VILLAGE OF BARRINGTON HILLS

Zoning Board of Appeals
NOTICE OF MEETING

Monday, October 17, 2016 ~ 6:30 pm
Countryside Elementary School - 205 W County Line Rd

AGENDA

Call to Order & Roll Call

. Public Commentyg
. [Vote] Minutes September 20, 2016

. [ Discussion] ZBA Member David Stieper’s - Proposal for ZBA Consideration of|
a Text Amend ment To Reinstate The Prior Home Occupation Ordinance Unde
( Of The V. It R To The B Of
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5-5-3 And 5-10-7 Of The Village Zoning Code Barrington Hills.

. [Discussion] Commercial Horse Boarding Text — Proposal for ZBA
Consideration — Permitted, Special Use, General Considerations

. Adjournment
Chairman: Dan Wolfgram
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VILLAGE OF BARRINGTON HILLS
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS - SPECIAL MEETING
Countryside School
Tuesday, September 20, 2016

Call to Order/Roll Call: The Meeting was called to Order at 6:30 p.m. by
Chairman Dan Wolfgram. On roll call, the following members were present:

Dan Wolfgram, Chairman
David Stieper

Patrick J. Hennelly

Jim Root

Debra Buettner

Jan Goss

Richard Chambers

Absent: None

Staff Present: Anna Paul, Village Clerk
Mary Dickson, Legal Counsel

Chairman Wolfgram announced that public comment would be moved to the end
of the Agenda to allow the ZBA to discuss the motion made by Member Stieper,
relative to the Horse Boarding Text Amendment, which remained pending from
the August 30, 2016 meeting.

Approval of Minutes
August 30, 2016

Member Hennelly moved, seconded by Member Stieper to approve the minutes
of August 30, 2016.

On a voice vote, all Members present voted “aye.” The Motion Carried.
Drury Text Amendment/Horse Boarding

Member Stieper opened discussion, stating that for purposes of simplicity, he
wanted to withdraw the pending motion from August 30, 2016. Member
Buettner, who had seconded the motion, agreed to withdraw her second. The
motion was withdrawn.

To open discussion on the Drury application for text amendment, Member
Stieper moved to recommend approval of the text amendment finding facts
supported it. The motion was seconded by Member Hennelly. Discussion
ensued.



Member Goss stated he would vote for an amendment to the existing text, but did
not support the Drury Amendment. He wants to grandfather in the big barns,
and wants to repeal “Anderson II,” but did not want the Village thereafter to do
anything so that it was not involved in the pending controversy between two
residents.

Member Stieper stated he would vote no on recommending approval of the Drury
Text amendment, with the intent to suggest an amendment which would return
the Village to the status quo which existed prior to adoption of “Anderson II.”

Member Buettner stated that she believed the “Anderson II” amendment was
problematic, and poorly drafted with multiple loopholes. She believes the Village
has an equestrian heritage and that the trail system is important and wants to
support small boarders, in favor of larger commercial operations which could
eliminate small horse boarding in the Village.

Member Hennelly commented that in his opinion, “Anderson II” is not on the
table, the only text at issue is that proposed by the Applicant, and focus should be
on it.

Member Root commented that he believed the ZBA needed to come to a decision
relative to horse boarding, and that in his opinion, “Anderson II” has a lot of
issues.

Following discussion, Chairman Wolfgram called for a roll call vote on the
pending Motion:

Aye No  Absent
Dan Wolfgram
Richard Chambers
David Stieper
Patrick J. Hennelly
Jim Root
Debra Buettner
Jan Goss

e o T I I

The Motion Failed.
Horse Boarding Text Discussion

Chairman Wolfgram opened discussion on what the ZBA wanted to do in future
on the question of zoning involving horse boarding.

Members discussed how best to proceed, arriving at a general consensus that
“Anderson I1,” is flawed, and there is a desire to amend the zoning code to repeal
it, while drafting language to allow small horse boarding to proceed in the Village.
For large horse boarding operations, the ZBA must consider parameters which
will allow continuance but recognize the effects on surrounding properties.
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Following lengthy discussion, Member Stieper moved to reinstate the prior home
occupation ordinance under Section 5-2-1 and 5-3-4 of the Village Code as it
relates to the boarding of horses and to repeal or redact the Anderson II Horse
Boarding Ordinance in its entirety through amendment as written under Sections
5-2-1, 5-3-4(A), 5-3-4(D)2(b), 5-3-4(D)3(c)(2), 5-3-4(D)3(c)(8), 5-3-4(D)3(g), 5-
5-2(a), 5-5-3 and 5-10-7 of the Village Zoning Code of Barrington Hills. The
motion was seconded by Member Goss. Member Stieper handed out his motion
to the ZBA for review.

Rather than continue discussion, Chairman Wolfgram announced he wanted
discussion to continue at the next meeting. Member Buettner moved to table the
discussion on the pending Motion to the October meeting, seconded by Member
Root. On a voice vote, all Members voted “aye.”

Member Stieper announced he wanted to add a document to the record of the
Drury Hearing which was to be included but did not appear yet to be part of the
record.

Public Comment

Chairman Wolfgram called for public comment, which was received from four
audience members. Following comment, the time for public comment was
closed.

Adjournment

Prior for calling for adjournment, Chairman Wolfgram announced that the
October meeting of the ZBA would commence on its regular day, starting at 6:30
p.m. at Countryside School.

At that meeting, the ZBA will review what Member Stieper has submitted, and
whether the members believe it is the route to go, or whether they wish to begin a

process of drafting a new text amendment for consideration.

Motion to adjourn by Member Stieper, seconded by Member Hennelly. On a
voice vote, all members present voting “aye.” The meeting stands adjourned.

Approved: Dated:




ORDINANCE NO. 06-1 2

‘ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 5-2-1 AND 5-3-4 OF THE VILLAGE
CODE BY REDEFINING AND ADDING RULES AND REGULATIONS
PERTAINING TO “HOME OCCUPATIONS” WITHIN THE VILLAGE

WHEREAS, the Village of Bamington Hills (the ‘“Village™) regulates “Home
Occupations” operating within the boundaries of the Village in order to provide peace, quict and
domestic tranquility within al] residential neighborhoods within the leage and in order to
guarantee to all residents freedom from nuisances, fire hazards, excessive noise, light and traffic,
and other possible effects of business or commercial uses being conducted in residential districts;
and

WHEREAS, Section 5-2-1 of the Village Code, presently contains the following
definition of Home Occupation:

A ‘home occupation’ is any occupation or profession carried on by a member of
the immediate family residing on the premises, in connection with which there is
no display that will indicate from the exterior that the building is being utilized in
whole or in part for any purpose other than that of a dwelling; there is no
commodity sold upon the premises; no person is employed other than a member
of the immediate family residing on the premises; and no mechanical or electrical
equipment used except such as is permissible for purely domestic or household
purposes. A professional person may use his residence for consultation,
emergency treatment or performance of religious rites but not for the general
practice of his profession. No accessory building shall be used for such home
occupation. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the boarding of horses in a stable and
the training of horses and their riders shall be a permitted home occupation;
provided further that no persons engaged to facilitate such boarding, other than
the immediate family residing on lhe premises, shall be permitted to carry out
their functions except between the hours of 8:00 AM and 8:00 PM or sunset,
whichever is later, and additionally provided that no vehicles or machmcry. other
than that belonging to the immediate family residing on the premises shall be
pemmitted to be operated on the premises except during the hours of 8:00 AM and
8:00 PM or sunset, whichever is later.

WHEREAS, in order to promote the health, safety, morals and gencral welfare of the
Village and to better and more accurately regulate Home Occupations within the Village, the
President and the Board of Trustees of the Village find and believe it to be in the best interest of
the Village that Sections 5-2-1 and 5-3-4 of the Village Code be amended as provided in this
Ordinance: '

NOW. THEREFORE, BE 1T ORDAINED by the President and Board of Trustees of
‘thie’ Village of Bairington Hills, Cook, Kane, Lake and McHeary Counties, Illinois, as 2 home
fule municipality, the following:



Section1,  Incorporation of Preambles. The V‘uagc Board hereby finds that the

recitals contained in the preambles to this Ordimance are true and ¢orrect and does incorporate
them mto this Ordinance by this reference.

Section 2.  Definitions. That portion of Section 5-2-1 of the Village Code,

Definitions, titled, “Home Occupation,” shall be, and the same hereby is, deleted in its entirety.

Section 3.  Regulations for Specific Uses. ‘Section 5-3-4 of the Village Code,

Regulations’ for Specific Uses, shall be, and the same hereby is, amended by adding the
following:

“(D) HOME OCCUPATION
INTENT AND PURPOSE:

The intent of this section is to provide peace, qmct and domestic tranquility within all
residential nelghborhoods within the Village and in order to guarantee to all residents
freedomi from nuisances, fire hazards, excessive noise, light and traffic, and other possible
effects of business or commercial uses being conducted in residential districts. It is
further the intant of this Section to regulate the operation of a home occupation so that the
general public will be unaware of its existence. A home occupation shall be conducted in
a manner which does not give an outward appearance nor manifest characteristics of a
business which would infringe upon the right of neighboring residents to enjoy the
peaceful occupancy of their dwelling units or infringe upon or change the intent or

character of the residential district.

1. Authorizafion. Subject to the limitations of this Section, any home occupation that
is customarily incidental to the principle use of a building as a dwelling shall be
pemitted in any residential zoning district.

2. Definition. A home occupation is any lawful business, profession, occupation or
trade conducted from a principal buildiog or an accessory building in a residential
district that:

a Is conducted for gain or support by a full-time occupant of a dwelling unit;
and

b. Is incidental and secondary fo the principal use of such dwellmg unit for
residential accupancy purposes; and

[ Does not change the essential residential character of such dwelling unit or
the surrounding neighborhood.



(1)

()

The owner of every home. occupation shall be a person that is a
full-time occupant of the dwelling unit where such occupation is
conducted.

No more than two employees or suhcontncmrs other than the full-
time occupants of a dwelling unit shall be mgaged or employed in
connection with, or otherwise participate in the opcration of, a
home occupation at any oné time. This limitation on the number
of employees or subcontractors shall not apply to employees or
subcontractors who arc not present and do not work at the dwelling
unit devoted 1o such home occupation.

b. Structural Limitations.

M

)

No alteration of any kind shall be made to the dwelling unit where
a home occupation is conducted that would change its residential
character as a dwelling unit, including the enlargement of public
utility services beyond that customarily required for residential
use.

No separate entrance from the outside of the building where the
home occupation is located shall be added to such building for the
sole use of the home occupation.

c. Operational Limitations.

)

()

3)

{4)

Every home occupation shall be conducted wholly within either (i)
a principal building or (ii) an accessory building, but not both.

The floor area ratio (FAR) of the area of the building used for any
such home occupation shall not exceed .01 (exclusive of garage
floor area devoted to permissible parking of vehicles used in
connection with the home occupation).

There shall be no direct retai) sales of merchandise, other than by
personal invitation or appointment, nor any permanent djsplay
shelves ‘or racks for the display of merchandise to be sold in
connection with the home occupauon

No routine attendancé of patients, clients, custorners,
subcontractors,  or employees (except employees and
subcontractors as provided in Suhparagmph 3.2.(2) of this Section)



119868873

d.

assocmbad with any home occupation shall be permitted at thé
premises of the home occupation, provided, however, that the
attendance of up to four persons at any one timé may be allowed
for the purpose of receiving pnvatc instruction in any subject of
skill. “Routine attendance” means thar the conduct of the home
occupation requites persons, other than the owner or permitted
employees and subcontractors, to visit the premises of the bome
occupation as part of the regular com‘.nc! of the occupation,
without regard to the number, frequency, or duration of such visits.

(5) 'No vehicle or mechanical, electrical, or other equipment, that
produces noise, electrical 6r magnetic interference, vibration, heat,
glare, emissions, odor, or radiation outside the principal building or
accessory building containing ‘the home occupation that is greater
or more frequent than that typical of vehicles or equipment used in
connection with residential octupancy shall be used in connection
with any home occupation.

(6)  All storage of goods, materials, products or merchandise used or
sold in conjunction with a home occupation shall be wholly within
the principal building or accessory building containing the home
occupation.

(7) No refuse in excess of the amotint permitted under Section 5-3-9 of
this Title shall be generated by any home occupation.

Signage and Visibilitv.

(1) No exterior business signs on a principal building, accessory
building or vehicle used in connection with the home occupation,
shall be permitted in connection with any home occupation unless
olherwise permitted under Section 5-5-11 of this Title.

(2)  There shall be no exterior indications of the home occupation or
exterior variations from theé residential character of the principal
building or accessory building containing the home occupation.

Traffic Limitaions. No home occupation shall generate significanily
greater vehicular or pedestnan traffic than i$ typical of residences in the
surrounding neighborhood of the home occupation.

Nuisance Causing Activities. In addition fo the foregoing specific
limitations, no home occupation shall cause .or create any act; which
éndangers public health or results ‘in annoyance of discomfort to the
public, said act being defined as a nuisance under Title 7, Chiapter 1 of the
Village Code.



B Boarding and 'l‘ralmng of Horses. Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary contained in this Section 5-3-4(D), the bonrdmg of horses.in 2
stable and the training Of horses and their riders shall be a permitted home
occupation; pmwdad that no persons engaged to facilitate such boarding,
other than the immediate family residing on the premises, shall be
permitted to carry out their functions except between the hours of 8:00
AM and 8:00 PM or sunset, whichever is later, and further provided that
no vehicles -or machinery, other than that belonging to the immediate
fnmly residing on the prémises shall be permitted to be operated on the
premises except during the hours of 8: 00 AM and 8:00 PM or sunset,
whichever is later.”

Section4.  Validity. Should any part or provision of this Ordinance be declared by a
court of compets competent jurisdiction fo be invalid, the same shall not affect the validity of the
Ordinance as a whole or any part thereof other than the part declared to be invalid.

Section5.  Superseder and Effective Date. All resolutions, motions and orders, or
parts thereof, in conflict herewith, are to the extent of such conflict hereby superseded; and this
Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage and approval in the manner
provided by law.

PASSED THIS 26th dayof __June , 2006.

AYES: 7 NAYS: 0 ABSENT:_ O .

APPROVED THIS 26th day of June 3

il 4 Tl /Z /M

Village Cleri, Deputy / Village President 7
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5-2-1

ACRE:

AGRICULTURAL
BUILDING OR
STRUCTURE:

AGRICULTURE:

ALLEY:

ALTERATION:

ANIMAL HUSBANDRY:

AUTO LAUNDRY:

August 2005

5-2-1

than on the same zoning lot with the building or
use served. (Ord. 63-1, 4-1-1963)

One "acre" is forty three thousand five hundred
sixty (43,560) square feet and any multiple
thereof shall mean to be in square feet. (Ord.
90-18, 8-27-1990)

Shall imply any building or structure existing or
erected on land used principally for agricultural
purposes, with the exception of dwelling units.
(Ord. 63-1, 4-1-1963)

The use of land for agricultural purposes,
including farming, dairying, pasturage, apicul-
ture, horticulture, floriculture, viticulture and
animal and poultry husbandry (including the
breeding and raising of horses as an occupa-
tion) and the necessary accessory uses for
handling or storing the produce; provided, how-
ever, that the operation of any such accessory
uses shall be secondary to that of the normal
agricultural activities. (Ord. 72-16, 12-18-1972)

A public right of way which normally affords a
secondary means of access to abutting
property.

Any change in size, shape, character, occu-
pancy or use of a building or structure. (Ord.
63-1, 4-1-1963)

The breeding and raising of livestock, such as
horses, cows and sheep, but specifically exclud-
ing dogs and cats. (Ord. 05-05, 6-27-2005)

A building, or portion thereof, containing facili-
ties for washing more than two (2) automobiles,
using production line methods with a chain
conveyor, blower, steam cleaning device or
other mechanical devices.

Village of Barrington Hills



5-3-3

5-3-4;

5-3-4

compliance with other requirements of this code. (Ord. 84-5,
3-26-1984)

REGULATIONS FOR SPECIFIC USES:

Agriculture: The provisions of this title shall not be exercised so as to
impose regulations or require permits with respect to land used or to
be used for agricultural purposes, or with respect to the erection,
maintenance, repair, alteration, remodeling or extension of buildings
or structures used or to be used for agricultural purposes upon such
land, except that such buildings or structures for agricultural
purposes may be required to conform to building or setback lines. In
the event that the land ceases to be used solely for agricultural
purposes, then, and only then, shall the provisions of the zoning title

apply.

(B) Public Utility: The following uses are permitted in any district:
Cables.
Conduits.
Laterals.
Pipelines.
Poles.
Towers.
Vaults.
Wires.
Any other similar distributing equipment of a public utility.
(C) Tents:
1. No tent shall be erected, used or maintained for living quarters.
2. The requirements for tents used for purposes other than
residential shall be as specified in subsection 1-6-9(D)6 of this code.
(Ord. 93-10, 9-27-1993)

(D) Home Occupation: The intent of this subsection is to provide peace,
quiet and domestic tranquility within all residential neighborhoods
within the village and in order to guarantee to all residents freedom
from nuisances, fire hazards, excessive noise, light and traffic, and
other possible effects of business or commercial uses being
conducted in residential districts. It is further the intent of this
subsection to regulate the operation of a home occupation so that
the general public will be unaware of its existence. A home occupa-

April 2007

Village of Barrington Hills



Proposed Text Amendment:

The following proposed text amendment would repeal the changes to horse
boarding approved in 2014, and return the text to that which existed prior to such

amendment.

Text which is stricken will be eliminated, underline text will be returned to the
Code, and rest will remain as written.

Section 5-2-1

AGRICULTURE: The use of land for agricultural purposes, including farming, dairying,
pasturage, apiculture, horticulture, floriculture, viticulture, and animal and poultry
husbandry (including —and the breeding and raising of horses as an —bearding—and

training-of-horses-and-riders-as-a-hobby-ef occupation (and, the necessary accessory
uses needed for the-fellowing-the handling or storing ef the produce; provided however,

that the operation of any such accessory uses shall be secondary to that of the normal

agricultural activities. —conducting-animal-husbandry,—and-forthe-breeding—boarding;

and training of horses-and riderinstruction—t is—resognized spesifically- that-buildings.
esMwﬁumsWaMhe—bee@#&g—M%ag—anHmng—adWes

Section 5-3-4

(A) Agriculture: The provisions of this title shall not be exercised so as to impose
requlations or require permits with respect to land used or to be used for agricultural
purposes, or with respect to the erection, maintenance, repair, alteration, remodeling or
extension of buildings or structures used or to be used for agricultural purposes upon
such land, except that such buildings or structures for agricultural purposes may be
required to conform to building or set back lines. In the event that the land ceases to be
used solely for agricultural purposes, then, and only then, shall the provisions of the
zoning title apply.

1-Permits—Other than-those-regulations-specifically-provided for-in-subsection-(A)2a of
this-section, the-provisions of-this title-shall-notimposeregulations-or require permits
with-respest to-dand-used orto be used foragricultural purposes.



is subsection-{A)2a-shall apply to the
beapdmg—and—t@mng—%heﬁ&es—and—nde;—ms#ueﬂen—

(%MW%@MWMWH%%M& &)

the—same—zoninglot-or—lots underthe same ownership and/orcontrol-as—the
residence-of-the-ewneror-operator of the related fasility-

2-5-ef thiseode-
pmpeﬁy—fewh%weh—uaesese%sue#iha%e%%e@#eet—%mnaﬁen—eﬁaw
WWM@WMWMW

Gause—epema%e—anﬁet—whm#endangem—pubhﬂmkh—m%neﬂﬂeya%e of

discomfort-to-the-public—said-act-being-defined-as-a-nuisance-under-title 7 chapter
1 of this-code-

{6} Number Of HorsesThere shall be-a limit on-the number of horses that a-boarding
and-training faciity-is allowed-to-board such that-there shall net-be-in execess of two

(2} boarded-horses perzoning lot acre-



Section 5-3-4 (D)

(D) Home Occupation: The intent of this subsection is to provide peace, quiet and
domestic tranquility within all residential neighborhoods within the village and in order to
guarantee to all residents freedom from nuisances, fire hazards, excessive noise, light
and traffic, and other possible effects of business or commercial uses being conducted
in residential districts. It is further the intent of this subsection to regulate the operation
of a home occupation so that the general public will be unaware of its existence. A
home occupation shall be conducted in a manner which does not give an outward
appearance nor manifest characteristics of a business which would infringe upon the
right of neighboring residents to enjoy the peaceful occupancy of their dwelling units or
infringe upon or change the intent or character of the residential district.

1. Authorization: Subject to the limitations of this subsection, any home occupation that
is customarily incidental to the principal use of a building as a dwelling shall be
permitted in any residential zoning district.

2. Definition: A "home occupation" is any lawful business, profession, occupation or
trade conducted from a principal building or an accessory building in a residential
district that:

a. Is conducted for gain or support by a full time occupant of a dwelling unit; and

b. Is incidental and secondary to the principal use of such dwelling unit for residential

occupancy purposes, except-thatis-itrecognized-that-any-barn—stable—or-arena;
may exceed-the-size-of the-dwelling-unit, and

c. Does not change the essential residential character of such dwelling unit or the
surrounding neighborhood.

3. Use Limitations:
a. Employee Limitations:

(1) The owner of every home occupation shall be a person that is a full time occupant of
the dwelling unit where such occupation is conducted.



(2) No more than two (2) employees or subcontractors, other than the full time
occupants of a dwelling unit shall be engaged or employed in connection with, or
otherwise participate in the operation of, a home occupation at any one time. This
limitation on the number of employees or subcontractors shall not apply to
employees or subcontractors who are not present and do not work at the dwelling
unit devoted to such home occupation.

b. Structural Limitations:

(1) No alteration of any kind shall be made to the dwelling unit where a home
occupation is conducted that would change its residential character as a dwelling
unit, including the enlargement of public utility services beyond that customarily
required for residential use.

(2) No separate entrance from the outside of the building where the home occupation is
located shall be added to such building for the sole use of the home occupation.

c. Operational Limitations:

(1) Every home occupation shall be conducted wholly within either: a) a principal
building or b) an accessory building, but not both.

(2) The floor area ratio (FAR) of the area of the building used for any such home
occupation shall not exceed 0.01 (exclusive of garage floor area devoted to
permissible parking of vehicles used in connection with the home occupation). —with

the exception of-any-barn, stable; erarena-

(3) There shall be no direct retail sales of merchandise, other than by personal invitation
or appointment, nor any permanent display shelves or racks for the display of
merchandise to be sold in connection with the home occupation.

(4) No routine attendance of patients, clients, customers, subcontractors, or employees
(except employees and subcontractors as provided in Subparagraph 3.a.(2) of this
Section) subsection{B)3a(2)-of this-section)-associated with any home occupation
shall be permitted at the premises of the home occupation, provided, however, that
the attendance of up to four (4) persons at any one time may be allowed for the
purpose of receiving private instruction in any subject of skill. "Routine attendance"
means that the conduct of the home occupation requires persons, other than the
owner or permitted employees and subcontractors, to visit the premises of the home
occupation as part of the regular conduct of the occupation, without regard to the
number, frequency, or duration of such visits.

(5) No vehicle or mechanical, electrical, or other equipment, that produces noise,
electrical or magnetic interference, vibration, heat, glare, emissions, odor, or
radiation outside the principal building or accessory building containing the home
occupation that is greater or more frequent than that typical of vehicles or equipment



used in connection with residential occupancy shall be used in connection with any
home occupation.

(6) All storage of goods, materials, products or merchandise used or sold in conjunction
with a home occupation shall be wholly within the principal building or accessory
building containing the home occupation.

(7) No refuse in excess of the amount permitted under section 5-3-9 of this title ehapter
shall be generated by any home occupation.

occupation activity-such-that-there-shall-not-be-in-excess-of one-boarded-horse-per
zoning et acre.

d. Signage And Visibility:

(1) No exterior business signs on a principal building, accessory building or vehicle used
in connection with the home occupation, shall be permitted in connection with any
home occupation unless otherwise permitted under section 5-5-11 of this title.

(2) There shall be no exterior indications of the home occupation or exterior variations
from the residential character of the principal building or accessory building
containing the home occupation.

e. Traffic Limitations: No home occupation shall generate significantly greater vehicular
or pedestrian traffic than is typical of residences in the surrounding neighborhood of

the home occupation.

f. Nuisance Causing Activities: In addition to the foregoing specific limitations, no home
occupation shall cause or create any act, which endangers public health or results in
annoyance or discomfort to the public, said act being defined as a nuisance
under title 7, chapter 1 of this code.

g. Boarding And Training Of Horses And—Riders: Notwithstanding anything to the
contrary contained in this Section 5-3-4(D), tFhe boarding and-training of horses in a
stable and the training of horses and their riders and-riderinstruction shall be a
permitted home occupation;_provided that no persons engaged to facilitate such
boarding, other than the immediate family residing on the premises, shall be
permitted to carry out their functions except between the hours of 8:00 AM and 8:00
PM or sunset, whichever is later, and further provided that no vehicles or machinery,
other than that belonging to the immediate family residing on the premises shall be
permitted to be operated on the premises except during the hours of 8:00 AM and
8:00 PM or sunset, whichever is later. —Feorproperties-of-less-than-ten{10)-acres
these-activities are regulated under-this subsection (D), and-in-addition mustcomply
with—the testichons under subsectiens—(Ay2att) —(A2ai3) —and {(A)2a(8) of this
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Section 5-5-2(A)




For Purposes of Background on Item 4 on the Agenda

MEMBER STIEPER COMMENTS - AUGUST 30, 2016
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I do like and there's many comments made tonight from
Mr. LeCompte and many people in the audience that I
think are very worthwhile and need to be considered.

So I strongly want us to continue
deliberations and try to come up with some language
that could be an improvement over what we had in 2005
and 2006 and 2014 that proved what was the president's
veto in 2015 and what we have proposed to us tonight.
We can do better. I'm sure we can do better than what
we have had.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Okay. Mr. Stieper.

MR. STIEPER: My comment 1s somewhat
lengthy --

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Talk into the mic.

MR. STIEPER: Can you hear me? Can you hear
me? Is that better? 1It's the mic.

Being the senior member on this board, all
the rest, I want to say one thing. During, the thing
I learned during my 12 years of Village service is
that a successful legislation requires not only the
board to educate the public on what it is trying to
achieve, but residents have the confidence and belief
the motives of the individuals called upon to

legislate are done with pure heart and intelligent

PohlmanUSA Court Reporting
(877)421-0099 www.PohlmanUSA.com
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mind working for the best interest of the entire
village.

In a relatively small village like
Barrington Hills, a majority of the residents must not
only believe an ordinance made sense, but must believe
that it makes common sense or horse sense, 1if you'd
prefer.

Like in 2014 when the ZBA took up the mantle
of commercial boarding, relying on the pen of one
single ZBA member, Kurt Anderson, writing in the dark
of night, emerged the Anderson II horse boarding
amendment. With undue haste, Anderson II was adopted
by a slight majority of the ZBA without any vetting
and approved at the following meeting by a slight
majority of the board of trustees. So suspicious were
the circumstances surrounding the drafting and passage
of Anderson II, that for the first time in Barrington
Hills history, an ordinance recommended by the ZBA and
passed by the board was vetoed by the village
president. Any objective bystander witnessing either
the ZBA or board process could only conclude that
Anderson II was flawed, fatally flawed, secretly
written by a single ZBA member outside the presence of

the ZBA, and approved by a slight majority, not with
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pure heart and intelligent mind, but for the

benefit -- not for the benefit of all in Barrington
Hills but instead tethered to the interest of a single
property owner embroiled in a private legal dispute
with a neighbor. This is evident by the seven-year
retroactivity provision, a first of its kind,
demanding residents play make believe as if the 2014
Anderson II amendment was the law of Barrington Hills
in the year 2006 when the Village's Home Occupation
Ordinance was passed and every year thereafter.

A supermajority of the residents did not
subscribe to Anderson's fantasy and instead replaced
all of the incumbent trustees who voted for Anderson
IT in overwhelming numbers in the next village
election.

The actions occurring now at these 2016 ZBA
proceedings are once again a reminder that as long as
the Drury, LeCompte lawsuit is pending, no matter what
comes out of the ZBA and board on the issue of horse
boarding, no matter how good and effective the
proposed ordinance we recommend, even if supported by
what other equestrian communities have done or are
doing, and no matter how consistent such

recommendation is with Barrington Hills R-1
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residential 5-acre zoning code dating back to 1977,
too many Barrington Hills residents and nonresidents
alike who board horses here and non-equestrians will
believe the end product, the product produced by we,
the ZBA, and board, was not done with pure heart and
intelligent mind, but rather will forever be scarred
by the ever tiring old ploy by some in the public that
we are in the tank, not serving the best interests of
the entire village but serving the individual
interests of either Messrs. Drury or LeCompte.

As long as this legal dispute between these
neighbors is pending in court, too many in Barrington
Hills will believe legislating large-scale commercial
boarding did not get a fair shake, but was the
byproduct of a few elected and appointed village
government officials choosing a winner and loser in a
private dispute in court. There simply is no escaping
this paradigm. Village legislators could not escape
in the year 2014 and village legislators will not
escape it in the year 2016. There is nothing the ZBA
and board can do to extricate itself from this taint
wrought upon us by this private litigation because too
many of you in the public will not permit it. It

serves your interest.
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This was the case in 2014 when Anderson II
was enacted, and given the tenor of these ZBA
proceedings in 2016, the same will be the case now
should the ZBA and board attempt to responsibly zone
commercial boarding, as the ZBA and board grossly
failed to do in 2014 through adoption of Anderson II.

Anderson II was a hijack of the village code
by four appointed ZBA members and five elected village
officials converting R-1 zoning from exclusively
residential S5-acre estate zoning to a mixed use of R-1
and business without the courtesy of a referendum.

The promulgation of commercial horse
boarding legislation in 2014 was done against the
strong advice of our village attorney Bond, Dickson,
as well as against the advice of two highly qualified
law firms, as well as former President Abboud's
independent counsel, James Kelly, all interviewing for
the job of village attorney agreed legislating an
issue affecting a private lawsuit to the degree of
creating a winner and loser in that private dispute
would not be advisable. These applicants for village
attorney were unanimous, do not do it.

The issue of horse boarding has divided this

village, has -- for some has ended years of
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friendship, created distrust pitting resident and
nonresident equestrians against non-equestrian
residents, all having its roots in this private
dispute between two of Barrington Hills most notable
equestrians, Messrs. Drury and LeCompte.

You have the ever enigmatic former ZBA
chairman, Judith Freeman, who in a letter dated
July 20th, 2011, to the village board in her capacity
as ZBA chair, stating, quote/unquote, "Larger boarding
operations can have impacts on the surrounding
properties. In these circumstances, we are
recommending that larger boarding operations should be
required to obtain a special use permit. This special
use permit requirement would allow the community to
have some involvement in whether such operations are
appropriate at that particular location, and if so,
what conditions they should operate. As a result we
are suggesting that these facilities that board 10
horses or more be regulated as special uses."

On August 24th, 2016, resident Judith
Freeman issued an e-mail to village residents stating
the special use proposed under the Drury amendment
threatens to permanently diminish our community's

character. Why the change of heart away from special
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use by Judith between July the 20th, 2011, and

August 24th, 20167 We can only speculate as to her
actual motive, but the overt facts do not lie.

On July 23rd, 2015, former ZBA chairman
Judith Freeman filed an intervening petition in the
pending lawsuit between Drury and the Village of
Barrington Hills whereby Miss Freeman incredibly
alleges under ocath in paragraph 34 and 35 of her
pleading, quote/unquote, "The declaration of the
invalidity of the lawfully adopted text amendment
Anderson II will result in petitioner's right to the
use of her property in that her ability to board
horses would be impaired, as would her access to
training and riding facilities if the hostile
environment being created toward equestrian activities
were to become sanctioned, as requested by the
plaintiffs" --

DR. LECOMPTE: Point of order. Point of
order.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Sit down. Sit down.

MR. STIEPER: "Further the invalidation of
the text amendment" --

DR. LECOMPTE: Everybody has --

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: If you do not stop, I'm
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going to have you removed from the premises.

right --

with --

DR. LECOMPTE: Point of order. I have a

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: No, you don't.

DICKSON: There is no point of board --

DR. LECOMPTE: This is not anything to do

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: It's over.

STIEPER: "Further, the invalidation of

the text amendment, Anderson II, will result in the

devaluation of petitioner's property, in that

properties will diminish in value if equestrian

activities are less available to residents.”

under oath.

This is a petition which is in court, stated

Judith Freeman has admitted in this court

pleading that Judith had a personal protectable

property interest in commercial horse boarding in

Barrington Hills and thus a personal stake in both the

creation and passage of the Anderson II, which was

done on the very ZBA board Judith Freeman chaired. A

personal interest in commercial enterprise, horse

boarding, which Judith never disclosed to the ZBA

board when acting as ZBA chair during the period of

time when Anderson II was presented to the ZBA,
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written only hours before in the dark of night by

former ZBA member Kurt Anderson.

Had Judith been honest and forthright making
the disclosure that she stood to personally benefit
from passage of Anderson II, specifically commercial
boarding on her very own property and training, Judith
might have had an irreconcilable conflict of interest
compelling her to recuse herself from participating in
this 2014 legislative process.

Like in 2014, the residents of Barrington
Hills are just not ready to tackle the issue of
commercial boarding in a fair, objective, and
realistic manner due to this dark cloud emanating from
that private dispute which has dominated the
legislative process in what otherwise should be a
relatively simple collaborative effort by designated
boards working toward the common global solution of
crafting a law which properly fits into our
residentially zoned village.

This was the case with village government in
2014 during the process and promulgation of Anderson
II horse boarding amendment and is certainly the case
now. Nothing has changed. By stating an opinion or

taking legislative action, we, your elected and

PohlmanUSA Court Reporting
(877)421-0099 www.PohlmanUSA.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Page 133

appointed officials are all caught in the dragnet of
this private dispute. Not because we want to be, but
because financially driven, win-at-all-cost residents
want us to be and will skew the record with
half-truths, unfounded innuendo, and outright lies in
an attempt to impugn the character of quality
volunteer government officials if it advances their
cause.

Throughout this hearing, a commercial horse
boarding enthusiast made an innuendo about my ability
to fairly and objectively promulgate commercial horse
boarding, not for want of experience or lack of
ability to ferret out relevant issues and information
relating to this topic, but because my former $5,000
donor, Dr. Benjamin LeCompte, is in litigation with my
former $1,000 donor, James Drury. The illogical
conclusion made by this blinded but passionate
hard-charging boarding enthusiast is that I am in the
tank for James Drury, my former $1,000 donor, at the
expense of being in the tank for Benjamin LeCompte, my
former $5,000 donor.

Too many of you in the public believe we,
the ZBA, are choosing one or the other of these

individuals rather than doing what is best for all of
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Barrington Hills irrespective of how it affects the
litigation between either of these two private
equestrian landowners. Nothing I say here tonight or
tomorrow is going to change your opinion. The only
thing that will change this paradigm is finality of
the Drury, LeCompte lawsuilt. Otherwise, those most
passionate on this issue will continue to make sure
the tail wags the dog.

Truth be told, I am in the tank for no one
except you, the real estate tax paying residents of
Barrington Hills, who I faithfully served for more
than 12 years. First appointed to the Plan Commission
by former Barrington Hills President James Kempe,
reappointed and made Plan Commission chairman by
former President Robert Abboud, and most recently
appointed to the ZBA by current President Martin
McLaughlin. My record of service in Barrington Hills
demonstrates I've gained the confidence and trust of
all three of these village presidents, board of
trustees, as well as equestrians and non-equestrians
alike, including Messrs. Drury and LeCompte,
indicative of their generous financial support for
Citizens for Stieper.

No resident or nonresident, for that matter,
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has ever called into gquestion my integrity, passion,
or desire to uphold the traditions, land use values,
and zoning practices of Barrington Hills, that 1is,
until now. Not even during the highly charged light
ordinance debacle where I was called upon by the
village board to navigate this Edsel as the Plan
Commission chairman did anyone, no matter how angry or
opposed, ever challenge my integrity or motivation
behind what I was called to do by our elected
officials. 1In my service to Barrington Hills, I've
always served the people of Barrington Hills,
cognizant of and obedient to the Village's zoning code
and Illinois law. I was one of the first to publicly
call out the Schuman letter and the suspicious
circumstances surrounding President Abboud's creation
of this illegal zoning letter.

Attorney John Pappas reminded all of you of
my letter to residents in August of 2011, three years
before the Anderson II amendment, that I called upon
all residents of Barrington Hills to compel their
village government to take no action when it came to
zoning large-scale commercial horse boarding in
Barrington Hills until the Drury, LeCompte lawsuit was

completely adjudicated. I want to thank Mr. Pappas
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for bringing my 2000 letter to the forefront to the

2016 Zoning Board of Appeals proceedings calling for a
stay of all horse boarding legislation effective
August of 2011 when I wrote this letter until the date
this dispute between eguestrian neighbors is
completed. Yes, the residents of Barrington Hills are
still not ready to take on legislating commercial
boarding because this private litigation has not
ended, and thus a voluntary stay legislating horse
boarding by both the ZBA and board should have
remained in place when I called for this action in
August of 2011 through today's date and into the
future until the time has come where the private
litigation between Drury and LeCompte 1s completed.
That was my opinion in 2011 and 2014, which
was also shared by another well-respected resident
trial attorney, Bruce Pfaff, acting as a member of the
Barrington Hills Zoning Board of Appeals. Quoting
from the 2014 ZBA transcript, page 23, former member
Pfaff said at public meeting, quote/unquote, "And one
of the things that I would suggest, because it's the
issue or it's the circumstances that to me led to all
the bad feelings in the village about commercial horse

boarding, is if we are going to forward, we exclude
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from consideration anything to do with Oakwood Farms
and say let that, let that play out in the courts.
That is not what we want to talk about writing for or
even considering making changes on that. We would be
better served to just avoid that whole thing and carve
it out and say they got their own problems, that's not
our problem. Let's talk about maybe, maybe we should
have either clarify our rules for home occupation or
something else, but at least look at those things
separate and apart from the problems with Mr. Drury
and Dr. LeCompte, because I don't think we can solve
those."

Contained in this statement by former ZBA
member Pfaff in the year 2014 is what I knew in 2011
and what we all know today in 2016, you cannot
legislate commercial boarding in Barrington Hills
without impacting the LeCompte, Drury lawsuit. I
agree with my statement calling for a stay of horse
boarding legislation in 2011, and I agreed with zoning
member Pfaff in 2014 when he said the same to the
extent it impacted this private lawsuit between
neighbors.

My opinion on the issue of legislating

large-scale boarding in Barrington Hills during the
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pendency of the litigation between Drury and LeCompte
has never wavered, not in 2011 when I wrote that
letter, not in 2014 as a ZBA member when Anderson IT
was being promulgated, and not now here in 2016.

My consistency on this issue can be summed
up by my action on the ZBA in 2014 during the
promulgation of Anderson II where I made the
unsuccessful motion to stay all proceedings on the
commercial boarding until the Drury, LeCompte lawsuit
was finalized.

Unfortunately, the ZBA chairman failed to
heed this advice, the same advice I gave in 2011
letter described by most able counsel John Pappas.
Contrary to statement by former ZBA member Pfaff and
recommendation by me through formal motion to halt
horse boarding legislation in 2014 until this cloud
hovering over us from this private dispute disappears,
the ZBA proceeded anyway with ZBA member Anderson
writing the Anderson II horse boarding amendment for
the slight majority voting to recommend it to the
board of trustees. I voted no, again, renewing my
motion for a stay of any horse boarding legislation as
I recommended in my letter of August 2011. Again, I

never wavered from this position.
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Consistent with the opinions of my letter
dated August of 2011, as a private resident sent to
most of you, in 2014 as a member of Barrington Hills
Zoning Board of Appeals, and now in 2016 again as a
member of the Zoning Board of Appeals, I am asking
that we return our zoning code back to the status quo
as it was written in the year 2011 when I made that
clarion call upon all residents to compel their
village government to take no action to regulate
commercial horse boarding in Barrington Hills until
the litigation between Drury and LeCompte is completed
and done forever.

Like John Pappas reminded everyone during
examination of attorney Tom Burney, I am now formally
asking the ZBA board to support the request for a stay
under the then boarding law which existed in the year
2011 at the time of my 2011 letter with great
foresight was introduced into the record by
Mr. Pappas. This would be in step with the Village's
comprehensive plan, tradition of equestrian activities
and lifestyle in Barrington Hills J.R. Davis so
articulately reminded us all during these ZBA
proceedings.

You see, the former Home Occupation
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Ordinance was enacted one year after the adoption of
the current comprehensive plan. That was not a
coincidence.

Let's reembrace our village code, which
nobly and faithfully served the residents of
Barrington Hills for more than 30 years preceding
Anderson II. For if we are to be truly of pure heart
and honest mind, it is Anderson II and the Drury
amendment which are the new kids on the block dividing
us. So let's rid the village of both so we can begin
to heal and build consensus while the Drury, LeCompte
lawsuit finds its way through the court system,
unimpeded by Village action.

I'm on the record of agreeing with Bruce
Pfaff's 2014 statement on the ZBA that if the village
government were to go forward, the result would have
to exclude from consideration anything to do with
Oakwood Farms in order to let that play out in the
courts. The 2014 ZBA acted against Attorney Pfaff's
sage advice by recommending Anderson II. We now can
only surmise from her verified intervening pleading in
court that personal benefit was at least partly behind
ZBA Chairman Freeman's decision to bypass traditional

ZBA procedures, protocol, and vetting of the proposed
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Anderson II legislation.

Consistent with my request in 2011, former
member Pfaff's recommendation to let the court deal
with this private litigation, we, the ZBA, can restore
the village code to its year 2011 language by
reinstating the former Barrington Hills Home
Occupation Ordinance contained in the Drury amendment
to the extent it is the same as this former ordinance,
and remove all of the 2014 Anderson II language from
the code, rejecting, cor in the alternative staying
review and final determination of the remainder of the
Drury amendment dealing with special use guidelines
until the dust settles on this private litigation.

Consistent with the opinions previously
voiced by Pappas, Pfaff, and me, let's recommend to
the board that commercial horse boarding beyond home
occupation be revisited by the ZBA after all this
falderal emanating from this private litigation
between neighbors is completely dissipated. We do
this so all residents are 100 percent assured when or
if the time comes, we, their appointed and elected
representatives are acting with pure hearts and
intelligent minds for all of Barrington Hills, free

from cloud of suspicion propelled by a few, ensuring
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everyone that we are working for the benefit of all
residents in the village, upholding the residential
nature of our zoning code, our equestrian hobby
traditions, rather than being maligned by unfounded
accusation that we are working for the benefit of a
single private landowner involved in a legal dispute.

It will only be by taking this course of
action by restoring our code to the tried and proven
way which J.R. Davis reminded all of us by invoking
the Village's comprehensive plan and equestrian
traditions, you know, the way we did things before
Anderson II, that this cloud of suspicion which looms
over our ZBA in 2016 and loomed over the ZBA and board
in 2014 is forever dispelled and we, the elected and
appointed officials of Barrington Hills, will be able
to regain the trust of the residents, ensuring in the
future that we will be viewing zoning of large-scale
horse boarding in Barrington Hills from the prism of a
macro perspective beyond the reach and personal
interests of Drury and LeCompte.

We will then have gained the trust of the
public that our zoning process is untainted, free from
undue influence, imagined or real, forming necessary

foundation and backdrop for a successful and durable
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outcome to be embraced for decades to come by
residents in our residentially zoned village.

Based upon the foregoing, I make the motion
now that the recommendation by this ZBA to the board
of trustees be that the Drury amendment be adopted to
the limited extent that the former Home Occupation
Ordinance, which has served this village so well in
recent years, be fully restated into the village code,
and that all other language in the Drury amendment be
rejected for now. And that all language in the
village code constituting the 2014 Anderson II
boarding amendment be rejected, removed from the code,
and held for naught.

In other words, I move that our village
code, as it relates to horse boarding, be restored to
what it was in the year 2011 when I wrote that letter
referenced by able advocate John Pappas where I make
that request that all horse boarding legislation be
stayed until the private lawsuit between these
neighbors is completed. That is what I believed then
in 2011, that is what I believed in 2014 by my actions
on the ZBA to stay the proceedings, and that is what I
believe here today. So moved.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Thank you. Obviously,
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know, anything that's commercial in Barrington Hills
at all. It's houses. I mean, maybe it used to be
farm 100 or 150 years ago, but the world changes and
we're kind of along for the ride. And it's not, it's
not an agricultural area any longer, it's a
residential area. So I think that's kind of my point,
I guess. And I feel like from what I've read about
Anderson II, it stepped way over the line in giving
commercial operations a far larger voice than
individual residences. So I think it should be looked
at.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Mr. Chambers?

MR. CHAMBERS: I think the Anderson II
zoning law is flawed and it either needs to be
remediated or repealed. And I don't want to become
part of the lawsuit between the two parties. And
anything we do should be studiously structured to
avoid that conflict of getting involved in it.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Anything else?

Mr. Stieper?

MR. STIEPER: Well, I stand on my comments
that I made at the last meeting with regard to why at
this point this board, as well as the larger board,

board of trustees, shouldn't take any action on this
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issue.

But putting that aside, with regard to the
overall issue, I don't think it's a difficult issue to
zone. I think all you have to do is look at what
everybody else, not only -- well, in the entire
country as well as what our neighbors are doing that
are equestrian with regard to this issue. All you
have to do is look at our zoning code and our zoning
map. So let's start globally. What are other
communities doing. So I heard a few people, I think
there was one lady, eloquent lady talking about
Middleburg, Virginia. I studied Middleburg, Virginia.
Middleburg, Virginia is a town that dates all the way
back to the Revolutionary War. Middleburg, Virginia,
how they approach horse boarding is they have a map
and they have a historical district, which is
designated commercial. So they have commercial on
their zoning map. They also have residential. 1In
neither of those districts can you board horses. They
do have an area called, I believe it's a historical
district which allows boarding of horses.

So they approach boarding of horses from a
two-pronged approach. They have a zoning map which

designates geographically where it can be done and
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they also do it by virtue of special use. You cannot
have a boarding operation in Middleburg, Virginia,
unless you appear before the board. And I will submit
that that's the case basically for almost -- well, all
residentially zoned communities. And we can take
Aiken, North Carolina; Jackson, Tennessee; Lexington,
Kentucky. Lexington, Kentucky has some very stringent
laws with regard to horse boarding and residential
community. On 5 acres, I believe it's no more than
three or two horses, special use.

Now, in Kentucky they also have a state
statute, which 1is an agricultural statute, which they
allow because -- in terms of larger parcels, which
Lexington has mega farms where basically it actually
does fall under the agricultural definition. But if
you look at the Lexington, Kentucky, zoning map, they
have areas designated agriculture.

But we don't have that in Barrington Hills,
What we have in Barrington Hills, all you have to do
is look at our zoning map. This is one of the reasons
why I objected to the approval of the zoning map for
2016 as long as Anderson II existed is because we are
a residentially zoned community. And I submit any

residentially zoned community that deals with this
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issue, which you can look to Bull Valley, you can look
to Wayne, you can look to counties, Kane County,
Kendall County, Joliet I believe as well, they all
approach either from special use or in Wayne they have
designated areas as I believe Bull Valley does, too,
designated areas in terms on their zoning map where
this practice can be engaged in, but not in
residential communities or not in residential
districts. Those that allow in residential districts,
there's only one way to do it, folks, it's by special
use. And that's because you are predominately a
residential community.

And residential use or special use is not a
means to restrict use of property. What it is, and I
think the best witness we had, quite frankly, was the
witness that Mr. Davis brought in from Washington, DC,
who talked about every parcel is unique. One person's
20 acres will be able to house a number of horses
differently than somebody else's 20 acres depending on
a whole host of variables. And that's what special
use 1is all about, taking a parcel of land based upon
where it's situated, looking at a whole host of
variables, and then deciding based upon that parcel

what that, what that land can hold based upon a
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residential use, which will be Barrington Hills. This
is not a difficult issue to zone. As a matter of
fact, in 2011, the Zoning Board of Appeals came up
with a special -- a recommended special use ordinance,
and then Mr. von Meier, and I believe that was John
Knight's board, also came up with a proposed special
use ordinance.

It's always been the position of this
Village that if this issue is going to be zoned, it's
got to be by virtue of special use. And that's
because that's simply the way it's done. Anderson II
basically, for all practical purposes, although it's
put under our special use section of our ordinance or
our code, which I don't understand, is basically a
permitted use.

So I submit this. If you look at our code,
you know, if you want to put a pond in your yard, you
have to come before the ZBA, special use. If you want
to put a ham radio antenna, you got to come before the
board, special use. If you want to put a polo field,
you got to come before the board, special use. So if
you look at our special use provisions of our code of
the things that you have to come before this board to

get permission, and then on the other hand, under
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Anderson II you can have a dude ranch next to and just
pop up overnight without any government oversight or
appearing before any board. 1It's ludicrous. And if
that's the way we're going to go, I submit that we get
rid of our entire special use provision of our village
code because it's absurd to require a person to come
before this board in order to get permission to put a
pond in or put a ham radio in or the other uses that
you'll find under our special use, but yet you can put
a dude ranch overnight anywhere you want in this
village.

Now, you got to look at other factors, too.
And part of this is to protect basically those people
who are engaging in this practice. Because I submit
if we have no oversight, folks, what percentage of
your land do you want to become commercialized with
large-scale boarding, 10 percent, 20 percent,
30 percent? At what point does Barrington Hills lose
what it is, and that's basically an estate residential
community. And if I'm, if I'm a person that has a
large-scale operation, I'm not going to be turned off
by a special use because as a matter of fact, I'm
going to have those protections. Because at some

point, petitions will come before the board and
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they'll say, well, you know what, this is affecting

our tax base. Or we don't want to dedicate more than
10 percent of our total property to this business use.
We want to have those controls in place, and you know
what, at the end of the game, it protects those people
whe are engaging in that practice as well as those
people who are doing home occupation.

What about what is really Barrington Hills.
You want to talk about the traditions and history of
equestrianism in Barrington Hills, lets be honest. It
basically is the 5-acre person who has that barn, who
may, you know, lease out to their neighbor, all the
rest, because their neighbor is working. And some
people who enjoy equestrian activities don't have the
time. And I appreciate that. And we appreciated
that -- the board appreciated that back in 2006 when
home occupation was passed.

Now, I submit if you get too many of these
large—-scale operations, and I know people can say
well, that can never happen; well, we don't know what
the future holds, but if you do, you can be driving
out some of those home occupations out of business or
putting stress on those because they don't have the

economies of scale. If I'm running a, you know, 50-,
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60-equestrian commercial barn, how am I going to be
able to compete with my 5-acre, I don't know,
five-horse barn, four-horse barn on a scale. I'm not.
And so that's the law of unintended consequences. You
may, by virtue of this, be putting out of business
those people who engage on a smaller scale. And
historically, that's really more of what we are.

Now, I ran in two campaigns for trustee,
2011, 2015. I said, look, if this is going to be
done, it's got to be done through special use. I
supported doing it by special use.

When we were drafting the comprehensive
plan, this issue came up. And, again, you won't find
it in the comprehensive plan because we were told it
will be taken care of in the future. This is back in
Bob Abboud's day when he was village president. You
know, for nothing was done, you know, we hear about
the history of Barrington Hills, its equestrianism,
and I heard it time and time again, but you know,
Village President Abboud was village president from
the year 2005 until 2014 or '13, whatever the year
was, where was all this during then? Where was the
push? Where was large-scale commercial boarding then?

I'1l tell what you what, he was a total opponent of

PohlmanUSA Court Reporting
(877) 421-0099  www.PohlmanUSA.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Page 34

it, opponent of large-scale boarding. It never even
made it to that board.

So now we're left with a situation now we
have an ugly lawsuit. It's dominating the
conversation to the extent where, quite frankly, I
believe it's rendered this board and the large board
handicapped, because I believe firmly that no matter
what we do, what we do, those interested or those
people that are most passionate about the issue,
certainly that's coming from me, will think, well,
he's in the bag for this guy or that guy. I don't
want to be part of legislation like that. You know
what I'd like, and I believe in order to do it, I
believe that lawsuit needs to be taken off the table.
When that lawsuit is taken off the table, then we can
have a real serious conversation on how to do this and
how everybody else is doing it. But in the meantime,
I challenge everybody to go look up these statutes for
yourself, San Diego, New Mexico, North Carolina,
Tennessee, Kentucky, see how they are doing it.
Because I know how they are doing it. Virginia, you
know, Virginia, South Carolina. Take a look at how
they are doing it, and I, I challenge anybody to

furnish me an ordinance in a residentially zoned
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community where they allow an ordinance like Anderson
IT which allows this business activity to be done as a
permitted use with no -- permitted use means no or
little government oversight. You're not going to find
it because it's absurd. You are destroying your code
without even knowing it. And you may in time destroy
the characteristics of this village and not even know
it. Because think about it, you have no control over
when or where these things are going to pop up.
Everybody says, well, you know, Barrington Hills
prices are so high, nobody would ever do it. Well,
look around you. We've got how many house for sale,
all the rest. We've got people -- we've got
distressed properties here, people fighting to pay
real estate taxes. What better way to turn your
property into something profitable than do something
in commercial boarding. This is -- you know, you can
never say never,

As a zoning board or as a government, you
have to project into the future. One person said
here, I think during Anderson II, it may not happen,
it probably won't happen, and let's even go to the
extent it won't happen, but why should we, as a

government, play Russian roulette and allow it to
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happen, to give a law which would allow something
which in the end could destroy exactly what we are.

Everybody up here embraces our equestrian
lifestyle, equestrianism, not only as a hobby but
certainly as a business, the cottage industry from the
small barns. And I will submit probably most of us up
here embrace it also on the larger properties, but
it's got to be subject to government oversight. Not
only because it's everybody else is doing it, because
it's the reasonable thing to do.

CHAIRMAN WOLFGRAM: Is that it?

MR. STIEPER: That's it.

MS. BUETTNER: I have one more comment. I
think that also if we're evaluating a new ordinance
and trying to put together the ocutline of the new
ordinance, I think we need to take into account the
fact that the Cook County Forest Preserve now oOwns
Horizon Farms, and I think it would probably be
appropriate with regard to input from other committees
and so on and so forth, it may make sense to have some
sort of if we can make contact with them. I think
some people have, but I think it may make sense for
the zoning board to select a member or two to see if

they can make contact with them to find out if the
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PUBLIC COMMENTS



October 14, 2016

Dear Barrington Hills Zoning Board of Appeals Member,

The motion to repeal the 2014 ZBA text amendment and to re-instate the old home occupancy language is an extremely
divisive and legally dangerous move. The reason this village is so divided, and has been embroiled in legal contests on
the topic of horse boarding for several years, through the current suit against the village filed by James Drury, is because
the home occupancy language failed to protect the common practice of horse boarding as it has existed in Barrington
Hills for many decades.

There is clear evidence that horse boarding has existed in this village since the village’s inception. However, the first (and
only) resident to legally challenge the home occupancy language was James Drury. His multiple lawsuits against the
village, against his neighbor, and most recently again against the village, though directed at closing a single horse
boarding operation, have now put all horse boarding in legal jeopardy. The home occupancy language has been
determined “not to comport” with horse boarding in the published court ruling in Drury v LeCompte. That published
court ruling sets precedent.

The old language never protected any type of horse boarding. We went along blissfully with our heads in the sand, until

one resident became angry with his neighbor, and found his Achilles heel in the courts by contesting his ability to legally

board horses. That Achilles heel will now be exposed for the other 16 existing commercial boarding stables in the village.
If you recommend this course of action, you will be plunging those operations into a legally untenable position — even if

for a short time — you will leave them vulnerable. | know this is not your intention.

Mr. Drury has very expertly manipulated the legal system, the Board of Trustees, the ZBA and the residents of this village
to promote his vendetta against his neighbor. It is time to put a halt to his antics which are at best self-serving and, at
worst, divisive and destructive to our community.

One ZBA member in particular seems to be bent on revenge, and is using his position to exert it. Mr. Steiper speaks with
confidence as if he is an expert on the topic, but in fact he is not. He has presented many half-truths and misrepresented
many, many details with no basis in fact. Though | am not in agreement with pursuing any changes to the existing
language at this time, | welcome the opportunity to speak to you on the topic in the capacity of a true expert. | am
certified as an equestrian professional by multiple institutions and our National Olympic discipline governing
associations. | am bound by the certifications | hold to speak honestly and factually on all equestrian matters. | am
requesting the opportunity to do so; to answer all of your questions and to also set the record straight on some gross
misinformation that has been served up as fact.

You are at a juncture in the history of this village where you have opportunity to do great things, to protect the rural
character and the historical equestrian nature for which this village is renowned. It is imperative that you do this with
great care, with in-depth understanding of the issues, and with complete comprehension of the long-term consequences
of your actions. Do not base your actions on misinformation and half-truths. The re-instatement of the home occupancy
language will only serve to throw this community back into turmoil. Instead, take time to understand the intent and
consequence of the existing language. Perhaps with just a few tweaks to clarify or better manage certain aspects, you
can be the heroes who put this topic to rest in a way that satisfies all residents, equestrian and non-equestrian alike.

Thank you for your consideration,

Jennifer Rousseau
USEA, USHJA and USPC Certified Trainer and Instructor

OSU and CSU Equine Breeding and Management Certified
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Stieper Amendment

David Russo <drusso@arccommercial.com> Mon, Oct 17, 2016 at 10:23 AM
To: bot@barringtonhills-il.gov
Cc: Robert Kosin <rkosin@barringtonhills-il.gov>

Dear Board of Trustees,

| know you are busy, so | will keep this very short.

My wife Marla and | are very much in support of horses in the Village of Barrington Hills, however,
the current ZBA Ordinance 14-19 is extremely one sided and not in the best interest of our
residents. Please support the Stieper amendment and repeal ord. 14-19.

In the thirty six years we have lived in this village, both Marla and | have given many hours to
Village government. | was on the Plan Commission for approximately fourteen years and Marla
was Village Clerk for about fourteen years. Over the past thirty six years, | do not recall ever
meeting anyone who was against horses in the Village. As Chairman for the Plan Commission for
fourteen years, | personally spent countless hours convincing developers that they needed to
include horse trails in their development. As a professional real-estate developer for the past forty
five years, | realize that ancillary uses are important to the development but the ancillary use
should not be the primary focus. It is inconceivable to think that the Village would allow the horse
owners to operate without Village oversight, especially with regards to construction and
maintenance of animal boarding facilities. | cannot imagine there being a restaurant in Barrington
Hills and the Village having no inspection rights. The horse boarding is no different.

Please support the current Stieper amendment.

Thank you,

David & Marla Russo =
11 Woodcreek Road
Barrington Hills, IL 60010
Phone (847) 426-5222

drusso@arccommercial.com

7od Bless

America


tel:%28847%29%20426-5222
mailto:drusso@arccommercial.com

J.R. DAVIS

81 Meadow Hill Road
Barrington Hills, IL 60010

October 3, 2016

Dear Neighbor and Friend:

| hope this letter finds you and your family in good health and enjoying the fall in
Barrington Hills. It is with great urgency and importance that | am writing to you once
again, and requesting that you consider the new zoning amendment proposed by Zoning
Board of Appeals Member David Stieper at the last Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting.

On September 20, 2016, the Zoning Board of Appeals (the “ZBA") met and unanimously
voted against recommending the zoning amendment proposed by James Drury. After this
vote, Member Stieper proposed an amendment to the zoning code, which would delete
the “Anderson II"” amendment, or Ordinance 14-19 (attached), from the Village Code.
Ordinance 14-19 allows residential property owners in the Village to board horses on their
properties, and it regulates how such boarding facilities may operate, including the hours
of operation, the number of horses, the floor area ratio requirements, and the applicable
standards for waste management, lighting, nuisances, toilets, and traffic. (Village Code, 5-

3-4(A)(2)(a)(i)-(ix).)

As you likely remember, Ordinance 14-19 was enacted after much consideration and
debate in the Village. The impetus for Ordinance 14-19 was the September 21, 2011,
finding of the iilinois Appeilate Court in LeCompte v. Village of Barrington Hills, 2011 iL
App (1st) 100423, stating, “We find that the commercial boarding of horses does not
comport with the overall intent of the Zoning Code.” At that time, the practice and
understanding of many Village residents was that horse boarding, including the boarding
of horses for pay, was permitted throughout the Village. As such, the Village amended the
Village Code to clarify its intent to permit horse boarding in the Village and to prevent
residents with existing horse barns from being in unintentional violation of the Village
Code. Deleting Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code will take us back in time and erase
both the clarity and the regulations that it provides.

Once the ZBA votes on Mr. Stieper's proposed amendment, it will move to the Board of
Trustees for consideration. To demonstrate our opposition to this proposed Amendment, |
hope that you will join me in sending a signed opposition to the Village Clerk. It is my hope
that we can garner enough opposition to this proposal to trigger a two-thirds voting
requirement for the Board of Trustees,” which is entirely appropriate for an amendment
that undoes months of debate and drafting by our former Village leaders and will lead to
more uncertainty regarding the status of horse boarding in our equestrian Village. The
Village Code counts statements by property “owners.” Thus, if multiple people living at
your property would like to sign the statement, please include all names on the same
statement, and only submit one statement to the Village.

Please consider the impact deleting Ordinance 14-19 would have on our equestrian
community. If you are opposed to this amendment, please complete and send the

' Section 5-10-6(G) of the Village Code provides that if there is a “written protest against any proposed amendment
signed and acknowledged by the owners of twenty percent (20%) of the property proposed to be altered,” enacting the
amendment will require a two-thirds vote by the Board of Trustees rather than a majority.



attached opposition to the Village Clerk. You may send additional comments regarding
Member Stieper's proposed amendment to the Village Clerk at 112 Algonquin Road,
Barrington Hills, lllinois, 60010-5199, Attn: Anna Paul, or clerk@barringtonhills-il.gov.

The next ZBA meeting is currently scheduled for Monday, October 17 at 7:30 p.m. at
Countryside Elementary School. If you are unable to submit your statement to the Village
Clerk prior to Friday, October 14, 2016 at 5:00 pm, please bring your statement to the
meeting or give it to someone attending the meeting to submit on your behalf.

Thank you for your time and attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

J.R. Davis
Chairman, Barrington Hills Farm



Public Comment for the Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Scheduled for October 17, 2016,
Regarding the Zoning Amendment Proposed by Member Stieper

I am J.R. Davis, Chairman of Barrington Hills Farm, and a resident of the Village
of Barrington Hills. I am speaking on behalf of myself, a landowner and resident of Barrington
Hills, and as Chairman of Barrington Hills Farm.

[ want to speak to you briefly about the zoning amendment proposed by Member
Stieper. Mr. Stieper’s amendment seeks to delete the language passed by the former Zoning
Board of Appeals in February 2015, which has been referred to as Anderson II. The Anderson II
Amendment both (i) allows and (ii) regulates horse boarding on residential property. (Village
Code, 5-3-4(A)(2)(a)(i)-(ix).). As you have heard throughout the recent ZBA meetings,
Anderson II was the result of a court decision stating that commercial horse boarding was not
consistent with the Village Code and the subsequent outcry from many residents who disagreed
with this decision. The former ZBA then spent months considering and debating whether to
modify the Village Code and the result of these efforts was Anderson II. Deleting Anderson Il
from the Village Code will take us back in time and erase both the clarity and the regulations that
it provides.

Additionally, deleting Anderson II from the Village Code will interfere with
ongoing litigation. If the motivation for this amendment is to stay out of court proceedings, the
ZBA should be aware that enacting this amendment will do the opposite. The Village was sued
by Mr. Drury in a declaratory judgment action, and deleting Anderson II from the Village Code
will give Mr. Drury the same result he is seeking in litigation.

Finally, myself, Barrington Hills Farm, and a number of other Village residents
have sent short statements to the Village for inclusion in your ZBA packets expressing our

opposition to this proposed amendment. Unfortunately, I did not see these protests included in



the version of the packet that is available online. I do hope that you consider the number of

residents opposed to this proposal prior to voting on it.
Please consider the uncertainty and ambiguity that will result from deleting
Anderson II from the Village Code and the hard work that went into drafting Anderson II. I urge

you to vote against this proposal. Thank you for your time and service as representatives of our

Village.



2016 Horse Boarding Public Comment 10-17-16

Submitted by Jennifer Rousseau, 127 Buckley Rd, Barrington Hills, IL

Clearly this is a topic too important to resolve with a knee-jerk.

The old “Home Occupancy” language is the reason why we are still wrestling with this
issue. It was the Achilles heel for all horse boarding operations large or small — we just
had our heads in the sand until Mr. Drury decided to go after Mr. LeCompte.

The history and heritage, as well as the legacy, of our village is at stake.

Members should execute due diligence in understanding all aspects of the issues,
including:

o Fully understanding the existing 2014 ZBA wording, and implications. Some of the
comments from a number of members of this board indicate that you are not well-
versed on the 2014 ZBA text amendment.

o Understanding how commercial boarding operations support equestrian activities and
help sustain equestrian communities. Develop language that will protect and encourage
that support.

o ldentifying best practices as they apply to commercial boarding farms and how that may
differ from small farm best practices.

o Identifying common operating principles of commercial boarding operations, many of
which are illegal under the proposed home occupancy language, eg. Employee
restrictions, machinery restrictions, accessory building restrictions.

o Aligning horse boarding definitions and regulation under the “agriculture” umbrella, as
it is recognized at the state level, and as it is recognized in every successfully sustained
equestrian neighborhood across the country. Why should dairy farms, beef feed lots,
hog farms or poultry farms be permitted the agricultural freedom to have appropriate
accessory buildings, structures, storage and machinery, while horse boarding is not.
That is a complete disconnect.

o Examine and recognize the typical investment a commercial horse boarding and training
farm makes in their property, and seek ways to protect and encourage that investment.

o Beware of half-truths and revenge-driven misinformation, which have been flowing
freely —and some of the worst offenders are members of this board.

This process and your influence on history is too important to a vast majority of residents to
make decisions based on inaccurate or incomplete information. Mr. Goss’ bias has been evident
since the first meeting this year which addressed horse boarding, when he referred to
equestrians as “Radical Equestrian Jihadists”. It is clear by Mr. Steiper’s statements in the
various ZBA proceedings, as well as through his own internet mouthpiece, the Barrington Hills
Observer, that he has clear bias. Sadly, he has deliberately mislead this board and the residents.
Examples include:

o His reference to the Livestock Management Act — which doesn’t apply to horse
boarding.

o His extremely misleading characterization of the zoning regulations as they are applied
in other very successful equestrian neighborhoods and communities such as Aiken and
Middleburg — yes, they are different communities in their general constitution, but they



have measures in place which protect, preserve and encourage equestrian activity,
under agriculture, which he conveniently left out.

He holds up Mettawa as an example of an equestrian community, despite the fact that it
is now devoid of horse farms because of a lack of protection and regulation.

He claims there is nowhere in the country where Agriculture is permitted in a residential
zone, though he has no argument with our own antiquated code which supported dairy
and hog farming as permitted uses, and apparently he has not done his homework, as
the R-A designation is alive and well in thousands of communities across the country.
He has actively verbalized his support for special use permits, pointing to the expert
architect, John Blackburn’s, testimony at a recent public hearing as clear evidence in
favor of special use, but he was quick to change the subject when the architect also
stated that he “doesn’t deal” with special use permits in his practice — indicating that
special use is clearly NOT the norm.

He has wrongfully accused the local branch of the United States Pony Club of benefitting
from the 2014 ZBA amendment, the irony being that this organization in 80 countries is
dedicated to teaching absolute best practices of horse management and equestrian
sportsmanship to thousands of young equestrians around the world — the vast majority
of whom keep their horses at home, not in boarding barns.

He threw out the notion that some crafty stable owner could buy all of his boarders
horses for $1 each in order to circumvent the horse density regulations and then rent
the horse back to the owners, simply highlighting his complete and utter ignorance of
horse ownership and transfer of ownership regulations which exist in every breed and
competition association in the world. Just another “Trumpesque” abuse of his
microphone and position to instill doubt where none exists. Please, ask me about the
ownership, liability, insurance and stable lien implications that his ridiculous assertion
conflicts with.

He claims that the BOT has a history of not allowing boarding in the village. His evidence
is an action of the BOT from 1960 where they disallowed a boarding operation. The
people who were conducting the operation did not live in the village and did not follow
village ordinances. He was corrected by Mr. Abboud Sr - the distinction was that the
people running the business were not residents. He omitted this information, again,
deliberately misleading the public into thinking that the BOT acted on the notion that
boarding was not allowed - this is false.

Perhaps the most egregious example of his biased and misleading campaign against
equestrian activity in the village: He quoted, loosely, a statement from Judy Freeman in
her petition to co-defend the village against the Drury lawsuit, that the 2014 ordinance
affected her ability to board horses. He then indicated that this statement created a
conflict of interest, casting into doubt the legitimacy of the previous ordinance. He then
stated that Judy had a personal interest in the outcome because she boards horses. He
lied - she does not board horses. He failed to point out that every resident in the village
has the potential to be affected by this ordinance because it affects everyone's ability to
board horses. He failed to communicate that his definition of conflict of interest is not
supported by state law. In fact, in order to comply with his own made-up definition of a



conflict of interest, only persons who do NOT live in the village could sit on our village's
zoning board.

o The substance of Mr. Steiper’s remarks on August 30 were nothing more than a
campaign speech. His speech was in excess of 20 minutes, and his new motion to repeal
the current zoning ordinance places every boarding barn owner and every boarder back
into the same position that they were in in 2011, when the appellate court decision was
published. The consequences of David's motion would be to place these parties in
harm's way and expose the village to litigation not from one property owner, but from
more than a dozen barn owners.

e As| have written to this board on more than one occasion, | do have expertise in all aspects of
horse boarding, care and management, from small to large scale. | have lived and worked in
equestrian communities across this country and around the world — in Canada, New Zealand,
and Germany. Additionally | am accredited as an Instructor and Trainer by two National
governing bodies. | am an Advisor to the Instructor Certification process of the United States
Eventing Association. | am further accredited by both Ohio State and Colorado State universities
in Equine Breeding and Management. | would welcome the opportunity to speak on the facts in
a dispassionate and educational manner, to answer all of your questions honestly, and frankly,
when necessary, to go toe to toe with Mr. Steiper on some of his more blatant misstatements,
so as to properly set the record straight. | do not kid myself by believing that either Mr. Goss or
Mr. Steiper will be swayed by facts and truth, or will actively seek solutions which lift up the
equestrian history and heritage of this village. | am hoping that the rest of you will execute a fair
and balance examination of the whole picture to produce the best long-term solutions for
current and future residents, without knee jerky, vengeful moves like the one proposed today.

David's motion to repeal the ordinance does nothing other than to inflame the hostile environment
toward equestrian activities that he's been instrumental in creating and perpetuating. Rather than take
up this motion, the fundamental question here for the members of the zoning board to consider is - why
is it necessary for David to lie, scheme and manipulate this board in order to persuade others to vote to
put us back in the ditch?



Holly Jauch Meeting 10/17/2016
7 Cross Timber Road

Barrington Hills, IL 60010

224-588-6782

Hi my name is Holly Jauch. | live at 7 Cross Timber Road, Barrington Hills. My
purpose of speaking is to share a few of my opinions concerning horse boarding
along with voicing my aspirations of hope that this Board of Appeals will make
correct zoning recommendations/ultimate decisions based upon facts at hand
and the betterment for our community.

First, our home includes a horse stable. We board our own horses along with a
few other horses owned by family and friends. We've been in the community for
(13) years. We've opened our home to family, friends, and neighbors within our
community to host open door functions or share some of the amenities we have
at our home. Concerning our farm, some people have said we operate one of the
best demonstrated practiced stables including farm maintenance, beautification
of the grounds, and care of the horses, which in our book of standards comes first
on the list. It saddens me to hear some of the things that have been said at these
meetings by residents of our community about how horse people versus those
who have opted to live in the country without them have less of a value system.
From these meetings I've learned we have formed definitions of equestrians
versus non-equestrians with implications that horse people don't value our
property or comply with existing ordinances as those who do not have horses.
Prior to moving to our farm | underestimated the magnitude this change would
have on my value system. | knew the importance of maintaining a high standard
for my home in prior residences but the farm expanded our standards based upon
having the increased responsibility of horses being at home. My husband and |
believe that the operation of our farm poses significant responsibility on us to
provide a well maintained and safe environment for our horses and at the same
time be good neighbors, compliant with the zoning ordinances. Our farmis a
large investment to say the least and we want it to maintain its market value...just
like everybody else.



| was aware there were issues surrounding horse boarding when | first moved
here. From my understanding some people thought the zoning ordinances should
be more clearly defined for boarding operations while other's thought it should
remain under the general home occupation provisions or keep it a low profile to
stay out of the limelight for any scrutiny. We now have the current zoning since
2014, result of the Anderson Amendment which Mr. Stieper wants to eliminate
and put us back to 2006.

| feel sorry that two individuals that used to be friends whom now have significant
differences have brought the Village to be the mediator and/or resolve the
differences by creating additional conflicts and further separation of the Village
residents. | also feel badly that any board member, committee appointed or
village elected would believe it appropriate to use his or her own personal agenda
as a platform to drive his or her personal opinions into zoning ordinances without
assessment of the benefits to our community pursuant to sound and proven facts,
not likes and dislikes. As Mr. Davis has suggested on several occasions and
distribution of articles provided by development experts, this board if
contemplating change to what is existence today, needs to enlist experts to help
identify best demonstrated practices of any zoning area that is under scrutiny of it
works or it doesn't work. Change should only be made for the better.

Personally, | believe that several of our current zoning ordinances should be
challenged from enforcement. In other words we seem to be unable to police our
area residences as it relates to several of the zoning ordinances expanding well
beyond horse boarding. Please take the time to review building development,
home occupation in its complete form, nuisance, and all others for that matter.
In fact, it appears that by review of the abandoned and/or foreclosed properties,
the standards practiced for maintaining a home with or without farm doesn't
matter when it comes time to poorly maintained property. Further, it appears
that the homes under bank ownership are not being maintained at all during the
process of auction and/or sale. | lived for several years next door to a home with
"squatters" as the residents until it was finally sold. This truly exposed us to
safety risks. This home didn't have horses on its property.



I also have a neighbor who likes to burn, not once in a while but all the time all
day. From both a health and safety perspective, it's awful for horses and humans.
And, the neighbor doesn't own horses.

Then, | have a neighbor who operates a massive business operation. Multiple
building structures, extreme day and night lighting, excessive traffic, large amount
of waste, high noise volume, inability to get vehicles in and out of the cult-de sac
subdivision including blocked emergency access due to cars parked on streets
closing access to the only entrance/exit. | have contacted the village
administration concerning the amount of square footage under roof that this
"residence" includes to what appears to be total disregard to building
requirements, general home occupation, special use permit filings, and nuisance
ordinances. It has been 4 weeks and | am still waiting for a response. And, the
neighbor doesn't own horses.

What's my bottom-line. The current zoning changes as proposed by Mr. Stieper
in my opinion would be a knee jerk reaction to what appears to be a personal
agenda. This puts focus on the horses when in reality, a horse boarding
operation is a business and like all businesses operating in a residential area
should comply with zoning ordinances. To make a decision to change what got
implemented in 2014 without any further investigation of what works and what
doesn't work spanning across the multiple zoning ordinances is a frightful act that
would be an injustice to our community. There are more issues at hand and
importance than horse boarding...look around.



STATEMENTS



Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

,%MAS;,, /Z/ﬂ%uf MOWSK | o opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete
Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

I S,USQ\/\ Kt b} /7/0// enc (o *9 ,/,,(f, l ., am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered jgto the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
Appeals. ;g
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

. Rowars  Tonmsod

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

_ — . ,amopposed

Crdinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

3 ﬂ[-di PA !0]9}43’ IR , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

[ ﬂ &—X\ (L-V\;N ?&’P(‘) @9) , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

I, &hﬂ//&gj}c ELA = ___,am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time. -

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

1 /EC{}/J & /{{/&V?CLV Z/ZL E“qu , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete
Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

L C)Wll&! /1/’0#’03(0 , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete
Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

ravision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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From: Barb Hills <barb@hillscap.com>

Date: October 17, 2016 at 2:43:03 PM CDT

To: "Bramsen, Betsy" <BBramsen@spray.com>

Subject: Re: Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Monday October 17th 6:30pm Countryside School

Dear Barrington Hills Zoning Board of Appeals,

We wish there be no changes to the 2015 zoning regulations presently in place re horses living in the
village .

Thank you,
Paul and Barbara Hills

Sent from my iPhone
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1o the amendmant p'rprxe., by ZBA rv,cmber David Stieper, which seeks to gelete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Further more, | b.elieve the current language as p:cposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
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To: Oakwood - re ZBA Monday Page 3 of 4 2016-10-16 22:06:09 (GMT) 18156424302 From: Tomasz Helenows|




Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

I, Kaf/(;//'] /)/)(7 MWI/I g , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appea!s.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

I, :Sw&/"%p).) ﬁ O %Nam , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

e
N~
) \J?{\f\\ge.' éousoew,v am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

| e qup Stevea Schroede™

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

|, ﬁ/wwéga ” %ij

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

., am opposed

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time. -

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

—_
i  Rowars Tormsod

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

I ~, am opposed

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

I, 0\\ ,‘,S,L&;,,,C%,U)L\iﬁiff I . , am opposed

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of

Appeals.
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From: "Bramsen, Betsy" <BBramsen@spray.com>
Date: October 16, 2016 at 1:43:17 PM CDT
To: "Bramsen, Betsy" <BBramsen@spray.com>

To the Barrington Hills Board of Trustees and Zoning Board of Appeals

| have been a resident and home owner in Barrington Hills since 1969.

My husband and | keep horses at our home and sometimes elsewhere in Barrington Hills.

We are actively involved in most of the local equestrian organizations.

| am very aware of pretty much all the horse activities in our Village and the various barns, whether they
be small or large.

I am opposed to the “action proposed” by ZBA Member David Stieper.
The existing zoning regulations are appropriate for our Village and are working well.

As Trustees and ZBA Members, | hope that you will recognize the equestrian heritage of Barrington Hills
(as well as the equestrian life here long before our Village was incorporated).

And that you will acknowledge how very important preserving this equestrian heritage is to the future
character of our community.

Horses living in our Village and the equestrian activities that take place in our Village are a major
ingredient making Barrington Hills the unique community it is.

Sincerely.
Elizabeth Bramsen
26 Ridge Road

Mc Henry County
Barrington Hills



Barrington Hills Landowner Statement Concerning
the Amendment Proposed by ZBA Member
Stieper to Delete Ordinance 14-19

— Jawet L Uhnder)Celer

to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member David Stieper, which seeks to delete

Ordinance 14-19 from the Village Code.

Furthermore, | believe the current language as proposed by the ZBA in Ordinance 14-19
and adopted by the Board of Trustees in 2015 provides the right balance of neighbor
protection and freedom to operate best practice horse boarding, and does not need

revision or review at this time.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills Zoning Board of
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Barrington Hills Landowner Statement
Concerning the Amendment Proposed by ZBA
Member Stieper to Delete Ordinanace 14-19

I, Janet Nestrud, am opposed to the amendment proposed by ZBA Member
David Stieper, which seeks to delete Ordinance 14-19 from the village code.

To be entered into the public record of the Village of Barrington Hills
Zoning Board of Appeals.
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