 



�·� 
�Tn3\ ....... 

FAITH UNITED 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 

Village of Tinley Park 
16250 S. Oak Park Avenue 
Tinley Park, IL 604 77 

Gentlemen: 

OF TINLEY PARK 

September 18, 2017 

This is to advise you that Charles Greinke is authorized to represent Faith United Presbyterian 
Church in the matter of any maintenance by the Property Ministry. 

Sincerely, 

 
lerk of Session 

Pastor 

6200 West 167th Street, Tinley Park, Illinois 60477-2977 
(708) 532-8877 
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