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3218 Public Defender Reimbursement $30,000.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $22,557.38 $7,442.62 75% $27,510.31


Department: 06 Judiciary & Jury


3310 Copies $8,000.00 $0.00 $8,000.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $10,688.30 ($2,688.30) 134% $7,855.50


Department: 03 Treasurer totals: $8,000.00 $0.00 $8,000.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $10,688.30 ($2,688.30) 134% $7,855.50


Department: 03 Treasurer


3999 Other Revenue $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3605 HAVA Grant $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $2,459.75


3542 County Licenses $2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,300.00 $200.00 92% $2,100.00


3530 Liquor License $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $18,900.00 $6,100.00 76% $19,962.50


3460 Maps & Plat Books $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


Department: 01 County Clerk/Recorder 
totals:


$27,500.00 $0.00 $27,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $21,200.00 $6,300.00 77% $24,522.25


Department: 01 County Clerk/Recorder


3999 Other Revenue $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $8,180.40 $1,819.60 82% $16,140.87


3900 Interfund Transfer In $1,400,000.00 $0.00 $1,400,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,150,000.00 ($750,000.00) 154% $1,700,000.00


3380 Restitution $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,683.60 ($183.60) 112% $60.00


3372 Administrative Court Fee $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3330 Cable TV Franchise Fees $56,000.00 $0.00 $56,000.00 $6,689.60 $0.00 $96,105.64 ($40,105.64) 172% $63,203.35


3160 Inheritance Tax Reimbursement $17,500.00 $0.00 $17,500.00 $8,126.22 $0.00 $28,842.33 ($11,342.33) 165% $22,577.58


3127 PILOT  Payment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $270,863.00


3126 Mobile Home Tax $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 0% $0.00


3125 Property Tax $4,033,200.00 $0.00 $4,033,200.00 $75,430.30 $0.00 $3,952,710.90 $80,489.10 98% $3,955,999.69


3120-30 Sales Tax - Local Use Tax $325,000.00 $0.00 $325,000.00 $23,268.40 $0.00 $252,419.00 $72,581.00 78% $311,971.31


3120-20 Sales Tax - 1% Portion $450,000.00 $0.00 $450,000.00 $23,361.42 $0.00 $347,688.28 $102,311.72 77% $391,109.83


3120 Sales Tax $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3120-10 Sales Tax - $.0025 Portion $765,000.00 $0.00 $765,000.00 $65,735.29 $0.00 $666,878.80 $98,121.20 87% $685,913.22


Rollup Account 3120 Sales Tax totals: $1,540,000.00 $0.00 $1,540,000.00 $112,365.11 $0.00 $1,266,986.08 $273,013.92 82% $1,388,994.36


3110 State Income Tax $1,850,000.00 $0.00 $1,850,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,455,063.25 $394,936.75 79% $1,796,529.67


3099 Fund Revenue Budget $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


Department: 00 Non-Departmental totals: $8,913,200.00 $0.00 $8,913,200.00 $203,811.23 $0.00 $8,959,572.20 ($46,372.20) 101% $9,214,368.52


Department: 00 Non-Departmental
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3233 Inmate Medical Reimbursement $2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $54.93 $0.00 $1,158.40 $1,341.60 46% $2,243.31


3230 Sheriff's Department 
Reimbursements


$60,000.00 $0.00 $60,000.00 $400.00 $0.00 $1,566.52 $58,433.48 3% $16,078.36


Department: 12 Sheriff


3599 Other Licenses & Permits $50,000.00 $0.00 $50,000.00 $8,075.08 $0.00 $40,983.90 $9,016.10 82% $43,747.87


3460 Maps & Plat Books $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3310 Copies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 ($20.00) +++ $0.00


Department: 11 Zoning totals: $50,000.00 $0.00 $50,000.00 $8,075.08 $0.00 $41,003.90 $8,996.10 82% $43,747.87


Department: 11 Zoning


3460 Maps & Plat Books $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $360.00


3310 Copies $4,000.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $94.50 $0.00 $5,512.65 ($1,512.65) 138% $3,707.30


3220 Assessor's Salary Reimbursement $32,500.00 $0.00 $32,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $21,666.64 $10,833.36 67% $21,458.32


Department: 10 Assessment totals: $36,500.00 $0.00 $36,500.00 $94.50 $0.00 $27,179.29 $9,320.71 74% $25,525.62


Department: 10 Assessment


3900 Interfund Transfer In $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,332.00 $18,668.00 25% $0.00


Department: 09 Focus House totals: $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,332.00 $18,668.00 25% $0.00


Department: 09 Focus House


3900 Interfund Transfer In $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $6,332.00 ($6,332.00) +++ $0.00


3215 Probation Salary Reimbursements $175,000.00 $0.00 $175,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $278,075.00 ($103,075.00) 159% $404,974.00


Department: 08 Probation totals: $175,000.00 $0.00 $175,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $284,407.00 ($109,407.00) 163% $404,974.00


Department: 08 Probation


3900 Interfund Transfer In $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 0% $0.00


3396 County Fee -(Traffic) $144,000.00 $0.00 $144,000.00 $10,654.14 $0.00 $125,476.04 $18,523.96 87% $133,721.48


3395 Traffic Fines $332,000.00 $0.00 $332,000.00 $25,399.45 $0.00 $300,808.19 $31,191.81 91% $307,259.09


3390 Criminal Fines $128,000.00 $0.00 $128,000.00 $5,993.23 $0.00 $94,665.67 $33,334.33 74% $105,092.00


3385 Street Value Drugs $4,500.00 $0.00 $4,500.00 $257.27 $0.00 $2,953.39 $1,546.61 66% $4,265.67


3375 Public Defender $2,400.00 $0.00 $2,400.00 $26.00 $0.00 $1,166.00 $1,234.00 49% $2,030.00


3362 Police Vehicle Fee $4,400.00 $0.00 $4,400.00 $399.00 $0.00 $4,232.00 $168.00 96% $4,032.50


3357 Bailiff Fee $118,000.00 $0.00 $118,000.00 $9,152.00 $0.00 $101,359.31 $16,640.69 86% $107,936.00


Department: 07 Circuit Clerk totals: $758,300.00 $0.00 $758,300.00 $51,881.09 $0.00 $630,660.60 $127,639.40 83% $664,336.74


Department: 07 Circuit Clerk


3900 Interfund Transfer In $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 0% $0.00


Department: 06 Judiciary & Jury totals: $40,000.00 $0.00 $40,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $22,557.38 $17,442.62 56% $27,510.31
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3999 Other Revenue $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $34.00 $0.00 $452.75 ($452.75) +++ $500.00


3310 Copies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3210 Victim Witness Advocate 
Reimbursement


$30,000.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,839.00 $9,161.00 69% $34,866.00


3205 State's Attorney Salary 
Reimbursement


$152,500.00 $0.00 $152,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $132,620.62 $19,879.38 87% $132,620.62


Department: 14 State's Attorney totals: $182,500.00 $0.00 $182,500.00 $34.00 $0.00 $153,912.37 $28,587.63 84% $167,986.62


Department: 14 State's Attorney


3999 Other Revenue $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3599 Other Licenses & Permits $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $430.00 $570.00 43% $570.00


3310 Copies $250.00 $0.00 $250.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $250.00 0% $200.00


Department: 13 Coroner totals: $1,250.00 $0.00 $1,250.00 $0.00 $0.00 $430.00 $820.00 34% $770.00


Department: 13 Coroner


3900 Interfund Transfer In $135,500.00 $0.00 $135,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $26,611.29 $108,888.71 20% $105,401.71


Sub-Department: 62 Emergency 
Communications totals:


$135,500.00 $0.00 $135,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $26,611.29 $108,888.71 20% $105,401.71


Sub-Department: 62 Emergency Communications


3900 Interfund Transfer In $40,000.00 $0.00 $40,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $40,000.00 0% $0.00


Sub-Department: 60 OEMA totals: $40,000.00 $0.00 $40,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $40,000.00 0% $0.00


Sub-Department: 60 OEMA


3999 Other Revenue $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $13.00 ($13.00) +++ $0.00


3900 Interfund Transfer In $20,000.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 0% $0.00


3610 Grants $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 0% $10,107.00


3608 Sold Property $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 0% $56,301.00


3445 Work Release $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $9,305.85 $694.15 93% $11,702.44


3440 Tower Rent $15,000.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $1,458.34 $0.00 $16,250.08 ($1,250.08) 108% $16,041.74


3425 Jail Boarding $1,000,000.00 $0.00 $1,000,000.00 $811.85 $0.00 $695,594.00 $304,406.00 70% $922,199.15


3420 Hirebacks $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


3415 Fingerprinting $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $60.00 $0.00 $369.25 ($369.25) +++ $449.50


3410 Computer Rent $3,600.00 $0.00 $3,600.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,800.00 $1,800.00 50% $3,600.00


3310 Copies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3.25 ($3.25) +++ $9.00


Department: 12 Sheriff totals: $1,316,600.00 $0.00 $1,316,600.00 $2,785.12 $0.00 $752,671.64 $563,928.36 57% $1,144,133.21


Revenue Totals $11,533,850.00 $0.00 $11,533,850.00 $267,681.02 $0.00 $10,910,614.68 $623,235.32 95% $11,725,730.64
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4214 Gas (Heating) $102,075.00 $0.00 $102,075.00 $3,040.14 $0.00 $52,317.63 $49,757.37 51% $75,363.81


4212 Electricity $208,045.00 $0.00 $208,045.00 $27,720.01 $0.00 $224,380.10 ($16,335.10) 108% $191,473.63


4210 Disposal Service $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $9,705.00 $295.00 97% $10,724.47


4140 Holiday Pay $1,696.00 $0.00 $1,696.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,696.00 0% $98.45


4130 Overtime $12,000.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $324.93 $0.00 $7,739.36 $4,260.64 64% $9,497.60


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $336,039.00 $0.00 $336,039.00 $28,440.68 $0.00 $312,583.53 $23,455.47 93% $337,399.61


Department: 02 Building & Grounds


4742 Election Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4714 Software Maintenance $26,880.00 $0.00 $26,880.00 $0.00 $0.00 $28,060.87 ($1,180.87) 104% $16,414.74


4528 Voter Registration Supplies $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $10.00 $0.00 $6,959.41 $3,040.59 70% $6,097.91


4525 Election Supplies $66,500.00 $0.00 $66,500.00 $205.54 $0.00 $34,306.57 $32,193.43 52% $35,764.67


4412 Official Publications $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $1,663.35 $0.00 $8,762.58 $1,237.42 88% $5,185.50


4100 Salaries- Departmental $76,265.00 $0.00 $76,265.00 $0.00 $0.00 $28,002.20 $48,262.80 37% $28,609.75


Sub-Department: 10 Elections totals: $189,645.00 $0.00 $189,645.00 $1,878.89 $0.00 $106,091.63 $83,553.37 56% $92,072.57


Sub-Department: 10 Elections


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $743.64 $0.00 $707.90 $792.10 47% $1,467.64


4720 Office Equipment $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 0% $1,470.10


4714 Software Maintenance $17,500.00 $0.00 $17,500.00 $3,062.50 $0.00 $12,250.00 $5,250.00 70% $13,818.00


4510 Office Supplies $12,000.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $765.65 $0.00 $7,865.20 $4,134.80 66% $6,849.20


4460 Registrar Births & Deaths $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $347.00


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$4,000.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $307.40 $0.00 $2,125.15 $1,874.85 53% $3,167.51


4410 Microfilming & Indexing $2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $300.94 $0.00 $300.94 $1,699.06 15% $1,062.10


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $8,500.00 $0.00 $8,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,452.50 $7,047.50 17% $5,162.59


4100 Salaries- Departmental $289,446.00 $0.00 $289,446.00 $24,016.12 $0.00 $264,177.32 $25,268.68 91% $255,993.10


Department: 01 County Clerk/Recorder 
totals:


$526,091.00 $0.00 $526,091.00 $31,075.14 $0.00 $394,970.64 $131,120.36 75% $381,409.81


Department: 01 County Clerk/Recorder


4900 Interfund Transfer Out $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4899 Other Expenses $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


Department: 00 Non-Departmental totals: $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


Department: 00 Non-Departmental
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4510 Office Supplies $24,500.00 $0.00 $24,500.00 $4,454.00 $0.00 $19,137.04 $5,362.96 78% $20,301.97


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$2,750.00 $0.00 $2,750.00 $615.00 $0.00 $2,384.10 $365.90 87% $2,255.41


4412 Official Publications $1,800.00 $0.00 $1,800.00 $0.00 $0.00 $562.80 $1,237.20 31% $462.30


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $2,851.75 $0.00 $33,472.76 ($8,472.76) 134% $33,796.02


4100 Salaries- Departmental $115,650.00 $0.00 $115,650.00 $8,591.66 $0.00 $94,508.26 $21,141.74 82% $92,392.56


Department: 03 Treasurer


4890 Grant Expense $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $11,584.31


4770-30 Capital Improvements - - Weld 
Park


$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4755 Vehicle Purchase $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4740 Postage Meter & Rental $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4730 Equipment - New & Used $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,480.48 $4,519.52 55% $0.00


4720 Office Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4715 Computer Maintenance $43,500.00 $0.00 $43,500.00 $270.30 $0.00 $41,487.23 $2,012.77 95% $22,007.87


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $1,110.00 $0.00 $1,110.00 $112.98 $0.00 $112.98 $997.02 10% $165.00


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $7,802.00 $0.00 $7,802.00 $575.56 $0.00 $2,086.26 $5,715.74 27% $2,984.00


4570 Uniforms $2,700.00 $0.00 $2,700.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,700.00 $0.00 100% $2,525.00


4545-10 Petroleum Products - - 
Gasoline


$8,010.00 $0.00 $8,010.00 $358.52 $0.00 $6,331.65 $1,678.35 79% $4,332.26


4540-30 Repairs & Maint - Facilities - 
Weld Park


$6,500.00 $0.00 $6,500.00 $48.64 $0.00 $7,011.44 ($511.44) 108% $6,701.02


4540-10 Repairs & Maint - Facilities $90,000.00 $0.00 $90,000.00 $3,873.92 $0.00 $91,387.35 ($1,387.35) 102% $111,926.10


Rollup Account 4540 Repairs & Maint - 
Facilities totals:


$96,500.00 $0.00 $96,500.00 $3,922.56 $0.00 $98,398.79 ($1,898.79) 102% $118,627.12


4520 Janitorial Supplies $25,000.00 $0.00 $25,000.00 $2,412.13 $0.00 $19,504.81 $5,495.19 78% $21,658.59


4512 Copy Paper $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4490 Contingencies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4420 Training Expenses $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4220 Rent $3,600.00 $0.00 $3,600.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,600.00 $0.00 100% $3,600.00


4218 Water $20,000.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 $3,411.10 $0.00 $24,435.42 ($4,435.42) 122% $16,700.27


4216-30 Telephone - Cell Phones & 
Pagers


$30,000.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $1,776.37 $0.00 $22,137.79 $7,862.21 74% $29,742.12


4216 Telephone $65,000.00 $0.00 $65,000.00 $2,927.64 $0.00 $46,053.88 $18,946.12 71% $52,062.92


Rollup Account 4216 Telephone totals: $95,000.00 $0.00 $95,000.00 $4,704.01 $0.00 $68,191.67 $26,808.33 72% $81,805.04


Department: 02 Building & Grounds totals: $983,077.00 $0.00 $983,077.00 $75,292.92 $0.00 $879,054.91 $104,022.09 89% $910,547.03
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4510 Office Supplies $6,500.00 $0.00 $6,500.00 $140.48 $0.00 $2,262.03 $4,237.97 35% $2,285.03


4465 Jurors - Circuit Court $29,173.00 $0.00 $29,173.00 $331.20 $0.00 $8,297.70 $20,875.30 28% $11,991.03


4442 Psychiatric Services $7,000.00 $0.00 $7,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,919.50 $1,080.50 85% $3,625.00


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$6,000.00 $0.00 $6,000.00 $56.55 $0.00 $7,537.43 ($1,537.43) 126% $2,917.44


4345 Interpreter $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $1,706.00 $0.00 $12,352.75 ($7,352.75) 247% $11,900.30


4335 Expert Witnesses $6,000.00 $0.00 $6,000.00 $557.80 $0.00 $3,733.80 $2,266.20 62% $1,682.89


4324 Appointed Attorneys $35,000.00 $0.00 $35,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $44,932.33 ($9,932.33) 128% $41,745.10


4274 CASA $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 100% $5,000.00


4112 Judges Reimbursement $2,320.00 $0.00 $2,320.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,332.42 ($12.42) 101% $2,331.24


4106 Salaries- Public Defenders $149,880.00 $0.00 $149,880.00 $12,490.02 $0.00 $135,308.55 $14,571.45 90% $135,635.60


4100 Salaries- Departmental $36,136.00 $0.00 $36,136.00 $3,011.34 $0.00 $35,206.41 $929.59 97% $33,124.74


Department: 06 Judiciary & Jury


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 100% $500.00


4510 Office Supplies $975.00 $0.00 $975.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,153.81 ($178.81) 118% $1,498.98


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$4,800.00 $0.00 $4,800.00 $294.10 $0.00 $4,718.78 $81.22 98% $4,844.28


4314 Contractual Services $5,118.00 $0.00 $5,118.00 $380.00 $0.00 $4,749.77 $368.23 93% $4,574.86


4220 Rent $16,500.00 $0.00 $16,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $12,375.00 $4,125.00 75% $12,375.00


4216 Telephone $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $125.00 $0.00 $1,375.00 $125.00 92% $1,375.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $27,319.00 $0.00 $27,319.00 $2,276.58 $0.00 $25,042.38 $2,276.62 92% $25,042.38


Sub-Department: 20 Regional Supt of 
Schools totals:


$56,712.00 $0.00 $56,712.00 $3,075.68 $0.00 $49,914.74 $6,797.26 88% $50,210.50


Sub-Department: 20 Regional Supt of Schools


4250-40 Agency Allotments - Soil & 
Water Conservation


$25,717.00 $0.00 $25,717.00 $0.00 $0.00 $25,717.00 $0.00 100% $25,717.00


4250-20 Agency Allotments - Board of 
Health


$84,000.00 $0.00 $84,000.00 $84,000.00 $0.00 $84,000.00 $0.00 100% $179,000.00


Rollup Account 4250 Agency Allotments - 
Board of Health totals:


$109,717.00 $0.00 $109,717.00 $84,000.00 $0.00 $109,717.00 $0.00 100% $204,717.00


Department: 04 HEW totals: $166,429.00 $0.00 $166,429.00 $87,075.68 $0.00 $159,631.74 $6,797.26 96% $254,927.50


Department: 04 HEW


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $750.00 $0.00 $750.00 $0.00 $0.00 $850.90 ($100.90) 113% $438.35


4720 Office Equipment $100.00 $0.00 $100.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $100.00 0% $0.00


4714 Software Maintenance $12,250.00 $0.00 $12,250.00 $3,062.50 $0.00 $12,250.00 $0.00 100% $12,250.00


Department: 03 Treasurer totals: $182,800.00 $0.00 $182,800.00 $19,574.91 $0.00 $163,165.86 $19,634.14 89% $161,896.61


Account Number Adopted Budget
Budget 


Amendments Amended Budget
Current Month 


Transactions
YTD 


Encumbrances YTD Transactions
Budget - YTD 
Transactions


% Used/ 
Rec'd Prior Year YTD







General Fund Budget Performance
Ogle County


Fiscal Year To Date: 10/31/2010


Friday, November 05, 2010Pages 7 of 14user: John Coffman


4216 Telephone $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4140 Holiday Pay $20,000.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 $1,008.16 $0.00 $7,820.55 $12,179.45 39% $0.00


4130 Overtime $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,060.46 $0.00 $12,817.01 ($12,817.01) +++ $0.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $120,000.00 $0.00 $120,000.00 $6,757.14 $0.00 $117,409.18 $2,590.82 98% $139,803.73


4100 Salaries- Departmental $732,768.00 $0.00 $732,768.00 $61,517.65 $0.00 $713,246.01 $19,521.99 97% $722,746.81


Department: 09 Focus House


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4720 Office Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4510 Office Supplies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4438 Juvenile Detention Fees $30,000.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $660.00 $0.00 $18,790.00 $11,210.00 63% $41,313.86


4250-70 Agency Allotments - Youth 
Service Bureau


$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4216 Telephone $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $12,000.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $0.00 100% $12,000.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $640,924.00 $0.00 $640,924.00 $51,126.25 $0.00 $548,947.08 $91,976.92 86% $618,119.38


Department: 08 Probation totals: $682,924.00 $0.00 $682,924.00 $51,786.25 $0.00 $579,737.08 $103,186.92 85% $671,433.24


Department: 08 Probation


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,200.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 0% $245.87


4720 Office Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4516 Postage $18,500.00 $0.00 $18,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $18,500.00 0% $12,500.00


4510 Office Supplies $20,500.00 $0.00 $20,500.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $20,145.43 $354.57 98% $10,455.38


4509 Jury Supplies $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 0% $8,584.20


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$1,200.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 $42.00 $0.00 $1,328.86 ($128.86) 111% $4,916.47


4412 Official Publications $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $762.60 $0.00 $2,156.20 ($1,156.20) 216% $1,279.65


4312 Auditing $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $26,000.00 $0.00 $26,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $8,153.63 $17,846.37 31% $15,579.34


4100 Salaries- Departmental $504,000.00 $0.00 $504,000.00 $44,751.26 $0.00 $502,282.70 $1,717.30 100% $485,240.12


Department: 07 Circuit Clerk totals: $582,400.00 $0.00 $582,400.00 $47,055.86 $0.00 $534,066.82 $48,333.18 92% $538,801.03


Department: 07 Circuit Clerk


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $3,500.00 $0.00 $3,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,142.61 $357.39 90% $2,748.77


4720 Office Equipment $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,217.00 $2,783.00 44% $2,771.00


4535 Law Library Materials $13,000.00 $0.00 $13,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14,992.43 ($1,992.43) 115% $13,490.31


Department: 06 Judiciary & Jury totals: $309,509.00 $0.00 $309,509.00 $18,293.39 $0.00 $283,234.96 $26,274.04 92% $271,248.45
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4720 Office Equipment $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $919.12


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $100.23 $0.00 $775.31 $1,224.69 39% $693.37


4510 Office Supplies $8,000.00 $0.00 $8,000.00 $366.70 $0.00 $4,047.35 $3,952.65 51% $4,455.87


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$5,800.00 $0.00 $5,800.00 $445.60 $0.00 $3,884.45 $1,915.55 67% $4,484.26


4412 Official Publications $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $724.25 ($224.25) 145% $2,625.57


4146 Regional Planning Commission $3,300.00 $0.00 $3,300.00 $280.00 $0.00 $2,680.00 $620.00 81% $2,444.70


4145 Board of Appeals $3,900.00 $0.00 $3,900.00 $200.00 $0.00 $2,856.55 $1,043.45 73% $4,546.40


4100 Salaries- Departmental $135,468.00 $0.00 $135,468.00 $10,562.91 $0.00 $117,656.67 $17,811.33 87% $119,662.08


Department: 11 Zoning


4510 Office Supplies $3,000.00 $0.00 $3,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,462.99 $537.01 82% $1,762.41


4412 Official Publications $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $564.63 $935.37 38% $1,029.70


4100 Salaries- Departmental $14,500.00 $0.00 $14,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14,057.50 $442.50 97% $13,611.00


Sub-Department: 40 Board of Review 
totals:


$19,000.00 $0.00 $19,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $17,085.12 $1,914.88 90% $16,403.11


Sub-Department: 40 Board of Review


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $158.97 $841.03 16% $349.50


4720 Office Equipment $3,000.00 $0.00 $3,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,424.13 $575.87 81% $4,675.00


4714 Software Maintenance $12,250.00 $0.00 $12,250.00 $3,062.50 $0.00 $12,250.00 $0.00 100% $12,250.00


4530 Mapping $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $106.25 $0.00 $4,256.25 $5,743.75 43% $5,670.00


4510 Office Supplies $10,000.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 $1,729.08 $0.00 $6,770.08 $3,229.92 68% $5,054.53


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $425.65 $1,574.35 21% $225.78


4420 Training Expenses $2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 0% $888.88


4412 Official Publications $6,000.00 $0.00 $6,000.00 $1,706.50 $0.00 $1,782.78 $4,217.22 30% $108.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $184,385.00 $0.00 $184,385.00 $15,625.00 $0.00 $171,249.97 $13,135.03 93% $171,875.00


Department: 10 Assessment totals: $249,635.00 $0.00 $249,635.00 $22,229.33 $0.00 $216,402.95 $33,232.05 87% $217,499.80


Department: 10 Assessment


4555 Animal Expenses $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4510 Office Supplies $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $113.89 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 100% $2,658.03


4444 Medical Expense $2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $494.22 $0.00 $1,675.56 $324.44 84% $617.63


4440 Personal Care & Hygiene $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $838.94 $161.06 84% $649.17


4435 Transportation of Detainees $13,000.00 $0.00 $13,000.00 $375.62 $0.00 $13,000.00 $0.00 100% $10,926.01


Department: 09 Focus House totals: $893,768.00 $0.00 $893,768.00 $74,327.14 $0.00 $871,807.25 $21,960.75 98% $877,401.38
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4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $20.06 $0.00 $118.83 $381.17 24% $818.11


4216 Telephone $14,000.00 $0.00 $14,000.00 $936.60 $0.00 $7,496.39 $6,503.61 54% $12,043.85


4216-30 Telephone - Cell Phones & 
Pagers


$2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $127.07 $0.00 $3,227.29 ($727.29) 129% $2,129.43


Rollup Account 4216 Telephone totals: $16,500.00 $0.00 $16,500.00 $1,063.67 $0.00 $10,723.68 $5,776.32 65% $14,173.28


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $510.13 $0.00 $1,260.13 ($1,260.13) +++ $1,659.05


4100 Salaries- Departmental $58,364.00 $0.00 $58,364.00 $4,840.16 $0.00 $53,241.76 $5,122.24 91% $53,241.76


Sub-Department: 60 OEMA


4755 Vehicle Purchase $35,658.00 $0.00 $35,658.00 $0.00 $0.00 $32,658.15 $2,999.85 92% $185,737.14


4737 Maintainence of Radios $12,500.00 $0.00 $12,500.00 $943.00 $0.00 $1,483.00 $11,017.00 12% $480.00


4730-30 Equipment - New & Used - - 
Radio Equipment


$71,571.00 $0.00 $71,571.00 $0.00 $0.00 $62,073.31 $9,497.69 87% $62,280.20


4726 Furniture $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $8,500.00 $0.00 $8,500.00 $359.09 $0.00 $6,587.79 $1,912.21 78% $5,691.62


4720 Office Equipment $2,220.00 $0.00 $2,220.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,220.00 0% $7,320.33


4715 Computer Maintenance $26,739.00 $0.00 $26,739.00 $90.67 $0.00 $12,624.01 $14,114.99 47% $32,293.06


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $1,136.00 $0.00 $1,136.00 $0.00 $0.00 $776.00 $360.00 68% $19,877.43


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $135,872.00 $0.00 $135,872.00 $3,117.96 $0.00 $63,907.66 $71,964.34 47% $98,263.51


4575 Weapons & Ammunition $14,760.00 $0.00 $14,760.00 $0.00 $0.00 $500.00 $14,260.00 3% $25,026.55


4570 Uniforms $23,224.00 $0.00 $23,224.00 $808.27 $0.00 $10,304.22 $12,919.78 44% $21,994.83


4545-10 Petroleum Products - - 
Gasoline


$112,280.00 $0.00 $112,280.00 $10,235.81 $0.00 $89,441.87 $22,838.13 80% $115,782.54


4510 Office Supplies $26,500.00 $0.00 $26,500.00 $713.03 $0.00 $7,680.07 $18,819.93 29% $24,605.91


4424 Out-of-State Travel $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $2,955.56


4420 Training Expenses $8,525.00 $0.00 $8,525.00 $25.00 $0.00 $4,680.62 $3,844.38 55% $37,596.70


4140 Holiday Pay $100,000.00 $0.00 $100,000.00 $4,730.27 $0.00 $54,260.25 $45,739.75 54% $75,764.03


4130 Overtime $145,854.00 $0.00 $145,854.00 $5,937.13 $0.00 $59,424.80 $86,429.20 41% $117,394.67


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,000.00 $0.00 $5,989.29 ($5,989.29) +++ $18,983.70


4111 Salaries- Merit Commission $1,640.00 $0.00 $1,640.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,640.00 0% $2,226.62


4108 Salaries- Bailiffs $162,236.00 $0.00 $162,236.00 $13,367.02 $0.00 $147,123.23 $15,112.77 91% $201,254.53


4100 Salaries- Departmental $1,789,056.00 $0.00 $1,789,056.00 $177,392.91 $0.00 $1,807,687.46 ($18,631.46) 101% $1,863,033.54


Department: 12 Sheriff


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $387.61 $612.39 39% $568.39


Department: 11 Zoning totals: $159,968.00 $0.00 $159,968.00 $11,955.44 $0.00 $133,012.19 $26,955.81 83% $140,399.76
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4420 Training Expenses $2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,905.40 $594.60 76% $1,473.76


4355 Autopsy Fees $32,800.00 $0.00 $32,800.00 $0.00 $0.00 $24,408.06 $8,391.94 74% $26,166.60


4216 Telephone $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $37,014.00 $0.00 $37,014.00 $1,790.18 $0.00 $37,593.78 ($579.78) 102% $35,187.67


4100 Salaries- Departmental $80,739.00 $0.00 $80,739.00 $8,518.46 $0.00 $75,801.26 $4,937.74 94% $72,561.53


Department: 13 Coroner


4737 Maintainence of Radios $63,894.00 $0.00 $63,894.00 $0.00 $0.00 $60,534.20 $3,359.80 95% $38,682.36


4726 Furniture $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $214.00 $0.00 $214.00 $286.00 43% $509.29


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 0% $200.00


4715 Computer Maintenance $14,167.00 $0.00 $14,167.00 $2,664.61 $0.00 $26,163.10 ($11,996.10) 185% $26,021.97


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $43,087.00 $0.00 $43,087.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,330.67 $40,756.33 5% $17,562.28


4570 Uniforms $2,880.00 $0.00 $2,880.00 $0.00 $0.00 $978.00 $1,902.00 34% $285.71


4500 Supplies $1,875.00 $0.00 $1,875.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,553.96 ($1,678.96) 190% $2,699.93


4424 Out-of-State Travel $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4420 Training Expenses $1,115.00 $0.00 $1,115.00 $0.00 $0.00 $200.00 $915.00 18% $791.36


4140 Holiday Pay $29,000.00 $0.00 $29,000.00 $1,401.38 $0.00 $17,134.50 $11,865.50 59% $21,637.51


4130 Overtime $46,000.00 $0.00 $46,000.00 $6,443.57 $0.00 $39,862.05 $6,137.95 87% $41,958.65


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $527,867.00 $0.00 $527,867.00 $37,564.26 $0.00 $440,480.66 $87,386.34 83% $479,779.44


Sub-Department: 62 Emergency 
Communications totals:


$731,385.00 $0.00 $731,385.00 $48,287.82 $0.00 $591,451.14 $139,933.86 81% $630,128.50


Sub-Department: 62 Emergency Communications


4755 Vehicle Purchase $8,000.00 $0.00 $8,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,574.44 $3,425.56 57% $8,000.00


4737 Maintainence of Radios $1,514.00 $0.00 $1,514.00 $108.00 $0.00 $2,318.48 ($804.48) 153% $2,168.16


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $2,750.00 $0.00 $2,750.00 $172.86 $0.00 $2,243.79 $506.21 82% $1,936.86


4720 Office Equipment $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $500.00 0% $49.87


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $7,765.00 $0.00 $7,765.00 $0.00 $0.00 $7,796.25 ($31.25) 100% $5,675.25


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $1,034.00 $0.00 $1,034.00 $0.00 $0.00 $68.34 $965.66 7% $42.62


4570 Uniforms $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $827.86


4545-10 Petroleum Products - - 
Gasoline


$2,700.00 $0.00 $2,700.00 $394.41 $0.00 $3,176.41 ($476.41) 118% $3,048.23


4510 Office Supplies $800.00 $0.00 $800.00 $176.26 $0.00 $635.35 $164.65 79% $509.19


Sub-Department: 60 OEMA totals: $100,427.00 $0.00 $100,427.00 $7,285.55 $0.00 $86,157.46 $14,269.54 86% $92,150.24


Department: 12 Sheriff totals: $3,510,083.00 $0.00 $3,510,083.00 $276,293.53 $0.00 $3,044,810.33 $465,272.67 87% $3,640,841.21
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4159 Workman's Compensation $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4157 Unemployment Compensation $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4155 Health Insurance $1,457,500.00 $0.00 $1,457,500.00 $114,029.56 $0.00 $1,296,875.56 $160,624.44 89% $1,309,750.76


4150 Blanket Insurance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


Department: 15 Insurance totals: $1,457,500.00 $0.00 $1,457,500.00 $114,029.56 $0.00 $1,296,875.56 $160,624.44 89% $1,309,750.76


Department: 15 Insurance


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 0% $1,192.01


4720 Office Equipment $1,000.00 $0.00 $1,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $101.40 $898.60 10% $158.49


4538 Legal Materials & Books $13,000.00 $0.00 $13,000.00 $1,007.48 $0.00 $11,895.87 $1,104.13 92% $12,879.03


4510 Office Supplies $9,500.00 $0.00 $9,500.00 $286.91 $0.00 $10,019.94 ($519.94) 105% $8,352.40


4450 Investigation Expense $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $409.72 $90.28 82% $569.95


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$6,000.00 $0.00 $6,000.00 $139.00 $0.00 $5,970.13 $29.87 100% $9,839.94


4415-10 Printing - Appeals & 
Transcripts


$8,000.00 $0.00 $8,000.00 $813.69 $0.00 $5,946.79 $2,053.21 74% $7,911.71


4340 IL Appellate Prosecutor $15,000.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 100% $15,000.00


4335 Expert Witnesses $4,000.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,300.00 $700.00 83% $0.00


4274 CASA $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $5,000.00


4216-30 Telephone - Cell Phones & 
Pagers


$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $7,200.00 $0.00 $7,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $7,200.00 0% $3,720.50


4107 Salaries-Victim Witness Advocate $34,257.00 $0.00 $34,257.00 $2,611.58 $0.00 $28,727.38 $5,529.62 84% $27,905.24


4100 Salaries- Departmental $566,924.00 $0.00 $566,924.00 $40,552.76 $0.00 $510,455.36 $56,468.64 90% $514,332.88


Department: 14 State's Attorney totals: $666,881.00 $0.00 $666,881.00 $45,411.42 $0.00 $591,826.59 $75,054.41 89% $606,862.15


Department: 14 State's Attorney


4755 Vehicle Purchase $4,782.00 $0.00 $4,782.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,845.46 ($63.46) 101% $4,781.07


4720 Office Equipment $1,200.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $650.40 $549.60 54% $1,090.90


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,200.81 $299.19 88% $2,838.18


4545-10 Petroleum Products - - 
Gasoline


$3,500.00 $0.00 $3,500.00 $228.22 $0.00 $1,813.83 $1,686.17 52% $1,882.97


4510 Office Supplies $4,500.00 $0.00 $4,500.00 $771.07 $0.00 $2,659.87 $1,840.13 59% $3,808.19


4458 Coroner Lab Fees $8,868.00 $0.00 $8,868.00 $812.00 $0.00 $8,083.03 $784.97 91% $7,564.90


4455 Coroner Jurors $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 0% $2,712.60


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$2,000.00 $0.00 $2,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $350.00 $1,650.00 18% $1,425.00


Department: 13 Coroner totals: $181,903.00 $0.00 $181,903.00 $12,119.93 $0.00 $160,311.90 $21,591.10 88% $161,493.37
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4162 IMRF $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4160 FICA/ Medicare $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4155 Health Insurance $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4142 IT/ Network Administration $35,000.00 $0.00 $35,000.00 $65.00 $0.00 $30,561.74 $4,438.26 87% $34,678.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $19,449.76


Sub-Department: 35 Information Technology


4740 Postage Meter & Rental $4,000.00 $0.00 $4,000.00 $702.00 $0.00 $2,943.98 $1,056.02 74% $2,943.98


4512 Copy Paper $12,000.00 $0.00 $12,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $8,494.18 $3,505.82 71% $9,076.32


4510 Office Supplies $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $102.13 $0.00 $567.08 ($67.08) 113% $703.48


4490 Contingencies $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $481.28 $18.72 96% $1,074.43


4100 Salaries- Departmental $80,000.00 $0.00 $80,000.00 $6,666.66 $0.00 $72,410.18 $7,589.82 91% $62,464.63


Sub-Department: 30 County 
Administrator totals:


$97,000.00 $0.00 $97,000.00 $7,470.79 $0.00 $84,896.70 $12,103.30 88% $76,262.84


Sub-Department: 30 County Administrator


4770-20 Capital Improvements - - Ogle 
County Fair Assn


$2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 100% $5,000.00


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4510 Office Supplies $1,500.00 $0.00 $1,500.00 $608.36 $0.00 $2,567.26 ($1,067.26) 171% $2,727.17


4490 Contingencies $100,000.00 $0.00 $100,000.00 $237.00 $0.00 $18,928.33 $81,071.67 19% $43,496.68


4422 Travel Expenses, Dues & 
Seminars


$3,000.00 $0.00 $3,000.00 $831.50 $0.00 $3,392.53 ($392.53) 113% $13,151.14


4415-20 Printing - County Ordinances $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $71.00 $429.00 14% $1,360.00


4412 Official Publications $300.00 $0.00 $300.00 $0.00 $0.00 $611.14 ($311.14) 204% $341.33


4312 Auditing $45,500.00 $0.00 $45,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $45,000.00 $500.00 99% $57,925.00


4250-30 Agency Allotments - Economic 
Development Dist. Dues


$10,179.00 $0.00 $10,179.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,178.64 $0.36 100% $11,678.64


4250-60 Agency Allotments - NW IL 
Criminal Justice


$2,500.00 $0.00 $2,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,925.00 ($425.00) 117% $2,990.00


Rollup Account 4250 Agency Allotments - 
Economic Development Dist. Dues totals:


$12,679.00 $0.00 $12,679.00 $0.00 $0.00 $13,103.64 ($424.64) 103% $14,668.64


4148 Administrative Hearing Officer $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 0% $0.00


4144 Pay Grade Study $4,500.00 $0.00 $4,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,500.00 0% $0.00


4142 IT/ Network Administration $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 +++ $0.00


4100 Salaries- Departmental $70,000.00 $0.00 $70,000.00 $4,750.00 $0.00 $62,550.00 $7,450.00 89% $63,100.00


Department: 16 Finance
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4737 Maintainence of Radios $475.00 $0.00 $475.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $475.00 0% $0.00


4730-30 Equipment - New & Used - - 
Radio Equipment


$1,200.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,200.00 0% $1,050.95


4726 Furniture $350.00 $0.00 $350.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $350.00 0% $0.00


4724 Office Equipment Maintenance $2,750.00 $0.00 $2,750.00 $587.99 $0.00 $3,893.49 ($1,143.49) 142% $3,336.43


4720 Office Equipment $500.00 $0.00 $500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $500.00 0% $0.00


4715 Computer Maintenance $27,467.00 $0.00 $27,467.00 $197.20 $0.00 $11,433.05 $16,033.95 42% $19,422.46


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $742.30 ($742.30) +++ $418.00


4585 Vehicle Maintenance $2,872.00 $0.00 $2,872.00 $64.49 $0.00 $1,122.59 $1,749.41 39% $622.27


4575 Weapons & Ammunition $1,313.00 $0.00 $1,313.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,313.00 0% $2,453.79


4570 Uniforms $2,700.00 $0.00 $2,700.00 $171.65 $0.00 $1,316.40 $1,383.60 49% $8,444.96


4550 Food for County Prisoners $139,475.00 $0.00 $139,475.00 $14,805.64 $0.00 $126,577.09 $12,897.91 91% $146,026.77


4545-10 Petroleum Products - - 
Gasoline


$2,335.00 $0.00 $2,335.00 $310.97 $0.00 $1,046.45 $1,288.55 45% $1,642.86


4510 Office Supplies $32,500.00 $0.00 $32,500.00 $2,144.05 $0.00 $34,351.96 ($1,851.96) 106% $34,051.83


4446 Prisoner Mental Health $16,125.00 $0.00 $16,125.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $1,125.00 93% $15,000.00


4444 Medical Expense $79,275.00 $0.00 $79,275.00 $10,221.11 $0.00 $81,986.60 ($2,711.60) 103% $84,569.36


4424 Out-of-State Travel $7,500.00 $0.00 $7,500.00 $4,738.00 $0.00 $12,386.20 ($4,886.20) 165% $6,733.10


4420 Training Expenses $850.00 $0.00 $850.00 $0.00 $0.00 $898.21 ($48.21) 106% $9,533.60


4140 Holiday Pay $36,794.00 $0.00 $36,794.00 $2,788.94 $0.00 $28,448.13 $8,345.87 77% $31,508.57


4130 Overtime $140,000.00 $0.00 $140,000.00 $9,874.83 $0.00 $104,448.98 $35,551.02 75% $110,523.92


4120 Part Time/ Extra Time $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,483.31 ($1,483.31) +++ $22,111.77


4100 Salaries- Departmental $1,089,914.00 $0.00 $1,089,914.00 $106,662.02 $0.00 $1,103,154.72 ($13,240.72) 101% $978,701.94


Department: 22 Corrections totals: $1,584,395.00 $0.00 $1,584,395.00 $152,566.89 $0.00 $1,528,289.48 $56,105.52 96% $1,476,152.58


Department: 22 Corrections


4710 Computer Hardware & Software $20,000.00 $0.00 $20,000.00 $1,468.11 $0.00 $21,762.44 ($1,762.44) 109% $24,763.14


Sub-Department: 35 Information 
Technology totals:


$55,000.00 $0.00 $55,000.00 $1,533.11 $0.00 $52,324.18 $2,675.82 95% $78,890.90


Department: 16 Finance totals: $397,479.00 $0.00 $397,479.00 $15,430.76 $0.00 $285,944.78 $111,534.22 72% $356,923.70


Expenditure Totals: $12,534,842.00 $0.00 $12,534,842.00 $1,054,518.15 $0.00 $11,123,143.04 $1,411,698.96 89% $11,977,588.38


Revenue Totals: $11,533,850.00 $0.00 $11,533,850.00 $267,681.02 $0.00 $10,910,614.68 $623,235.32 95% $11,725,730.64


Fund Totals: General Fund ($1,000,992.00) $0.00 ($1,000,992.00) ($786,837.13) $0.00 ($212,528.36) ($788,463.64) ($251,857.74)


Expenditure Grand Totals: $12,534,842.00 $0.00 $12,534,842.00 $1,054,518.15 $0.00 $11,123,143.04 $1,411,698.96 89% $11,977,588.38


Revenue Grand Totals: $11,533,850.00 $0.00 $11,533,850.00 $267,681.02 $0.00 $10,910,614.68 $623,235.32 95% $11,725,730.64
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Grand Totals: ($1,000,992.00) $0.00 ($1,000,992.00) ($786,837.13) $0.00 ($212,528.36) ($788,463.64) ($251,857.74)







1000.002 Cash - AB - Solid Waste 1,010,559.86 488.70 22,215.16 988,833.40
1000.004 Cash - AB - County Highway 1,346,506.51 31,980.47 143,012.97 1,235,474.01
1000.006 Cash - AB - Treasurer 100,551.33 10.55 0.00 100,561.88
1000.010 Cash - BB - Insurance Reserve 50,275.69 25,952.83 666.57 75,561.95
1000.011 Cash - BB - Bond Fund 43,411.38 5.17 0.00 43,416.55
1000.012 Cash - BB - Probation Service Fee 34,490.21 10,246.68 10,551.65 34,185.24
1000.014 Cash - BB - County Bridge 531,011.66 209,924.95 715,613.35 25,323.26
1000.016 Cash - - BB - Document Storage 144,168.18 6,238.19 31,628.58 118,777.79
1000.018 Cash - BB - Long Range Planning 1,001,911.64 1,019,948.65 207,303.80 1,814,556.49
1000.020 Cash - FSB - TB Checking 26,990.35 793.42 2,602.21 25,181.56
1000.022 Cash - FSB - TB Money Market 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1000.024 Cash - FSB - 911 637,084.15 46,054.92 22,976.86 660,162.21
1000.030 Cash - HSB - Federal Aid Matching 317,649.48 14,469.51 111,051.84 221,067.15
1000.032 Cash - HSB - War Veterans Assistance 54,505.02 1,261.61 0.00 55,766.63
1000.034 Cash - HSB - Solid Waste 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1000.040 Cash - NBR - Treasurer 3,437,752.69 641,659.67 1,344,914.24 2,734,498.12
1000.042 Cash - NBR - Township MFT 206,394.93 323,550.27 21,931.92 508,013.28
1000.044 Cash - NBR - Engineering 36,542.64 4.41 0.00 36,547.05
1000.046 Cash - NBR - Vital Records 83,179.80 1,462.37 0.00 84,642.17
1000.048 Cash - NBR - GIS Fee Fund 110,186.12 16,105.38 3,625.57 122,665.93
1000.050 Cash - NBR - Marriage Fund 3,891.41 60.62 0.00 3,952.03
1000.055 Cash - Polo - Dependent Children's 134,469.12 13,236.50 48,291.11 99,414.51
1000.060 Cash - RRB - Animal Control 180,409.63 17,397.60 13,143.49 184,663.74
1000.062 Cash - RRB - Public Health 39,547.17 158,105.41 104,665.82 92,986.76
1000.064 Cash - RRB - Payroll Clearing (1,600.00) 1,217,706.67 1,216,106.67 0.00
1000.066 Cash - RRB - County MFT 1,943.36 433,833.24 187,153.91 248,622.69
1000.068 Cash - RRB - GIS Committee Fund 4,218.93 12,205.45 9,119.71 7,304.67
1000.070 Cash - RRB - County Orders 0.00 1,055,187.03 1,054,964.07 222.96
1000.072 Cash - RRB - A/P Clearing 0.00 1,457,048.56 1,460,948.56 (3,900.00)
1000.074 Cash - - RRB - County Indemnity 22,673.77 0.00 0.00 22,673.77
1000.076 Cash - RRB - Social Security 483,063.16 15,045.87 63,797.96 434,311.07
1000.078 Cash - RRB - Treasurer 402,330.98 3,149.73 0.00 405,480.71
1000.080 Cash - SV - Mental Health 547,915.04 15,220.54 67,108.17 496,027.41
1000.082 Cash - SV - Township Bridge 19,793.13 2.35 0.00 19,795.48
1000.084 Cash - SV - IMRF 1,164,585.35 188,431.84 269,569.27 1,083,447.92
1000.086 Cash - SV - County Automation 152,685.42 6,282.19 21,774.59 137,193.02
1000.088 Cash - SV - Recorder's Resolution 80,582.43 4,787.10 4,597.14 80,772.39
1000.090 Cash SV - Health Claims 0.00 117,635.00 117,635.00 0.00
1000.091 Cash - SV - Flex Spending 2,635.33 2,616.89 1,474.68 3,777.54
1000.099 Cash - Treasurer's Cash 1,909.63 0.00 0.00 1,909.63
1002.002 Investments - RRB Insurance Reserve 250,000.00 125,000.00 150,000.00 225,000.00
1002.004 Investments - Insurance Reserve 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.006 Investments - RRB County MFT 0.00 140,000.00 0.00 140,000.00
1002.007 Investments - SV Township Bridge 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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1002.008 Investments - HSB -FAM 590,000.00 700,000.00 590,000.00 700,000.00
1002.009 Investments - BB -Thorpe Road


Overpass
276,633.00 0.00 0.00 276,633.00


1002.010 Investments - NBR Township MFT 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.012 Investments - NBR Engineering 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.013 Investments - RRB- GIS Committee 120,000.00 110,000.00 120,000.00 110,000.00
1002.014 Investments - Storm Water


Management
48,832.33 0.00 0.00 48,832.33


1002.015 Investments - NBR - FAM 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.016 Investments - FSB -911 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.017 Investments - Polo - 911 906,694.52 0.00 0.00 906,694.52
1002.018 Investments - RRB -911 1,148,505.70 898.24 0.00 1,149,403.94
1002.020 Investments - RRB Indemnity 252,116.48 315.07 0.00 252,431.55
1002.021 Investments - FSB-Solid Waste 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.022 Investments - HSB Solid Waste 849,166.77 0.00 0.00 849,166.77
1002.024 Investments - LSB Solid Waste 1,189,554.64 0.00 0.00 1,189,554.64
1002.026 Investments - NBB Solid Waste 500,000.00 0.00 0.00 500,000.00
1002.027 Investments - Polo - Solid Waste 407,951.37 0.00 0.00 407,951.37
1002.028 Investments - HSB Long Range Capital


Imp
2,726,003.92 5,666.45 0.00 2,731,670.37


1002.029 Investments - FSB - Long Range
Capital Improve


0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00


1002.030 Investments - Long Range Capital Imp 500,000.00 0.00 0.00 500,000.00
1002.031 Investments - NBR County General 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.032 Investments - BB Long Range Capital


Imp
1,734,836.15 0.00 0.00 1,734,836.15


1002.033 Investments - SV - Long Range Capital 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.034 Investments - TB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.036 Investments - Public Health 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.038 Investments - FSB Treasurer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.040 Investments - Polo Treasurer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.042 Investments - HSB - Treasurer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.043 Investments - RRB - Treasurer 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1002.049 Investments - SF- GIS Committee 202,742.56 0.00 0.00 202,742.56
1002.068 Investments - Polo - Long Range


Capital
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00


1002.069 Investments - NBR- Long Range
Capital


0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00


1002.079 Investments - BB- Bond Fund 885,000.00 0.00 0.00 885,000.00
1004 Postage 7,764.96 5,000.00 5,471.72 7,293.24
1010 Municipal Bond 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1100 Accounts Receivable 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1101 Due From 0.00 2,678,655.23 2,674,755.23 3,900.00


Grand Total: 80 Account(s) $25,010,027.90 $10,833,645.33 $10,818,671.82 $25,025,001.41
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100 General Fund 100 General Fund 88.53 1,333,339.77 2,120,399.86 (786,971.56)
120 AP Clearing 120 AP Clearing 0.00 2,917,997.12 2,917,997.12 0.00
130 County Payroll Clearing 130 County Payroll Clearing (1,600.00) 2,435,413.34 2,433,813.34 0.00
140 County OfficersFund 120 AP Clearing 898,960.72 77,903.54 0.00 976,864.26
150 Social Security 120 AP Clearing 483,063.16 15,045.87 63,797.96 434,311.07
160 IMRF 120 AP Clearing 1,164,585.35 188,431.84 269,569.27 1,083,447.92
170 Capital Improvement Fund 120 AP Clearing 43.87 0.00 0.00 43.87
180 Long Range Capital Improvemnt 120 AP Clearing 5,962,751.71 1,025,615.10 207,303.80 6,781,063.01
182 Judicial Facility Project Fund 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
183 Justice Project Fund II 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
185 Bond Fund 120 AP Clearing 928,411.38 5.17 0.00 928,416.55
200 County Highway 120 AP Clearing 1,346,506.51 31,980.47 143,012.97 1,235,474.01
210 County Bridge Fund 120 AP Clearing 531,011.66 209,924.95 715,613.35 25,323.26
212 Thorpe Road Overpass 120 AP Clearing 276,633.00 0.00 0.00 276,633.00
220 County Motor Fuel Tax Fund 120 AP Clearing 1,943.36 573,833.24 187,153.91 388,622.69
230 County Highway Engineering 120 AP Clearing 36,542.64 4.41 0.00 36,547.05
240 Federal Aid Matching 120 AP Clearing 907,649.48 714,469.51 701,051.84 921,067.15
250 Township Roads - Motor Fuel Tax 120 AP Clearing 206,394.93 323,550.27 21,931.92 508,013.28
260 Township Bridge Fund 120 AP Clearing 19,793.13 2.35 0.00 19,795.48
270 GIS Committee Fund 120 AP Clearing 326,961.49 122,205.45 129,119.71 320,047.23
280 Storm Water Management 120 AP Clearing 50,768.10 0.00 0.00 50,768.10
300 Insurance - Hospital & Medical 120 AP Clearing 1,782,017.74 327,718.57 268,845.82 1,840,890.49
310 Insurance Premium Levy 120 AP Clearing 689,319.72 9,377.44 110,144.70 588,552.46
320 Self Insurance Reserve 120 AP Clearing 300,275.69 150,952.83 150,666.57 300,561.95
350 County Ordinance 120 AP Clearing 52,841.72 2,871.52 3,670.45 52,042.79
360 Marriage Fund 120 AP Clearing 3,891.41 60.62 0.00 3,952.03
370 Law Library 120 AP Clearing 21,832.91 1,730.00 2,503.21 21,059.70
400 Public Health 120 AP Clearing 39,547.17 158,105.41 104,665.82 92,986.76
410 TB Fund 120 AP Clearing 26,990.35 793.42 2,602.21 25,181.56
420 Animal Control 120 AP Clearing 148,413.96 15,125.60 11,394.99 152,144.57
425 Pet Population Control 120 AP Clearing 31,995.67 2,272.00 1,748.50 32,519.17
430 Solid Waste 120 AP Clearing 3,957,232.64 488.70 22,215.16 3,935,506.18
450 Inheritance Tax Fund 120 AP Clearing 0.00 53,665.32 0.00 53,665.32
455 Trust Deposits 120 AP Clearing 3,808.51 0.00 0.00 3,808.51
460 Condemnation Fund 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
465 Hotel/ MotelTax 120 AP Clearing 14,367.03 3,530.63 10,520.49 7,377.17
470 Cooperative Extension Service 120 AP Clearing 144,022.65 2,801.88 0.00 146,824.53
475 Mental Health 120 AP Clearing 547,915.04 15,220.54 67,108.17 496,027.41
480 Senior Social Services 120 AP Clearing 104,895.68 4,229.70 0.00 109,125.38
485 War Veterans Assisstance 120 AP Clearing 54,505.02 1,261.61 0.00 55,766.63
500 Recorder's Automation 120 AP Clearing 80,582.43 4,787.10 4,597.14 80,772.39
510 GIS Fee Fund 120 AP Clearing 110,186.12 16,105.38 3,625.57 122,665.93
520 Recorder's GIS Fund 120 AP Clearing 74,521.76 1,173.00 0.00 75,694.76
530 Vital Records 120 AP Clearing 8,658.04 289.37 0.00 8,947.41
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550 Document Storage Fee Fund 120 AP Clearing 144,168.18 6,238.19 31,628.58 118,777.79
555 County Automation -Circuit Clerk 120 AP Clearing 152,685.42 6,282.19 21,774.59 137,193.02
560 Dependant Children 120 AP Clearing 130,922.26 10,483.72 45,046.13 96,359.85
565 Dependant Children Medicaid 120 AP Clearing 99.21 0.00 0.00 99.21
570 Probation Services 120 AP Clearing 34,490.21 10,241.93 10,551.65 34,180.49
571 Drug Court 120 AP Clearing 0.00 4.75 0.00 4.75
572 Victim Impact 120 AP Clearing 2,258.66 110.00 100.00 2,268.66
575 Juvenile Restitution Fund 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
580 Alts to Detention IPCSA/IJJ 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
585 JAIBG Equipment #59087 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
590 ICJIC Probation Grant 500053 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
595 Juvenile Diversion 120 AP Clearing 3,447.65 2,752.78 3,244.98 2,955.45
600 Drug Assistance Forfeiture 120 AP Clearing 13,716.22 0.00 0.00 13,716.22
605 Bad Check Restitution 120 AP Clearing 6,014.66 0.00 0.00 6,014.66
610 OEMA 120 AP Clearing 79,171.68 5,181.00 7,829.21 76,523.47
611 EOC 120 AP Clearing 25,000.00 0.00 0.00 25,000.00
615 Take Bond Fee 120 AP Clearing 10,882.30 1,665.00 0.00 12,547.30
620 Sheriff's Petty Cash 120 AP Clearing 7,746.74 305.00 326.97 7,724.77
625 DUI Equipment 120 AP Clearing 5,101.34 0.00 0.00 5,101.34
630 Arrestee's Medical Cost 120 AP Clearing 4,581.92 737.00 119.00 5,199.92
635 Drug Traffic Prevention 120 AP Clearing 6,294.57 92.50 0.00 6,387.07
640 911 Emergency 120 AP Clearing 1,050,172.80 22,892.20 13,746.27 1,059,318.73
644 911 Next Generation 120 AP Clearing 987,572.40 0.00 0.00 987,572.40
645 911 Wireless 120 AP Clearing 654,539.17 24,060.96 9,230.59 669,369.54
650 Out of County Medical 120 AP Clearing 6,345.80 0.00 0.00 6,345.80
660 Federal/ State Grants 120 AP Clearing (878.42) 0.00 0.00 (878.42)
665 Fed/State Reimb/Overtime 120 AP Clearing 45,791.20 0.00 0.00 45,791.20
700 Tax Sale Automation 120 AP Clearing 26,783.40 0.00 0.00 26,783.40
710 Indemnity Cost Fund 120 AP Clearing 274,790.25 315.07 0.00 275,105.32
725 Coroner's Fee Fund 120 AP Clearing 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00


Grand Total: 74 Fund(s) $25,010,027.90 $10,833,645.33 $10,818,671.82 $25,025,001.41
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Resolution 2010‐1107 


Agreement Between County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of Police Labor 
Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Clerk Typist, Telecommunicators, Switchboard 


Operations, Cooks, Maintenance Personnel and Accounting Clerks 
 
 
WHEREAS, members of the Ogle County Board, the Sheriff’s Department,  and the Illinois Fraternal 
Order of Police Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Clerk Typist, 
Telecommunicators, Switchboard Operations, Cooks, Maintenance Personnel and Accounting Clerks 
have come together to identify a three year agreement suitable to all parties; and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to the mission of the Sheriff’s Department which is to provide the 
best law enforcement service possible working cooperatively with the public and within the framework 
of the United States Constitution, to protect the rights of all citizens, to enforce the law in a fair and 
impartial manner, and to maintain the highest standards of integrity and professionalism; and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to achieving the mission in the most fiscally responsible manner 
possible, 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Ogle County Board accepts the December 1, 2010 – November 30, 
2013 Agreement Between County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of Police 
Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Clerk Typist, Telecommunicators, 
Switchboard Operations, Cooks, Maintenance Personnel and Accounting Clerks as presented November 
16, 2010. 
 


Presented and Adopted at the November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting. 


Attest: 


 


______________________________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk  


 


            ____________________________________________ 


            W. Ed Rice, Chairman 


 








Resolution 2010‐1105 


Agreement Between County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of Police Labor 
Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Patrol, Corrections, Control 3 


and Corrections Clerk 
 


WHEREAS, members of the Ogle County Board, the Sheriff’s Department,  and the Illinois Fraternal 
Order of Police Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Patrol, Corrections, Control 
3 and Corrections Clerks have come together to identify a three year agreement suitable to all parties; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to the mission of the Sheriff’s Department which is to provide the 
best law enforcement service possible working cooperatively with the public and within the framework 
of the United States Constitution, to protect the rights of all citizens, to enforce the law in a fair and 
impartial manner, and to maintain the highest standards of integrity and professionalism; and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to achieving the mission in the most fiscally responsible manner 
possible, 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Ogle County Board accepts the December 1, 2010 – November 30, 
2013 Agreement Between the County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of 
Police Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Patrol, Corrections, Control 3 and 
Corrections Clerk as presented November 16, 2010. 
 


Presented and Adopted at the November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting. 


Attest: 


 


______________________________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk  


 


            ____________________________________________ 


            W. Ed Rice, Chairman 


 








Resolution 2010‐1106 


Agreement Between County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of Police Labor 
Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Sergeants and Corporals Unit 


 


WHEREAS, members of the Ogle County Board, the Sheriff’s Department,  and the Illinois Fraternal 
Order of Police Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Sergeants and Corporals 
Unit have come together to identify a three year agreement suitable to all parties; and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to the mission of the Sheriff’s Department which is to provide the 
best law enforcement service possible working cooperatively with the public and within the framework 
of the United States Constitution, to protect the rights of all citizens, to enforce the law in a fair and 
impartial manner, and to maintain the highest standards of integrity and professionalism; and 
 
WHEREAS, all parties are committed to achieving the mission in the most fiscally responsible manner 
possible, 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Ogle County Board accepts the December 1, 2010 – November 30, 
2013 Agreement Between County of Ogle and Ogle County Sheriff and Illinois Fraternal Order of Police 
Labor Council representing Ogle County Sheriff's Department Sergeants and Corporals Unit 
as presented November 16, 2010. 
 


Presented and Adopted at the November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting. 


Attest: 


 


______________________________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk  


 


            ____________________________________________ 


            W. Ed Rice, Chairman 
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R E S O L U T I O N 


 
FOR COUNTY ROAD CONSTRUCTION 


 
 


BE IT RESOLVED by the County Board of Ogle County, Illinois, that the following 
County Section for Highways be constructed: 
 


      2011 Sign Materials       
 
WHEREAS, bids were received at the office of the County Engineer of Ogle County on  


November 9, 2010 at 10:00 AM for the above project; 
 
WHEREAS, the following low bid was submitted by: 
 


Vulcan Signs  $6,022.91  
 
WHEREAS, the Road & Bridge Committee of Ogle County reviewed the bids and 
recommends its approval; 
 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that there is hereby appropriated the sum of $6,100.00 
from the County Highway (CHF) fund for the County portion of said project. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the above low bid be accepted and awarded subject 
to no protests being filed. 
 
 
STATE OF ILLINOIS) 
                         )  SS 
COUNTY OF OGLE  ) 
 
I, Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk in and for said County, in the State aforesaid, and 
keeper of the records and files thereof, as provided by Statute, do hereby certify the 
foregoing to be a true, perfect and complete copy of a resolution adopted by the County 
Board of Ogle County, 
at its regular meeting held at Oregon on November 16 , 20 10 . 
 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of said County at my office in Oregon, in said County, 
this 16th day of November , A.D. 20 10 .
 
 
  


County Clerk (SEAL)
 


R-2010-1101
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Road & Bridge Committee Minutes 
October 12, 2010 
 


 
 


2 


2. As a follow up to the previous month’s discussions on the upcoming 
budget, the Committee discussed Department staffing levels. 


B. New Business 
1. I.A.C.E. Legislative Committee –Nothing new to Report 
2. I.A.C.E. Revenue Fact Finding Committee – Nothing new to Report 
3. Next Meeting – Tuesday December 14, 2010, @ 10:00 AM 
     Lettings – 2011 County Aggregate 
4. 2010 Project Status: 


    Steward Road Overpass -Complete 
    Crackfilling Pecatonica Rd -Complete 
    Guardrail & ROW Spraying-Complete 
    West Grove Rd bridge -Complete 
    Ridge Rd gutter  -Complete 
    20th St. extension  -85% complete 
    River Rd paving  -Complete 
    Woosung Rd bridge  -Complete 
    Flagg Rd box culvert  -Complete this week 
    Lowell Park Rd culvert -Complete 
    Township Sealcoat  -Complete 
    Pines Park culverts  -Complete 
    Penn Corner culvert  -Complete 
    Pavement Striping  -Complete 
    County Sealcoat  -Complete 
    Office flooring  -Complete 
    Backup Generator  -Complete 
    Pit Road culvert  - Complete 


5. The Department is winding down Summer/Fall maintenance activities 
and is preparing for the winter season. The final mowing of the 
roadway shoulders is underway, stop bars and railroad crossings are 
being re-painted and snow plows and salt spreaders are being attached 
to the trucks 


6. The Department will have the annual Retired Highway Department 
Employee Luncheon on December 22nd. 


7. The County Engineer and Committee discussed the FEMA disaster 
declaration and damages. 


8. The County Engineer thanked Chairman Don Huntley and Vice 
Chairman Ben Diehl for their many years of service to the Road and 
Bridge Committee. 


 
 







Road & Bridge Committee Minutes 
October 12, 2010 
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VIII. Public Comment 
 None. 
 
IX. Meeting adjourned at 11:00 A.M. by Chairman Huntley. 
  
Minutes submitted by Curtis D. Cook, P.E. 








Fund: 200 - County Highway
Department: 17 - Highway


Account: 4212 - Electricity
3457 - MIDAMERICAN ENERGY MIDHWY1010 CH fund - monthly usage Paid by Check # 77139 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 1,708.94


Account Total: Electricity 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $1,708.94


Account: 4214 - Gas (Heating)
1898 - NICOR HICHWY1010 CH fund - monthly usage Paid by Check # 77141 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 152.38


Account Total: Gas (Heating) 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $152.38


Account: 4216.10 - Telephone
1265 - VERIZON VERHWY1010 CH fund - monthly usage Paid by Check # 77151 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 263.64
1941 - FRONTIER FROHWY1010 CH fund - monthly usage Paid by Check # 77217 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 35.30
1773 - MCI MICHWY1010 CH fund - monthly usage Paid by Check # 77221 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 60.66


Account Total: Telephone 3 Invoice Transaction(s) $359.60


Account: 4412 - Official Publications
1502 - OGLE COUNTY LIFE OGLHWY1010 CH fund - legal notices Paid by Check # 77142 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 112.13


Account Total: Official Publications 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $112.13


Account: 4474 - Deer Expense
1876 - ROCHELLE WASTE 
DISPOSAL, LLC


205668 CH fund - deer expense Paid by Check # 77146 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 15.00


1876 - ROCHELLE WASTE 
DISPOSAL, LLC


206161 CH fund - deer expense Paid by Check # 77225 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 30.00


1876 - ROCHELLE WASTE 
DISPOSAL, LLC


1206854 CH fund - deer expense Paid by Check # 77318 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 60.00


Account Total: Deer Expense 3 Invoice Transaction(s) $105.00


Account: 4490 - Contingencies
1587 - ROCHELLE DISPOSAL 
SERVICE


94578 CH fund - contingencies Paid by Check # 77145 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 120.00


2647 - MARTIN & COMPANY 
EXCAVATING


20093 CH fund - disposal of material Paid by Check # 77219 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 20.00


Account Total: Contingencies 2 Invoice Transaction(s) $140.00


Account: 4510 - Office Supplies
1565 - QUILL CORPORATION 32089608 CH fund - office supplies Paid by Check # 77314 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 122.65


Account Total: Office Supplies 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $122.65


Account: 4540 - Repairs & Maint - Facilities
2047 - REAL EXTERMINATORS 9422 CH fund - bldg maint service Paid by Check # 77144 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 110.00


Account Total: Repairs & Maint - Facilities 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $110.00


Account: 4545.10 - Petroleum Products -
3113 - BP BPHWY1011 CH fund - gas Paid by Check # 77306 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 29.88


Account Total: Petroleum Products - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $29.88


Account: 4545.30 - Petroleum Products -
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1924 - KELLEY WILLIAMSON 
COMPANY


0464713-IN CH fund - oil Paid by Check # 77218 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 670.41


Account Total: Petroleum Products - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $670.41


Account: 4545.40 - Petroleum Products -
1924 - KELLEY WILLIAMSON 
COMPANY


0465865-IN CH fund - grease Paid by Check # 77309 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 532.31


Account Total: Petroleum Products - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $532.31


Account: 4545.99 - Petroleum Products -
1924 - KELLEY WILLIAMSON 
COMPANY


0464715-IN CH fund - kerosene Paid by Check # 77218 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 270.49


Account Total: Petroleum Products - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $270.49


Account: 4610.10 - Maint of Roads & Bridges -
1657 - STEVE BENESH & SONS 
QUARRIES


9497 CH fund - road rock Paid by Check # 77148 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 9,900.80


2275 - EAGLE CREEK QUARRIES EAGHWY1010b CH fund - road rock Paid by Check # 77135 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 707.48
2020 - SHEELY AGGREGATES 9789 CH fund - road rock Paid by Check # 77147 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 1,081.20
2051 - ROCK CUT QUARRIES 3425 CH fund - road rock Paid by Check # 77226 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 233.38


Account Total: Maint of Roads & Bridges - 4 Invoice Transaction(s) $11,922.86


Account: 4610.30 - Maint of Roads & Bridges -
1863 - MARTENSON TURF 
PRODUCTS, INC.


35081 CH fund - seeding material Paid by Check # 77310 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 1,636.50


Account Total: Maint of Roads & Bridges - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $1,636.50


Account: 4610.80 - Maint of Roads & Bridges
3436 - THE DALTON'S 25952 CH fund - 2010 brush spraying Paid by Check # 77150 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 19,500.00


Account Total: Maint of Roads & Bridges 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $19,500.00


Account: 4610.90 - Maint of Roads & Bridges
2503 - ADESTA, LLC 60011017 CH fund - julie locates Paid by Check # 77211 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 587.62


Account Total: Maint of Roads & Bridges 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $587.62


Account: 4610.99 - Maint of Roads & Bridges -
1996 - NORTHWEST IL 
CONSTRUCTION CO.


454 CH fund - Lynnville Rd. repairs Paid by Check # 77222 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 800.00


Account Total: Maint of Roads & Bridges - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $800.00


Account: 4620.10 - Repair Parts -
2449 - E. D. ETNYRE & CO. 414764 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77134 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 67.45
1676 - TERMINAL SUPPLY CO 88890-00 CH fund - truck parts Paid by Check # 77149 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 92.16
2049 - IDEAL METAL FAB., INC. IDEHWY1010 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77137 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 281.94
2772 - INLAND POWER GROUP INC 7116430-00 CH fund - truck repairs Paid by Check # 77138 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 337.06
3836 - BUTITTA BROTHERS 
AUTOMOTIVE SERVICES INC


0009587 CH fund - truck repairs Paid by Check # 77131 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 422.00


3836 - BUTITTA BROTHERS 
AUTOMOTIVE SERVICES INC


0009611 CH fund - truck repairs Paid by Check # 77131 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 833.60
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1100 - BONNELL INDUSTRIES 0129056-IN CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77215 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 255.00
1014 - BEMIS FORD MERCURY 110699 CH fund - car part Paid by Check # 77304 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 110.17
2877 - CHICAGO INTERNATIONAL 
TRUCK


114057658 CH fund - truck parts Paid by Check # 77307 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 323.72


2138 - MONROE TRUCK EQUIPMENT CK76619 CH fund - credit - truck part Paid by Check # 77311 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 (38.82)
2138 - MONROE TRUCK EQUIPMENT 5173602 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77311 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 444.76
2138 - MONROE TRUCK EQUIPMENT 5173467 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77311 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 67.84
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-530198 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 25.96
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-530879 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 34.49
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-530983 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 139.50
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-531236 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 111.81
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-531776 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 316.29
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-531778 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 454.66
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-532580 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 95.95
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-532614 CH fund - credit - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 (10.00)
1463 - NAPA AUTO PARTS 464-532729 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77312 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 385.00
4005 - PETERS AUTOMOTIVE INC. ID-8339 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77313 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 30.07
1616 - SAWICKI MOTOR COMPANY 109762 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77320 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 53.52
1676 - TERMINAL SUPPLY CO 93555-00 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77321 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 192.89
2027 - TRANSAM TRUCK & TRAILER 
PARTS, INC.


592897 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77322 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 285.72


1873 - GRAINGER 809256464 CH fund - truck part Paid by Check # 77308 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 164.03


Account Total: Repair Parts - 26 Invoice Transaction(s) $5,476.77


Account: 4620.20 - Repair Parts -
1869 - WEST SIDE TRACTOR SALES R24753 CH fund - heavy equpiment part Paid by Check # 77152 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 634.58
1862 - MILLER-BRADFORD & 
RISBERG, INC.


IK91648 CH fund - heavy equpiment part Paid by Check # 77140 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 116.62


1862 - MILLER-BRADFORD & 
RISBERG, INC.


IK11886 CH fund - heavy equpiment part Paid by Check # 77140 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 709.86


1862 - MILLER-BRADFORD & 
RISBERG, INC.


CK06360 CH fund - credit - heavy equipment 
parts


Paid by Check # 77140 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 (372.38)


1862 - MILLER-BRADFORD & 
RISBERG, INC.


IK91913 CH fund - heavy equpiment part Paid by Check # 77140 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 304.96


1862 - MILLER-BRADFORD & 
RISBERG, INC.


IK91750b CH fund - heavy equpiment part Paid by Check # 77140 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 236.41


Account Total: Repair Parts - 6 Invoice Transaction(s) $1,630.05


Account: 4620.30 - Repair Parts -
3036 - BIRKEY'S P41492 CH fund - tractor part Paid by Check # 77214 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 226.62


Account Total: Repair Parts - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $226.62


Account: 4620.50 - Repair Parts -
1100 - BONNELL INDUSTRIES 0129114 CH fund - snow plow blades Paid by Check # 77305 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 11,125.80


Account Total: Repair Parts - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $11,125.80


Account: 4620.60 - Repair Parts -
3973 - MCGYVER SMALL ENGINE MCGHWY1010 CH fund - chain saw repairs Paid by Check # 77220 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 61.10
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REPAIR


Account Total: Repair Parts - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $61.10


Account: 4620.99 - Repair Parts -
2073 - R. J. BOWERS 
DISTRIBUTORS, INC.


246958 CH fund - service pressure washer Paid by Check # 77224 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 657.70


Account Total: Repair Parts - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $657.70


Account: 4640.10 - Sign & Striping Material -
1156 - COMED COMHWY1010c CH fund - street & traffic lighting Paid by Check # 77132 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 46.83
1156 - COMED COMHWY1010b CH fund - street & traffic lighting Paid by Check # 77132 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 43.15
1849 - ROCHELLE MUNICIPAL 
UTILITIES


ROCHWY1111 CH fund - street & traffic lighting Paid by Check # 77317 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 50.28


Account Total: Sign & Striping Material - 3 Invoice Transaction(s) $140.26


Account: 4640.40 - Sign & Striping Material -
2287 - PREFORM TRAFFIC 
CONTROL SYSTEMS, LTD.


9495 CH fund - 2010 striping contract Paid by Check # 77223 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 37,935.80


Account Total: Sign & Striping Material - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $37,935.80


Account: 4650.10 - Hardware & Shop Supplies
1373 - BARNES DISTRIBUTION 2425250001 CH fund - nuts & bolts Paid by Check # 77130 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 90.43
1373 - BARNES DISTRIBUTION 2429417001 CH fund - nuts & bolts Paid by Check # 77130 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 202.07
1373 - BARNES DISTRIBUTION 2473585001 CH fund - nuts & bolts Paid by Check # 77130 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 152.36


Account Total: Hardware & Shop Supplies 3 Invoice Transaction(s) $444.86


Account: 4650.20 - Hardware & Shop Supplies
1872 - FASTENAL COMPANY ILROH38717 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77136 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 15.47
2073 - R. J. BOWERS 
DISTRIBUTORS, INC.


246857 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77224 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 291.50


1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 214809 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 8.98
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 24894 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 26.97
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 24919 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 12.87
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 24925 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 6.98
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 24999 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 69.30
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 25007 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 12.88
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 25170 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 9.92
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 25291 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77213 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 0.48
1078 - BASLER'S ACE HARDWARE 25298 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77212 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 13.98
1047 - ACE HARDWARE AND 
OUTDOOR CTR


161839 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77303 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 16.99


1047 - ACE HARDWARE AND 
OUTDOOR CTR


162996 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77303 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 37.17


1873 - GRAINGER 9379250047 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77308 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 7.54
4004 - RBG SUPPLY 101313 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77316 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 129.94
2073 - R. J. BOWERS 
DISTRIBUTORS, INC.


247170 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77315 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 172.95


1603 - ROCKFORD INDUSTRIAL 02631327 CH fund - shop supplies Paid by Check # 77319 11/04/2010 11/04/2010 11/05/2010 11/04/2010 39.24
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WELDING


Account Total: Hardware & Shop Supplies 17 Invoice Transaction(s) $873.16


Account: 4660.10 - Tires & Tubes -
1866 - DIXON'S TIRE CENTER 55107 CH fund - tire repair Paid by Check # 77133 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 55.00


Account Total: Tires & Tubes - 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $55.00


Account: 4660.30 - Tires & Tubes -
1865 - POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 799694 CH fund - tires Paid by Check # 77143 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 1,958.92
1865 - POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 816258 CH fund - tires Paid by Check # 77143 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 726.96
1865 - POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 823791 CH fund - tires Paid by Check # 77143 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 423.00
1865 - POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 823852 CH fund - tires Paid by Check # 77143 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 921.66
1865 - POMP'S TIRE SERVICE, INC. 849756 CH fund - credit - tires Paid by Check # 77143 10/18/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 10/19/2010 (30.00)


Account Total: Tires & Tubes - 5 Invoice Transaction(s) $4,000.54


Account: 4710 - Computer Hardware & Software
4151 - ROWEKAMP ASSOCIATES, 
INC.


2010120 CH fund - signage computer software Paid by Check # 77227 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 2,000.00


Account Total: Computer Hardware & Software 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $2,000.00


Account: 4748 - Engineering Equipment & Supplies
2021 - CALSER CORPORATION 5816 CH fund - service engr printer Paid by Check # 77216 10/27/2010 10/28/2010 10/29/2010 10/28/2010 650.22


Account Total: Engineering Equipment & Supplies 1 Invoice Transaction(s) $650.22


Department Total: Highway 93 Invoice Transaction(s) $104,038.65


Fund Total: County Highway 93 Invoice Transaction(s) $104,038.65


Grand Total: 93 Invoice Transaction(s) $104,038.65


. . . . . . . . . .
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November 10, 2010 
 
Ogle County Sheriff=s/Coroner/Building & Grounds/IT Combined Committee: 
 


November 10, 2010 at 8:00 a.m. at the Old Courthouse, Conference Room #100, Oregon, 
IL.   Those members attending were: Chairman Fred Horner, Lyle Hopkins,, Bobbie 
Colbert, Patricia Saunders, Bob DeArvil, Dan Janes, Coroner Lou Finch, Deputy Mike 
Harn and Sheriff Beitel.  Also attending were Administrator Meggon McKinley and 
Larry Callant. 


 
1.  Call to Order: 
 


Chairman Horner called the meeting to order at 8:06 a.m. 
 
2.  Approval of Minutes: 
 


At this time, Chairman Horner asked for a motion to approve the minutes from the 
October 13, 2010 meeting.  Saunders so moved, Hopkins seconded, motion carried.  


 
3.  Presentation and Consideration of Payment: 
 


Janes made the motion to approve the Sheriff=s bills - $20,865.98 - Colbert seconded.     
Saunders made the motion to approve the Emergency Communications bills - 
$9,567.05 - Hopkins seconded; Hopkins made the motion to approve the Corrections 
bills - $25,167.77, DeArvil seconded.  DeArvil made the motion to approve the OCEMA 
bills - $387.08 - Janes seconded; for a total of $55,987.88, motion carried on all.  
Saunders made the motion to approve the Building and Grounds bills - $7,307.02, 
Hopkins seconded, motion carried.   The Coroner=s bills were then presented for 
approval. DeArvil made the motion to pay $2,886.21, Colbert seconded, motion carried.  
IT bills - Meggon McKinley presented bills for $991.00 from Fehr-Grahm for IT support 
services and $155.88 for website yearly fee.  Saunders  made motion to approve up to 
$1,146.88 pending more info on if the subscription fee is actually necessary. Hopkins 
seconded, motion carried. 


 
4.   Coroners Discussion and Comments: 
 


a. Coroner Finch explained there were 30 deaths last month.     
Last year $10,000 extra went into autopsy line item and stated that they had used 
$3709.00 of the funds and that $6,291.00 would be returned to line item. 


5.  Sheriff Discussion and Comments: 







 
a. Comments and Updates: 


 
Sheriff commented on the crime stats for Ogle County, stating that they were still 
up, running approx. 25% above this time last year. 
He also mentioned that fatality crashes, however, were still down. 


 
b. Reported that Ron McDermott is on leave using accumulated hours.  Introduced 


that Candice Murphey will be replacing McDermott when he assumes his new 
position.  Candace has worked part time for the OCEMA, has extensive 
experience, and that has been groomed to replace McDermott.  Her current pay is 
being funded through a grant and beginning Dec. 1, 2010 she will become the full 
time OCEMA Coordinator with a salary of $50,000.  This salary is $8,000 less 
than what McDermott was currently receiving and much less that neighboring 
counties pay. 


 
Sheriff reported on a Network Upgrade that is needed to expand the bandwidth 
between Oregon and Rochelle.  After using the AUntangle@ device, it has been 
determined that the county is in need of purchasing Microwave cards in order to 
increase the bandwidth.  There are very few cards available worldwide and as of 
April 2010 the cost of the cards was $2,000 for reconditioned cards and $7,000 
per new card.  Installation is estimated to be around $1,000.00.  Sheriff asked for 
approval to spend up to $10,000 to purchase the cards and have installed.  
Meggon McKinnley explained that the spending would come from the original IT 
appropriations.  Avril moved to approve, Sauders seconded and motion passed.  
Will be discussed again at Finance Committee meeting. 


 
c. Detention Center Proposal Status: 


 
Sheriff reported that there had been no news on the proposal submitted.  
Manzullo=s office sent letter on behalf of Northern Illinois to garner support for the 
project. 


 
Sheriff reported speaking with Glen Trivelinee, Dept. Director of Removal 
Operations twice.  Ogle County=s location to the Rockford Airport is a big plus for 
the area.  Spoke of Kankakee also submitted proposal and that they are located 
next to their airport and house upwards of 300 Marshall prisoners on average.  
Stated they are a valid competitor. 
Most communication regarding the proposals are very tight lipped. 


 
Sheriff Beitel that he, Meggon McKinnley, and Deputy Harn would promote Ogle 
County by identifying the sites, touring the areas they are considering, what the 
costs would incur and development. 


 
 
 







 
Sheriff distributed maps of areas that are being considered that were provided by 
Meggon McKinnley.  The sight ideally will be at least 1 mile from railroads for 
evacuation purposes and in close proximity for the Rockford airport.  Having 
access to utilities and fiber optic cables is also ideal. 


 
Sheriff restated that a 20 year commitment is needed for this project to be 
advantageous to the county.        


 
 


6..   Building & Grounds Discussion and Comments: 
 
a. Driveway aprons around Old Courthouse will be done in the spring of 2011.  The 


winter weather is not conducive to this project now. 
 


The Ti Pi has been removed. 
 


Still dealing with issues at the Old Courthouse involving the Handicap Door.  
 


 
Other:  


Kiosks - Being installed in every cell block to expedite the process of inmates and 
the Commissary.  The sale of these items supports the operation of the jail.  
Inmates will be issued their own ID and will be able to purchase accordingly.  This 
operation is much more cost efficient all the way around. 


 
Deputy Harn - Question concerning Responsibility of Sheriff in regards to county 
buildings.  Currently Highway Department building is not under Sheriff control the 
way the other buildings are.  Need to investigate this according to policy to 
determine if a change needs to be made there.  Looking into the idea of a separate 
Buildings and Grounds committee made up of heads from each building and the 
Sheriff. 


 
Chairman Horner - Concerned about the accountability of the property in 
Judicial Center as to inventory of all properties.  Security had notified that 
computer was taken from the building and trying to determine if it was personal 
property of county property. 


  
7.   Public Comments: 
 


None 
 


 
 
 
 







8.   November  Meeting Date and Time: 
 


Wednesday, December 15, 2010 - 8:00 a.m. at the Ogle County Courthouse, 
Conference Room #100, First Floor. 


 
9.    Adjourn: 
 


There being no further business,  the meeting was adjourned at 9:36 a.m.    
                


 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Melissa Crippen 
 Executive Secretary 


 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
    
 


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 












November 10, 2010 - Page 1


SUPERVISOR OF ASSESSMENTS AND PLANNING
& ZONING COMMITTEE


of the
OGLE COUNTY BOARD


SUPERVISOR OF ASSESSMENTS AND 
PLANNING & ZONING COMMITTEE REPORT


NOVEMBER 10,  2010


The regular monthly meeting of the Supervisor of Assessments and Planning & Zoning
Committee of the Ogle County Board was held on November 10, 2010 at the Old Ogle County
Courthouse, Third Floor County Board Room #317, 105 S. Fifth St., Oregon, IL.


The Order of Business is as follows:


1. ROLL CALL AND DECLARATION OF A QUORUM


Chairman Lyle Hopkins called the meeting to order at 1:00 P.M.  Roll call indicated five
members of the Committee were present; Chairman Hopkins, Jim Barnes,  Marcia
Heuer, Larry Boes, and Dennis Williams.   Ben Diehl and Mel Messer were absent.  Mr.
Hopkins declared a quorum present.  Ben Diehl arrived at 1:04.


2. READING AND APPROVAL OF REPORT OF OCTOBER 13, 2010 MEETING AS
MINUTES


Mrs. Heuer made a motion to approve the report of October 13, 2010  as minutes;
seconded by Mr. Williams. The motion carried by a voice vote.


SUPERVISOR OF ASSESSMENTS PORTION OF MEETING:


3. CONSIDERATION OF MONTHLY BILLS OF SUPERVISOR OF ASSESSMENTS, AND
ACTION


Monthly bills of the Supervisor of Assessments were presented to the Committee for
consideration.  The bills totaled $2,214.86 .  Mr. Barnes made a motion to approve the
payment of the bills in the amount of $2,214.86; seconded by Mr. Boes.  The motion
carried by a voice vote.


4. OLD BUSINESS


There was no “Old Business” for consideration.
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5. NEW BUSINESS


Mr Harrison stated that since assessment changes were published on October 7th, the
deadline to file appeals was 30 days after that or November 8th.  Approximately 90
appeals have been logged, which is not inconsistent with prior years.  The Board of
Review will consider these appeals.


Mr. Harrison stated that the Supervisor of Assessments budget for the current year will
likely end with a small surplus.


Mrs. Heuer stated I heard that if a person replaces a house that was burnt down, they do
not have to pay taxes for four years.  Mr. Harrison explained a person can apply for a
home improvement exemption up to $25,000 of the assessed value of the home for any
improvements and would also apply to rebuilding after a fire.  Basically if you rebuilt a
$150,000 home the assessed value would be $50,000, but because of the exemption,
the assessed value would be at $25,000 for four years.  After four years the value goes
back to norm.  This applies to owner occupied property only.  Mrs. Heuer asked you
need to apply for this.  It is not automatic.  Mr. Harrison answered yes.


Mr. Harrison stated I would like to thank Mr. Diehl for his participation on this Committee. 
I appreciate his hard work.


PLANNING & ZONING PORTION OF MEETING:


6. UNFINISHED BUSINESS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


No unfinished business for consideration.


7. NEW BUSINESS


A. DECISIONS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


#8-10 SPECIAL USE -- Jeannette Richmond Trust #92, % Jeannette
Richmond,  Trustee, 1469 Farington Dr., Naperville, IL and Brian Harms,
2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL for a Special Use Permit to allow a Single-
Family Dwelling in the AG-1 Agricultural District on property described as follows,
owned by Jeannette Richmond Trust #92 and being purchased by Brian Harms:


Part of the NE1/4 of the SE1/4 of Section 26 Lynnville Township 41N,
R2E      of the 3rd P.M., Ogle County, IL, 3.0 acres, more or less
Property Identification Number: Part of 19-26-400-001
Common Location: 1612 S. Woodlawn Rd.


Mr. Hopkins stated this is an old farmstead; the house burned down several
years ago.  Mr. Harms wants to purchase the site and build a home.  


Mrs. Heuer made a motion to approve #8-10 Special Use for Jeannette
Richmond Trust #92 and Brian Harms.  She noted that this petition was
unanimously approved by the Regional Planning Commission and Zoning Board
of Appeals; seconded by Mr. Barnes. The motion carried unanimously by a roll
call vote of 6-0.


#9-10 SPECIAL USE -- Francis J. Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Rte. 2, Oregon, IL and
Steven T. & Amy K. Drew, 519 Long Hill Rd., Gurnee, IL for a Special Use 
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Permit in the AG-1 Agricultural District to allow a Single-Family Dwelling for the
son of the farm owner on property described as follows, owned by Francis Drew,
Jr. and being purchased by Steven T. & Amy K. Drew:


Part of G.L. 1 and G.L. 2 of the NW1/4 Fractional Section 7 Grand Detour
Township 22N, R9E of the 4th P.M., Ogle County, IL, 5.20 acres, more or
less
Property Identification Number: Part of 21-07-100-005
Common Location: 8500 Block of W. Woosung Rd.


Mr. Reibel stated that the petitioner has requested that the one-year period for
commencement of a special use be extended to a 10 year period.  This request
is allowed under the ordinance.


Mr. Boes stated that the petitioners are not planning to build for 8 to 12 years, but
do plan on making improvements to the property in preparation for building a
house.  They are waiting for their son to graduate from high school.  Mr. Hopkins
stated they want to construct a driveway, install electric service, etc.  These are
good people and have a good track record for taking care of things. 


Mr. Boes made a motion to approve #9-10 Special Use for Francis J. Drew and
Steven T. & Amy K. Drew with the one-year period for commencement of a
special use extended to a 10 year period as requested; seconded by Mr.
Williams. The motion carried unanimously by a roll call vote of 6-0.


B. MOBILE HOME APPLICATIONS - (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE
ACTION)


No mobile home applications for consideration.


8. SUBDIVISION PLATS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


No subdivision plats for consideration.


9. CONSIDERATION OF MONTHLY BILLS OF PLANNING & ZONING DEPARTMENT,
AND ACTION


Monthly bills of the Planning & Zoning Department were presented to the Committee for
consideration.  The bills totaled $1,379.93.  Mr. Diehl made a motion to approve the
payment of the bills in the amount of $1,379.93; seconded by Mr. Barnes.  The motion
carried by a voice vote.


10. REFERRAL OF NEW PETITIONS TO THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS FOR
PUBLIC HEARING


#10-10 SPECIAL USE -- Chris A. Ames, 15930 E. Rachel Lane, Davis Junction, IL
for a Special Use Permit to allow a Conference and Retreat facility in the AG-1
Agricultural District on property described as follows and owned by petitioner:


Part of G.L.1 & G.L.2 of the NW1/4 and part of the NE1/4 of Fractional Section
18 Monroe Township 42N, R2E of the 3rd P.M., Ogle County, IL, 179.38 acres,
more or less
Property Identification Number: 12-18-100-001, -003, -005, & -006
Common Location: 6752 N. Kilbuck Rd.
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#11-10 SPECIAL USE -- Terry Myers, 8580 N. Limestone Rd., Rockford, IL for a
Special Use Permit to allow a Small Rural Business (classic & antique auto restoration)
in the AG-1 Agricultural District on property described as follows and owned by
petitioner:


Part of G.L.1 in the NE1/4 Fractional Section 5 Monroe Township 42N, R2E of
the 3rd P.M., Ogle County, IL, 14.18 acres, more or less
Property Identification Number: 12-05-200-022
Common Location: 8580 N. Limestone Rd.


Mrs. Heuer made a motion to refer the above new requests to the Zoning Board of
Appeals for public hearing; seconded by Mr. Barnes.  The motion carried by a voice
vote.


11. A. DISCUSSION OF WECS SUBCOMMITTEE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
REPORT AND POSSIBLE ACTION


Mr. Hopkins asked Mr. Barnes if he has any more information regarding the State
of Wisconsin’s state-wide wind energy siting standards from the Wisconsin Public
Service Commission, based on the letter you forwarded to me.  Mr. Barnes
answered no; they felt it was not done properly and have put it on hold.  


Mr. Hopkins asked for any further discussion.  Mr. Barnes stated I believe before
we make any decisions, we should wait for new county board to be seated.  Mr.
Boes stated I agree.  It would be in the best interest for all.  Mrs. Heuer stated
and because WI is not finalized, we can’t hang our hats on that.  Mr. Hopkins
agreed.


B. MARCIA HEUER REPORT REGARDING IACZO SEMINAR OF OCTOBER 28,
2010


Mrs. Heuer stated Mr. Reibel and I as well as Lloyd Funk, Tom Smith, and Jason
Sword attend the recent IAZCO seminar and gathered lots of documented
information regarding wind development in Illinois.  Mrs. Heuer provide copies to
the Committee members of various documents referenced at the IACZO seminar
(attached to this report).  All of this material can be authenticated and reviewed at
the websites listed.  All the credentials and how this data was developed is there. 
Mrs. Heuer reviewed the information with the Committee and discussion ensued.


County Board member Lynn Kilker asked if it would be possible to get this
information to the County Board members for them to review.  Mr. Barnes stated
the new members should receive it, as well.  The Committee directed Mr. Reibel
to provide copies to the County Board members, including incoming members.


Mr. Boes asked if there was any discussion on moratoriums in other Illinois
counties.  Mr. Reibel answered no.  Many counties in the State looking at us for
direction.


Mr. Williams stated I was new to this Committee four years ago and I can
honestly say this is a complicated committee.  I hope that when creating the new
County Board committees, a persons experienced with zoning is considered and
weighed highly.  Creating a whole new committee could be detrimental.  I
volunteer to remain on this committee. We don’t want to re-invent the wheel.  Mr.
Hopkins agreed.
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Mrs. Heuer stated I would like copies of the Baileyville Wind Farms conditions to
be given the to the County Board for review.  Mr. Hopkins stated that the WECS
Subcommittee recommendations should be included, as well.


12. OTHER BUSINESS


Mr. Diehl asked Mr. Reibel if his budget has enough money for this year.  Mr. Reibel
answered yes; we should have a small surplus.   Mr. Diehl asked can you live with next
year’s budget.  Mr. Reibel answered we will make it work.


13. PUBLIC COMMENT


Mr. Szoula of the Operating Engineers handed out a document titled “The Wind Energy
Supply Chain In Illinois” for the Committee to review (copy attached to this report).  He
stated right now there are 140 companies in Illinois involved with wind development.   All
Illinois Senators and Representatives also have a copy of this document. 


14. ADJOURN


The regular monthly meeting of the Supervisor of Assessments and Planning & Zoning
Committee of the Ogle County Board adjourned at 1:37 P.M.  The next meeting of the
Supervisor of Assessments and Planning & Zoning Committee is scheduled for Wednesday,
December 15, 2010 at 1:00 P.M. at the Old Ogle County Courthouse, Third Floor County Board
Room #317, 105 S. Fifth St. Oregon, IL.


Respectfully submitted,


Michael Reibel
Planning & Zoning Administrator
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ILLINOIS STATE UNIVERSITY 
ACTIVITIES


Illinois State University 
Activities
Bachelor’s Degree in Renewable Bachelor s Degree in Renewable 
Energy
State Wind Working Group
Center for Renewable Energy







ISU “Wind Team”
David Kennell Department ofDavid Kennell, Department of 
Technology
David Loomis, Department of 
Economics
Randy Winter, Department ofRandy Winter, Department of 
Agriculture


Renewable Energy Major
First interdisciplinary Bachelor of First interdisciplinary Bachelor of 
Science in Renewable Energy in 
the nation
Approved by IBHE in October, 
2007
Thirty students enrolled for Fall, 
2008; long-term capacity of sixty







Il Wind Working Group
The IL WWG is an 
organization whose 
purposes are to 
communicate wind 
opportunities honestly and 
objectively, to interact with 
various stakeholders at the 
local, state, regional and 
national levels, and to 
promote economic 
development of wind energy 
in the state of Illinois.


Illinois Wind Working Group
Website: www wind ilstu eduWebsite: www.wind.ilstu.edu
Events:
Siting Conference, Peoria, 
December 13
Second Annual Conference  Second Annual Conference, 
Bloomington, June 25-26, 2008







Center for Renewable Energy
works to meet the growing need for…works to meet the growing need for 


education, outreach and research in the 
area of renewable energy. 
Three major functional areas: 


to enhance of the renewable energy 
major at Illinois State University; 
to serve the Illinois renewable energy 
community by providing information tocommunity by providing information to 
the public; 
to encourage applied research 
concerning renewable energy at Illinois 
State University and through 
collaborations with other universities.


Memberships
Corporate Memberships availableCorporate Memberships available
Horizon Wind Energy is the first 
Founding Member of the Center







WIND ENERGY 
DEVELOPMENT IN ILLINOIS


Illinois Wind Farm Database
Special thanks to Bill Haas IL DCEO forSpecial thanks to Bill Haas, IL DCEO for 
the initial database and Bill Poole and 
Chris Pikar, NRC for mapping assistance







Current Generating Capacity
10 projects with 734 4 MW of10 projects with 734.4 MW of 
generating capacity in 9 counties
Mendota Hills, Manlius (Bureau Valley 
School Dist), Illinois Rural Electric Coop, 
Crescent Ridge, Twin Groves I, Twin g , ,
Groves II, Rock Island, Camp Grove 
Wind Farm, GSG Wind Farm, "Adam" = 
GSG 3 LLC


Under Construction
13 projects with 2 464 5 MW of13 projects with 2,464.5 MW of 
generating capacity in 14 counties
GSG Wind, GSG3 Wind, White Oak Wind 
Project, Grand Ridge Wind Project, Bishop Hill 
Wind Project, Pilot Knob Wind Projec,t 
Pleasant Ridge Wind Project EcoGrovePleasant Ridge Wind Project, EcoGrove 
Windfarm Phase II, EcoGrove Windfarm 
Phase III, EcoBryn Windfarm, EcoLark Wind, 
EcoChelle Windfarm, Providence Heights







Planning/Permitting
20 projects with 2 906 MW of20 projects with 2,906 MW of 
generating capacity in 11 counties
Baileyville Wind Farm, Eurus Crescent Ridge II, 
Lancaster Farm, Oak Prairie Wind Farm, Big Sky Wind 
Farm, EcoGrove Wind LLC, Genesco, Illinois, Mendota 
Township, Sherrard School District, Big Sky Wind p g y
Farm, Macoupin County Wind, Blackstone Wind Farm, 
Top Crop Wind Farm, EcoGrove Wind Farm Phase I 
,Agriwind LLC, Agriwind II, Crescent Ridge II, Cayuga 
Ridge, Iberdrola – Unnamed, GSG 6, LLC


Permitting Process Database
Zoning Approval ProcessZoning Approval Process


Wind Farm Developer County Board Meeting Date


AgriWind AgriWind Bureau County Board Tuesday, June 10, 2008


Rail Splitter Wind Farm Horizon Wind Energy Tazewell County Board
Tazewell County Zoning 
Board of Appeals


Wednesday, June 04, 
2008


El Paso wind farm Navitas Energy Inc. Woodford County Board Thursday, May 29, 2008


Rail Splitter Wind Farm Horizon Wind Energy Tazewell County Board
Tazewell County Zoning 
Board of Appeals Tuesday, May 27, 2008


Rail Splitter Wind Farm Horizon Wind Energy Tazewell County Board
Tazewell County Zoning 
Board of Appeals Tuesday May 20 2008Rail Splitter Wind Farm Horizon Wind Energy Tazewell County Board Board of Appeals Tuesday, May 20, 2008


Cayuga Ridge South Wind 
Farm


PPM Energy(Iberdrola 
Renewables)


Livingston County 
Board


Livingston County 
Zoning Board of App Tuesday, May 20, 2008


Rail Splitter Wind Farm
Houston-based Horizon 
Wind Energy LLC Tazewell County Board


Tazewell County Zoning 
Board of Appeals Tuesday, May 20, 2008


Cayuga Ridge South Wind 
Farm


PPM Energy(Iberdrola 
Renewables)


Livingston County 
Board


Livingston County 
Zoning Board of 
Appeals Tuesday, May 20, 2008


El Paso wind farm Navitas Energy Inc. Woodford County Board Tuesday, May 20, 2008







In the Queue
29 projects with 4 011 MW of29 projects with 4,011 MW of 
generating capacity announced
103 projects with 15,561 MW of 
generating capacity in the transmission 
queueq
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Illinois Wind Farms
Avg Size
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Permitting
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Completed 73.4


WIND WORKING GROUP 
ACTIVITIES







Events
Annual ConferenceAnnual Conference
Topical Conferences
Landowner Forums


Data
Wind Farm DatabaseWind Farm Database
Permitting Database
Wind Maps (IIRA)
Special Studies







Services
Help DeskHelp Desk
Speakers Bureau
Small Wind Guide


WHAT LIES AHEAD?







Renewable Portfolio Standard 
Goals


at least 2% by June 1 2008;at least 2% by June 1, 2008; 
at least 4% by June 1, 2009; 
at least 5% by June 1, 2010; 
at least 6% by June 1, 2011; 
at least 7% by June 1, 2012; 
at least 8% by June 1, 2013; 
at least 9% by June 1, 2014; 
at least 10% by June 1, 2015; 
and increasing by at least 1.5% each year 
thereafter to at least 25% by June 1 2025”


Wind Component
A minimum of 75% of the aboveA minimum of 75% of the above 
percentages is required from wind 
power.







Wind Energy Demand (Allen 
2007)


RPS Wind RPS Wind


Year Demand Percentage Percentage Demand Demand


2008 108248 0.02 0.75 2165 1623


2009 105584 0.04 0.75 4223 3168


2010 117040 0.05 0.75 5852 4389


2011 109748 0.06 0.75 6585 4939


2012 110256 0.07 0.75 7718 5788


2013 111512 0 08 0 75 8921 66912013 111512 0.08 0.75 8921 6691


2014 112655 0.09 0.75 10139 7604


2015 113799 0.1 0.75 11380 8535


Existing/Planned Supply
Existing and proposed supply may notExisting and proposed supply may not 
be sufficient to meet RPS goals
Delays in zoning and permitting will 
only heighten the problem







Note on Pricing
If required RPS demand for IllinoisIf required RPS demand for Illinois 
Wind is near capacity, the price for 
wind energy could be relatively high in 
the short run.
Consumer protections are in place to p p
prevent the price of electricity from 
getting too high.


For More Information, Contact
David G LoomisDavid G. Loomis


Illinois State University
Campus Box 4200
Normal, IL 61790


309 438 7979309-438-7979
dloomis@ilstu.edu
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for Illinois?for Illinois?


David G. Loomis, Ph.D.
Professor of Economics
Illi i  St t  U i itIllinois State University


DeKalb County Farm Bureau
October 10th, 2007


Outline
About Illinois State University and WindAbout Illinois State University and Wind 
Energy
Wind Energy Development: Types of 
Projects and Types of Ownership
Arguments from Opponents of WindArguments from Opponents of Wind 
Energy







Illinois State University


First B S  in Renewable Energy in the First B.S. in Renewable Energy in the 
nation
Leading Illinois’ Wind Working Group


www.wind.ilstu.edu
Siting Conference, Peoria, December 13g , ,
Annual Conference, Bloomington, June 
25-26, 2008


Why Wind Energy


B fit f Wi d P j tBenefits of Wind Projects
Revitalizes Rural Economies
Creates Jobs
Promotes Cost-Effective Energy Production
Supports Agriculture 


GReduces Air Pollution and Global Warming
Clean, Domestic Energy
Ensures a Sustainable Energy Future







Growth in the U.S. Wind Industry


Source: US Department of Energy: Annual Report of U.S. Wind Power 
Installation, Cost and Performance Trends:2006
http://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy07osti/41435.pdf


Wind Capacity in the US (June 2007)


Source: American Wind Energy Association


12,634 MW installed to date


Enough energy for over 3 million homes







Types of Wind Projects
Wind is a modular technology:Wind is a modular technology:


Large Wind Farms-
large number of large-scale turbines
Dispersed Wind Projects-
one or a few large-scale turbines
Small wind turbines-
residential or farm use


Large Wind Farm, Southwest Minnesota
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Dispersed Wind 
Development Development 


and Distributed 
Generation


Woodstock, Minnesota







Small Wind Turbines


The Scale of 
Wind Power







Personal vs. Utility Scale


Home and Farm-Scale


Commercial-Scale
Bulk power sales to utility 
companyHome and Farm Scale


Offset your own 
electricity 
consumption
Costs thousands of 
dollars
Motivations are not 
necessarily economic


company
Costs millions of dollars
Require 3-5 years of 
planning, hard work, 
patience, and 
perseverance


necessarily economic


Small Wind Turbine Projects
Stand alone/off-grid or net meteredStand alone/off grid or net metered
For personal use
Money is not the motivator in most cases


Lower environmental footprint
Energy independence
Like to tinker with machines
Like to watch things spinLike to watch things spin


Simpler permitting
Easier interconnection
Lower installed cost







Wind Energy Potential
20% Plan From the U.S. DOE


20% of the 
nation’s electrical 
needs can be 
provided by p y
wind!


Currently the US supplies just under 1% of it’s 
electrical energy needs from wind


Wind Energy: 


Arguments from Opponents







Potential Problems with Wind 
Power


RadarRadar
Property Values/Aesthetics
Sound
Safety
Bi d KillBird Kills
Cost


Radar and Wind Turbines







Fact
Interference is rare and easily avoidedInterference is rare and easily avoided 
through technology improvements and 
proper siting


Wind Energy and
Ascetics/Property Values


Concerns brought up at public hearings
Important to understand the underlying 
issues:


• property values, 
• perceived public health risks, 
• visual nuisance, 
• or money


Land use plays a large factorp y g
Agriculture – traditionally low opposition
Forested – wildlife impacts
Mountain top – strong visual concerns
Recreational – property values and visual 
concerns


Beauty is in the eye of the beholder!







Proper Siting Can Balance a Wind 
Projects Visual Impact


Communities can develop policies toCommunities can develop policies to 
safely and appropriately site projects 
based on community values and 
appropriate use of wind systems 


Wind Energy and Sound


Wind systems are typically 
sited in windy areas 
where the sound of the 
wind generally masks g y
noise from the machines.


Chart shows noise from wind turbine at 
approximately 1,000 feet from the machine.







Wind Energy and Sound


d ' biToday's turbines are 
much quieter than 
older technology.


Sound proofing of 
nacelle
More efficient blades
Quieter gear boxes
Slower moving rotors


Gearbox and generator in a 1.65 MW 
wind turbine owned by Iowa Lakes 
Community College in Estherville, Iowa.


Wind Turbines and Safety


Epileptic Seizures:
Modern wind turbine blades generally rotate 
between 10-22 rpm, which is slow. Epileptic 
seizures for photosensitive people are triggered by 
rates of 5 to 30 flashes per second. The blades 
of today's wind turbines do not spin quickly enough 
t i At i t ti l dto cause seizures. At maximum rotational speed, 
there would be a little more than 1 flash per 
second. 


For more information about photosensitivity and epilepsy visit the 
Epilepsy Foundation’s website:
http://www.epilepsyfoundation.org/about/types/triggers/photosensitivity.cfm







Wind Turbines and Safety
Ice Throw:Ice Throw:


“Ice throw, while it can occur under certain 
conditions, is of little danger. Setbacks 
typically used to minimize noise are sufficient 
to protect against danger to the public. In 
addition, ice buildup slows a turbine's rotation 


d ill b d b t bi ' t land will be sensed by a turbine's control 
system, causing the turbine to shut down.”


Source: American Wind Energy Association – Wind Energy Myths vs. Facts
http://www.awea.org/pubs/factsheets/050629_Myths_vs_Facts_Fact_Sheet.pdf


Wind Turbines and Safety


Bl d ThBlade Throw:
“Blade throws were common in the 
industry's early years, but are 
unheard-of today because of better 
turbine design and engineering…. 
There are thousands of turbines 
installed in Europe and…in the U.S. -
wind turbine standards ensure a high 
level of operational reliability and 
safety in the U.S. and worldwide.”


Spirit Lake, IowaSource: American Wind Energy Association – Wind Energy Myths vs. Facts
http://www.awea.org/pubs/factsheets/050629_Myths_vs_Facts_Fact_Sheet.pdf







Wind Energy
Avian Impacts


“Significant expansion ofSignificant expansion of 
renewable energy sources such 
as wind power is needed to 
reduce pollution from fossil fuels 
and address global warming…[t]o 
protect birds, wildlife, and habitat 
from global warming[.] Fossil fuel 
power plants account for more 
than one third of the carbon 
dioxide emitted by the United 
States.”


Mike Daulton
Director of Conservation Policy,
National Audubon Society Erickson, et al, 2002, A Summary and Comparison of Bird Mortality 


from Anthropogenic Causes with and Emphasis on Collisions
http://www.awea.org/pubs/factsheets/050629_Myths_vs_Facts_Fact_Sheet.pdf


Cost of Wind Energy


Wind energy typically 
offsets higher cost 
natural gas fired 
peaking plants.
Large penetrations of 


i d lwind complement 
hydro electric dams 
in the NW very well.







Cost of Wind Energy


Source: US Department of Energy: Annual Report of U.S. Wind Power 
Installation, Cost and Performance Trends:2006
http://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy07osti/41435.pdf


Cost of Wind Energy


Source: U.S. Department of Energy, Annual Report of U.S. Wind Power 
Installation, Cost and Performance Trends:2006
http://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy07osti/41435.pdf







Wind Energy and Subsidies
Every energy technology is subsidized. Wind energy is no 


ti Wi d i t dit th t id i fl tiexception. Wind receives a tax credit that provides an inflation-
adjusted 1.5 cents for each kilowatt-hour generated, over the first ten 
years of the project. This credit reduces the tax liability of a wind farm, 
but is not a subsidy of public money flowing to the wind farm owner.


Subsidies that other energy sources receive:
tax deductions
loan guarantees
liability insurance
leasing of public lands at below market pricesleasing of public lands at below market prices. 


Additional indirect subsidies include federal money for research and 
development programs and policy provisions in federal legislation.


Source: American Wind Energy Association – Wind Energy Myths vs. Facts
http://www.awea.org/pubs/factsheets/050629_Myths_vs_Facts_Fact_Sheet.pdf


For More Information, Contact
David G LoomisDavid G. Loomis


Illinois State University
Campus Box 4200
Normal, IL 61790


309 438 7979309-438-7979
dloomis@ilstu.edu
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Abstract 
The objectives of this study are to examine whether proximity to the 240-turbine, Twin Groves 
wind farm (Phases I and II) in eastern McLean County, Illinois, has impacted nearby residential 
property values and whether any impact on nearby property values remains constant over 
different stages of wind farm development with the different stages corresponding to different 
levels of risk as perceived by nearby property owners. This study uses 3,851 residential property 
transactions from January 1, 2001 through December 1, 2009 from McLean and Ford Counties, 
Illinois. This is the first wind farm proximity and property value study to adopt pooled hedonic 
regression analysis with difference-in-differences estimators. This methodology significantly 
improves upon many of the methodologies found in the wind farm proximity and property value 
literature. This study finds some evidence that supports wind farm anticipation stigma theory and 
the results strongly reject the existence of wind farm area stigma theory.   
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1  Available online <http://www.irps.ilstu.edu/research/documents/LoadForecastingHinman-HickeyFall2009.pdf> 
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Executive Summary 
 
 
The objectives of this study are to examine whether proximity to the 240-turbine, Twin Groves 
wind farm (Phases I and II) in eastern McLean County, Illinois, has impacted nearby residential 
property values and whether any impact on nearby property values changes over the different 
stages of wind farm development. This study uses 3,851 residential property transactions from 
January 1, 2001 through December 1, 2009 from McLean and Ford Counties, Illinois. This is the 
first wind farm proximity and property value study to adopt pooled hedonic regression analysis 
with difference-in-differences estimators. This methodology significantly improves upon many of 
the previous methodologies found in the wind farm proximity and property value literature.  
 
The estimation results provide evidence that a “location effect” exists such that before the wind 
farm was even approved, properties located near the eventual wind farm area were devalued in 
comparison to other areas. Additionally, the results show that property value impacts vary based 
on the different stages of wind farm development. These stages of wind farm development 
roughly correspond to the different levels of risk as perceived by local residents and potential 
homebuyers. Some of the estimation results support the existence of “wind farm anticipation 
stigma theory,” meaning that property values may have diminished in “anticipation” of the wind 
farm after the wind farm project was approved by the McLean County Board. Wind farm 
anticipation stigma is likely due to the impact associated with a fear of the unknown, a general 
uncertainty surrounding a proposed wind farm project regarding the aesthetic impacts on the 
landscape, the actual noise impacts from the wind turbines, and just how disruptive the wind 
farm will be. However, during the operational stage of the wind farm project, as surrounding 
property owners living close to the wind turbines acquired additional information on the 
aesthetic impacts on the landscape and actual noise impacts of the wind turbines to see if any of 
their concerns materialized, property values rebounded and soared higher in real terms than 
they were prior to wind farm approval. Thus, this study presents evidence that demonstrates 
close proximity to an operating wind farm does not necessarily negatively influence property 
values or property value appreciation rates. The estimation results strongly reject the existence 
of “wind farm area stigma theory” for the area surrounding Twin Groves I and II. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 


A home is generally the largest investment that a family will make in their lifetime. Thus, 
factors that impact the value of one’s home are of prime importance to homeowners. Over the 
past few years, all across the United States, wind farms have been sprouting up. Many 
homeowners have expressed concern at public zoning hearings for proposed wind farms that 
their homes may be devalued because of the close proximity to a proposed wind turbine. 
Although over 35 studies have examined this issue of whether a negative relationship exists 
between property values and those homes in close proximity to wind turbines, there does not 
exist a general consensus in the literature. This lack of a consensus may be likely due to various 
degrees of rigor that the studies have demonstrated along with the various methodologies 
adopted. Many of the studies have been funded by wind energy companies as well as wind farm 
opponents. Thus, an unbiased analysis of this very important issue is difficult to come by. Hence, 
this study proposes an improved methodology to examine these issues going forward.  


Is there a stigma associated with properties located in close proximity to a proposed or 
operating wind farm? Does a negative relationship exist between property values and homes 
closer to wind turbines? Does the impact of a wind farm on nearby property values change over 
different stages of development2? This study uses pooled hedonic regression analysis to examine 
whether Twin Groves wind farm (Twin Groves Phase I and Phase II3) located in eastern McLean 
County, Illinois, has had an impact on local property values. The hedonic pricing model is based 
on the microeconomic theoretical framework developed by Lancaster (1966) and Rosen (1974) 
that decomposes the price of a good into its component attributes.  


Residential property sales were obtained from the Supervisors of Assessments Offices in 
McLean and Ford Counties for the 2001 through 2009 study period. It is important to obtain data 
both before and after construction of the wind facility and not just for the target and control 
areas, because there likely exists a location effect, which when properly controlled for takes into 
account any housing price differential between properties near the wind farm and far from the 
wind farm before wind farm operations. Thus, any devaluation found using only data from after 
construction may not be telling the whole story.  


A difference-in-differences estimator4 is utilized to examine whether a wind farm 
anticipation stigma5 developed after the approval of the wind farm and during the construction 
stage of the wind farm development. In addition, a difference-in-differences estimator is utilized 
to examine whether a wind farm area stigma developed due to the presence of the wind farm. 
This study examines the appreciation in real property values near the wind farm site in relation to 
surrounding areas over the different stages of wind farm development, which are thought to 
roughly correspond to the different levels of risk as perceived by local residents and homebuyers. 
                                                 
 
2 The different stages of the adjustment process correspond to different levels of risk as perceived by local residents 
and prospective homebuyers surrounding a wind farm project proposal, and these stages of the adjustment process 
are thought to correspond to the stages of wind farm development. 
3 Twin Groves I and II will be denoted as “TG I and II” or “wind farm(s)” throughout this article.  
4 Difference-in-differences estimators are popular estimation techniques utilized in the policy evaluation literature. 
5 Wind farm anticipation stigma theory is a concern surrounding a proposed or approved wind farm project that is 
primarily due to factors stemming from a fear of the unknown: a general uncertainty surrounding a wind farm 
project regarding the aesthetic impacts on the landscape, the actual noise impacts from the wind turbines, and just 
how disruptive the wind farm will actually be. 
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In addition, real property value levels in percentage terms are examined over the different stages 
of wind farm development. A few local real estate experts were interviewed and a local wind 
farm zoning hearing was attended, such that the author gained a better understanding of the local 
housing market and the attitudes of residents of the community.  
 The estimation results provide evidence that a location effect exists such that before the 
wind farm was even approved, properties located near the eventual wind farm area were 
devalued in comparison to other areas. Additionally, the results show that property value impacts 
vary based on the different stages of wind farm development. Some of the estimation results 
support the existence of wind farm anticipation stigma theory, meaning that property values may 
have diminished in anticipation of the wind farm, possibly because of the impact associated with 
a fear of the unknown: a general uncertainty surrounding a wind farm project regarding the 
aesthetic impacts on the landscape, the actual noise impacts from the wind turbines, and just how 
disruptive the wind farm will be. However, during the operational stage of the wind farm project, 
as surrounding property owners living close to the wind turbines acquired additional information 
on the aesthetic impacts on the landscape and actual noise impacts of the wind turbines to see if 
any of their concerns materialized, property values rebounded and soared higher in real terms 
than they were prior to wind farm approval. The author does not believe that property values 
near the wind farm rose strictly because of the wind farm locating there. However, it does seem 
to imply that property values in this particular area of McLean County do not necessarily decline 
because of a wind farm locating in the area near the properties, which is a common assumption 
and is often voiced during the wind farm permitting process. Thus, this study presents evidence 
that demonstrates close proximity to an operating wind farm does not necessarily negatively 
influence property values or property value appreciation rates and these results strongly reject the 
existence of wind farm area stigma theory for the area surrounding Twin Groves I and II. The 
results are consistent with views of some local real estate experts.  


The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II contains a review of the wind 
farm proximity and property value literature. Section III provides the theoretical basis for the 
model. Section IV provides an overview of the methodology. Section V contains an overview of 
the project location and data. Section VI presents the estimation results. Section VII provides 
recommendations for further research and some general conclusions. Appendix A describes 
community attitudes and survey results. Appendix B provides a detailed description of the data 
and estimation assumptions. Appendix C provides descriptive statistics including summary 
statistics of the variables by stage of the wind farm project. Appendix D provides a review of the 
difference-in-differences estimator as well as several simple estimations and explanations of the 
proper interpretation of the estimated coefficients. Appendix E provides the full estimation 
results. 


  
 
 


II. LITERATURE REVIEW 
This section provides a brief overview of the wind farm proximity and property value 


literature. For those readers interested in reviewing literature relevant to the wind farm proximity 
and property value topic, a comprehensive list of the studies reviewed (author, publication date, 
and type of study are listed) as part of this project appears in Table 1. Sample size, study type, 
property value impact, and location of the wind farms for the regional and national studies 
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involving actual wind farms are presented in Table 2. The localized analyses are presented in 
Table 36 along with detailed statistics regarding the wind farm size, study dates, number of 
observations, study area location, and property value impact. This section proceeds as follows: a 
comparison of the national and regional property value studies is undertaken followed by a 
discussion of how this study contributes to and compares with the existing wind farm proximity 
and property value literature involving hedonic regression analysis.  


Table 2 contains a summary of the regional and national property value studies that 
involved actual wind farms (as opposed to studies based on proposed wind farms7). Two studies 
conclude that properties are stigmatized surrounding wind farms: one based on an expert survey 
of realtors in Scotland, Wales, and England (Khatri, 2004), and the other study was based on a 
statistical model based on survey responses from homeowners in Denmark (Jordal-Jørgensen et 
al., 1996). The estimation results from the Denmark study could not be obtained, thus the 
statistical significance and details regarding the data utilized were not able to be scrutinized. 


There have been a couple studies involving wind farms across the United States and they 
all found no impact on property values as a result of the wind farms. Hoen et al. (2009) 
completed the most comprehensive and rigorous study by far that involved examining residential 
home sales surrounding 24 wind farms across the United States8. Hoen et al. (2009) utilized ten 
different estimation models, including a repeat sales model and a sales volume model, to 
determine whether an area stigma, a scenic vista stigma, or a nuisance stigma existed in relation 
to properties located near wind farms. Hoen et al. (2009) found that none of the models 
uncovered any conclusive evidence of the presence of any of the property value stigmas 
surrounding the wind farms. 


Table 3 contains a summary of the literature regarding localized property value impact 
studies involving actual wind farms (as opposed to proposed wind farms). All of the multiple 
linear regression analyses have been completed within the past four years, and so far there have 
not been any that specifically address the impact on property values for a wind farm located in 
the Midwest. In general, there have been quite a few studies addressing the impact of wind farms 
on property values in the Midwest; however, none of them involved rigorous statistical analysis9. 
The studies using the hedonic housing price model that focused on the impact of one particular 
wind farm on property values involve wind farms with less than 21 turbines. Therefore, this 
analysis involving 240 wind turbines is important because of the recent expansion of large wind 
projects.  


As indicated by the asterisks in Table 3, only two studies have actually been published in 
academic, peer-reviewed journals. Both published studies utilized multiple regression analysis 
which provides support of that method in the present study. The two published studies analyzed 


                                                 
 
6 The only strong correlations associated with the results across studies have to do with who funds the study, i.e., 
those funded by wind farm developers or wind energy proponents generally do not find a negative impact, while 
those studies funded by wind farm opponents generally find a negative impact on property values. Also, some 
correlation exists between the timing of the study and the results. For example, many of the studies conducted in 
areas where a wind farm is proposed involve surveys posed to local real estate experts. These studies find that there 
is an expectation that property values will decline if the wind farm is permitted and becomes operational. Thus, this 
gives rise to what this author terms, wind farm anticipation stigma theory. 
7 Several studies involved interviewing local residents and real estate experts regarding their opinion of the impact 
that a proposed wind farm would have on local property values if the wind farm was built. The results of these 
studies are consistent with wind farm anticipation stigma theory.  
8 The residential homes sales were collected from nine different states (ten different study areas). 
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property values in the United Kingdom and the data available10 were “limited to house type and 
selling price, and therefore not sufficiently detailed to highlight any small changes in value” 
(Sims and Dent, 2007, 626). All previous multiple regression analyses, except one, use the log-
linear functional form. Sims and Dent (2007) use the linear form and include yearly dummy 
variables to capture inflation. Both of the published studies use property transactions that 
occurred after the wind farms were constructed. After Sims and Dent (2007) found a negative 
relationship between distance to the wind farm and property values, they spoke with local 
realtors and found out that before the wind farm was constructed, properties close to the eventual 
wind farm site were valued less than properties farther away. Thus, the present study contributes 
to the existing literature by taking into consideration the time period prior to wind farm 
operations explicitly in the model and controlling for an extensive list of housing characteristics. 


 
 


                                                                                                                                                             
 
9 Rigorous statistical analysis is an important factor because the results of a study are essentially meaningless 
without this factor.  
10 The explanatory variables included in their models were limited to dummy variables. Though Malpezzi et al. 
(1980) point out that using mostly dummy variables allows maximum flexibility in estimation.  
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Illinois Wind 
Working Group 
(IWWG)


The Illinois Wind Working Group (IWWG) is affiliated with the 
Department of  Energy’s Wind Powering America’s State Wind Working 
Groups. The group is administered by the Center for Renewable Energy at 
Illinois State University, including David Kennell (Technology), Dr. David 
Loomis (Economics) and Dr. J. Randy Winter (Agriculture).


Wind Powering America (WPA) is a regionally-based collaborative initiative 
to increase the nation’s domestic energy supply by promoting the use of  
Wind Energy Technology, such as low wind speed technology, to increase 
rural economic development, protect the environment, and enhance the 
nation’s energy security. WPA provides technical support and educational 
and outreach materials about utility-scale development and small wind 
electric systems to utilities, rural cooperatives, federal property managers, 
rural landowners, Native Americans, and the general public.


IWWG is an organization whose purposes are to communicate wind 
opportunities honestly and objectively, to interact with various stakeholders 
at the local, state, regional and national levels, and to promote economic 
development of  wind energy in the state of  Illinois. The organization 
is hosted by Illinois State University through a grant from the U.S. 
Department of  Energy.  The Illinois Wind Working Group is comprised 
of  175 key wind energy stakeholders from the state of  Illinois.


IWWG is part of  Illinois State University’s Center for Renewable Energy 
and hosts an annual Advancing Wind Power in Illinois Conference that 
covers many aspects of  wind energy; an annual Siting, Zoning and Taxing 
Wind Farms in Illinois Conference; and Landowner Forums throughout 
the state.


www.RenewableEnergy.ilstu.edu/wind/
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Illinois State University established the Center for Renewable Energy, and it 
received Illinois Board of  Higher Education approval in 2008. The Center 
was initially funded by a $990,000 grant from the U.S. Department of  
Energy (US DOE) to research renewable energy, to establish a major in 
renewable energy at Illinois State and to administer the Illinois Wind 
Working Group (IWWG). The Center also received a grant from the Illinois 
Clean Energy Community Foundation to help complete its state-of-the-art 
renewable energy laboratory.  


The Center has three major functional areas: 
 


Founding Members:


Founding members include Horizon Wind Energy LLC, State Farm 
Insurance, Suzlon Wind Energy Corp., and Iberdrola Renewables.


Support of  the Renewable Energy Major: 


Many new workers will be needed in the renewable energy industry.  To meet  
the growing demand for trained and educated workers, we have developed 
an interdisciplinary renewable energy major at Illinois State University.   
Graduates of  the renewable energy program are well-positioned to compete 
for new and existing jobs. 


The Center supports the renewable energy major through: 


For more information about the Renewable Energy Undergraduate 
Major, please visit www.RenewableEnergy.ilstu.edu/major/.


Center for 
Renewable 


Energy
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• Supporting the renewable energy major at Illinois State University
• Serving the Illinois renewable energy community by providing 
   information to the public
• Encouraging applied research on renewable energy at Illinis State  
   University and through collaborations with other universities.


• Creation of  an advisory board of  outside experts, 
• Establishing a renewable energy internship program,
• Bringing renewable energy experts to campus for seminars for 
   faculty and students, 
• Funding scholarships to ensure high quality students in the major
• Providing ongoing financial support for the major. 







Executive
Summary


Energy consumption in the United Sates has been increasing and the cost 
of  fossil fuels has been unstable in recent years. Expanding investment 
in renewable energy is one way to reduce the nation’s dependence on 
fossil fuels. The Not-In-My-Back-Yard (NIMBY) opposition and various 
concerns raised at public hearings, however, may inhibit the expansion of  
wind energy in Illinois. This study aims to characterize the public beliefs 
and opinions toward wind energy in central Illinois. A survey was sent to 
random samples selected from four areas of  the state: an area with an 
operating wind farm, an area with a proposed wind farm, an area with 
wind resource potential but no wind farm proposal yet, and an area with 
limited wind resource.  


The main results are:
Few differences in attitudes among the areas were found, indicating 
that opinions tend to be the same whether the community is in the 
middle of  a wind project or not. 


More than 80% of  the respondents support the development of  
wind farms in their community. Respondents agree that wind farms 
are good for the environment, for job creation, and for rural 
economic development. 


Wind farms were identified as the preferred resource for expanding 
U.S. electricity production.


Respondents support wind energy but households surveyed are re-
luctant to pay a substantial premium (more than a 5% price increase) 
for green energy. 


 The major positive attributes of  wind energy perceived by the 
population are the absence of  greenhouse gas emission and the 
reduction of  the dependence on foreign energy sources. 


Concerns that need to be addressed include interference with 
telecommunications, the perceived high cost of  power generated, 
and the loss of  farmland that is taken out of  production for the 
installation of  the turbines. 


The support for wind farms is greater than the support for ethanol 
plants.


Respondents who agree that human activity impacts global warming 
are also more likely to support a policy to reduce U.S. greenhouse 
gas, support a federal mandate for renewable energy, and support 
the development of  wind farms.


•


•


•


•


•


•


•


•
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I. IntroductionEnergy consumption in the United Sates has been increasing due to overall 
population and economic growth. In addition, fossil fuels prices have been 
unstable in recent years causing significant pressure on the economy. 
Expanding investment in renewable energy is one way to reduce the nation’s 
dependence on oil (American Wind Energy Association, 2009). Today, 
the wind energy sector is part of  the country’s energy portfolio, but its 
contribution is still very low in comparison to oil, coal, or nuclear energy. 
However, development of  wind farms is expanding rapidly and in 2008 the 
United States became the number one producer of  wind energy in the world 
(American Wind Energy Association, 2009). Witnessing such growth of  
commercial wind farms has caused the population to develop opinions about 
the wind farm phenomenon. In this context, this study aims to identify the 
public beliefs and attitudes toward wind energy with a specific focus on 
central Illinois. Some public opinion has been studied before in this state in 
the form of  a case study and personal interviews (Casey, 2007). That study 
found that concerns come from the lack of  public participation in the 
decision making process, the mistrust of  the wind developers by the public, 
and the inequitable distribution of  project burdens and benefits. This study 
aims to identify the general attitudes about large wind farms in central Illinois, 
through a survey of  residents.


The primary objective of  this survey is to determine the population’s beliefs, 
whether positive or negative, about commercial wind energy. Indeed, in some 
local hearings the opposition and support groups are fairly balanced in 
number. Thus, we wish to determine if  the opposition or support at the 
hearings is representative of  the overall population’s opinions. The second 
objective is to make comparisons between different groups of  the 
population to analyze any similarities or disparities in their attitudes and 
opinions. The survey was sent to four distinctly different communities: one 
with a wind farm, one with a proposed wind farm, one with no proposal but 
with good wind potential, and one with limited wind potential.  The final 
objective is to identify ideas that developers can use to go forward with 
projects which could help promote rural economic development in support 
of  a healthy rural community. 
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II. Wind Energy: 
Focus on Illinois 


Current Situation


Siting and Zoning 
Process


The production of  electricity in Illinois comes primarily from coal and 
nuclear power. Renewable energy accounts for 0.72 million MWh in the 
production mix (Energy Information Administration, 2009).  The wind 
energy resource in Illinois ranks sixteenth in terms of  wind potential 
in the United States with 61 billion potential kWhs annually (AWEA, 
2009). However, Illinois is currently in the top ten states for installed 
wind energy. As of  September, 2009, Illinois had nineteen wind 
projects online, ranking seventh in the United States and two more 
projects under construction. The largest wind farm site in Illinois is 
the Twin Groves Wind Farm I and II located in McLean County with 
a capacity of  396 MW. The developer, Horizon, plans to expand this 
wind farm with an additional 500 MW, which would make it the 
largest wind farm in the United States.  In 2007, the state of  Illinois 
passed legislation that includes a Renewable Electricity Standard (RES) 
mandating that 25% of  its electricity will be produced from renewable 
energy by 2025 (Illinois General Assembly, 2007). This means around 
7,500 to 8,000 MW of  renewable energy must be built and 75% of  it 
must come from wind energy (AWEA, 2009). Therefore, in sixteen 
years, the state must install at least an additional 4,453 MW of  wind 
energy if  all the renewable energy is to be produced within the state. 


The process of  developing a wind farm may span several years. Prior to 
construction, a special use permit must be obtained from the county 
board where the project is to be built.  (Exceptions exist. For example, 
Winnebago County has a permitted use for wind farms and some 
counties have no zoning whatsoever.)  Although wind ordinances vary 
from county to county, most counties require environmental studies 
and agency approvals prior to granting a special use permit. Wind 
developers must adhere to any municipal codes and must have their 
project reviewed through a public hearing process (Pebbles, 2010). 
Working with local officials rather than state officials may be 
advantageous; local boards may understand the issues and the interests 
for a project in their community (Del Franco, 2009). The development 
process is comprised of  several steps. First, the developer finds a 
location with sufficient wind resources using meteorological data and 
then makes initial contact with landowners as well as local government 
officials. Then, they use a meteorological test tower (met tower) to 
gather actual wind speed data. During this period, a check of  existing 
transmission lines is necessary. If  the interest in the location is 
maintained, the developer engages in negotiations with landowners to 
lease their land for wind turbines, access roads, power lines and 
substations. The draft of  the site plan can then be developed. 
Negotiations for the payment of  the lease are finalized while studies 
such as environmental impacts are conducted. If  the project overcomes 
all of  these hurdles and is approved by the county board, construction 
can begin resulting in a fully functioning wind farm. 
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Enterprise Zones 
and High Impact 
Businesses


III. Methodology


Enterprise zones are geographic areas where new businesses can 
benefit from state incentives, usually tax exemptions, in order to boost 
the economic development of  the area. The concept was enacted in 
1982 to revitalize manufacturing and create jobs. There are 95 
enterprise zones in Illinois viewed as highly attractive for new 
businesses. Wind developers were targeting these areas as well, but on 
July 1, 2009, the Illinois General Assembly passed a bill that identifies 
wind power facilities as “high impact businesses” that qualify for sales 
and use tax exemptions without being located in an enterprise zone. 
This new law opens many new areas of  the state as potential sites for 
wind farms.


The study assessed public opinion about large wind farms and related 
energy issues at one point in time. The population of  interest includes 
individuals living in central Illinois between Interstate 64 and Interstate 
80. These central counties have a total population of  about 2.8 million 
people (U.S. Census estimate for 2007). Four specific areas in central 
Illinois were identified for the study based on their status with respect 
to large wind farms:


Area 1 is located in the villages of  Saybrook, Arrowsmith and 
Ellsworth in McLean County, close to the Twin Groves Wind 
Farm. Area 2 spans Mercer and Warren counties; and contains the 
communities of  Alexis, Seaton and Little York. Area 3 spans Morgan 
and Scott counties, and contains the villages of  Bluffs, Concord and 
Chapin. Area 4 is located in Marion County and contains Patoka, 
Vernon and Alma municipalities.


Eight hundred surveys were sent (200 to each area) based on an 
anticipated minimum response rate of  15%, yielding at least 30 
responses from each area. This response rate allows us to conduct 
appropriate statistical analyses. A randomly generated list of  addressees 
was obtained from a publicly available listing from whitepages.com. A 
potential problem with this approach is the possibility that there are 
missing addresses from people who are not listed. According to 
Iannacchione et al. (2003), an evaluation of  coverage of  mailing 
addresses conducted in Texas found a total of  46 missing addresses 
(1.9 percent) among the 2,380 randomly selected addresses.


Roughly 1,000 addresses from three different but adjacent zip codes 
was the basis for each sample. From these 1,000 addresses, 1 out of  5 
was randomly picked to obtain our sample size of  200. This process 
was repeated for each area.  
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Figure 1:  Areas Studied in Illinois


1. An area with a wind farm already in operation
2. An area with a proposed wind farm 
3. An area with the potential of  a wind farm but no active proposal
4. An area with limited potential of  wind farm construction







IV. Results   
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Demographics 


The final survey included the cover letter explaining the objectives of  
the survey and directions for the participants. Then, 28 questions 
were presented in four pages. The questionnaire consisted of  a 
demographics section, an opinion section, and a comment section.  
The questionnaires and the cover letters were sent by mail, and the 
respondents had 60 days to complete and return the survey. After 
two weeks, a reminder postcard was sent to the addresses where 
surveys had not yet been returned, and after a month a second 
mailing of  the questionnaire was sent as well to non-respondents. 
Surveys were mailed twice in order to increase the survey response 
rate. The full survey is contained in Appendix A.


 
As of  September 1st, 2009, 785 mailed surveys arrived to correct 
destinations. At this point, 313 answers have been returned, 
representing a 39.9% return rate. However, some of  the surveys 
returned were blank so the final number of  usable answers is 277. 
This yields an overall response rate of  35.3%.  


Results are reported as percentages since some respondents chose to 
not answer some items. The majority of  respondents are male (63%). 
Also, respondents are 99% white Caucasian, 51% are 56 years of  age 
or older, and 73% of  the respondents are married. In addition, 69% 
of  the households contain two or fewer occupants. The majority 
of  respondents (51%) are full time employees but there is also a 
relatively high representation of  retired persons (35%). Furthermore, 
41 respondents noted their occupation as related to farming which 
represents 14.8% of  the sample population and was the most 
common occupation. Household income was fairly diverse. Twenty 
percent of  households earn $25,000 or less, 32% earn between 
$25,001 and $50,000, 24% earn between $50,001 and $75,000 and 
finally 24% earn more than $75,001. Most of  the respondents stated 
that they live in a rural community (87%). The inhabitants of  the 
surveyed households have been in their residence for roughly 20 
years on average. However, answers vary widely from less than one 
year to 70 years. In addition, 34% reported that the highest level of  
education completed is high school, while 25% of  the people had 
attended some college. Furthermore, the three main sources of  news 
information were:  47% from television, 23% from newspapers, and 
12% from radio. The majority of  the population (65%) uses gas as 
heating fuel which is followed by electricity (18%). Three percent 
of  the respondents have a hybrid car and 19% own a flexible fuel 
car. The number of  vehicles in each household varies from zero to 
six with an average between two and three (2.4). Also, 88% of  the 
respondents who are currently employed usually drive a car, truck, or 
van to get to work. The participants were also asked if  their county 
had an operating or a proposed wind farm.  Responses are presented 
in Table 2.


Table 1: Delivered questionnaires per area
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The majority of  respondents recognized whether or not their area 
has a wind farm and/or an active proposal at the time of  the survey. 
They correctly stated that Area 1 had an operating wind farm (Twin 
Groves Wind Farm) and a proposed one (in Chenoa and Carlock 
communities). 


For Area 2, the majority recognized that there was no operating wind 
farm but a proposal was in place (Alexis community). In Area 3, 
which has good wind potential but no current proposal, respondents 
correctly answered that there is not an operating wind farm. 
Furthermore, more respondents (32.8%) recognized there was no 
proposal than the ones who said there was (10.4%). Finally, Area 4 
stated correctly that they had no operating or proposed wind farm. 
The most significant observation from the data in this table is that a 
considerable portion of  the respondents answered “do not know,” 
which demonstrates a lack of  information concerning wind farm 
proposals in their counties.  


Respondents’ opinions about general energy statements were 
evaluated using Likert-type scale. The statement that generated the 
most unfavorable response addresses the respondents’ support for 
the construction of  an ethanol plant in their community. Twenty-two 
percent either disagree or strongly disagree which is the most dis-
agreement with any statement but still not a majority. On the other 
hand, when asked if  they support the construction of  a wind farm 
in their community, respondents express the highest level of  support 
with 82% either agreeing or strongly agreeing as shown in Figure 2.


Finally, the item that displays the highest neutrality or lack of  opinion 
is the question regarding the availability of  ethanol produced from 
cellulosic materials. Seventeen percent of  respondents were neutral 
and 26% had no opinion. This may be due to cellulosic ethanol being 
an emerging technology that may be unfamiliar to most people 
outside of  the bio-energy industry. Table 3 shows the response 
distribution for all statements.


Opinions


Figure 2:  Distribution of  responses to 
the statement: I support the development 
of  a wind farm in my community.


Table 2:  Community awareness of  operating and proposed wind farms in county.


Is there an operating wind 
farm in your county?


Is there a proposed wind 
farm in your county?


AREA 1


AREA 2


AREA 3


AREA 4


    0.0%
100.0%
    0.0%


18.1%
11.1%
70.8%


19.1%
  1.5%
79.4%


16.4%
0.0%


83.6%


19.0%
77.8%
  3.2%


38.9%
45.8%
15.3%


56.7%
10.5%
32.8%


44.3%
3.3%


52.4%


Do not know
Yes
 No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No


Do not know
Yes
No







Questions 20 and 21 asked respondents to express their opinions 
concerning the importance or concern regarding some attributes 
of  wind energy. The three positive characteristics that respondents 
identified as most important were: wind energy reduces dependence 
on foreign energy sources (judged very important by 87.9% of  re-
spondents); wind energy represents an alternative source of  energy 
(judged very important by 81.9% of  respondents); and there is no 
emission of  greenhouse gases (judged very important by 78.1% of  
respondents). The three items that concerned respondents most about 
wind farms were wind energy interferes with telecommunications: 
Radio/TV/Internet service/Cell phone (20.7% of  respondents feel 
very concerned); the cost of  power generated is expensive (19.3% of  
respondents feel very concerned); and wind farms take farmland out 
of  production (18.1% of  respondents feel very concerned).


Question 22 pertains to state and federal mandates for renewable 
energy. Fifty-one percent of  respondents support a state mandate and 
55% support a federal mandate. The opposition for both questions is 
about 20%, while 26% and 30%, respectively, answered that they are 
unsure.


Figure 3: Respondents’ 
willingness to pay more for 
wind energy
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Table 3:  Responses to general energy statements.
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Table 4: Responses on wind energy statements 


Strongly 
Oppose 


Somewhat
Oppose 


Neither 
support nor 


oppose 


Somewhat
Support 


Strongly 
Support 


Do you support… 


further development of wind farms in 
the state of Illinois? 


4.0% 2.9% 13.0% 31.2% 48.9% 


the idea that the state government should 
provide tax incentives to support the 
development of renewable energy in 
Illinois? 


10.5% 5.5% 13.5% 40.7% 29.8% 


the idea that the federal government should 
provide tax incentives to support the 
development of renewable energy? 


11.2% 5.1% 10.1% 40.2% 33.3% 


the idea of building more high voltage 
transmission lines as a way to increase 
wind energy production? 


8.9% 13.4% 28.6% 29.4% 19.7% 


the idea that rural electric cooperatives 
should promote wind energy? 


5.5% 2.6% 17.6% 38.8% 35.5% 


the idea that utility companies should be 
required to accept electricity generated by 
wind farms? 


5.1% 3.3% 13.5% 24.8% 53.3% 


the idea that the federal government should 
implement a program to reduce U.S 
greenhouse gas emission (a “carbon tax” or 
a carbon “cap and trade” system)? 


19.6% 10.5% 28.0% 20.4% 21.5% 


To conclude the opinion questions, respondents were asked to rank their preferences of sources 
for expanding electricity production in the U.S. as shown in Table 5. The number one preferred source 
was wind energy followed by solar energy. Building more dams ranks third. Constructing more biomass 
burning plants came in fourth, and building more natural gas burning plants followed in fifth. The lowest 
ranked options were building additional coal burning plants and nuclear plants to expand electricity 
production. 


Table 5: Rank for expanding US electricity 


Item Rank 


Build more wind farms 1


Build more solar panels 2 
Build more dams 3
Build more biomass burning 
plants 4


Build more natural gas 
burning plants 5


Build more coal burning plant 6 


Build more nuclear plants 7
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Table 5: Rank for expanding US electricity 


Item Rank 


Build more wind farms 1


Build more solar panels 2 
Build more dams 3
Build more biomass burning 
plants 4


Build more natural gas 
burning plants 5


Build more coal burning plant 6 


Build more nuclear plants 7


Table 4:  Responses on wind energy statements


Table 5:  Rank for expanding US electricityAn essential aspect of  renewable energy is the price to the 
consumer. Question 23 addresses the willingness of  the 
respondents’ to pay a premium for various forms of  renewable 
energy. The majority of  the respondents are generally supportive 
of  renewable energy technologies, but most are not willing to pay 
a substantial premium (>5%) for renewable energy as shown in 
Figure 3. 


Table 4 shows the level of  support or opposition of  respondents 
concerning various wind energy issues. The strongest level of  
opposition is associated with a potential program from the federal 
government to reduce U.S. greenhouse gas emission. On the other 
hand, the strongest support is expressed for the idea that utility 
companies should be required to accept electricity generated by 
wind farms. Mixed opinions exist for expanding transmission 
lines (28.6% neither support nor oppose).  Finally, 80.1 % of  
respondents somewhat or strongly support further development 
of  wind farms in the state of  Illinois.


To conclude the opinion questions, respondents were asked to rank their 
preferences of  sources for expanding electricity production in the U.S. 
(Table 5). The most preferred source was wind energy followed by solar 
energy. Building more dams ranks third. Constructing more biomass 
burning plants came in fourth, and building more natural gas burning 
plants followed in fifth. The lowest ranked options were building 
additional coal burning plants and nuclear plants to expand electricity 
production.







In order to test if  the proximity of  a wind farm impacts the residents’ 
opinions, answers were compared by area on every item of  the survey.  
The following items appear significantly different:


Concern that cost of  power generated by wind energy is expensive 
(Question 21): differences were found between Areas 2 and 3 and 
between 2 and 4. The calculated values of  the means show that people 
from Area 2 feel less concerned by the cost of  power 
generated by wind than people in Areas 3 and 4.


 Importance of  low cost as an attribute of  wind energy (Question 20): 
Area 1 is statistically different from Areas 2 and 4 in that 
respondents from Area 1 believe that the low cost of  energy 
generated is less important that respondents in Area 2 and 4. 


 Regarding the idea that utility companies should be required to accept 
electricity generated by wind farms (Question 24): a statistical difference 
was found between Area 1 and Area 2. Respondents from Area 2 appear 
to be more supportive of  this idea than respondents from Area 1. 


 Finally, the four areas differ when ranking their choices by source 
to expand electricity in the United States (Question 25). Area 2 is 
statistically different from Areas 3 and 4 on the item “Build more coal-
burning electrical power plants.” Respondents from Area 2 put this 
source in a lower rank than the other areas. In addition, Areas 1 and 2 
ranked “Build more biomass-burning electrical power plants” higher 
than Areas 3 and 4.


•


•


•


•


Area Comparison 
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Chi-square tests were used in order to compare distributions of  frequencies 
between different questions. The first test compared responses to two 
statements about respondents’ beliefs concerning general energy statements. 
Distributions of  the support for wind farm versus the support for ethanol 
plants are compared in Table 6.  


Distribution  
Comparisons
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Area comparison: In order to test if the proximity of a wind farm impacts the residents’ opinions, 
answers were compared by area on every item of the survey. Tests were based on the hypothesis that each 
area’s means are equal. Failure to reject this hypothesis would result in the conclusion that the location of 
the respondent does not influence the answers. The following items appear significantly different: 


-  Concern that cost of power generated by wind energy is expensive (Question 21): differences 
were found between Areas 2 and 3 and between 2 and 4. The calculated values of the means show 
that people from Area 2 feel less concerned by the cost of power generated by wind than people 
in Areas 3 and 4. 


- Importance of low cost as an attribute of wind energy (Question 20): Area 1 is statistically 
different from Areas 2 and 4 in the way that respondents from Area 1 believe that the low cost of 
energy generated is less important that respondents in Area 2 and 4.  


- Regarding the idea that utility companies should be required to accept electricity generated by 
wind farms (Question 24): a statistical difference was found between Area 1 and Area 2. 
Respondents from Area 2 appear to be more supportive of this idea than respondents from Area 1.  


- Finally, the four areas differ when ranking their choices by source to expand electricity in the 
United States (Question 25). Area 2 appears statistically different from Areas 3 and 4 on the item 
“Build more coal-burning electrical power plants.” Respondents from Area 2 put this source in a 
lower rank than the other areas. In addition, Areas 1 and 2 ranked “Build more biomass-burning 
electrical power plants” higher than Areas 3 and 4. 


Distribution comparisons: Chi-square tests were used in order to compare distributions of frequencies 
between different questions. The first test was completed on two statements from respondents’ beliefs 
concerning general energy statements. Distributions of the support for wind farm versus the support for 
ethanol plants are compared in Table 5.   


Table 5: Wind and ethanol distributions comparison using Chi-square 


I support the construction of an ethanol plant in my community 
Strongly 
disagree


and
disagree 


Neutral 
Agree and 
strongly 


agree 
Total 


I support the 
development of a 
wind farm in my 


community


Strongly disagree and 
disagree: Count 9 3 9


Expected count 4.6 5.3 10.1 
Chi-square component 4.21 1.00 0.12 5.33 
Neutral: Count 7 7 6
Expected count 4.6 5.3 10.2 
Chi-square component 1.25 0.55 1.73 3.53 
Agree and Strongly 
agree: Count 41 58 113 


Expected count 48.3 56.6 107.3 
Chi-square component 1.10 0.03 0.30 1.44 


Calculated Chi- square 10.29 


Note: table constructed out of people who express their opinion 


For this test, the critical value of the Chi-square criterion is 9.48. The calculated Chi-square is 
greater than the critical value; therefore, the distributions are not the same, and we can conclude that For this test, the critical value of  the Chi-square criterion is 9.48. The 


calculated Chi-square is greater than the critical value; therefore, the 
distributions are not the same, and we can conclude that respondents 
have broader support for wind farms than for ethanol plants (for more 
details, see Theron, 2010).


The second test was performed comparing the distribution of  the 
support for wind farm and the distribution for the belief  that human 
activity has a major impact on global warming.


Again, the critical value of  the Chi-square is 9.48. The calculated 
Chi-square exceeds the critical value which implies that the distributions 
are significantly different. This result can be interpreted as following: 
support for wind farms is greater for respondents who agree that human 
activity impacts on global warming than those who disagree. In the group 
of  respondents who disagree that human activity impacts on global 
warming, 25% of  the respondents do not support wind farm 
development in their community. In the group who believes that human 
activity impacts global warming, only 4% of  the respondents do not 
support wind farm in their community. Thus, it can be concluded that 
respondents who agree that human activity impacts on global warming 
are more likely to support the development of  a wind farm in their 
community. 
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Table 6: Wind and ethanol distributions comparison using Chi-square


Note: table constructed from respondents who expressed their opinion
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Similar tests were conducted and conclusions can be drawn that 
respondents who support a program to reduce U.S. greenhouse gas 
emissions and those who support a state or a federal mandate for 
renewable energy are also more likely to support the development of  
wind farms in their community and in the state of  Illinois (for details, 
see Theron, 2010).
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respondents have broader support for wind farms than for ethanol plants (for more details, see thesis 
Theron, 2010). 


The second test was performed between the distribution of the support for wind farm and the distribution 
for the belief that human activity has a major impact on global warming. 


Table 6: Wind and global warming distributions comparison using Chi-square 


I support the development of a wind farm in my community 
Strongly 


disagree and 
disagree 


Neutral 
Agree and 
strongly 


agree 
Total 


Human activity has 
a major impact on 


global warming 


Strongly disagree and 
disagree: Count 11 8 25 


Expected count 3.5 3.5 36.9 
Chi-square component 16.07 5.79 3.84 25.69 
Neutral: Count 2 1 27 
Expected count 2.5 2.5 26.1 
Chi-square component 0.10 0.90 0.03 1.03 
Agree and strongly 
agree 7 11 162 


Expected count 14.3 14.2 149.9 
Chi-square component 3.73 0.72 0.98 5.42 


    
Calculated Chi-square 32.15 


Note: table constructed out of people who express their opinion 


Again, the critical value of the Chi-square is 9.48. The calculated Chi-square exceeds the critical 
value on the above table which implies that the distributions are significantly different. This result can be 
interpreted as following: support for wind farms is different between respondents who agree that human 
activity impacts on global warming and those who disagree. In the group of respondents who disagree 
that human activity impacts on global warming, 25% of the respondents do not support wind farm 
development in their community. In the other group, only 4% of the respondents do not support wind 
farm in their community. Thus, it can be concluded that respondents who agree that human activity 
impacts on global warming are more likely to support the development of a wind farm in their 
community.  


Similar tests were conducted and conclusions can be drawn that respondents who support a 
program to reduce U.S greenhouse gas emissions and those who support a state or a federal mandate for 
renewable energy are also more likely to support the development of wind farms in their community and 
in the state of Illinois (for details, see Theron, 2010). 


V. CONCLUSION 


Table 7:  Wind and global warming distributions comparison using Chi-square


Note: table constructed from respondents who expressed their opinion







This research revealed a predominance of  positive attitudes and opinions 
about wind energy. The survey revealed that about 80% of  respondents 
support the development of  a wind farm in their community.  The support 
expressed by respondents was proven to be significantly different from 
the opposition. In addition, most respondents agree that wind farms are 
good for the environment, job creation, and rural economic development. 
Respondents identify the potential for reduction of  dependence on foreign 
energy sources as the most important attribute of  wind energy. 


Respondents who agree that human activity has a major impact on global 
warming are also more likely to support wind energy. In addition, these 
individuals support a government program that would reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions and support federal and state mandates for renewable energy. 
However, respondents are still reluctant to pay a substantial premium for 
renewable energy.


The survey also found that in general, there was no significant difference 
in opinions concerning wind energy between the different areas. The 
proximity of  the respondents to a wind farm does not impact their 
opinions.


One last objective of  the study was to identify issues that developers 
should be prepared to address at public hearings.  The last section of  the 
questionnaire allowed respondents to express any comment they would like. 
Respondents felt that they needed more information from wind developers 
pertaining to cost of  construction, cost of  electricity generated, operating 
characteristics of  wind farms (life span, maintenance, decommissioning), 
and the positive and negative features of  wind energy. 


Respondents were not indifferent to the survey since many comments 
sections were filled with comments such as:


“I am in favor of  alternative energy if  it is also cost effective.”
“I would like to see the production of  energy stay closer to the source.”
“I have windmills all around me and they are not as bad as I thought.”
“Everyone would be happier with windmills if  the area would get a 
  reduced electric bill.”
“Let’s use the land in Illinois that is not food productive for wind farms.”


V. Conclusion
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APPEDNIX A: SURVEY 


Public Beliefs and Attitudes Concerning Wind Farms 
in Central Illinois


We are attempting to identify public beliefs and attitudes concerning renewable energy in Illinois with 
special emphasis on wind energy. Your name was randomly selected from members of your community and we are 
writing to ask for your participation in the enclosed survey. If you are less than 18 years old, please disregard this 
request. 


We will be using a questionnaire that should take less than fifteen minutes of your time. The questions 
solicit your point of view on renewable energy in general and wind power in particular. As a limited number of 
community members have been selected for this survey, each response is important in order to fairly represent the 
beliefs and attitudes of the community. We would appreciate your participation by completing the questionnaire and 
returning it to us in the prepaid envelope enclosed. 


We want to assure you that the information you provide is strictly confidential. Your responses will be 
combined with those of other participants and only grouped data and summary will be released. The number on your 
questionnaire is for tracking purpose only so that you will not be sent a reminder notice if you respond to this 
questionnaire by June 30, 2009. Your participation is voluntary and there is no penalty if you choose not to 
participate. 


The community will benefit from this survey because the results will be used by wind energy developers to 
address the concerns of the public and lead to a better working relationship between companies and the 
communities in which they operate. Results of the study will also be used by community and government officials to 
help understand and address concerns of citizens in dealing with wind energy companies and proposals. In 
addition to publication and presentation in appropriate professional outlets, the results of this project will be shared 
through the popular press as there is tremendous interest in all aspects of renewable energy within the media and 
population. 


If you have any questions about your rights as a subject/participant in this research, or if you feel you have 
been placed at risk, you can contact the Research Ethics and Compliance Office at Illinois State University at (309) 
438-2520. We would appreciate your help with this research project. Please complete and return the questionnaire 
by June 30, 2009.   


If you have questions about the research, you may contact Dr. Randy Winter by phone (309) 438-3563 or 
by email at rwinter@ilstu.edu.


Thank you.  
Sincerely,


                  
J. Randy Winter,     Sophie Theron, 
Professor     Graduate Research Assistant  
Illinois State University     Illinois State University  
Department of Agriculture    Department of Agriculture  
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DEMOGRAPHICS 


1. What is your gender?  
□ Male  □ Female 
 
2. What is your age? 
□ Under 25       □ 26-30    □ 31-35  □ 36-40  □ 41-45     □ 46-50 
□ 51-55              □ 56-60  □ 61-65  □ 66 and over 
 
3. What is your ethnicity? 
□ White/Caucasian  □ Asian    □ Hispanic 
□ Black/African-American  □ Indian-American  □ Other (please specify) ________ 
 
4. What is your marital status? 
□ Married    □ Engaged   □ Divorced  
□ Widowed    □ Partner   □ Separated 
□ Never married / Single  
 
5. What is your household income? 
□  $25,000 or less   □  $50,001 to $75,000  □  More than $100,000 
□  $25,001 to $50,000  □  $75,001 to $100,000   
 
6. How many people currently live at your residence? 
□ 1 (you) □ 3  □ 5  □ 7 
□ 2  □ 4  □ 6  □ 8 and more 
 
7. How long have you lived at your current residence? ____________ years 
 
8. What is your current employment status? 
□ Student   □ Full time employee  □ Unemployed 
□ Retired   □ Part time employee  □ Other (please specify) ________ 
    
9. What is your current occupation? ___________________________ 
 
10. What is the highest level of education you have completed? 
□ Less than High School     □ 4-Year College Degree  
□ Some High School      (Bachelor’s degree: BA, BS) 
□ High School Degree     □ Some Graduate or Professional School 
□ Some College      □ Master’s Degree (M.S., MBA) 
□ 2-Year College Degree (Associate degree)   □ Professional Degree (M.D., J.D.) 
       □ Doctorate Degree (Ph.D.) 
 
11. What is your main source of information for current news/events? (Check only one)  
 □ Television  □ Friends  □Magazines 
 □ Radio   □ E-mail  □ Newspapers 
 □ Internet   □ Family   □ Other (please specify) ________________   
  
12. Which fuels do you use the most for heating your residence? (Check only one) 
□ Gas    □ Coal   □ Wind 
□ Electricity   □ Wood   □ Other (please specify) ________________ 
□ Oil/kerosene   □ Solar    
 
13. Does your household have…?  
…a flexible fuel car   □ Yes  □ No 
…a hybrid car    □ Yes  □ No 
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14. How many automobiles/vans/trucks (1 ton capacity or less) does your household have? 
□ 1    □ 3   □ 5 
□ 2    □ 4   □ 6 and more 
 
15. How do you usually get to work? (Check only one) 
□ Do not work   □ Bicycle  □ Walk 
□ Bus    □ Work at home  □ Car/ truck/ van 
 
16. Which of the following describes the area you live in? 
□ Rural    □ Urban   □ Suburban    
  
17. Is there an operating wind farm in your county? 
□ Yes    □ No   □ Do not know 


 
18. Is there a proposed wind farm in your county? 
□ Yes    □ No   □ Do not know 


OPINIONS 


19. How much do you agree /disagree with the following statements. Scale: 1-Strongly Disagree, 2-Disagree, 3-
Neutral, 4- Agree, 5-Strongly agree, 6-No opinion. 
 
 


Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 


Agree 
No 


opinion 


Human activity has a major impact on global 
warming. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Global warming presents a serious risk to our 
future well-being. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


The U.S. should drill more oil wells in the Gulf 
of Mexico. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


The U.S. should drill more oil wells in Alaska. 1 2 3 4 5 6 
I support the development of a wind farm in my 
community. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Wind farms are good for the environment. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Wind farms are good for agriculture. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Wind farms are good for job creation. 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Wind farms are good for rural economic 
development. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


I support the construction of an ethanol plant in 
my community. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Compared to gasoline, the use of ethanol is 
good for the environment. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Ethanol production is good for agriculture. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Ethanol production is good for job creation. 1 2 3 4 5 6 
Ethanol production is good for rural economic 
development. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Ethanol produced from cellulosic materials will 
be competitively available within two years. 1 2 3 4 5 6 


Technological advancements will help solve the 
energy crisis. 1 2 3 4 5 6 
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20. How important are the following attributes of wind energy? Scale:  1-Not important, 2-Somewhat important, 3-
Very important, 4-Unsure. 


 Not 
 Important 


Somewhat 
Important 


Very 
Important Unsure 


Low cost of energy generated 1 2 3 4 


No emission of greenhouse gases 1 2 3 4 


No water usage to produce energy 1 2 3 4 


Creates construction jobs 1 2 3 4 


Creates permanent jobs on site 1 2 3 4 


Adds economy activity in the community 1 2 3 4 


Source of  income for landowners 1 2 3 4 


Source of local tax revenue 1 2 3 4 


Represents an alternative source of energy 1 2 3 4 


Reduce dependence on foreign energy sources 1 2 3 4 


  
 
21. Please rate the level of concern you have for the following attributes of wind farms. Scale:  1-Not Concerned at 
all, 2-Not very Concerned, 3-Somewhat Concerned, 4-Very Concerned, 5-Unsure. 


  Not 
Concerned at 


all 


Not very 
Concerned 


Somewhat 
Concerned 


Very 
Concerned Unsure 


Noise from wind farm 1 2 3 4 5 
Negative impact on the view / 
landscape 1 2 3 4 5 


Potential for killing birds 1 2 3 4 5 
Potential for killing  bats  1 2 3 4 5 
Potential for damaging roads 1 2 3 4 5 
Negative impact on local 
property values 1 2 3 4 5 


Wind is an unreliable source of 
power 1 2 3 4 5 


Potential for “shadow flicker” 
(shadow from rotor blades) 1 2 3 4 5 


Takes farmland out of 
production 1 2 3 4 5 


Cost of power generated is 
expensive 1 2 3 4 5 


Interferes with 
telecommunications 
(Radio/TV/Internet service/Cell 
phone) 


1 2 3 4 5 


Interferes with radar signals  1 2 3 4 5 
Interferes with aerial spraying 1 2 3 4 5 


  
22. Do you think … Yes No Unsure 
…the State government should have a mandate of renewable energy? (for 
example 25% of green energy by 2025) □ □ □ 


…the Federal government should have a mandate of renewable energy? ( for 
example 15% coming from renewable resources by 2020) □ □ □ 


 
 
 







 


 
 


23. Would you be willing to pay more for renewable energy?    
 No Yes,  


up to 5% more 
Yes, 


 6 to 10% more 
Yes,  


11 to 20% more 
Yes, more than 


20% more 
Wind power □ □ □ □ □ 
Ethanol □ □ □ □ □ 
Solar □ □ □ □ □ 
Hydropower □ □ □ □ □ 


 
24. Please indicate your level of support. Scale: 1-Strongly Oppose, 2-Somewhat Oppose, 3-Neither support nor 
oppose, 4-Somewhat Support, 5-Strongly Support.  
 


Do you support… Strongly 
Oppose 


Somewhat 
Oppose 


Neither support 
nor oppose 


Somewhat 
Support 


Strongly 
Support 


…further development of wind energy 
farms in the state of Illinois? 1 2 3 4 5 


…the idea that the state government 
should provide tax incentives to support 
the development of renewable energy in 
Illinois? 


1 2 3 4 5 


…the idea that the federal government 
should provide tax incentives to support 
the development of renewable energy? 


1 2 3 4 5 


…the idea of building more high 
voltage transmission lines as a way to 
increase wind energy production? 


1 2 3 4 5 


… the idea that rural electric 
cooperatives should promote wind 
energy? 


1 2 3 4 5 


… idea that utility companies should be 
required to accept electricity generated 
by wind farms? 


1 2 3 4 5 


… the idea that the federal government 
should implement a program to reduce 
U.S greenhouse gas emission (a “carbon 
tax” or a carbon “cap and trade” 
system)? 


1 2 3 4 5 


 
 
25. Please rank the following, according to your preferences, as a source for expanding electricity production in the 
U.S. (#1 is most preferred, #7 is least preferred). Please use each number only once. 


 


COMMENTS 


26. What aspects of wind production do you think the public needs to know more about? 
 
27. Do you have any comments about renewable energy in Illinois? 
 
28. Do you have any comments about this survey? 


Build more dams (hydropower) 
Build more nuclear electrical power plants 
Build more coal-burning electrical power plants 
Build more wind farms 
Utilize more solar panels 
Build more biomass-burning electrical power plants 
Build more natural gas burning electrical plants 
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The Illinois Wind Working Group (IWWG) is affi liated with the 
Department of  Energy’s Wind Powering America’s State Wind Working 
Groups. The group is administered by the Center for Renewable Energy at 
Illinois State University, including David Kennell (Technology), Dr. David 
Loomis (Economics) and Dr. J. Randy Winter (Agriculture).


Wind Powering America (WPA) is a regionally-based collaborative initiative 
to increase the nation’s domestic energy supply by promoting the use of  
Wind Energy Technology, such as low wind speed technology, to increase 
rural economic development, protect the environment, and enhance the 
nation’s energy security. WPA provides technical support and educational 
and outreach materials about utility-scale development and small wind 
electric systems to utilities, rural cooperatives, federal property managers, 
rural landowners, Native Americans, and the general public.


IWWG is an organization whose purposes are to communicate wind 
opportunities honestly and objectively, to interact with various 
stakeholders at the local, state, regional and national levels, and to promote 
economic development of  wind energy in the state of  Illinois. The 
organization is hosted by Illinois State University through a grant from the 
U.S. Department of  Energy.  The Illinois Wind Working Group is 
comprised of  175 key wind energy stakeholders from the state of  Illinois.


IWWG is part of  Illinois State University’s Center for Renewable Energy 
and hosts an annual Advancing Wind Power in Illinois Conference that 
covers many aspects of  wind energy; an annual Siting, Zoning and Taxing 
Wind Farms in Illinois Conference; and Landowner Forums throughout the 
state.


www.RenewableEnergy.ilstu.edu/wind/
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Center for 
Renewable 


Energy


Illinois State University established the Center for Renewable Energy, 
and it received Illinois Board of  Higher Education approval in 2008. 
The Center was initially funded by a $990,000 grant from the U.S. 
Department of  Energy (US DOE) to research renewable energy, to 
establish a major in renewable energy at Illinois State and to administer
the Illinois Wind Working Group (IWWG). The Center also received 
a grant from the Illinois Clean Energy Community Foundation to help 
complete its state-of-the-art renewable energy laboratory.  


The Center has three major functional areas: 


Founding Members:


Founding members include Horizon Wind Energy LLC, State Farm 
Insurance, Suzlon Wind Energy Corp., and Iberdrola Renewables.


Support of  the Renewable Energy Major:


Many new workers will be needed in the renewable energy industry.  To 
meet the growing demand for trained and educated workers, we have 
developed an interdisciplinary renewable energy major at Illinois State 
University.   Graduates of  the renewable energy program are well-
positioned to compete for new and existing jobs. 


The Center supports the renewable energy major through: 


For more information about the Renewable Energy Undergraduate 
Major, please visit www.RenewableEnergy.ilstu.edu/major/.
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• Supporting the renewable energy major at Illinois State University
• Serving the Illinois renewable energy community by providing 
   information to the public
• Encouraging applied research on renewable energy at Illinois State 
   University and through collaborations with other universities.


• Creation of  an advisory board of  outside experts, 
• Establishing a renewable energy internship program,
• Bringing renewable energy experts to campus for seminars for 
   faculty and students, 
• Funding scholarships to ensure high quality students in the major,
• Providing ongoing fi nancial support for the major. 







Executive 
Summary  


A number of  factors have contributed to the rapid growth of  wind power 
capacity in Illinois from 50 MW in 2003 to 1,847.76 MW in 2010, 
including federal and state policies, energy security, energy costs, 
environmental benefi ts, and economic development opportunities. One key 
policy driver in Illinois was the passage of  the Illinois Power Agency Act in 
2007 which included a Renewable Portfolio Standard of  25% by 2025, of  
which 75% of  the renewable energy resources must come from wind. 


As of  April, 2010, Illinois ranked 6th in the United States in existing 
wind-powered generating capacity and ranked 16th in the United States in 
potential capacity (AWEA, 2010b). Illinois was responsible for over half  
of  the 539 megawatts of  new generating capacity installed by the U.S. wind 
industry in the fi rst quarter of  2010 (AWEA, 2010b). Illinois currently has 
21 wind projects online, which account for 1,847.76 MW of  wind 
generating capacity (see Table 1). Although project specifi c data were used 
in this report, proprietary information about the wind farms will not be 
released. It is very important that stakeholders and decision makers are 
educated about the economic development impact wind energy has brought 
to the state and local communities so that informed decisions regarding 
future adoption of  wind energy projects can be made. By analyzing the 
impacts of  Illinois’ wind energy, this report supplies interested parties 
with information concerning the economic development benefi ts of  wind 
energy.


According to this economic analysis (see Figure 1), 1,847.76 MW of  wind 
generating  capacity in the state of  Illinois:
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Created approximately 9,968 full-time equivalent jobs1 during 
construction periods with a total payroll of  over $509 million
Supports approximately 494 permanent jobs in rural Illinois areas 
with a total annual payroll of  over $25 million
Supports local economies by generating $18 million in annual 
property taxes2


Generates $8.3 million annually in extra income for Illinois 
landowners who lease their land to the wind farm developer
Will generate a total economic benefi t of  $3.2 billion over the life 
of  the projects3.


•


•


•


•


•


     1 Job calculations are based on a full time equivalent (FTE) basis for a year. In other words, 1 job = 1 FTE = 2,080 hours worked in a year. A part time or 
temporary job would constitute only a fraction of  a job according to the JEDI model. For example, the JEDI model results show 1,473 new jobs during 
construction; though the construction of  the wind farms may have actually involved hiring closer to 3,000 workers. Thus, due to the short-term nature of  
construction projects, the JEDI model signifi cantly understates the number of  people actually hired to work on the project. It is important to keep this fact in 
mind when looking at the numbers or when reporting the numbers.
     2 Property tax revenue is listed for the fi rst year (where there are property tax abatements during the fi rst few years of  the wind farm project or Payments 
in Lieu of  Taxes (PILOT), an average fi gure over the fi rst ten years is utilized). This fi gure will change over time due to several factors: (1) whether the county 
increases/decreases the local property tax rate; (2) depreciation over the life of  the project; and (3) if  the state law regarding wind farm valuation changes in 
the future.
     3 The project life of  the wind farm is assumed to be approximately 25 years in this calculation, although many landowner contracts may extend as long as 
30 years.
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Notes: All dollar values have been converted to 2008 dollars. JEDI versions 1.09.03b and 1.09.03e were utilized.
* Property tax revenue is listed for the fi rst year. Property tax revenues will change over time due to several factors: (1) whether the county increases/
decreases the local property tax rate; (2) depreciation over the life of  the project; and (3) if  the state law regarding wind farm assessed valuation changes 
in the future.
‡ Job calculations are based on a full time equivalent (FTE) basis for a year. In other words, 1 job = 1 FTE = 2,080 hours worked in a year. A part time or
temporary job would constitute only a fraction of  a job according to the JEDI model. For example, the JEDI model results show 1,473 new jobs during
construction; though the construction of  the wind farms may have actually involved hiring closer to 3,000 workers. It is important to keep this fact in 
mind when looking at the numbers or when reporting the numbers.


Figure 1.—Economic Impacts from 1,847.76 MW of  Wind Energy Development in Illinois


  Wind Farm             Location (County)                    Capacity (MW)


  Streator Cayuga Ridge South Wind Farm       Livingston  
  Lee-DeKalb Wind Energy Center        DeKalb and Lee   
  Twin Groves Wind Farm Phase I        McLean   
  Twin Groves Wind Farm Phase II        McLean      Camp Grove Wind Farm         Marshall and Stark  
  Grand Ridge Energy Center Phases II, III, and IV      LaSalle         EcoGrove Wind Farm         Stephenson    
  Rail Splitter Wind Farm         Logan and Tazewell 
  Top Crop Wind Farm Phase I        LaSalle     Grand Ridge Energy Center Phase I        LaSalle   
  GSG Wind Farm          Lee and LaSalle     Providence Heights Wind Farm        Bureau   
  Crescent Ridge Wind Farm         Bureau       Mendota Hills Wind Farm         Lee    
  AgriWind            Bureau   
  Turbine Adam          Lee       Illinois Rural Electric Cooperative        Pike    
  Erie CUSD #1 Wind Turbine        Whiteside   
  Gob Nob Wind Turbine         Montgomery  
  Bureau Valley School District  Wind Turbine       Bureau   
  Sherrard High School  Wind Turbine        Rock Island 


       300.00 
       217.50
        198.00
         198.00       150.00
         111.00
        100.50
        100.50


    100.50
       99.00
     80.00           72.00
      54.45            50.40


             8.40
            2.50           1.65


        1.20
            0.90 
             0.66         0.60


Table 1.—Illinois Wind Farm Projects







I. Introduction According to the American Wind Energy Association (AWEA), the wind 
energy industry had its strongest year yet in 2009 in which it brought close to 
10,000 MW of  new generating capacity online. These additions in installed 
capacity in 2009 brought the total installed capacity in the United States to 
over 35,000 MW and “America’s wind power fl eet will avoid an estimated 
62 million tons of  carbon dioxide annually, equivalent to 10.5 million cars 
off  the road, and will conserve approximately 20 billion gallons of  water 
annually, which would otherwise be withdrawn for steam or cooling in 
conventional power plants” (AWEA, 2010a, 2).  This tremendous growth 
in 2009 is in addition to a great year in 2008 when wind generating capacity 
grew by 50% and the United States wind energy industry surpassed all 
previous records by installing 8,545 megawatts (MW) of  new generating 
capacity, which can power over two million households. In total, at the 
beginning of  2009, the United States wind energy generating capacity was 
25,170 MW (AWEA, 2009a). 


Regarding job creation in the United States, AWEA claimed that there 
has been tremendous growth in manufacturing and that the share of  
domestically manufactured wind turbine components has grown from less 
than 30% in 2005 to about 50% in 2008. Over 55 new 
facilities that manufacture wind turbine components were announced, 
added, or expanded in 2008 and these new facilities created 13,000 new jobs 
(AWEA, 2009b). Unfortunately, “the continuing lack of  a long-term policy 
and market signal allowed total investment in the manufacturing sector to 
drop compared to 2008, with one-third fewer online, announced and 
expanded wind power manufacturing facilities in 2009. The result was net 
job losses in the manufacturing sector, which were compounded by low 
orders due to high inventory” (AWEA, 2010a, 2). Thirty-eight 
manufacturing facilities were brought online, announced or expanded in 
2009 (AWEA, 2010a).


As of  April, 2010, Illinois ranked 6th in the United States in existing 
wind-powered generating capacity and ranked 16th in the United States in 
potential capacity (AWEA, 2010b). Illinois currently has 21 wind projects 
online, which account for 1,847.76 MW of  wind generating rated capacity. 
It is very important that stakeholders and decision makers are educated 
about the economic development impact wind energy has brought to the 
state and local communities so that informed decisions regarding future 
adoption of  wind energy projects can be made. By analyzing the impacts of  
Illinois’ fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  wind energy, this report supplies interested 
parties with information concerning the economic development benefi ts of  
wind energy. It can also be used as a resource by communities to identify the 
economic development opportunities a wind project may create.


This report focuses on the benefi ts of  wind energy to Illinois’ economy. 
Section II provides an overview of  some of  the factors driving wind 
energy growth. Section III provides a brief  literature review of  the impacts 
of  wind farm development. Section IV discusses the analytical method used 
in this analysis. Section V presents the results and economic impacts in 
Illinois.  Section VI discusses Illinois’ future in the wind power industry. 
Section VII provides some concluding remarks.
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II. Wind Energy 
Growth Factors


A number of  factors have caused the rapid growth of  wind power capacity 
in the United States in recent years including federal and state policies, 
concerns regarding energy security and energy costs, environmental 
benefi ts, and economic development opportunities. Federal and state 
policies are huge drivers of  wind power development (Bird et al., 2005). 
For example, the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of  2009 
(ARRA, 2009) provides more than $40 billion for clean energy initiatives, 
and new and modifi ed tax incentives for clean energy are estimated to 
contribute an additional $20 billion. In particular, federal renewable energy 
production tax credits (PTC) along with state renewable electricity stan-
dards (RES) have been the biggest drivers. 


The federal renewable energy production tax credit is an infl ation-adjusted 
per-kWh credit that is applied to the output of  a qualifying facility during 
the fi rst ten years of  operation (Bird et al., 2005). As Figure 2 illustrates, 
wind energy installations have peaked in years that the PTC was set to 
expire as wind farm developers rushed to complete construction of  the 
wind farm projects in time to take advantage of  the tax credit (Bird et 
al., 2005). The credit expired at the end of  1999, 2001, and 2003, and the 
results were huge reductions in new wind power installations in 2000, 
2002, and 2004 (AWEA, 2009b). ARRA extends the PTC for wind energy 
through 2012 (ARRA, 2009).


Figure 2.—Impact of  PTC Expiration on Annual Installation of  Wind Capacity.  Source: AWEA
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A state renewable electricity standard (RES)4 which is often referred to as a 
renewable portfolio standard (RPS) mandates that a percent of  the state’s 
overall electricity generation (percent of  installed capacity (MW) or percent 
of  energy sales (MWh)) must come from renewable energy5. The percent 
of  energy sales or installed capacity that are required to come from 
renewable resources usually increases incrementally from a base year to an 
ultimate target. Each utility in the state is required to invest in renewable 
energy systems in order to meet their percentage requirements6. When a 
state adopts a renewable electricity standard, this increases the demand for 
renewable energy in the state. The certainty that arises from the RPS and 
the permanently increased demand induces developers of  renewable energy 
projects into the market7. These suppliers of  renewable energy (developers 
of  renewable energy projects) are related to the natural resource 
endowments of  each state as well as the cost competitiveness of  the 
renewable energy generation8. In the case of  a state with an abundant wind 
resource and in-state renewable energy preference, wind developers are 
incentivized to enter. As of  November, 2009, 29 states and Washington 
D.C. have an RPS and six states have state renewable portfolio goals (IREC, 
2009).


Wind is an inexhaustible energy source and it is free from fuel price 
volatility, which can contribute to the nation’s energy security. Because of  
fuel price uncertainty, electricity supply portfolios need to be diversifi ed. 
Wind power can help diversify electricity supply portfolios, which can then 
lead to relatively more stable energy prices, which benefi ts ratepayers in the 
long run. If  wind power is used on a large scale, and energy storage 
becomes economically and scientifi cally feasible, the demand for fuel used 
in electricity generation falls, which puts downward pressure on fuel prices9. 
Over the past 20 years, wind energy costs have declined signifi cantly; 
however, the cost of  constructing a new coal plant has continued to rise. 
The wind energy cost decline is primarily due to technological advances in 
turbine design, as larger more effi cient wind turbines that generate 
proportionally more power have put downward pressure on wind power 
costs (Bird et al., 2005). In addition, unlike fossil fuel-fi red power plants, 
wind power is not subject to the uncertainty surrounding future carbon 
taxes, thus increasing its cost-competitiveness. 


Energy Security and 
Energy Costs


  4Renewable portfolio standards across the country vary considerably in policy objectives and design. Carley (2009) states that the 
“majority of policy objectives aim to facilitate the diversifi cation of electricity generation mixes, increase renewable energy deployment, 
reduce state reliance on fossil fuels, help renewable energy sources become cost competitive with conventional energy sources, reduce 
carbon emissions, or various combinations thereof” (3071-2). The features related to policy design vary in structure, size, application, 
eligibility, and administration (Carley, 2009; Wiser et al., 2007).
  5Defi nitions of what constitutes “renewable energy” varies from state to state. In Illinois, renewable resources include wind, solar, 
landfi ll gas, and existing hydroelectric.  More specifi cally, “renewable energy resources” includes energy and its associated renewable 
energy credit or renewable energy credits from wind, solar thermal energy, photovoltaic cells and panels, biodiesel, crops and untreated 
and unadulterated organic waste biomass, trees and tree waste trimmings, hydropower that does not involve new construction or signifi -
cant expansion of hydropower dams, and other alternative sources of environmentally preferable energy. Landfi ll gas produced in the 
State is considered a renewable energy resource. “Renewable energy resources” does not include the incineration or burning of tires, 
garbage, general household, institutional, and commercial waste, industrial lunchroom or offi ce waste, landscape waste other than trees 
and tree waste trimmings, railroad crossties, utility poles, or construction or demolition debris, other than untreated and unadulterated 
waste wood (IPA Act, 2007).  For more background information on the Illinois RPS, see Loomis and Ohler (2010).
  6Many states allow utilities to exchange renewable energy credits (RECs) to help utilities comply with the mandates. RECs are tradable 
wholesale electricity commodities representing one MWh of renewable energy generation. Thus, many utilities purchase RECs in lieu of 
deploying one MWh of their own renewable energy (Carley, 2009).
  7This certainty also helps the projects get fi nanced.
  8The policy specifi cs regarding in-state versus out-of-state renewable resources that are able to be utilized to comply with the law are 
also important.
  9And some would argue that the following should also be in place: a smarter electricity grid (“smart grid”); expansion of high voltage 
transmission lines from states with signifi cant wind resources to states with signifi cant load centers; and deployment of wind speed 
measurement devices to improve the accuracy of wind speed forecasts.







Wind power does not contaminate water with pollutants, such as mercury 
and it generates electricity without emitting gases that may contribute to 
climate change. According to AWEA, “wind power is one of  the 
cleanest and most environmentally benign energy sources in the world 
today” (2009b, 6). Based on average EPA-generated 2004 emissions rates, 
a 396 MW wind farm such as Twin Groves displaces roughly 3,579 tons of  
NOx, 6,541 tons of  SO2, 1,467,615 tons of  CO2, 102 pounds of  mercury, 
62,231 pounds of  volatile organic compounds, and 185,397 pounds of  
particulate matter annually (Horizon, 2008). In addition, when a coal plant 
opens up near a neighborhood, not only do the housing values closest to 
the coal plant decline in value, but over time as the pollution from the plant 
becomes a problem for residents, housing values continue to decline along 
with residents’ health. As the public becomes more concerned with the 
potential impact that CO2 emissions have on the environment, the 
demand for carbon-neutral electricity generation increases, thus positively 
infl uencing the growth of  wind energy. Wind energy can help reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions such as CO2 (of  which a large percentage of  
CO2 emissions are polluted from automobiles) in the future to the extent 
that plug-in electric vehicles are widely adopted in the United States and 
charged at night (which is typically the time of  day when the wind blows 
most often). As mentioned previously, if  energy storage becomes 
economically and scientifi cally feasible, and if  wind power is used on a large 
scale, the demand for coal used in electricity generation falls, and this can 
signifi cantly reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Wind power is a clean energy 
resource, and unlike coal plants, which generate a great deal of  pollution 
and CO2, when electricity is generated from wind turbines, there are not 
the negative externalities from pollutants in the air that contribute to acid 
rain, smog, and negative health-related impacts. “Almost half  of  all 
Americans live in counties where unhealthy levels of  smog place them at 
risk for decreased lung function and aggravation of  respiratory illness, 
according to the American Lung Association” (AWEA, 2009b, 6).


Finally, wind power provides economic development opportunities that 
can revitalize rural communities around the United States. Despite the 
economic downturn, 35,000 new wind power related jobs were created in 
2008 (AWEA, 2009b). Wind farm installations can create jobs in rural 
communities where local economies are often dependent on agriculture. 
Local jobs include construction-related jobs, operation and maintenance of  
the facility after it is constructed, and jobs induced by the additional money 
the workers spend in the local economy. Development of  related in-state 
businesses and trained labor are crucial to maximizing the economic 
benefi ts of  wind energy development within a state. Wind projects benefi t 
rural economies by providing local jobs during construction and boosting 
activity at local businesses that can provide some of  the needed materials 
and services for construction of  the wind farm. Wind turbines raise the 
property tax base of  a county, creating a new revenue source for education, 
fi re departments, and other local government services.  To the extent that 
governmental bodies want to promote the economic benefi ts from wind 
farm developments, appropriate incentives are put in place that contribute 
to the growth of  wind energy development.


Environmental 
Benefi ts


Economic 
Development 


Opportunities
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A number of  state specifi c factors have contributed to the rapid growth of  
wind power capacity in Illinois from 50 MW in 2003 to over 1,800 MW in 
2010 including the wind resource, access to unconstrained transmission, 
electricity demand, and policies promoting renewable energy.


The quality of  the wind resource is an important consideration in 
developing a wind farm (Bird et al., 2005). As a result of  technological 
advances, turbines have become much larger, and the capacity of  wind 
turbines has steadily risen over time (see Figure 3). New turbines have 
allowed states with lower wind speeds to be economically viable places to 
develop a wind farm. In addition, the increased heights of  towers have 
enabled states such as Illinois to take advantage of  and utilize the wind 
energy that blows stronger the higher up one goes. In fact, an area with 
twice the wind speed will produce eight times the amount of  electricity all 
else equal. This increase in wind resources the higher up one goes is 
illustrated in Figure 4 by the Illinois wind maps that compare the wind
resource at different heights (IIRA, 2009)10. These new technological 
developments in turbines have positioned Illinois as a state with the 
opportunity to take advantage of  its wind resources to generate electricity 
to power many of  Illinois’ homes and businesses. In fact, Illinois has one 
of  the most robust wind resources in the PJM market11.


While there are other states that have gustier winds, Illinois has the 
advantage of  nearby load and relatively unconstrained transmission. Access 
to unconstrained transmission lines is required for wind farm development 
(Bird et al., 2005). Illinois has a relatively large population, and large 
population centers, combined with other factors such as weather, keep the 
demand for electricity relatively high. The fact that load centers are relatively 
close to rural areas creates excellent wind farm development opportunities.


Figure 3.—Evolution of  U.S. Commercial Wind Technology


   10More wind map resources are available from the Illinois Institute for Rural Affairs website at: www.illinoiswind.org.
     11“PJM Interconnection is a regional transmission organization (RTO) that coordinates the movement of wholesale electricity in all or 
parts of 13 states and the District of Columbia” (PJM, 2010).
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Illinois’ Unique 
Attributes 


Wind Resource, 
Transmission, 
and Demand
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Enterprise Zones


Overview of  Illinois’ 
Current Policies


A large driver of  wind power development is the renewable portfolio 
standard (RPS) (Bird et al., 2005; Brown and Busche, 2008). Illinois has an 
RPS of  25% by 2025 and this can be reached largely by utilizing the wind 
resources Illinois has. In fact, the Illinois Power Agency Act (P.A. 95-481, 
eff. 8-28-07) states, “To the extent that it is available, at least 75% of  the 
renewable energy resources used to meet these standards shall come from 
wind generation” (20 ILCS 3855/1-75(c)(1)). Through June 1, 2011, 
renewable energy resources can be counted for the purpose of  meeting 
the renewable energy standards only if  they are generated from in-state 
facilities and provided that cost-effective renewable energy resources are 
available from those facilities (20 ILCS 3855/1-75(c)(3)). By June 1, 2010 
at least 5% of  each utility’s total supply to serve the load of  eligible retail 
customers must be generated from cost-effective renewable energy 
resources (20 ILCS 3855/1-75(c)(1)). The percentage increases annually 
until the mandated 25% is reached by June 1, 2025. The act also protects 
ratepayers by requiring that the renewable energy resources cannot cause 
rates to increase by more than a certain percentage each year. On 
December 28, 2009, the Illinois Commerce Commission approved a plan to 
allow the state’s utilities to purchase a portion of  wind and other renewable 
energy through long-term contracts. This move has the potential to 
accelerate the development of  wind projects in the state and should help 
create a more robust REC market.


As an enterprise zone incentive in Illinois, both an investment tax credit 
and a jobs tax credit are available. The investment tax credit entitles a 
developer to a 0.5% income tax credit for investments in qualifi ed property; 
for example, building, structures, and other tangible property. The jobs tax 
credit entitles an employer to a $500 tax credit for hiring individuals 
certifi ed as economically disadvantaged. The more important benefi t to 
wind developers from an enterprise zone in Illinois is the sales-and-use
tax exemption for building materials. Nearly 40 other states, including all 
adjacent states, automatically exempt wind energy generation equipment 
from any sales-and-use tax. If  Illinois had not offered enterprise zone 
benefi ts, Illinois wind projects would have been at a competitive


Renewable Portfolio 
Standard


Figure 4.—Wind Resource of  Illinois







disadvantage, which is why every major wind project in Illinois has been 
located in an enterprise zone. Fortunately, Senate Bill 1923 (P.A. 96-28, eff. 
7-1-09) amended the Illinois Enterprise Zone Act, to provide that 
businesses that intend to establish a new wind power facility in Illinois may 
be considered “high impact businesses” allowing them to claim a full 
exemption from sales-and-use tax without having to apply for enterprise 
zone status, which has been a cumbersome tax-exemption process used 
until the passage. More importantly, enterprise zones are completely 
unavailable in some counties in Illinois that have good wind resources. 
This new piece of  legislation puts Illinois on more equal footing with its 
neighboring states, which all exempt wind energy generation equipment 
from sales-and-use taxes as previously mentioned.


As wind energy facilities were fi rst being proposed in different counties in 
Illinois, local tax assessors were faced with the challenge of  how the value 
of  these new wind energy devices should be assessed. The wind energy 
devices in Illinois ended up being assessed differently in each county, which 
meant identical turbines could have vastly different taxable values across 
the state. Fortunately, in 2007, legislation was passed setting a state standard 
for valuation of  wind energy devices for at least fi ve years (P.A. 95-644, eff. 
10-12-07). The wind energy property assessment division of  the Illinois
Property Tax Code specifi ed that wind energy devices larger than 500 
kilowatts (kW) and producing power for commercial sale be valued at 
$360,000/megawatt (MW) of  capacity, annually adjusted for infl ation 
according to the U.S. Consumer Price Index (35 ILCS 200/Art. 10 Div. 18 
heading). The depreciation allowance may not exceed 70% (Ryerson, 2009). 
Although wind developers have criticized the taxes from this legislation as 
too high, the certainty the law provides is a net benefi t to wind 
development in the state of  Illinois. Whether the current standard is 
renewed when the sunset date (end of  2011) for the legislation arrives will 
have a signifi cant impact on the siting and zoning of  wind farms at the 
county level, and thus the future wind farm development in the state12. 
Fortunately, the Wind Property Tax Extension Bill (H.B. 4797 which 
amends 35 ILCS 200/10-610) passed both Houses April 27, 2010, and it 
was sent to the Governor May 26, 2010, where it awaits his signature. If  the 
Governor signs the bill, it would extend the current property tax valuation 
law for wind turbines in Illinois until the end of  2016, providing greater 
certainty for developers, banks, and local offi cials, which will help Illinois 
wind projects move forward.


Property Tax Legislation


     12Under the current legislation, school districts and local governments benefi t signifi cantly. Any reduction in this benefi t may 
negatively impact county board (as well as the siting and zoning board) approval of proposed wind projects. Current law governing 
wind farm taxation contains a sunset provision for the end of 2011, which creates an uncertainty for lenders and makes wind project 
fi nance more diffi cult. The uncertainty also makes local offi cials hesitant to approve projects, causing additional delays.
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Operation and 
Maintenance


Landowner Benefi ts


Wind farm installations can create jobs in rural parts of  Illinois where 
local economies are often dependent on agriculture. Local jobs include 
construction-related jobs, operation and maintenance of  the facility after it 
is constructed, and jobs induced by the additional money the workers spend 
in the local economy.  This section reviews some of  the published studies 
of  the economic benefi ts of  wind energy.  


Lantz and Tegen (2008) conducted an analysis pertaining to variables 
affecting economic development of  wind energy. Lantz and Tegen (2008) 
assert that “creating policies to ensure maintenance materials are supplied 
by in-state business and that the local labor force is trained to perform wind 
turbine maintenance is also likely to have a large impact for wind power 
plants operating for 20 or more years” (15). Development of  related in-
state businesses and trained labor are crucial to maximizing the economic 
benefi ts of  wind energy development in Illinois.


Wind projects benefi t rural economies by providing local jobs during 
construction and boosting activity at local businesses that can provide 
some of  the needed materials and services for construction of  the wind 
farm. Lantz and Tegen (2008) point out that “wind farms rely heavily on 
non-turbine construction materials like sand, gravel, asphalt, and concrete 
for construction of  roads and foundations” (10). Because these materials 
are prevalent in conventional construction industries, “most regions are 
capable of  supplying a high level” of  the materials to wind projects 
(Lantz and Tegen, 2008, 10). Many developers try to hire local construction 
companies. Pedden (2006) notes that “some local governments offer 
incentives to developers in return for the developer agreeing to hire local 
labor” (7).


The operation and maintenance needs of  a wind farm create permanent, 
high-quality local jobs ranging from fi eld technicians who service the 
turbines to accountants and managers. Wind farms need staff  to operate 
and regularly service the turbines throughout their roughly 20- to 30-year 
lifetimes.


Landowners who lease their land to wind developers benefi t from having 
a stable source of  income. On a per acre basis, the revenue landowners 
receive from leasing their land is usually greater than that from ranching 
or farming and it does not require any work from the landowners. 
Landowners can be compensated in a variety of  ways: option payments, 
construction disturbance or installation payments, land leases/easements, 
and/or royalties. While royalty payments represent a percentage of  gross 
income received by the wind farm owner from the sale of  power, land 
easements represent a specifi c amount paid to the landowner each year and 
are typically adjusted for infl ation.


Pedden (2006) conducted a comparative analysis on the economic impact 
of  wind farms in rural communities across the country and concluded 
that more direct benefi ts are found in rural communities, especially those 
with few industries and those primarily with farming. He explains that the 
supplementary income paid to farmers and the local taxes greatly 
contribute to the economic development impacts of  these communities.


III. Economic 
Impacts of  
Wind Farm 


Development


Building Trades, 
Construction and 


Installation


Wind Energy Creates 
Skilled, High Paying 


Green Jobs
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The Twin Groves Wind Farm, developed by Horizon Wind Energy in 
McLean County, signed option and land lease agreements with property 
owners. In total, 130 different landowners leased land to Horizon for the 
wind turbines, more than 30 different landowners granted overhead 
transmission easements, more than 50 different landowners granted 
underground distribution easements, more than 70 different landowners 
granted ROW (Right-of-Way) easements for road improvements, and more 
than 50 different landowners signed to neighbor agreements (Whitlock, 
2008).


Local governments receive signifi cant amounts of  revenue from permitting 
fees.  For example, Logan County received $245,000 for wind farm 
zoning fees and permits from the 29 turbines that are located in the county 
for the Rail Splitter Wind Farm (Niziolkiewicz, 2010).  In addition, the 
EcoGrove project has provided more than $750,000 in revenue for 
Stephenson County through enterprise zone fees, zoning application fees, 
and turbine permit fees (Morse, 2008).


Wind turbines raise the property tax base of  a county, creating a new 
revenue source for education and other local government services. In his 
comparative analysis, Pedden (2006) points out that taxes collected by state 
and local governments can support many sectors of  the economy such as 
schools, road improvements, hospitals, and fi re and rescue. Lantz and Tegen 
(2008) point out that property tax payments “can increase the local tax base 
allowing for budget increases or a lowering of  the taxing district’s general 
tax rate” (6). 


School districts can also benefi t from wind farms located in their property 
tax base. Typically when new economic development occurs in an area, the 
school district receives an increase in its property tax revenue, accompanied 
by an increase in population, and thus costs associated with new students 
relocating in their district. However, when a wind farm moves to the area, 
the school district benefi ts from a large increase in revenue, with no 
concomitant increase in costs. The new revenues can then be used to 
enhance the education provided by the school to existing students.


The construction of  wind farms frequently requires public road upgrades. 
The developers strengthen the roads, then widen them to put in the private 
access roads that lead to the turbines. Following road upgrades, developers 
then can begin construction. A road use agreement between the county and 
the developer is usually passed and typically pays for upgrading roads that 
will be used during construction.


Road Improvements


Increased Tax 
Revenues


School District Benefi ts
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The economic analysis of  wind power development presented here 
utilizes the National Renewable Energy Laboratory’s (NREL’s) latest Jobs 
and Economic Development Impacts (JEDI) Wind Energy Model13. The 
JEDI Wind Energy Model14 is an input-output model that measures the 
spending patterns and location-specifi c economic structures that refl ect 
expenditures supporting varying levels of  employment, income, and 
output. Essentially, JEDI is an input-output model, which takes into 
account the fact that the output of  one industry can be used as an input for 
another. For example, when a wind farm developer purchases turbines to 
build a wind farm, those wind turbines are made of  components such as 
fi berglass, aluminum, steel, copper, etcetera. Therefore, purchases of  wind 
turbines impact the demand for these components. In addition, when a 
wind farm developer purchases a wind turbine from a manufacturing 
facility, the manufacturer uses some of  that money to pay employees, and 
then the employees spend that money to purchase goods and services 
within their community. In essence, JEDI reveals how purchases of  wind 
project materials not only benefi t local turbine manufacturers but also the 
local industries that supply the concrete, rebar, and other materials 
(Reategui et al., 2009). The JEDI model uses construction cost data, 
operating cost data, and data relating to the percentage of  goods and 
services acquired in the state to calculate jobs, earnings, and economic 
activities that are associated with this information. The results are broken 
down into the construction period and the operation period of  the wind 
project. Within each period, impacts are further divided into direct, turbine 
and supply chain (indirect), and induced impacts.


The Jobs and Economic Development Impacts (JEDI) Model was 
developed in 2002 to demonstrate the economic benefi ts associated with 
developing wind farms in the United States. The model was developed by 
Marshall Goldberg of  MRG & Associates, under contract with the 
National Renewable Energy Laboratory. The JEDI model utilizes state-
specifi c industry multipliers obtained from IMPLAN (IMpact Analysis for 
PLANning). IMPLAN software and data are managed and updated by the 
Minnesota IMPLAN Group, Inc., using data collected at federal, state, and 
local levels. The JEDI model considers 14 aggregated industries that are 
impacted by the construction and operation of  a wind farm: agriculture, 
construction, electrical equipment, fabricated metals, fi nance/insurance/
real estate, government, machinery, mining, other manufacturing, other 
services, professional service, retail trade, transportation/communication/
public utilities, and wholesale trade (Reategui et al., 2009). This study does 
not analyze net jobs. It analyzes the gross jobs that the new wind farm 
development supports.


IV. Analytical 
Method


The JEDI Model


     13 The economic development impacts from the fi rst 1,118.76 MW of  wind energy in Illinois were estimated using JEDI release number 
W1.09.03b. The economic development impacts from the following 729 MW of  wind energy in Illinois were estimated using JEDI release 
number W1.09.03e. The JEDI model can be downloaded at http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/jedi/.
     14 The JEDI model has been used throughout the wind energy economic development literature (see Lantz and Tegen, 2008, 2009ab; 
Lantz, 2009; NREL, 2008a-k, 2009; Reategui and Tegen, 2008; Reategui et al., 2009; Williams et al., 2008).
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Turbine and Supply Chain 
(Indirect) Impacts


Direct impacts during the construction period refer to the changes that occur 
in the onsite construction industries in which the direct fi nal demand (i.e., 
spending on construction labor and services) change is made. Final demands 
are goods and services purchased for their ultimate use by the end user. Onsite 
construction-related services include engineering, design, and other profes-
sional services. Direct impacts during operating years refer to the fi nal demand 
changes that occur in the onsite spending for wind farm workers. 


Direct jobs consist primarily of  onsite construction and project development 
labor such as the following:


o Utility and Power Engineers
o Geophysical/Structural Engineers
o Site/Civil Engineers
o Concrete-Pouring Companies
o Wind Energy Project Developers
o Developer’s Construction Management
o Clerical and Bookkeeping Support
o Developer’s Legal Team
o Road Builders/Contractors
o Site Safety Coordinator
o Environmental and Permitting Specialists
o Microelectronic/Computer Programmers
o Operations and Maintenance Personnel


The initial spending on the construction and operation of  the wind farm 
creates a second layer of  impacts, referred to as “turbine and supply chain 
impacts” or “indirect impacts.” Indirect impacts during construction period 
consist of  the changes in inter-industry purchases resulting from the direct 
fi nal demand changes, and include construction spending on materials and 
wind farm equipment and other purchases of  goods and offsite services. 
Essentially, these impacts result from “spending related to project 
development and on-site labor such as equipment costs (turbines, blades, 
towers, transportation), manufacturing of  components and supply chain inputs, 
materials (transformer, electrical, HV line extension, HV sub-
interconnection materials), and the supply chain of  inputs required to produce 
these materials” (JEDI Support Team, 2009, 2). Concrete that is used in 
turbine foundations, increases the demand for gravel, sand, and cement. As a 
result of  an expenditure for concrete there is increased economic activity at 
quarries and cement factories and these changes are indirect impacts. The 
accountant for the construction fi rm and the banker who fi nances the 
contractor are both considered indirect impacts. All supply chain component 
impacts/manufacturing-related activities are included under indirect impacts; 
therefore, the late stage turbine assembly process, which includes gearbox 
assembly, blade production, and steel rolling are all included under the 
construction period indirect impacts category.


Direct Impacts


o Truck Drivers
o Tower Erection Crews
o Crane Operators
o Backhoe Operators
o Interconnection Labor
o Earthmovers
o Excavation Service Labor
o Electricians
o Wind Farm Operators
o Site Administrators
o Maintenance Mechanics
o Field Technicians
o Construction Crews
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Indirect impacts during operating years refer to the changes in inter-
industry purchases resulting from the direct fi nal demand changes. 
Essentially, these impacts result from “expenditures related to on-site labor, 
materials, and services needed to operate the wind farms (e.g., vehicles, site 
maintenance, fees, permits, licenses, utilities, insurance, fuel, tools and 
supplies, replacement parts/equipment); the supply chain of  inputs 
required to produce these goods and services; and project revenues that 
fl ow to the local economy in the form of  land lease revenue, property tax 
revenue, and revenue to equity investors” (JEDI Support Team, 2009, 3). 
All land lease payments and property taxes show up in the operating-years 
portion of  the results because these payments do not support the day-to-
day operations and maintenance of  the wind farm but instead are more of  
a latent effect that results from the wind farm being present (Eric Lantz, 
February 25, 2009, e-mail message to author). 


Examples of  jobs, services and turbine-related components in this 
category include15:


o Steel Producers
o Gear Producers
o Gearbox Assemblers
o Manufacturing Engineers
o Material Engineers
o Manufacturing Managers
o Welders
o Turbine Manufacturers
o Blade Manufacturers
o Tower Manufacturers
o Turbine Suppliers
o Blade Suppliers
o Tower Suppliers
o Gravel Workers
o Rebar Manufacturers
o Wood Products Suppliers
o Epoxy and Resin Manufacturers
o Generator Manufacturers
o Cement Producers
o Lumber and Building Materials
o Hardware and Supplies
o Bearing Manufacturers
o Speed Changers
o Cable Manufacturers
o Local Utilities
o Banks
o Attorneys


o Industrial Control Manufacturers
o Transmission Line Manufacturers
o Glass Fiber Manufacturers
o Rolled Steel Shape Manufacturers
o Electrical Equipment Wholesalers
o Metal Fabricators
o Heavy Equipment Rental Companies
o Transportation Service Providers
o Bookkeepers
o Accountants
o Motor Vehicle Retailers
o Hardware and Tool Retailers
o Tool Manufacturers
o Maintenance Providers
o Material Suppliers
o Insurance Agents
o Gas Station Attendants
o Local Government Employees
o Turbine, Blade, and Tower Component 
   Suppliers
o Computer-Controlled Machine Tool 
   Operators
o Engine and Other Machine 
   Assemblers
o Electronic Controls and Equipment 
   Manufacturers


15 Much of  this section is adapted from http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/jedi/results.html and http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/jedi/pdfs/
jedi_update_2009.pdf  (JEDI Support Team, 2009).







Induced impacts during construction refer to the changes that occur in 
household spending as household income increases or decreases as a 
result of  the direct and indirect effects of  fi nal demand changes. Local 
spending by employees working directly or indirectly on the wind farm 
project who receive their paychecks and then spend money in the 
community is included. Additional local jobs and economic activity are 
supported by these purchases of  goods and services. Thus, for example, 
the increased economic activity at quarries and cement factories results in 
increased revenues for the affected fi rms and raises individual incomes. 
Individuals employed by these companies then spend more money in the 
local economy, e.g., as workers receive income, they may decide to purchase 
more expensive clothes, or higher quality food along with other goods 
and services from local businesses. This increased economic activity may 
result from “construction workers who spend a portion of  their income on 
lodging, groceries, clothing, medicine, a local movie” theater, restaurant, or 
bowling alley; or a “steel mill worker who provides the inputs for turbine 
production and spends his money in a similar fashion, thus supporting jobs 
and economic activities in different sectors of  the economy” (JEDI 
Support Team, 2009, 2).


Induced impacts during operating years refer to the changes that occur in 
household spending as household income increases or decreases as a result 
of  the direct and indirect effects from fi nal demand changes. Some 
examples include a “wind farm technician who spends income from 
working at the wind farm on buying a car, a house, groceries, gasoline,” or 
movie tickets; or a “worker at a hardware store who provides spare parts 
and materials needed at the wind farm and who spends money in a similar 
fashion, thus supporting jobs and economic activities in different sectors of  
the economy” (JEDI Support Team, 2009, 3).


Some examples of  induced jobs, services, activities, materials, and 
spending can be associated with the following types of  businesses:


o Grocery Stores
o Child Care
o Clothing Stores
o Retail Stores
o New Cars
o Restaurants
o Medical Services
o Hotels
o Gas Stations
o Movie Theaters


Induced Impacts
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Iberdrola Renewables
Acciona Windpower
Rural Electric Convenience Coop
Invenergy
NextEra Energy Resources
Horizon Wind Energy
Sherrard CUSD #200, Ameresco
Horizon Wind Energy
Erie CUSD #1, Johnson Controls
Invenergy
Iberdrola Renewables
Horizon Wind Energy
John Deere Wind
Orion Energy Group, enXco
Infi gen Energy
FPC Services/GSG Wind
Horizon Wind Energy
Infi gen Energy
Illinois Rural Electric Coop
Bureau Valley School District
Infi gen Energy
  
  


Location 


  Streator Cayuga Ridge South
  EcoGrove
  Gob Nob Wind Turbine
  Grand Ridge II, III and IV
  Lee-DeKalb
  Rail Splitter
  Sherrard High School Turbine
  Top Crop I
  Erie CUSD #1 Wind Turbine
  Grand Ridge 1
  Providence Heights
  Twin Groves II
  AgriWind
  Camp Grove
  GSG
  Turbine Adam
  Twin Groves I
  Crescent Ridge
  Illinois Rural Electric Coop
  Bureau Valley SD Turbine
  Mendota Hills
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Lists of  Illinois’ wind power projects were obtained from the American 
Wind Energy Association16 and the Illinois Wind Working Group17 
databases (AWEA, 2010c; IWWG, 2010). The project lists contained 
information regarding wind project name, developer, owner/operator, 
power purchaser, location, capacity (MW), project status, year online, 
turbine manufacturer, number of  turbines, and turbine size. Data collected 
for the fi rst 21 wind projects in Illinois (see Table 2 and Figure 5), which 
amounts to 1,847.76 MW of  wind generating capacity, were used in this 
analysis. Project-specifi c information on each wind project was entered into 
the JEDI model to estimate the income, economic activity, and number of  
job opportunities accruing to the state from the project.


The data collection process consisted of  background research being 
conducted for each of  the projects. Research consisted of  collecting all 
published information including that obtained from the following sources: 
e-mails from developers; media information; presentations that developers, 
attorneys, county board members, and members of  the communities 
presented at wind conferences; corporate press releases; information from 
the websites of  school districts, project developers, county boards, and 
electric cooperatives; news releases from the Illinois state government; and 
information from the Illinois Department of  Revenue website. For projects 
lacking published input specifi c information, NREL’s expertise for average 
Illinois values was used. Following the extensive data collection, an e-mail 
with the project specifi c input data was sent to each project developer to 
allow them to provide feedback confi rming the accuracy of  the specifi c 
input numbers and in those cases where inaccuracies were found, they were 
able to correct the numbers prior to the input-output analysis. JEDI model 
inputs consist of  detailed information, which many developers consider 
proprietary, thus information about individual  wind farms will not be 
released.


Research Data


16 http://www.awea.org/projects/Projects.aspx?s=Illinois
17 http://renewableenergy.illinoisstate.edu/wind/databases/


Table 2.—Illinois Wind Farm Projects with Project Details


Developer/Owner/Operator   (MW)(County)     
 
 


Turbines 


Gamesa 
Acciona Windpower
Emergya 
GE Energy
GE Energy
GE Energy
Vestas 
GE Energy
Vensys 
GE Energy
Gamesa
Vestas 
Suzlon 
GE Energy
Gamesa 
Clipper
Vestas
Vestas 
Vestas
Vestas
Gamesa 
  
  


300.00
100.50
   0.90
111.00
217.50
100.50
   0.60
100.50
  1.20


  99.00
  72.00
198.00
    8.40
150.00
  80.00
   2.50
198.00
  54.45
    1.65
    0.66
  50.40


  
 
 


 Units 
  
 
 


Online


 2010
 2009
 2009
 2009
 2009
 2009 
 2009
 2009
 2008
 2008
 2008
 2008
 2007
 2007
 2007
 2007
 2007
 2005
 2005
 2004
 2003   
 


150
67
1


74
145
 67


1
 67
   1
 66
36


120
 4


 100
 40
   1


 120
   33
     1
    1
 63


   


  Wind Farm  


Livingston
Stephenson
Montgomery
LaSalle
DeKalb, Lee
Logan, Tazewell
Rock Island
LaSalle
Whiteside
LaSalle
Bureau
McLean
Bureau
Marshall, Stark
Lee, LaSalle
Lee
McLean
Bureau
Pike
Bureau
Lee  
 
 


 Capacity  Year 
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Figure 5.—Illinois Wind Farms







The results from the JEDI model show signifi cant economic impacts 
from the fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  wind energy development in the state of  
Illinois (see Figure 6 and Table 3). Job creation and local economic 
activity impacts during the construction and operational periods of  the 
wind farm projects are presented in Figure 6 and Table 3.


Employment impacts can be broken down into several different 
components. Direct jobs created during the construction phase typically 
last anywhere from 6 months to over a year depending on the size of  the 
project; however, the direct job numbers present in Figure 6 and Table 3 
from the JEDI model are based on a full time equivalent (FTE) basis for 
a year. In other words, 1 job = 1 FTE = 2,080 hours worked in a year. 
A part time or temporary job would constitute only a fraction of  a job 
according to the JEDI model. For example, the JEDI model results show 
1,473 new jobs during construction; though the construction of  the wind 
farms may have actually involved hiring closer to 3,000 workers. Thus, 
due to the short-term nature of  construction projects, the JEDI model 
signifi cantly understates the number of  people actually hired to work on 
the project. It is important to keep this fact in mind when looking at the 
numbers or when reporting the numbers. Direct jobs created during the 
operational phase last the life of  the wind farm, typically 20-30 years. 
Direct construction jobs, and operations and maintenance jobs both 
require highly-skilled workers in the fi elds of  construction, management, 
and engineering. These well-paid professionals boost economic 
development in rural communities where new employment opportunities 
are welcome due to economic downturns (Reategui and Tegen, 2008). 
Based on the model’s results, the fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  wind power 
development in Illinois created approximately 9,968 full-time equivalent 
jobs during construction periods with a total payroll of  over $509 million, 
and is supporting approximately 494 permanent jobs in rural Illinois areas 
with a total annual payroll of  over $25 million. These 494 jobs make a 
signifi cant impact because the wind farms are located in rural areas, where 
populations are much smaller.


Wind power projects increase the property tax base of  a county, 
creating a new revenue source for education and other local government 
services. Illinois actually has higher property tax rates than most of  the 
surrounding states. Thus, the property tax revenue impacts are 
substantial. According to the model’s results, the fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  
wind power development in Illinois supports local economies by 
generating over $18 million in annual property taxes18.


Employment Impacts


V. Analysis 
and Results
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Property Tax 
Revenue Impacts


     18 Property tax revenue is listed for the fi rst year (where there are property tax abatements during the fi rst few years of  the wind farm 
project or Payments in Lieu of  Taxes (PILOT), an average fi gure over the fi rst ten years is utilized). This fi gure will change over time due to 
several factors: (1) whether the county increases/decreases the local property tax rate; (2) depreciation over the life of  the project; and (3) if  
the state law regarding wind farm valuation changes in the future.







Landowners benefi t when they lease their land to wind developers because 
of  the stabilized income stream. According to the model’s results, the fi rst 
1,847.76 MW of  wind power development in Illinois is generating more than 
$8.3 million annually20 in extra income for Illinois residents who lease their 
land to wind farm developers.


Output refers to economic activity or the value of  production in the state or 
local economy. According to the model’s results, the fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  
wind power development in Illinois will generate a total economic benefi t of  
$3.2 billion over the life of  the projects (construction plus 25 years of  
operations was assumed in this calculation).


Landowner Revenue 
Impacts


Economic Activities
Impacts


24


     20 The landowner payments are adjusted for infl ation throughout the contract life (thus this amount will increase over time).


Figure 6.—Direct, Indirect and Induced Impacts from 1,847.76 MW of  Wind Energy Development in Illinois
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Notes: All dollar values have been converted to 2008 dollars. JEDI versions 1.09.03b and 1.09.03e were utilized. Visit http://www.nrel.gov/
analysis/jedi/ to download the model. Project specifi c costs and local share inputs were obtained from the wind farm developers for use in 
the JEDI model to improve accuracy of  the estimated economic impacts. Totals assume construction plus 25 years operations.
* Property tax revenue is listed for the fi rst year (where there are property tax abatements during the fi rst few years of  the wind farm project 
or Payments in Lieu of  Taxes (PILOT), an average fi gure over the fi rst ten years is utilized). This fi gure will change over time due to several 
factors: (1) whether the county increases/decreases the local property tax rate; (2) depreciation over the life of  the project; and (3) if  the state 
law regarding wind farm assessed valuation changes in the future.
‡ Job calculations are based on a full time equivalent (FTE) basis for a year. In other words, 1 job = 1 FTE = 2,080 hours worked in a year. 
A part time or temporary job would constitute only a fraction of  a job according to the JEDI model. For example, the JEDI model results 
show 1,473 new jobs during construction; though the construction of  the wind farms may have actually involved hiring closer to 3,000 
workers. Thus, due to the short-term nature of  construction projects, the JEDI model signifi cantly understates the number of  people 
actually hired to work on the project. It is important to keep this fact in mind when looking at the numbers or when reporting the numbers.


Table 3.—Local Economic Impacts from 1,847.76 MW of Wind Energy Development in Illinois 


  Total Jobs‡ Total Output 
Construction  


Project Development and Onsite Labor Impacts 1,473 $137 million 
Turbine and Supply Chain Impacts 5,650 $853 million 


Induced Impacts 2,845 $337 million 
New Local Jobs during Construction 9,968 


Operations 
Onsite Labor Impacts 110 $10 million/year 


Local Revenue and Supply Chain Impacts 181 $45 million/year 
Induced Impacts 203 $24 million/year 


New Local Long-Term Jobs 494 
Total Economic Benefit $3.2 billion 
Payments to Landowners $8.3 million/year 


Local Property Tax Revenue* $18 million/year   







VI. Illinois’ 
Future


Manufacturing 
Impact


Workforce 
Development and 
Technical Training


Lantz and Tegen (2008) argue that “the single largest potential driver of  
economic development benefi ts is local manufacturing. Policymakers 
seeking to maximize economic development benefi ts from wind power are 
likely to gain the greatest increased benefi t by attracting new wind power 
manufacturing to their state” (11-2). Wind energy requires highly skilled 
manufacturing workers who take part in designing, building, and assembling 
wind turbines. A report developed by the Renewable Energy Policy Project 
concluded that as many as 31,522 new jobs could be created by 
manufacturing wind power components in Illinois. This could help 
revitalize more than 457 manufacturing fi rms in Illinois (Blue Green 
Alliance, 2007).


Some economic benefi ts from the wind turbine supply chain have already 
been experienced in Illinois. For example, Trinity Structural Towers in 
Clinton manufactures towers, and Siemens Energy and Automation facility 
(Winergy Turbine Drives) in Elgin produces wind turbine gear drivers; 
both of  these manufacturers have created local jobs in their respective 
communities. Finkl and Sons in Chicago supplies wind turbine components. 
Thanks to a Federal Stimulus Grant, Ingersoll Machine Tools plans to 
retrofi t their existing Rockford facility to manufacture wind turbine 
components that will allow the company to retain nearly 70 existing jobs 
and create over 80 new jobs. There are also several small wind turbine 
vendors in Illinois. These facilities produce goods that help their 
customers meet the growing demand for sustainable energy resources.  
For more information about the economic impacts of  the wind turbine 
supply chain, see the Center for Renewable Energy’s report titled, 
“Economic Impact of  Wind Turbine Supply Chain” by Loomis, Carlson, 
and Payne (2010).


The skill sets of  residents in the community largely determine whether 
the wind farm developer hires local labor for the construction and 
operation and maintenance stages of  the wind farm development. Highland 
Community College in Freeport, Illinois received accreditation for Illinois’ 
fi rst associate degree program for wind turbine technicians in 2008. The 
two-year program requires students to take courses in subjects 
including electronics, meteorology, math, business, speech, and physical 
education. EcoEnergy is involved with the main focus of  the program, 
teaching students how to assemble, maintain, and repair wind turbines. 
EcoEnergy is also planning to offer scholarships for the program. As the 
United States continues to develop and build more wind energy facilities, 
the demand for well-trained turbine technicians will keep increasing, which 
provides more stable and reliable jobs for communities (EcoEnergy, 2008).
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Wind Energy 
Businesses


Illinois State University in Normal, Illinois, has a Renewable Energy 
interdisciplinary undergraduate major as of  fall 2008. The curriculum 
includes courses in technology, economics, and agriculture. Students in the 
program may choose between a technology track or an economics/public 
policy track. Renewable energy experts and potential employers who 
comprise the program advisory committee reviewed the curriculum to 
ensure that its scope and depth will result in graduates that are highly 
trained and knowledgeable. Graduates are expected to be conversant in 
diverse disciplines, including technical, managerial, political, and economic 
issues important to renewable energy.


Illinois Valley Community College is developing a curriculum that would 
train students to become wind turbine mechanics. The Illinois Institute of  
Technology (IIT) won a major US Department of  Energy grant in 2009 to 
lead a consortium studying pioneering wind energy technologies. Members 
will perform focused research on critical wind energy challenges including 
wind technology challenge, grid system integration, and workforce 
challenge21.


Besides manufacturing industries, other wind energy businesses have 
opened up around the state. They have either brought new employees to the 
state who contribute to total spending in the local economy, or they have 
created new jobs for people in that community. There are close to ten wind 
energy companies with U.S. headquarters in Chicago. There are numerous 
other wind energy-related industries in the state, but far too many to name.


     21 The IIT-led consortium’s research and development plan includes advanced concepts for rotor control and drive train control, robust 
sensors for blades, and improved aero elastic models to improve wind turbine performance and reliability. http://windforillinois.blogspot.
com/2009/10/illinois-institute-of-technology-to.html







The economic impact from Illinois’ fi rst 1,847.76 MW of  wind energy 
supports jobs, generates landowner revenue, increases tax revenue, 
increases economic activity, and has numerous environmental benefi ts. 
In order for Illinois to take advantage of  all the economic benefi ts from 
wind energy, more supply-chain manufacturing should be established 
in the state, which can defi nitely help revitalize Illinois’ manufacturing 
industry. More wind turbine technician training facilities are needed to 
prepare the workforce in Illinois. An extension of  the in-state renewable 
energy resource preference to meet the state RPS would spur 
development of  more wind farm projects in the state. Overall, wind 
power development in Illinois indicates a positive future for the state in 
helping to preserve the environment and contributing to a more secure 
energy future.


VII. Conclusion
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High paying jobs are created both at construction and during the life of the wind farm. A wind turbine has as 


many as 8,000 components and subcomponents, which can be categorized into four main parts: towers, blades, 
rotor and nacelle.  Towers and blades, the largest two parts (making up approximately 75% of the turbines’ weight), 
are typically manufactured domestically. The rotor and nacelle are comprised of thousands of components and 
subcomponents, and provide a growth opportunity for domestic manufacturers. 


 The majority of nacelles in the U.S. are assembled 
domestically, but since small components are much easier 
to ship, they are often imported. However, as an indicator of 
the opportunity for U.S. and Illinois manufacturers, domestic 
production of subcomponents such as bearings, electrical 
components and hydraulic systems enjoyed the highest growth 
rate of any turbine segment in 2009.


All of this means jobs for Illinois. The Environmental Law & 
Policy Center’s (ELPC) analysis shows that most of Illinois’ wind development jobs are created at small to medium-
sized companies.  Small firms (with fewer than 500 employees) represent 99.7% of all employer firms, employ over 
half of all private sector employees and create more than half of the nonfarm, private GDP.  Of the more than 140 
current and prospective Illinois companies in the wind industry supply chain, more than 80% are small businesses 
– machine shops, welders and metal fabricators. Wind farms also increase the property tax base of their host 
communities, which benefits schools and other public services.  


ELPC created this report to explain the broad reach and depth of the wind industry supply chain in Illinois.  
This industry is about more than just wind farms and clean energy.  It is also about jobs for turbine component 
manufacturers, tower manufacturers, cement mixers and the support services all of these industries need, from legal 
and banking, to engineering and accounting professionals.  Wind means real business for Illinois.


About 17 manufacturing 
jobs are created for 
every megawatt of power 
developed, translating 
into over 2,500 jobs for a 
150 megawatt wind 
farm. ”


“


Powering Manufacturing Jobs and 
Economic Growth in Illinois


The wind industry means real business for Illinois.  The state’s wind power supply chain comprises 
over 100 companies with more than 15,000 employees.  About 17 manufacturing jobs are created for 
every megawatt of power developed, translating into over 2,500 jobs for a 150 megawatt utility-scale 
wind farm.   Illinois is now home to 25 wind farms that generate more than 1,800 megawatts of power 
annually.  The Chicago region is also home to 13 headquarters of major wind power companies.  The 
growth in the wind sector in Illinois is, in part, attributable to policies such as the Illinois Renewable 
Electricity Standard (RES), which has helped boost manufacturing sector and corporate headquarters 
jobs in the state.   
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Company Name City
1. RESTechnologies Arlington Heights
2. CENTA Aurora
3. Acterra Group Batavia
4. Ipsen International Belvidere
5. Orbital Tool Technologies Belvidere
6. Egetrans Bensenville
7. R&W America, LP Bensenville
8. G&W Electric Blue Island
9. Imperial Crane Bridgeview
10. Prairie Materials 


(52 locations in Illinois)
Bridgeview


11. Stanley Machining and Tool Carpentersville
12. HL Precision Machining Champaign
13. Midstate Renewable Energy Services Champaign
14. A. Finkl & Sons Chicago
15. Acciona Chicago
16. Aerotecture International Chicago
17. Atlas Tube Chicago
18. Baker Mckenzie Chicago
19. Blue Star Energy Solutions Chicago
20. Bridge Strategy Group Chicago
21. DLA Piper Chicago
22. E.On Climate & Renewables Chicago
23. Enablon Chicago
24. EWS Consulting Chicago
25. Fleming Energy Chicago
26. Foley & Lardner LLP Chicago
27. Gaelectric North America, Inc. Chicago
28. Gamesa Energy Chicago
29. Goldwind Chicago
30. Horizon Wind Energy Chicago
31. Invenergy Chicago
32. Jenner & Block Chicago
33. JP Morgan Tax Equity Chicago
34. Latham & Watkins Chicago
35. Lincoln Renewable Energy Chicago
36. Lucas Group Chicago
37. Mayer Brown LLP Chicago
38. Midwest Wind Energy Chicago
39. Navigant Consulting Chicago
40. Nordex Chicago
41. Plante & Moran Chicago
42. PNE Wind Chicago
43. Winston & Strawn LLP Chicago
44. Scott Balice Strategies Chicago
45. Suzlon Chicago
46. Tempel Steel Chicago
47. US Mainstream Renewable Power Chicago
48. Vestas AG Chicago
49. Wind Capital Chicago
50. S&C Electric Chicago
51. Funk Linko Chicago Heights
52. Brad Foote Gear Works Cicero


Company Name City
53. Trinity Structural Towers Clinton
54. Snap-on Industrial Crystal Lake
55. Leeco Steel Darien
56. Parker Hannifin Des Plaines
57. Harting Elgin
58. Siemens-Winergy Elgin
59. SKF Seals America Elgin
60. Usach Technologies Elgin
61. Villares Metals/


Bohler Uddeholm Corp
Elgin


62. Bley LLC Elk Grove
63. Fluitecnik Elk Grove
64. Acme Industries Elk Grove Village
65. American Renewable Energy Evanston
66. Ammentorp Tool Franklin Park
67. Elspec Freeport
68. Hydac Glendale Heights
69. Heidtman Steel Products Granite City
70. DriveCon/R&M Materials Handling Gurnee
71. LB Steel Harvey
72. Gordon Electric Kankakee
73. Notus US Lake Forest
74. Randack Fasteners Lake Zurich
75. SmartSignal Lisle
76. Lockport Steel Lockport
77. Walco Tool & Engineering Lockport
78. CN Worldwide Markham
79. S&K Air Power Tool and Supply 


Corp.
Mattoon


80. Power Plant Services Melrose Park
81. SMF Inc. Minonk
82. Triton Manufacturing Monee
83. NTN Bearing Corporation Mt. Prospect
84. Broadwind Naperville
85. Ryan Companies Naperville
86. ProductSpace Solutions Oak Brook
87. Angel Wind Energy Onarga
88. Iberdrola Renewables US Palatine
89. Schneider Electric Palatine
90. Anpec Industries Pecatonica
91. A. Lucas & Sons Peoria
92. Rohn Peoria
93. Advanced Energy Solution Pomona
94. Clinkenbeard & Associates, Inc. Rockford
95. Elite Tool & Wire Rockford
96. Ingersoll Machine Tools Rockford
97. Rockford Bolt and Steel Rockford
98. Rogers Brothers Galvanizing Rockford
99. Forest City Gear Roscoe
100. Chicago Industrial Fasteners Sugar Grove
101. INTREN Union
102. Hwacheon Vernon Hills
103. Miller Welding & Iron Works Washington
104. Orion Energy Group Wyoming
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Chicago is home to at least 13 global 
or U.S. headquarters of major wind 
power companies. That may well be more 
headquarters than any other city in the 
United States.  Access to transatlantic flights, 
a central U.S. location, and the availability 
of a multi-disciplinary workforce and 
professional services have all combined 
to make Chicago a natural choice for many 
wind companies’ headquarters.   


The City benefits from the additional 
demand for legal, financial and other corporate 
infrastructure-related services that business 
headquarters draw on, creating high-paying, 
high-skilled professional jobs.  Some of the 
wind industry and supply chain companies with 
global and U.S. headquarters in the Chicago 
area include:


Acciona, a $7 billion Spanish-based 
multinational corporation, develops and 
manages clean energy projects, operates a 
turbine assembly and has its North American 
headquarters in Chicago.  Acciona has 
ownership interests in seven North American 
wind farms.  


 
Broadwind Energy, based in Naperville, 


is a wind industry holding company with 
four businesses: turbine tower construction, 
precision gearing systems manufacturing, 
logistics, as well as technical and engineering 
services.  Brad Foote Gear Works, a subsidiary 
company, is headquartered in Cicero.


E.On Climate and Renewables has 
its U.S. headquarters in Chicago and is one of 
the world’s largest developers and owners of 
renewable power projects. E.On has developed 
over 1,700 megawatts of wind projects in the 
U.S.  


  
Fleming Energy, an Irish company with 


its U.S. headquarters in Chicago, is currently 
exploring wind investment opportunities here.


Goldwind, a Chinese turbine original 
equipment manufacturer, is the latest company 
to select Chicago as its corporate headquarters 
in the Americas.  The company is one of the 
largest turbine manufacturers in the world and 
is committed to growing its North American 
presence.  Goldwind plans to build nacelle 
assembly facilities in the U.S.    


Chicago: Wind Industry 
Corporate Headquarters 
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Invenergy has its global headquarters 
in Chicago and it develops, owns and operates 
large scale renewable energy facilities in 
North America and Europe.  The company has 
developed twenty U.S. wind farms, two of which 
are in Illinois, making it one of the nation’s 
largest independent wind energy producers. 


Lincoln Renewable Energy has its 
headquarters in Chicago. It is a wind and solar 
developer with projects in active development 
in 11 states.


Mainstream Renewable Power, an 
Irish company with its U.S. headquarters in 
Chicago, plans to invest $1.6 billion over the 
next four years in three Illinois wind farm 
developments.  


The company expects to generate enough 
clean energy from these projects to power 
200,000 homes by 2013.


Midwest Wind Energy, headquartered 
in Chicago, is a utility-scale wind farm developer, 
with a current project portfolio of over 5,000 
megawatts of power in Illinois and the Midwest. 


Nordex is a German wind turbine 
manufacturer.  The company’s U.S. headquarters 
is in Chicago, and Nordex is building a domestic 
manufacturing facility in Arkansas.


NTN Bearing is one of the world’s 
largest bearing producers, and its American 
headquarters is in Mt. Prospect.  NTN  
manufactures bearings for wind turbine 
manufacturers, as well as for operations and 
maintenance providers. 


PNE Wind  is a German onshore 
and offshore wind developer with its U.S. 
headquarters in Chicago.  PNE signed a joint 
venture agreement with Renewable Solutions 
to develop more than 300 megawatts of wind 
projects in Minnesota, North Dakota and South 
Dakota.


Suzlon, an Indian multinational company 
with 14,000 employees in 21 countries, is an 
integrated wind turbine manufacturer with  
its North American headquarters in Chicago.  
Suzlon manufactures turbine nose cones and 
rotor blades at its two Minnesota plants.  
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The Illinois wind industry includes 
turbine and tower makers; manufacturers 
of couplings, bearings and fasteners; legal, 
financial, engineering and consulting 
firms; and diagnostic software designers. 
The companies featured below illustrate 
the breadth of wind power businesses in 
Illinois.


Manufacturing Jobs:


A. Finkl & Sons is one of the world’s 
leading suppliers of specialty steels and custom 
open die forgings.  The company is currently 
constructing a new manufacturing facility 
on Chicago’s south side that will triple its 
current capacity.  Wind energy is currently a 
small industrial sector for Finkl, but: “The new 
facility will allow the company to economically 
produce grades of steel that will meet the strict 
quality standards adopted by the wind energy 
industry,” commented Joe Curci, President, A. 
Finkl & Sons.  “The company can then compete 
at a global level for wind energy related 
components.”


A. Lucas & Sons Steel is the oldest 
continually operating steel fabricator in the U.S. 
and the oldest business in Peoria. The company 
employs 22 people and expects wind industry 
work will comprise 25% of its business in the 
next few years. 


Lucas received an American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) grant and, as a 
result, hopes to add up to eight manufacturing 
and sales employees. According to company 
President Margaret A. Hanley: “This grant will 
transform a marvelous old company into one 
of America’s leading green manufacturers. The 


American people have put their faith in us to 
succeed and that is what we intend to do.” 


Brad Foote Gear Works, located in 
Cicero, is a national leader in large gearing 
systems for industrial markets, including steel 


mills, transportation and renewable energy.  
Brad Foote has been in business since 1924, 
operates at three locations (two in Cicero, IL, 
one in Pittsburgh, PA) and employs a total of 260 
people.  Wind turbine gears have accounted for 
anywhere from 40% to 70% of the company’s 
business since 2006. “A national Renewable 
Energy Standard would be very helpful to the 
industry,” said VP of Human Resources Dennis 
Taggart. “Creating a climate that is conducive to 
the wind industry is key to increasing demand 
and green jobs in Illinois.” 


Brad Foote is prepared for an increase in 
demand.  With funds from an ARRA grant, the 
company was able to purchase another large 
measuring machine this past year, which will 
enable it to double its wind business.  Brad 
Foote is now a subsidiary of Broadwind Energy 
in Naperville. 


S&C Electric Company, located in 
the Rogers Park neighborhood of Chicago, 
has 100 years of experience in designing 
and manufacturing electric power switching 
and protection equipment and power quality 


Wind Supply Chain: Manufacturing 
and Professional Services Jobs


“Creating a climate that is 
conducive to the wind   


industry is key to increasing 
demand and green jobs 
in Illinois. ”
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products, primarily for application at high 
voltage. S&C offers wind turbine switchgear, 
VAR compensation systems that help wind 
farms meet grid interconnection requirements, 
substation transformer protective devices, 
stored energy management systems, and related 
design, engineering and construction services.  


 LB Steel is one of the largest processors of 
strip mill plate in North America.  The company 
is headquartered in Harvey, with manufacturing 
facilities in Chicago Heights.  The company plans 
to expand its wind power business by taking a 
“Field of Dreams approach,” according to John 
Faletti, Vice President of Sales. “We are building 
it in expectation of the business growing for us.” 
LB Steel is expanding its  Chicago Heights plant, 
hoping to grow from 20 employees to 35.


Stanley Machining and Tool 
Corp., has about 100 employees at plants 
in Carpentersville and Hampshire.  The 
company has been manufacturing large- scale 
components for the wind industry for the past 
two decades.  Stanley not only supplies to the 


wind industry, but also sources 60% of its 
energy from renewable resources.  


Winergy Drive Systems, a division of 
Siemens, is the largest producer of gearboxes 
in the wind industry.  Winergy recently opened 
its second turbine production facility in Elgin, 
one of the first LEED certified plants in Illinois.  
The expansion involves an investment of $20 
million by Siemens and $5.7 million through the 
Illinois Department of Commerce and Economic 
Opportunity’s business investment package.  
The new plant employs 350 people, for a total 
of 500 Winergy employees in Illinois. 


Professional Services Jobs:


JP Morgan Capital Corporation 
Energy Investments is the leader in tax 
equity financing with its office in Chicago.  The 
group consists of 30 to 40 professionals and has 
been involved in most of the $2 billion in wind 
tax equity deals completed so far in 2010. 


Navigant Consulting  is an international 
consulting firm and the 270 employees in its 
Energy Practice focus on issues across the  
energy value chain.  Navigant Consulting is 
headquartered in Chicago with more than 40 
offices around the world.


SmartSignal, headquartered in Lisle, 
designs diagnostic software that helps improve 
turbine reliability and reduces maintenance 
costs.  SmartSignal employs 100 people and has 
a dedicated wind industry group. 
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Untapped Potential for Job Growth
In addition to the 100-plus companies 


currently in the supply chain, many others 
are targeting the wind industry as a 
prospective new market.  ELPC identified 
50 Illinois companies that could supply the 
industry if demand increased.  For example:


Advanced Machine & Engineering, 
located in Rockford, is a manufacturer 
and distributor of precision machine tool 
components and metal cutting solutions.  
Advanced Machine supplies components and 
subcomponents to the aerospace, automotive, 
mining, food processing and medical industries, 
among others.  The company has the capability 
to supply components and services to the wind 
industry, including a precision contract machine 
shop that can do turning and boring work, the 
expertise to compile inspection reports for 
small and large parts, and a grinding room for 
shafting work for precision spindles.


Cloos Robotic Welding is the U.S. 
subsidiary of Carl CLOOS Schweisstechnik 
GmbH with 40 worldwide sales and service 
locations, including its U.S. sales/engineering/
manufacturing facility in Schaumburg.  CLOOS 
united its two core businesses - arc welding 
and robot technology - and has the capability 
to provide manufacturing solutions to wind 
turbine manufacturers and sub-suppliers.


Dynomax, a machine shop in Wheeling, 
has the capability to be a “Tier 2” wind supplier 
to the turbine equipment manufacturers.  
Dynomax manufactures and designs high-
precision machined components, as well as 
specialty machines and machine tool spindles.  
The company serves the aerospace, defense, 
mining, energy, construction and transportation 
industries.  Dynomax hopes to be a significant 
wind industry supplier by 2012.   


Exact Machine, in Rockford, is a precision 
metalworking and machining service company 
that specializes in high precision boring and 
milling of large components and gearboxes.  
Exact’s components could be supplied to a wind 
turbine assembly facility.  The company currently 
serves gearbox manufacturing, machine tool, 
construction and mining equipment, and food 
machinery businesses.   


Grot Tool and Manufacturing in 
Skokie is a precision CNC (computer numerical 
controlled) machining facility with the capability 
to do contract precision work, including milling 
and turning.  Grot is positioned to supply the 
wind industry and has experience in machining  
forgings, castings and fabrications. 
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Federal Policies


Federal	 Renewable	 Electricity	 Standard: 
This proposed federal legislation would require 
all electric utilities, which act as collective 
power purchasing agents for consumers, to buy 
a growing percentage of their electricity from 
renewable energy resources.  Creating a federal 
renewable electricity standard floor — which 
states like Illinois can exceed — would drive more 
national demand for wind generated electricity.  
That would increase export opportunities for 
Illinois wind power and spur the market for 
Illinois-manufactured wind turbine components 
and professional services.  Illinois would benefit 
through more job creation and economic growth.  


Production Tax Credit (PTC) and 
Investment	 Tax	 Credit	 (ITC): The PTC is an 
intermittent (i.e. not permanent) tax incentive 
that offers a credit of 2.1 cents per kilowatt 
hour.  In February 2009, through ARRA, Congress 
extended the PTC for three years through 2012.  
Wind developers can also opt to take a 30% ITC 
in lieu of the PTC for facilities placed into service 
before 2013, so long as construction begins before 
the end of 2010.  The ITC can be converted to a 
grant that helps developers who do not have 
enough tax liability to effectively utilitize the tax 
credit.


Accelerated	 Depreciation:	 Allowing wind 
generation assets to be depreciated over six years 
(rather than the typical 20 years) can create 
additional value.  Again, the depreciation credit  
may be hard for some developers to use unless 
they can offset it with significant income. 


Illinois Policies


Illinois	 Renewable	 Electricity	 Standard:	
Illinois’  electric utilities are required to purchase 
a percentage of their electricity from renewable 
energy sources. The percentage increases 
annually from 5% in 2010 to reach 25% by 2025. 
Of that total, 75% of the renewable energy must 
come from wind power.


Sales	Tax	Incentive:	A business establishing a 
new wind power facility in Illinois may be eligible 
for designation as a “High Impact Business,” which 
exempts the wind equipment owner from paying 
state and local sales taxes for building materials.


State	 Bond	 Program: The Illinois Finance 
Authority can issue tax-exempt bonds and credit 
enhancements to renewable energy projects that 
meet eligibility criteria and provide significant 
public benefits for the citizens of Illinois. 


Property	Tax	Certainty:	The Illinois property 
tax code provides enhanced tax certainty for wind 
farms by keeping the property tax assessment of 
wind energy devices uniform in counties across 
the state.  Previously, property tax assessments 
for wind farms varied widely across the state.


Policy Makes the Difference
Growth in the wind industry, like all of the energy sector, relates strongly to regulatory 


and tax policies. Federal and state policies are key to encouraging investment that can grow 
the many parts of the wind industry.  Both federal and state renewable electricity standards 
are crucial to creating a stable market  to support wind industry growth.  
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The Environmental Law & Policy Center is the Midwest’s leading public interest environmental 
legal advocacy and eco-business innovation organization.  We develop and lead successful 
strategic advocacy campaigns to improve environmental quality and protect our natural 
resources.  We are public interest environmental entrepreneurs who engage in creative business 
dealmaking with diverse interests to put into practice our belief that environmental progress 
and economic development can be achieved together.  ELPC’s multidisciplinary staff of talented 
and experienced public interest attorneys, environmental business specialists, public policy 
advocates and communications specialists brings a strong and effective combination of skills 
to solve environmental problems.  


ELPC’s vision embraces both smart, persuasive advocacy and sustainable development 
principles to win the most important environmental cases and create positive solutions to 
protect the environment.  ELPC’s teamwork approach uses legal, economic and public policy 
analysis, and communications advocacy tools to produce successes.  ELPC’s strategic advocacy 
and business dealmaking involves proposing solutions when we oppose threats to the Midwest 
environment.  We say “yes” to better solutions; we don’t just say “no.”  


ELPC was founded in 1993 and has achieved a strong track record of successes on national 
and regional clean energy development and pollution reduction, transportation and land use 
reform, and natural resources protection issues.  ELPC’s creative public advocacy effectively 
links environmental progress and economic development together and improves the quality 
of life in our Midwestern communities.


Environmental Law & Policy Center


headquarters
35 East Wacker Drive, Suite 1600


Chicago, Illinois  60601
Tel: 312-673-6500 Fax: 312-795-3730


Web: ELPC.org    Email: elpcinfo@elpc.org


regional	offices
Columbus, Ohio     Sioux Falls, South Dakota
Des Moines, Iowa    Madison, Wisconson 
Jamestown, North Dakota   Washington, D.C.
Minneapolis, Minnesota


Printed on recycled paper
 with soy-based inks












 


 
  
The monthly meeting of the Ogle County ETSB was called to order at 6:08 pm by Chairman Bill 
Winebaugh. 
 
Members present: 
B. Brass  D. DeWall 
L. Feary  E. O’Brien 
B. Winebaugh       F. Horner at 6:28 pm 
 
Members Absent: 
S. Sullivan  R. Buck 
 
Others present: 
S. Beitel, Ogle County E9-1-1 Coordinator 
Sheriff Greg Beitel, Ogle County Sheriff 
 
A motion by D. DeWall and seconded by E. O’Brien to approve the minutes of October 13, 2010 as 
submitted.  The motion carried. 
 
A motion by E. O’Brien and seconded by L. Feary to pay the listed bills.  The motion carried. 
Landline Account 
  Cardmember Services   $193.00 
  Frontier Telecommunications  $7,600.13  
  Leaf River Telephone   $150.30 
  NENA     $520.00 
  Quill     $89.73 
  Verizon Wireless   $246.93 
  Total Landline    $8,800.09 
Wireless Account 
  Cardmember Services   $2,013.60 
  Frontier Telecommunications  $6,149.59 
  Total Wireless    $8,163.19 
 
Total Bills for Payment    $16,963.28 
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The MOU between the Ogle County ETSB and the Ogle County Sheriff’s Office was provided prior 
to the meeting to all parties.  There was no further discussion or questions in reference to the MOU. 
A motion by B. Brass and seconded by D. DeWall to approve the MOU for 2011.  The motion 
carried. 
 
Prior to the meeting, all board members were provided with the information on the wages for the 
 E9-1-1 Coordinator for next year.  S. Beitel informed the board that the union and the county board 
are still in negotiations.  The information that has been discussed is a pay freeze and then the county 
would absorb the 10% health insurance increase.  S. Beitel informed the board that the figures 
provided doesn’t include a pay increase, but does have the 10% health insurance increase.  The 
actually amount then may actually be less than what is on the spreadsheet. 
A motion by E. O’Brien and seconded by B. Brass to pay for the E9-1-1 Coordinators Salary for 
2011.  The motion carried. 
 
The members present discussed the bylaws.  The first point of discussion was on the policy for the 
public comment portion of the ETSB meeting.  S. Beitel informed the board that John Kelly, 
attorney at law, encouraged entities to have a public comment policy in place to maintain order of 
your meetings.  S. Beitel had drafted a sample policy and B. Winebaugh suggested that the public 
comment portion of our meetings be towards the beginning of our meetings.  B. Brass also stated 
that their meetings have the public comment at the beginning of the meeting.  Some of the board 
members did not receive the copy of the Seneca ETSB bylaws.  S. Beitel will resend them and also 
redo the public comment policy and send out to the members.  The bylaws will be tabled until next 
meeting. 
 
S. Beitel had presented the board members with a tentative budget, and there were a few changes 
that had been made at the last minute.  S. Beitel will resend the budget after the changes are made.  
The budget will be reviewed prior to next month’s meeting. 
 
Along with the budget, S. Beitel provided the members with the outline of the training schedule for 
the telecommunicators and the board members. 
 
S. Beitel explained to the members that the voice loggers at both PSAP’s have DVD drives which 
are not working and Nelson Systems recommend external hard drives.  The reason for this is that the 
external hard drives can be located off site, a remote location, in the event of something happening 
in the building in which the voice logger is housed in.  Larry Callant, Ogle County IT, located 2 
companies with external hard drives that would suit our purposes.  One was from Newegg for the 
cost of $1349.00 and the second from Tiger Direct for $1,425.99.  Larry has been in contact with 
Nelson Systems and would work together in the installation and set up.   
A motion by F. Horner and seconded by D. DeWall to purchase two external hard drives, one for 
each PSAP, for the price of $1349.00 each.  The motion carried. 
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S. Beitel reported to the members that we have the following liquid cash balance in the listed 
accounts as of October 31, 2010: 
Landline  $436,027.66 
Next Generation $80,877.88 
Wireless  $143,256.67 
Total   $660,162.21 
 
Total in the accounts including investments: 
Landline  $1,059,318.73 
Next Generation $987,572.40 
Wireless  $669,369.54 
Total   $2,716,260.67 
 
A motion by D. DeWall and seconded by B. Brass for adjournment.  The motion carried and the 
motion carried.  The meeting was adjourned at 6:58 pm.  
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Sandy Beitel, Secretary 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 








Resolution 2010‐1104 


Veterans Assistance Commission Funding Process Change 


 


WHEREAS, Ogle County Veteran’s Assistance Commission (VAC) funding model has been such that VAC 
monies run through the County’s books and FEIN number, including 1099s and audits; and 


WHEREAS, the VAC has submitted bills to the Treasurer for payment with tax money distributed to their 
fund and held by the Treasurer; and 


WHEREAS, The Ogle County board wishes to see the VAC funding model provide more timely 
distribution so that qualifying veterans receive financial aid at the time of their need without delay; and  


WHEREAS, the HEW Committee has instructed the Veterans Assistance Commission and the Ogle County 
Treasurer to work together to establish new procedures for more timely funding; and 


WHEREAS the following new procedures have been recommended: 


• Effective December 1, 2010 all funds will be transferred to the Veterans Assistance 
Commission 


• Veterans will pay all their own bills and do all their own books, including 1099s 


• Audits will be performed as prescribed by statute or as requested by the HEW Committee 
under their own FIEN 


• Tax money will be distributed directly to them and not held by the Ogle County Treasurer. 


THEREFORE, BE IT RESOVED that the Ogle County Board authorizes the new procedures as presented to 
ensure timely distribution of funds 


Presented and Adopted at the November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting. 


Attest: 


 


______________________________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk  


 


            ____________________________________________ 


            W. Ed Rice, Chairman 


 








 
Blackhawk Waterways Convention & Visitor’s Bureau 


Promoting Tourism in Carroll, Lee, Ogle and Whiteside Counties 
Diane Bausman, Executive Director  
Report for Month of October 2010 


 
Meetings Attended: 
• Oct 5th – Whiteside Co. CEDS meeting 
• Oct 11th – Dixon Tourism meeting 
• Oct 18th – Whiteside Co. Barn Tour meeting 
• Oct. 26th – BWCVB Brd meeting 
• Oct 27th – Rochelle Tourism meeting 
• Oct 28th – TOUR Illinois Conference Call meeting  
 
Web Site Update: 
• We’ve had 2,475 unique visitors to the site in the last month which is a 25% increase.  With the reinstatement of our state 


funding we re-started the Google Adwords on Oct 12th and since then we’ve had 380 visitors from the Adwords and these visitors 
viewed an average of 4.34 pages.  93.42% of these visitors were new to the site.   


• The trail-of-terror.com website had 2,710 unique visitors in the last month which is an increase of 205% over the previous month!  
Those visitors viewed an average of 3.94 pages per visit.  The top 4 locations of where these visitors came from are Chicago, 
Rockford, Freeport & DeKalb.   


 
Bulk Mailing Update: 
• We’ve sent out 260 packets of information so far during October as a result of requests from our website, Illinois Travel Guide 


and phone calls.   
• We’ve had 143 direct requests for Trail of Terror information from the trail-of-terror.com website during October. 
• During October we sent out 84 packets of information as a result of our web ad on travelguidesfree.com.   
 
Public Relations: 
• Set. 28th - WCCI Radio Show 
• Sept. 30th – Rock Falls Lincoln Highway mural unveiling. 
• Oct 18th – Our tourism partner e-newsletter went out.  
• Oct 19th – WIXN Radio Show 
• Oct 21st – Meeting with regional representatives of Comfort Inn & Suites 
• Oct 22nd – I attended the ribbon cutting of the last leg that was finally finished on the Great River Bike Trail.  
• Oct 23rd – I attended the Reagan Centennial Gala.  It was a great kick-off to the Reagan Centennial and the featured speaker was 


Rep. Denny Hastert who spoke on his experiences with President Reagan.   
• Oct 26th – WCCI Radio Show 
 
Updates & Information: 
• We are moving ahead with the planning of the 2011 Visitor Guide and I am working with TDG to make sure we have our 


database as up-to-date as possible so please let us know of changes that need to be made.   
• We are in the process of compiling information for the 2010 Holiday Events brochure and for a Reagan Centennial brochure 


which will highlight all the events commemorating the Reagan Centennial taking place in the Blackhawk Waterways region 
during 2011.  We have also submitted these events to the state & NITDO databases and the Illinois Reagan Centennial events 
database as well. 


• The 2011 Governor’s Conference has been set for March 16-18, 2011 at the Donald Stevens Convention Center in Rosemont.  
Watch for details coming soon. 


 
Something to think about as we face the tough economic decisions that have to be made ~ 
“Don’t tell me where your priorities are.  Show me where you spend your money and I’ll tell you what they are.” 
           James W. Frick 
 
 
We appreciate the support we receive from you and if you would like a brief presentation at your county board meeting on 
how Blackhawk Waterways CVB promotes tourism in Carroll, Lee, Ogle and Whiteside Counties, call 800-678-2108 or 
contact me via e-mail at dbausman@bwcvb.com 
 


Blackhawk Waterways CVB Mission Statement 
To increase the economic impact to the four counties represented through promotions, 


advertising and providing information to potential visitors. 
 


 
 



mailto:dbausman@bwcvb.com
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STATE OF ILLINOIS   )
                    )SS
COUNTY OF OGLE      )


In the Matter of the Petition
              of
Wesley A. and Lynn M. Jaros, Taylor Township
Ogle County, Illinois


               Testimony of Witnesses
               Produced, Sworn and
               Examined on this 28th day
               of October 2010
               before the Ogle County
               Zoning Board of Appeals


Present:
John Finfrock
Maynard Stivers
Jason Sword
Maurice Bronkema, Chairman


Michael Reibel, Zoning Administrator
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1           MR. BRONKEMA:  Ready for the next one?
2           MR. REIBEL:  The next order of business is
3      to consider the request filed September 27th,
4      2010 of Wesley A. and Lynn M. Jaros, 1113 Black
5      Oak Dr., Downers Grove, IL for a Variation to
6      allow a dwelling addition (attached garage) to
7      be constructed 25 feet from a -- it says side
8      and it should be rear property line in lieu of
9      30 feet as required pursuant to the Ogle County


10      Amendatory Zoning Ordinance on property
11      described as follows and owned by the
12      Petitioners:
13


          Lots 400 and 401 Lost Nation Woodland
14           Homesteads #9, part of the E1/2 of the


          NE1/4 Section 8 Taylor Township 22N, R10E
15           of the 4th P.M., Ogle County, IL.


          Property Identification Numbers:
16           22-08-277-014 & -013.  Common Location:


          405 Birch Lane, Dixon, IL.
17
18           For the record a legal notice was
19      published in the October 11th edition of the
20      Ogle County Life notifying the public of the
21      hearing this evening and the specifics of the
22      petition.  All adjoining property owners to the
23      petition have been notified by certified mail of
24      the hearing this evening and the specifics of
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1      the petition and a sign was posted along the
2      frontage of the premises to notify the public of
3      the pending zoning action.
4           Under the staff report, a copy of which is
5      on file and the Board members have received, I
6      will point out under general information that
7      the size of the parcel is approximately 28,690
8      square feet which is sixty-six hundredths of an
9      acre.  Existing Land Use is residential.  The


10      site is zoned R-2 Single-Family Residence
11      District.  Surrounding Land Use and Zoning:  The
12      site is located within a private residential
13      subdivision.  All surrounding land is in
14      residential use and is zoned R-2.  Zoning
15      History:  Lost Nation Woodland Homesteads #9
16      Subdivision was platted in 1970.  Applicable
17      Regulations:  The required rear yard for
18      principal buildings in the R-2 zoning district
19      is 30 feet.  Special Information, Public
20      Utilities:  Lost Nation/New Landing subdivision
21      is provided with community water and community
22      sanitary sewage disposal.  Transportation:  All
23      roads in the Lost Nation/New Landing
24      subdivisions are private.  Physical
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1      Characteristics:  The site is gently sloping.
2      There are no wetlands, floodplain or areas of
3      ponding on the site.
4           That's all I have.
5           MR. BRONKEMA:  Okay.  Mr. Jaros, would you
6      come forward.
7           MR. JAROS:  Good evening.
8           MR. BRONKEMA:  Give your name to the
9      secretary.


10           MR. JAROS:  Sure.  Wes Jaros, 1113 Black
11      Oak Drive, Downers Grove, Illinois.
12                     WESLEY JAROS,
13      being first duly sworn, testified as follows:
14           MR. BRONKEMA:  Okay.  Go ahead and state
15      your case I guess.
16           MR. JAROS:  Well, I think the Board has
17      been presented my packet and my wife and I
18      bought this property back in mid-July with the
19      full intent to use the property at our leisure.
20      This will be more of a weekend retreat than a
21      full-time residence, but the building was
22      lacking one major item and that was a garage.
23      And it's something that the other subdivision
24      property owners have wanted to see on this
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1      situated on an irregular lot is the reason why
2      we're encroaching a bit only in one section of
3      that 30-foot property setback.
4           MR. BRONKEMA:  Well, I think the garage
5      also would help cover the gas tank back there
6      and another thing is it needs a lot of
7      improvement -- the whole property.
8           MR. JAROS:  Yeah, it was a very neglected
9      property.  I should also add that in terms of


10      our neighbors, there is no neighbor directly
11      located behind us.  That gentleman has a home
12      that is situated, oh, probably 50 to a hundred
13      feet to the north, so his building -- there's a
14      heavy bush line that separates our property.  He
15      probably won't even see the garage when the
16      plants are in bloom.  Plus we're planning on
17      beefing up that bush line as well in the
18      springtime.  The property owner just to our
19      south, his home literally ends toward where our
20      garage is going to be built and it's basically
21      the rear end of his garage and there's very,
22      very little sight line, if any, that he will
23      also see the garage as well because of another
24      bush line on that side.  I have an aerial
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1      property for quite some time.  Unfortunately,
2      the previous owner supposedly didn't have the
3      funds to build a garage so cars were left
4      scattered about the property in front of the
5      house, alongside the house and it really became
6      an eyesore.  We're fortunate enough to have the
7      funding to build this garage at this time.  One
8      thing I will bring to your attention that might
9      have been a little bit unclear in my


10      presentation, if you look at the plat of survey
11      where I did superimpose the garage, when I'm
12      asking for a slight variation of 25 feet, that
13      point only exists from the rear right-hand
14      corner of the garage as you're looking at it to
15      that property point line that connects the rear
16      property line and the side property line.  That
17      is approximately 25 feet.  If you extended the
18      distance from the rear of the garage parallel to
19      the side of the garage -- if you extend that
20      down to those property lines we are well past 30
21      feet.  In fact, in some of those areas we're
22      probably 40 to 50 feet from the rear property
23      line.  But because of the anomaly of this lot's
24      size and shape and the way the building was
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1      photograph of the property if anybody would like
2      to see it.  It graphically displays what I'm
3      attempting to tell you right now.  So this is a
4      win-win situation for the subdivision and we get
5      the garage that I need to have a boat on the
6      lake and it obviously will improve the property
7      values as well.
8           MR. BRONKEMA:  And you also -- he showed
9      me where he took down a building that was pretty


10      deteriorated in the back, so --
11           MR. JAROS:  Yeah, there was an old shed
12      located right in the middle of the backyard.  It
13      really was an eyesore.  The roof had seen better
14      days and in light of the fact that we're
15      building an extra deep garage does not really
16      require us to have that small shed any longer.
17      So all we're trying to do is improve the
18      property here and construct something that will
19      be very pleasing to the site as passersby use
20      Birch Lane, which by the way, if you've ever
21      been in the Lost Lake Subdivision it's kind of
22      one of the busier roads through the area and
23      we're right across the street from the beach
24      area, so in the summertime, nice weather times
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1      when people are out using the lake for
2      activities, our house is front and center and
3      again, there were a number of complaints that
4      my builder had mentioned that the property had
5      been let go and that cars had been parked at all
6      places on the lot itself, so this will tidy up
7      the situation quite a bit and make it a more
8      pleasing area.
9           MR. SWORD:  Now, did you buy the two lots


10      together?
11           MR. JAROS:  Yes, I did, uh-huh and we have
12      no intentions of building on the second lot
13      except for maybe a volleyball court.
14           MR. BRONKEMA:  You feel you have adequate
15      parking even after you put the building up --
16      after you put the garage up do you feel you'll
17      still have adequate parking for your use?
18           MR. JAROS:  Oh, yeah, I will have a deck
19      boat which is kind of like a pontoon boat and a
20      spare car that I'm going to be parking there as
21      well, so we'll have more than adequate parking.
22           MR. BRONKEMA:  And also will it affect the
23      corner sight of cars going through or anything
24      like that?
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1           AUDIENCE MEMBER:  No.
2           MR. BRONKEMA:  Okay.  Anybody else in
3      favor of this petition that wants to testify?
4      Anybody against the petition that wants to
5      testify?  If not, we'll go through the finding
6      of facts.
7           MR. REIBEL:  Variation Standard A)  That
8      the particular physical surroundings, shape or
9      topographical condition of the specific property


10      involved would result in a particular hardship
11      upon the owner, as distinguished from a mere
12      inconvenience, if the strict letter of the
13      regulations were carried out.
14           MR. BRONKEMA:  The irregular shape of the
15      lot and position of the dwelling on the lot
16      result in a particular hardship upon the owner
17      in constructing an attached garage.  I feel that
18      standard will be met.
19                     (All those agreed.)
20           MR. REIBEL:  B)  The conditions upon which
21      the petition for a variation are based are
22      unique and would not be applicable, generally,
23      to other property within the same zoning
24      classification.
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1           MR. JAROS:  Not at all.
2           MR. BRONKEMA:  You're set back pretty far?
3           MR. JAROS:  Yes.
4           MR. BRONKEMA:  And I guess the next
5      question I have to ask you is are you buying
6      this to sell it for a profit or are you figuring
7      on --
8           MR. JAROS:  Heavens, no.  We were very
9      fortunate to be in the right place at the right


10      time to buy this piece of property.  It's kind
11      of unique.  It's not lakefront, but it's lake
12      view.  The lake is only about 50 feet from our
13      front door, so it's kind of a unique property,
14      so we'll be sitting on it for quite some time.
15           MR. BRONKEMA:  You got a pretty good view
16      of the lake.
17           MR. JAROS:  Right, I'm looking forward to
18      that.
19           MR. BRONKEMA:  Any other questions?
20           MR. SWORD:  No.
21           MR. BRONKEMA:  Okay.  You may be seated.
22           MR. REIBEL:  Francis Star or Barbara Wise,
23      you've entered an appearance.  Do you have any
24      questions of Mr. Jaros?
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1           MR. SWORD:  The conditions upon which the
2      petition for a variation are based are unique
3      and are not applicable, generally, to other
4      property within the R-2 Single-Family Residence
5      District due to the irregular shape of the lot
6      and the position of the dwelling on the lot.  I
7      feel that standard is met.
8                     (All those agreed.)
9           MR. REIBEL:  C)  The purpose of the


10      variation is not based exclusively upon a desire
11      to obtain a higher financial return on the
12      property.
13           MR. FINFROCK:  Evidence indicates that the
14      purpose of the variation is not based
15      exclusively upon a desire to obtain a higher
16      financial return on the property, but rather to
17      provide a garage for the occupants of the
18      dwelling.  Standard met.
19                     (All those agreed.)
20           MR. BRONKEMA:  I agree and he also
21      testified to that.
22           MR. REIBEL:  D)  The alleged difficulty or
23      hardship has not been created by any person
24      presently having an interest in the property.
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1           MR. STIVERS:  The alleged difficulty or
2      hardship has not been created by Mr. or Mrs.
3      Jaros, as they did not design or construct the
4      dwelling.  I believe that standard has been met.
5                     (All those agreed.)
6           MR. REIBEL:  E)  The granting of the
7      variation will not be materially detrimental to
8      the public welfare or injurious to other
9      property or improvements in the neighborhood in


10      which the property is located.
11           MR. BRONKEMA:  No evidence has been
12      submitted that would indicate the granting of
13      the variation will be materially detrimental to
14      the public welfare or injurious to other
15      property or improvements in the neighborhood in
16      which the property is located.  Standard met.
17                     (All those agreed.)
18           MR. REIBEL:  F)  The proposed variation
19      will not impair an adequate supply of light and
20      air to adjacent property or substantially
21      increase the congestion in the public streets or
22      increase the danger of fire or endanger the
23      public safety or substantially diminish or
24      impair property values within the neighborhood.
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1      granted, will not alter the essential character
2      of the locality.
3           MR. FINFROCK:  The variation will not
4      alter the essential character of the locality.
5      Standard met.
6                     (All those agreed.)
7           MR. BRONKEMA:  Anyone want to the make a
8      motion on this petition?
9           MR. SWORD:  I'll make a motion we approve


10      Variation No. 12-10 of Wesley and Lynn Jaros in
11      light of all the standards having been met.
12           MR. BRONKEMA:  Second?
13           MR. FINFROCK:  Second.
14           MR. BRONKEMA:  Roll call.
15           MR. REIBEL:  Stivers?
16           MR. STIVERS:  Yes.
17           MR. REIBEL:  Finfrock?
18           MR. FINFROCK:  Yes.
19           MR. REIBEL:  Sword?
20           MR. SWORD:  Yes.
21           MR. REIBEL:  Bronkema?
22           MR. BRONKEMA:  Yes.
23                     (By voice vote four ayes.)
24           MR. REIBEL:  Four voted yes, so the motion
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1           MR. SWORD:  No evidence has been submitted
2      that would indicate that the variation will
3      impair an adequate supply of light and air to
4      adjacent property or substantially increase the
5      congestion in the public streets or increase the
6      danger of fire or endanger the public safety or
7      substantially diminish or impair property values
8      within the neighborhood.  If anything, he's
9      going to improve the property by adding the


10      garage.  Standard is met.
11                     (All those agreed.)
12           MR. REIBEL:  The Zoning Board of Appeals
13      shall not vary the regulations of this Ordinance
14      unless it shall make findings based upon the
15      evidence presented to it in each specific case
16      that:  A)  The plight of the owner is due to
17      unique circumstance.
18           MR. STIVERS:  The circumstances are unique
19      due to the irregular shape of the lot and the
20      position of the dwelling on the lot.  I believe
21      that's the zoning alternative and that standard
22      has been met.
23                     (All those agreed.)
24           MR. REIBEL:  B)  The variation, if
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1      having carried, come in and see me to complete
2      the application.
3           MR. BRONKEMA:  Any further business?
4           MR. REIBEL:  No further business.
5           MR. BRONKEMA:  Okay.  Meeting adjourned.
6      Do we need a motion for it?  I guess meeting is
7      adjourned.
8                    (The hearing was concluded at
9                     7:42 p.m.)
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1      Now on this 28th day of October 2010, I do
2 signify that the foregoing testimony was given
3 before the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals.
4
5
6
7


               Maurice Bronkema, Chairman
8
9


10
11
12


               Michael Reibel,
13                Zoning Administrator
14
15
16
17


               Julie K. Edeus
18                Certified Shorthand Reporter


               IL License No. 084-003820
19                P.O. Box 381


               Dixon, Illinois 61021
20
21
22
23
24
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This meeting will be taped 
Please turn off all electronic communication devices and place cell phones on vibrate 


 
Ogle County Board Meeting Agenda    


 
Tuesday, November 16, 2010 at 5:30 p.m. 


 
Ogle County Courthouse – 105 S. 5th Street, Oregon 


Call to Order:   
Roll Call:   
Invocation & Pledge of Allegiance: Nye 
 


• Motion to approve the October 19, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting minutes 
• Motion to approve the October 26, 2010 Ogle County Budget Hearing minutes 
• Motion to accept monthly report of the County Clerk/Recorder, Circuit Clerk and Treasurer  
 


Presentation –  
• Recognition of Elected Officials Service and Contribution 


o Marty Typer, Circuit Clerk  – 18 yrs 
o Don Huntley, County Board Member – 10 yrs 
o W. Ed Rice, Chairman  – 4 yrs  
o Greg Beitel, Sheriff – 4 yrs 
o Ben Diehl, County Board Member – 4 yrs 


• Farm Bureau donation to War Veteran’s Memorial Fund 
 


Resignation –  
 
Appointments –  
 
Vacancies –  


• Mental Health 708 Board – 1 unexpired term 
• Mental Health 708 Board – 2 vacancies 
• Ogle County Civic Center Authority – 1 unexpired term  
 


Application deadline for vacancies will be 
Friday, December 3, 2010 at 4:30 p.m. in the County Clerk’s Office  


located at 105 S. 5th St – Suite 104, Oregon, IL 
 
Zoning –  
 


Ordinance 2010-1101 
An Ordinance to Regulate Development in Special Flood Hazard Areas (Flood Damage 
Prevention Ordinance) – presented and adopted in October as O-2010-1002 


 
#8-10 SPECIAL USE – Ordinance 2010-1102 


Jeannette Richmond Trust #92, % Jeannette Richmond,  Trustee, 1469 Farington Dr., Naperville, 
IL and Brian Harms, 2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL for a Special Use Permit to allow a 
Single-Family Dwelling in the AG-1 Agricultural District on property described as follows, owned 
by Jeannette Richmond Trust #92 and being purchased by Brian Harms: 


 
Part of the NE1/4 of the SE1/4 of Section 26 Lynnville Township 41N, R2E of the 3rd 
P.M., Ogle County, IL, 3.0 acres, more or less  
Property Identification Number: Part of 19-26-400-001 
Common Location: 1612 S. Woodlawn Rd. 
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#9-10 SPECIAL USE – Ordinance 2010-1103 


Francis J. Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Rte. 2, Oregon, IL and Steven T. & Amy K. Drew, 519 Long Hill 
Rd., Gurnee, IL for a Special Use Permit in the AG-1 Agricultural District to allow a Single-
Family Dwelling for the son of the farm owner on property described as follows, owned by 
Francis Drew, Jr. and being purchased by Steven T. & Amy K. Drew: 


 
Part of G.L. 1 and G.L. 2 of the NW1/4 Fractional Section 7 Grand Detour Township 22N, 
R9E of the 4th P.M., Ogle County, IL, 5.20 acres, more or less 
Property Identification Number: Part of 21-07-100-005 
Common Location: 8500 Block of W. Woosung Rd. 


 
Public Comment –  
 
Road & Bridge – 
 


• Section 2011 Sign Materials, Award and Appropriation Resolution $6,100.00 from County 
Highway Fund (R-2010-1101) 


 
Ogle County Claims – Clerk reads the claims:  
 


• Payments in Vacation – October 2010 - $43,562.92 
• County Board Payments -  November 16, 2010 -  $119,613.72 
• County Highway Fund – $104,038.65 
 


o Motion to approve claims as presented  
 
Committee Reports –  
 


• HEW Committee: 
o Veterans Assistance Commission Funding Process Change (R-2010-1104) 
 


• Personnel & Salary Committee: 
o Presentation of Personnel Manual Policy Changes 
 


• Sheriff & Coroner / Buildings & Grounds / IT Committee: 
o ICE Project Update 
 


• Executive Committee: 
o Presentation of Lee County Enterprise Zone – Amending Ordinance #9 & Amendment #13 to 


the Intergovernmental Agreement (O-2010-1201) 
o GREDCO – Economic Recovery Zone Bond (R-2010-1102) 
o Reallocating County of Ogle Recovery Zone Facility Bond Allocation to the Illinois Finance 


Authority (R-2010-1103) 
 


• Finance Committee: 
o Presentation of Ordinance – Bond Abatement $9.8 General Obligation Bonds (2010-1202) 
o Presentation of Ordinance – Bond Abatement $5.2 General Obligation Bonds (2010-1203) 
o Approve Ogle County Sheriff's Department Patrol, Corrections, Control 3 and Corrections 


Clerk FOP Labor Contract (R-2010-1105) 
o Approve Ogle County Sheriff's Department Sergeants and Corporals Unit FOP Labor Contract 


(R-2010-1106) 
o Approve Ogle County Sheriff's Department Clerk Typist, Telecommunicators, Switchboard 


Operations, Cooks, Maintenance Personnel and Accounting Clerks FOP Labor Contract (R-
2010-1107) 


o Closed Session – Litigation Illinois FOP Labor Council & Chief Judge of 15th Judicial Circuit 
(5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (11))  
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Budget Hearing –  


• Presentation of the Ogle County Budget and Appropriations for FY2011 
• Approval of Fiscal Year 2011 Budget (O-2010-1104)  
 
• Chairman Comments: 


 
• Administrator Comments:  


 
Unfinished Business – 
 
New Business –  
 
Communications –  
 


o Blackhawk Hills RCD 
 


 
Motion to adjourn until the Re-organization Meeting which will be held on  


   Monday, December 6, 2010 at 5:00 p.m 
 
 


Agenda is posted at the following locations: 
 


105 S. 5th Street, Oregon, IL 
www.oglecountyclerk.org 



http://www.oglecounty.org/



















































Ogle County Executive & State’s Attorney Committee Meeting  
Wednesday, November 10, 2010  


Tentative Minutes 
 


1. Call to Order by Chairman Rice at 5:00 
 Members present:  Rice, Hopkins, Saunders, Kenney, Horner, Stahl, Bauer, Huntley, Nye 
 Members absent: none 
 Others present:  Kilker, DeArvil, McKinley, Sheriff, Harn, Roe, Sakellariou, Barnes 


 
2. Approval of Minutes: October 12,  2010 Meeting Minutes  


 Motion by Kenney 
 2nd by Bauer 
 Motion carried 


  
3. Public Comment – none 


 
4. Sheriff & Coroner / Buildings & Grounds Committee Report – McKinley reported the morning’s IT bill for 


web hosting services was found to be for services cancelled and is not due.  At the board meeting, the 
Sheriff and Mike Harn will provide and ICE project update.   
 


   5.    Road & Bridge Committee Report – One road sign resolution will come forward to the Board. 
           


6. Personnel Salary & County Clerk Committee Report – Revisions to the Ogle County Personnel Policies 
and Benefits manual will be presented for layover.  To save on postage, we will bring the document and 
place it on the board members’ desks.  Changes will be highlighted.    
 


7. Executive Committee –  
 Operating Procedures Audits – McKinley reported LCV’s quote of time & materials not to exceed 


$5,000 per office needing a Standard Operating Procedures Audit.  The executive committee has 
requested one for each the Sheriff’s office and the Circuit Clerk’s office since new officials are 
coming into office.   


i. Motion by Bauer to approve LCV conducting a standard operating procedures audit for the 
Sheriff Department and Circuit Clerk office not to exceed $5,000 per department.   


1. Bauer amended his motion to include this is to be funded by the finance 
contingency fund 


2. 2nd by Horner 
ii. 2nd by Horner 


iii. Motion carried   
 County Board Strategic Planning – McKinley suggested the new county board consider holding a 


strategic planning session to identify common objectives the county can be working together 
towards in the coming years.  She would like to see employee and public input to this process in, 
and then help arrange for a facilitator and planning meetings to set strategic plans in motion.  This 
will help people work together for common objectives.     


 
8. Zoning Committee Report – There will be two zoning items for the Board, plus the vote on the Flood Plain 


Ordinance presented last month.    
 


9. HEW & Solid Waste Committee Report – There will be a resolution recommending changes to how the 
Veteran’s Assistance Commission is funded.    
       


10. Finance & Insurance Committee Report – The budget will be presented for adoption this board meeting.  .  
The FOP labor contracts will be ready for adoption Tuesday night. The Finance Committee moved to hold 
the health insurance increases at zero.  There will be a closed session to discuss an employee settlement 
issue.   


 
11. Judiciary Committee Report – Nothing to report  


         
12.    Long Range Committee Report –  







 Presentation and Approval of LRP bills – McKinley distributed the bills and noted that we did 
receive one additional billing from Holabird & Root, as she suspected might be the case because 
they never billed us for their work done on configuring and supporting the furniture or the 
alternates that they drew but we rejected.  Because the furniture process was frustrating and 
required lots of follow up work on McKinley’s part, she asked them to drop the final bill by 10%, 
which they did.  This amount is due and owing per our contract with them.  Other expenses were 
reviewed.     


o Motion to approve by Horner 
o 2nd by Stahl.  DeARvil asked if she put the copier out to bid, and she said she got a quote 


from Fishers but their $40 per month minimum made it cost prohibitive.     
o Motion carried  


 Additional Scope Items- McKinley noted it would be roughly $8,000 per rail to install additional 
brass railings on the east and west courthouse stairs.  It would also jeopardize the structural 
integrity of the building to drill into the limestone steps.  Discussion followed with the committee 
agreeing this would not be feasible.  They suggested closing the entrances if slippery in the winter 
and directing people to the basement entry.     


         
13. Appointments & Resignations- none 


 
14. Interview & Recommendations- none 


 
15. States Attorney Report - 


 Approval of Bills 
o Motion to approve bills in the amount of  $2,085.28 by Kenney 
o 2nd by Horner 
o Motion carried 


 Rice called a recess to the meeting at approximately 5:20 to prepare for the special board meeting.  
The group reconvened after the special board meeting at approximately 6:40 pm.     
 


16. New Business –  
 Ordinance Amending Lee County Enterprise Zone #9 – Rice reported he thought we approved a 


tax abatement project for erail in Rochelle, but it was never done.  Instead, the Lee County 
enterprise zone is being extended into Ogle County, with our approval, for including the eRail site.  
It will be a 6 year, 50% abatement.  Sales tax will be abated too, based on where the items are 
purchase, mostly outside of Ogle County.   


i. Motion to approve the Lee County Enterprise Zone as presented by Kenney 
ii. 2nd by Nye.  Rice clarified there is 5 miles of rail along Ashton to the intermodal that goes 


into Lee.  We’re now just extending this north of the UP rail. They could move this 
enterprise district after the abatement runs out.  Requested that John Thompson attends the 
board meeting.     


iii. Motion carried 
 


17. Old Business –  
 Economic Recovery Zone Facility Bond Projects – GREDCO reported they cannot use up the 


recovery bonds.  They will have to give it back.  In Lanark Chairman Rice heard the federal 
program may be extended by the Federal government.  McKinley said ICE Miller said they will 
not.  McKinley explained the resolution presented to allow the Illinois Finance Authority (IFA) to 
take the bond allocations back from Ogle County, and distribute them in Illinois as they see fit, 
recommending that they allocate our unused portion to William Charles in Rochelle to make 
improvements to the landfill such that they can generate electricity.     


i. Hopkins moved to accept GREDCO’s letter stating they would not be using the funds  
ii. 2nd by Bauer 


iii. Motion carried 
iv. Motion to approve moving GREDCO bonds back to IFA for benefit of William Charles in 


the Rochelle landfill by Huntley.   
v. 2nd by Stahl 


vi. Motion carried  
 Rice thanked this group for working together over the last 4 years.  He recapped all the 


accomplishments and highlighted the fact we’ve hired 2 administrators, we’ve approved and 
completed the courthouse renovation under budget, the budget has been reduced 2 million, and this 







has all been done in group together.  Saunders asked Sakellariou if having an administrator has 
saved us money in the union negotiations, and he said yes, and in particular how impressed he is 
with the current administrator.  The committee thanked Ed for his service and leadership and 
extended congratulations for his last Executive meeting as chairman.   


 Bauer asked if in Finance anything was brought up about early bond debt retirement.  Hopkins said 
no.  Discussion followed with the committee agreeing it would be good to have at least 10 years 
paid down on these.  Coffman noted we will also have to use these funds to cash flow the county 
this year.   


 
18. Adjournment  -  by Chairman Rice at approx 6:50 


 
 


Respectfully submitted, 
Meggon McKinley, Ogle County Administrator  
 


W. Ed Rice, Chairman 
 








































STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS


COUNTY OF OGLE )


ORDINANCE NO.                                  


AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 
ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1612 S. WOODLAWN ROAD,  LYNNVILLE TOWNSHIP


WHEREAS, Jeannette Richmond Trust #92 c/o Jeannette Richmond, Trustee, 1469
Farington Dr., Naperville, IL and Brian Harms, 2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL have filed a
petition for a Special Use Permit in the AG-1 Agricultural District (Petition No. 08-10SU) to allow
a Single-Family Dwelling in the AG-1 Agricultural District, on property located at 1612 S.
Woodlawn Road in Lynnville Township and legally described as shown in Exhibit “A” attached
hereto; and


WHEREAS, following due and proper notice by publication in the Rochelle News-Leader
and the Ogle County Life at least fifteen (15) days prior thereto, and by mailing notice to all
owners of property abutting the subject property at least fifteen (15) days prior thereto, the Ogle
County Zoning Board of Appeals conducted a public hearing on October 28, 2010, at which the
petitioners presented evidence, testimony, and exhibits in support of the requested Special Use
Permit, and no member(s) of the public spoke in favor of or opposition to the petition; and


WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals, having considered the evidence, testimony and
exhibits presented has made its findings of fact and recommended that the requested Special Use
Permit be granted as set forth in the Findings of Fact and Recommendation of the Ogle County
Zoning Board of Appeals dated October 28, 2010, a copy of which is appended hereto as Exhibit
“B”; and


WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Committee of the Ogle County Board has reviewed
the testimony and exhibits presented at the public hearing and has considered the findings of fact
and recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals, and has forwarded a recommendation to the
Ogle County Board that the requested Special Use Permit be granted; and


WHEREAS, the Ogle County Board has considered the findings of fact and
recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals and the recommendation of the Planning and
Zoning Committee, and has determined that granting the Special Use Permit to allow a Single-
Family Dwelling in the AG-1 Agricultural District would be consistent with the requirements
established by Section 9.08(C) of the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning Ordinance;


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY BOARD OF OGLE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, as follows:


SECTION ONE:  The report of the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals, Exhibit “B”
attached hereto, is hereby accepted and the findings set forth therein are hereby adopted as the
findings of fact and conclusions of the Ogle County Board.


SECTION TWO:  Based on the findings of fact set forth above, the request of  Jeannette
Richmond Trust #92 c/o Jeannette Richmond, Trustee, 1469 Farington Dr., Naperville, IL and
Brian Harms, 2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL for a Special Use Permit in the AG-1 
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Agricultural District to allow a Single-Family Dwelling on property located 1612 S. Woodlawn
Road in Lynnville Township and legally described as shown in Exhibit “A” attached hereto, is
hereby approved.


SECTION THREE:  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its adoption by
the County Board of Ogle County, Illinois and attestation by the Ogle County Clerk.


SECTION FOUR:  Failure of the owners or other party in interest or a subsequent owner or
other party in interest to comply with the terms of this Ordinance, after execution of such
Ordinance, shall subject the owners or party in interest to the penalties set forth in Section 9.10 of
the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning Ordinance.


PASSED BY THE COUNTY BOARD THIS 16TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2010 A.D.


                                                                               
W. Ed Rice, Chairman of the Ogle County Board


ATTEST:


                                                                               
Rebecca Huntley, Ogle County Clerk and
Ex Officio Clerk of the Ogle County Board







EXHIBIT “A”


LEGAL DESCRIPTION


Part of the Southeast Quarter of Section 26, Township 41 North, Range 2 East of the Third
Principal Meridian, bounded and described as follows:


Commencing at the Southeast Corner of said Section 26; thence North 00 degrees 03 minutes
42 seconds East along the East Line of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 26, a distance of
1476.42 feet to the point of beginning of the hereinafter described tract of land; thence
continuing North 00 degrees 03 minutes 42 seconds East along said East Line, a distance of
330.00 feet; thence North 89 degrees 56 minutes 18 seconds West, perpendicular to the last
described course, a distance of 396.00 feet; thence South 00 degrees 03 minutes 42 seconds
West, parallel with the East Line of said Southeast Quarter, a distance of 330.00 feet; thence
South 89 degrees 56 minutes 18 seconds East, perpendicular to the last described course, a
distance of 396.00 feet to the Point of Beginning, containing 3.000 acres, more or less, subject
to that land being used for public road purposes and also all easements, agreements, county
codes and/or ordinances of record, if any, all situated in the Township of Lynnville, the County of
Ogle and the State of Illinois.


Part of Property Identification Number 19-26-400-001
Common Location: 1612 S. Woodlawn Road







EXHIBIT “B”


FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS







Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals 
911 W. Pines Road 


Oregon, IL 61061 - 815.732.1190 
Fax: 815.732.2229 


FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION
 
OF THE OGLE COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
 


This is the findings of fact and the recommendation of the Ogle County Zoning Board ofAppeals concerning 
an application of Jeannette Richmond Trust #92 c/o Jeannette Richmond, Trustee, 1469 Farington Dr., 
Naperville, IL and Brian Harms, 2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL, in case #08-1OSo. The applicants are 
requesting a Special Use Permit to permit Single-Family Dwelling in the AG-l Agricultural District on part 
ofParcel Identification No. 19-26-400-001, a 3.0 acre parcel which is part of Section 26, Township 41N, 
Range 2E of the 3rd Principai Meridian and is located in Lynnville Township at 1612 S. Woodlawn Road. 


After due notice, as required by law, the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing in this case on 
October 28, 20 lOin the County Board Room, 3rd Floor, Ogle County Courthouse, Oregon, Illinois and 
hereby report their findings of fact and their recommendation as follows: 


SITE INFORMATION: See Staff Report (attached herewith). 


ANALYSIS OF SEVEN STANDARDS: After considering all the evidence and testimony presented at the 
public hearing, this Board makes the following analysis of the six standards listed in Section 9.08© 
(Standards for Special Use Permits) of the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning Ordinance that must all be 
found in the affirmative prior to recommending granting of the petition. 


I.	 That the proposed special use will not be unreasonably detrimental to the value of other property in 
the neighborhood in which it is to be located or the public health, safety, morals, comfort or general 
welfare at large. The proposed special use will not be unreasonably detrimental to the value of 
other property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located or the public health, safety, 
morals, comfort or general welfare at large due to the nature of the use (being a dwelling on a 
site that is a former farmstead and not farm land). STANDARD MET. 


2.	 That the location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation involved in or 
conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with respect to streets giving access to it 
are such that the special use will not dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to prevent 
development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the applicable zoning district 
regulations. In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate neighborhood, 
consideration shall be given to: 


a.	 The location, nature and height of building, structures, walls and fences on the site; and, 


b.	 The nature and extent ofproposed landscaping and screening on the proposed site. 


The location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation involved in or 
conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with respect to streets giving 
access to it are such that the special use will not dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to 
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prevent development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the AG-l zoning 
district regulations, as the site is a former farmstead and would place a house where a house 
formerly existed. STANDARD MET. 


3.	 That off-street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the standards set forth 
in these regulations. The site is large enough so that adequate off-street parking and loading 
areas can be provided. STANDARD MET. 


4.	 That adequate utilities, ingress/egress to the site, access roads, drainage and other such necessary 
facilities have been or will be provided. Adequate utilities, ingress/egress to the site from S. 
Lynnville Road, access roads, drainage and other such necessary facilities have been or will be 
provided. STANDARD MET. 


5.	 That the proposed use can be operated in a manner that is not detrimental to the permitted 
developments and uses in the zoning district; can be developed and operated in a manner that is 
visually compatible with the permitted uses in the surrounding area; and is deemed essential or 
desirable to preserve and promote the public health, safety and general welfare ofOgle County. 
The proposed use of a single-family dwelling can be operated in a manner that is not 
detrimental to the permitted developments and uses in the AG-l zoning district. STANDARD 
MET. 


6.	 That the proposed special use complies with all provisions ofthe applicable district regulations. 
The proposed special use appears to comply with all provisions ofthe AG-l district 
regulations. STANDARD MET. 


RECOMMENDATION: After considering all the evidence and testimony presented, this Board finds that 
the application meets all the ~tandards as found in Section 9.08© ofthe Ogle County Amendatory Zoning 
Ordinance. 


Therefore, the Zoning Board ofAppeals hereby recommends that a Special Use Permit be granted to allow 
Single-Family Dwelling in the AG-l Agricultural District. 


ROLL CALL VOTE: The roll call vote was 4 members for the motion to recommend granting, 0 
opposed. 


Respectfully submitted this 28th day ofOctober 2010 by the Ogle County Zoning Board ofAppeals. 


Maurice Bronkema, Vice Chairman 
Jason Sword 
Maynard Stivers 
John Finfrock 


Maurice Bronkema, Vice Chairman 


ATTEST: 


~~ 
Michael Reibel, Secretary 
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Ogle County Finance & Insurance Committee Meeting Agenda 
Wednesday November 10, 2010  


 
Tentative Minutes 


 
1. Call to Order – at 2:31 by Chairman Hopkins 


 Members present:  Hopkins, Rice, Diehl, Gronewold, Kenney, White, 
Saunders 


 Members absent:  none 
 Others present:  DeArvil, Welty, Kilker, Barnes McKinley, Robinson, 


Martin, Mallory, Rypkema, Harn, Bennett, Sheriff, Barnes, Sakellariou, 
Query, O’Brien 


 
2. Approval of Minutes: October 13, 2010 


 Motion by Kenney 
 2nd by Rice 
 Motion carried 


 
3. Approval of Bills -  


 Treasurer-  
o Motion  to approve $2,061.42 by Saunders 
o 2nd by Kenney 
o Motion carried 


 Finance & Administrator 
o Motion to approve $2,660.66 by Rice 
o 2nd by  Diehl 
o Motion carried 


 
4. Public Comment - Harn reported the jail’s finger print machine crashed and while 


it has been repaired, they found there are no replacement parts available because 
the equipment is outdated using finger rolling and ink vs. imaging.  Of the 
$250,000 jail budget improvement allocated to the Long Range Plan fund, they 
have only spent $140,000 and would like to request approval to replace this 
machine for about $50,000.  This machine was purchased in 2004, and was 
purchased by a 25/75% split grant.  There are no more grant funds available for 
this.  The new technology scans the print and distributes the information to the 
national system.  There are only two companies providing this technology and it 
would be put to bid. 


 Rice moved to approve spending up to $60,000 for the fingerprinting 
machine, to be paid from the 2010 LRP jail improvement fund  


 2nd by White 
 Motion carried with one nay vote from Gronewold 


 
5. New Business -  


 Workers Comp Bids – Mr. Query, Senior was present to discuss the 
workers compensation review of quotes.  3 different sources of quotes 







have been received, and he summarized each of them per the hand out.  
The options are Illinois Counties Risk management Trust, the Illinois 
Public Risk Fund, and the Bituminous Insurance Company. One 
difference on these policies is how they each treat probation officers and 
police dispatch – same or different as a clerical officer. Other differences 
relate to how volunteers are treated, how claims are handled, how 
dividends are handled.  The ICRMT and IPRF are stand alone and not 
regulated, so all you can do is look at the financial statements.  IPRF is 
very strong financially, has a good track record.  The ICRMT trust fund 
has been slipping with a bad year in 2008.  Bituminous is regulated by the 
Department of Insurance fund with only $300,000 max claim payment, but 
if a company goes under, there is a pool to pull the claim from.  The 
premium summary is based on last year’s audited numbers – ICRMT is at 
$260,730, IPRF is at $255,183, and Bituminous is at $222,359, with 
another $22,000 to properly manage the law enforcement component with 
a total then for Bituminous at $244,359 and assuming they’d take the same 
classifications we’ve had under the current provider.  White noted ICRMT 
has a $1 million comp limit, IPRF is at $850,000 and we are unsure of 
Bituminous.  $1300 or $1400 to add an umbrella.  ICRMT fees are set 
because there would be no classification changes.  The other two could 
bring premium changes if reclassified. Query noted they are 
uncomfortable with the financial situation of the ICRMT.  Query would 
not expect significant change in classifications if moving to other 
company and same high level of service.  Discussion followed.   


o Motion by Rice to approve IPRF premium for $255,183.  
o 2nd by White.  Rice said he would expect the same classifications 


likely by IPRF vs. if we went to Bituminous, managed by the state.   
o Motion carried        


 Prescription Plan Changes – Coffman initiated a conference call with the 
Wisconsin RX to explain about extending the contract for 2 years.  Mary 
was the rep on the line, and explained how the early renewal option came 
to be with new pricing on the table with Caremark.  This better pricing 
would start January 1, 2011.  She indicated if you opt out prior to 2013, 
the Caremark contract says they can pursue damages.  Their legal advice 
is looking at the large clients and the financial impact if they pulled out.  
But even if you think this could happen, you’re better signing up now for 
the 3 year deal based on savings in one year, which would more than 
offset any penalties of leaving early, which may or may not be enforced.  
They have the right, but may not do it because we are a small client.  Mary 
can’t imagine they would do anything other than keeping rebates earned, 
but not paid, which is what she has seen.  The rate difference in years 1, 2, 
3 is discounted by a quarter of a percent, then another quarter of a percent 
in each year 2 and 3.  These are big numbers on drug spend.  This price 
would be firm for three years.  The percentage of discount is held, not the 
price of the drug. This plan is beating the market by 10%, and Mary 
indicated we’d be hard pressed to find another provider that could beat 







this.  They can work with any third party provider, if we were to switch 
this.  Discussion followed.     


o Motion by Rice to approve extending the contract 2 more years 
with our current drug carrier 


o 2nd by Saunders 
o Motion carried    


6. Closed Sessions –  
 Collective Negotiating Matters (5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (2))  


o Motion to go into closed session by Saunders 
o 2nd by Diehl 
o Voice vote- Hopkins yes, Rice yes, Diehl yes, Gronewold yes, 


Kenney yes, White yes, Saunders yes.  Motion carried. 
 Litigation Illinois FOP Labor Council & Chief Judge of 15th Judicial 


Circuit (5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (11))   
o Rice moved to go into closed session for litigation discussion. 
o 2nd by Kenney.   
o Voice vote- Hopkins yes, Rice yes, Diehl yes, Gronewold yes, 


Kenney yes, White yes, Saunders yes.  Motion carried. 
o Upon open session Rice moved to approve the settlement out of 


the Finance contingency fund.   
o 2nd by Saunders 
o Motion carried  


 
7. New Business Continued –  


 Health Insurance Fee Structure –  
o Motion to reverse previous 10% health insurance increase and 


keep it at 0% for everyone on the health plan 
o 2nd by White 
o Motion carried 


 
8. Finance Report – Coffman met with Lyle Hopkins earlier in the day to review 


income.  Last year’s income projections were $11,533,850 which Coffman is now 
adjusting to be at $10,910,000 due to not receiving state payments.  $450,000 of 
state payment should come and be added to this figure, but not likely before 
November 30.  The $750,000 transfer is included in the $10,910,000 figure.  A $1 
million shortfall was projected at the end of last year, and a $1.3 million short fall 
was adjusted mid year.  This lack of state funding puts us at a shortfall of $1.8 
million, but with $450,000 expected to come soon.  Next year, Coffman indicated 
we will have to borrow from inter funds to make cash flow.  Coffman also noted 
at the end of the year we tend to have a lot of payments in vacation and wants to 
ensure payroll is fully funded and payments in vacation are minimized.  
Discussion followed.   


 White moved to request that all department heads get approval from the 
Administrator to make any November 2010 General Fund payments in 
vacation in order to ensure salaries are properly funded. 


 2nd by Saunders 







 Motion carried.        
                            
9. Administrator Report – 


 Long Range Planning Fund Reports- moved to Executive due to time 
constraints of the meeting 


 
10. Health Insurance / Property – Nothing to report 


 
11. Old Business –  


 FY 2011 County Budgets- McKinley distributed the revised budget pages 
per the last meeting instructions and will bring to the board meeting next 
Tuesday.   


 Rice said the first committee meetings should be attended by the new 
board members in Dec.   


 
12. Next Meeting – December 15, 2010 


 
13. Adjournment at 5:00 by Chairman Rice 


 
Respectfully submitted, 
Meggon McKinley, Ogle County Administrator 
 


 
Lyle Hopkins – Chairman 


 
 












































STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS


COUNTY OF OGLE )


ORDINANCE NO.                                  


AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT 
ON PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE 8500 BLOCK OF W. WOOSUNG ROAD, 


GRAND DETOUR TOWNSHIP


WHEREAS, Francis J. Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Route 2, Oregon, IL and Steven T. & Amy K.
Drew, 519 Long Hill Rd., Gurnee, IL have filed a petition for a Special Use Permit in the AG-1
Agricultural District (Petition No. 09-10SU) to allow a Single-Family Dwelling for the son of the
farm owner in the AG-1 Agricultural District, on property located in the 8500 Block of W.
Woosung Road in Grand Detour Township and legally described as shown in Exhibit “A” attached
hereto; and


WHEREAS, following due and proper notice by publication in the Ogle County Life at
least fifteen (15) days prior thereto, and by mailing notice to all owners of property abutting the
subject property at least fifteen (15) days prior thereto, the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals
conducted a public hearing on October 28, 2010, at which the petitioners presented evidence,
testimony, and exhibits in support of the requested Special Use Permit, and no member(s) of the
public spoke in favor of or opposition to the petition; and


WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals, having considered the evidence, testimony and
exhibits presented has made its findings of fact and recommended that the requested Special Use
Permit be granted as set forth in the Findings of Fact and Recommendation of the Ogle County
Zoning Board of Appeals dated October 28, 2010, a copy of which is appended hereto as Exhibit
“B”; and


WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Committee of the Ogle County Board has reviewed
the testimony and exhibits presented at the public hearing and has considered the findings of fact
and recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals, and has forwarded a recommendation to the
Ogle County Board that the requested Special Use Permit be granted; and


WHEREAS, the Ogle County Board has considered the findings of fact and
recommendation of the Zoning Board of Appeals and the recommendation of the Planning and
Zoning Committee, and has determined that granting the Special Use Permit to allow a Single-
Family Dwelling for the son of the farm owner in the AG-1 Agricultural District would be
consistent with the requirements established by Section 9.08(C) of the Ogle County Amendatory
Zoning Ordinance;


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNTY BOARD OF OGLE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS, as follows:


SECTION ONE:  The report of the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals, Exhibit “B”
attached hereto, is hereby accepted and the findings set forth therein are hereby adopted as the
findings of fact and conclusions of the Ogle County Board.
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SECTION TWO:  Based on the findings of fact set forth above, the request of  Francis J.
Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Route 2, Oregon, IL and Steven T. & Amy K. Drew, 519 Long Hill Rd.,
Gurnee, IL for a Special Use Permit in the AG-1 Agricultural District to allow a Single-Family
Dwelling for the son of the farm owner on property located in the 8500 Block of W. Woosung
Road in Grand Detour Township and legally described as shown in Exhibit “A” attached hereto, is
hereby approved.


SECTION THREE: This Ordinance shall be valid for a period not longer than ten (10)
years from the date of this Ordinance unless the erection of a single-family dwelling is started
within such a period, unless such time period is extended through appeal to and approval by the
Planning & Zoning Committee of the Ogle County Board.


SECTION FOUR:  This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its adoption by the
County Board of Ogle County, Illinois and attestation by the Ogle County Clerk.


SECTION FIVE:  Failure of the owners or other party in interest or a subsequent owner or
other party in interest to comply with the terms of this Ordinance, after execution of such
Ordinance, shall subject the owners or party in interest to the penalties set forth in Section 9.10 of
the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning Ordinance.


PASSED BY THE COUNTY BOARD THIS 16TH DAY OF NOVEMBER 2010 A.D.


                                                                               
W. Ed Rice, Chairman of the Ogle County Board


ATTEST:


                                                                               
Rebecca Huntley, Ogle County Clerk and
Ex Officio Clerk of the Ogle County Board







EXHIBIT “A”


LEGAL DESCRIPTION


Part of Government Lot 1and part of the South Half of Government Lot 2 in the Northwest
Fractional Quarter of Section 7, Township 22 North, Range 9 East of the Fourth Principal
Meridian, described as follows:


Commencing at the northeast corner of said South Half of Government Lot 2; thence Easterly
along the extension of the north line of said South Half, 30 feet to the point of beginning of the
hereinafter described tract of land; thence Northerly, parallel with the west line of said
Government Lot 1, to the north line of said Government Lot 1; thence Westerly, along said north
line, 30 feet to the said west line of Government Lot 1; thence Southerly, along said west line, to
the said northeast corner of the South Half of Government Lot 2; thence Westerly, along the north
line of said South Half of Government Lot 2, a distance of 660 feet; thence Southerly,
perpendicular to the last described course, 352 feet; thence Easterly, parallel with the said north
line, 314 feet; thence Northeasterly to a point 30 feet East and 50 feet South of the said northeast
corner of the said South Half of Government Lot 2; thence Northerly to the point of beginning.
containing 5.2 acres more or less. Subject to that land used for public road purposes and any
easements of record. 


All situated in Grand Detour Township, Ogle County, Illinois. 


Part of Property Identification Number 21-07-100-005
Common Location: 8500 Block of W. Woosung Road







EXHIBIT “B”


FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION
OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS







Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals 
911 W. Pines Road 


Oregon, IL 61061 - 815.732.1190 
Fax: 815.732.2229 


FINDlNGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDAnON
 
OF THE OGLE COUNTY ZONlNG BOARD OF APPEALS
 


This is the findings of fact and the recommendation of the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals 
concerning an application of Francis J. Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Route 2, Oregon, IL and Steven T. & Amy K. 
Drew, 519 Long Hill Rd., Gurnee, IL, in case #09-1 OSu. The applicants are requesting a Special Use 
Permit to permit Single-Family Dweling for the Son of the Farm Owner in the AG-l Agricultural District 
on part ofParcel Identification No. 21-07-100-005, a 5.20 acre parcel which is part of Section 7, Township 
22N, Range 9E of the 4th Principal Meridian and is located in Grand Detour Township in the 8500 Block of 
W. Woosung Road. 


After due notice, as required by law, the Zoning Board of Appeals held a public hearing in this case on 
October 28,2010 in the County Board Room, 3rd Floor, Ogle County Courthouse, Oregon, Illinois and 
hereby report their findings of fact and their recommendation as follows: 


SITE INFORMATION: See Staff Report (attached herewith). 


ANALYSIS OF SEVEN STANDARDS: After considering all the evidence and testimony presented at 
the public hearing, this Board makes the following analysis of the six standards listed in Section 9.08(C) 
(Standards for Special Use Permits) of the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning Ordinance that must all be 
found "in the affirmative prior to recommending granting of the petition. 


1.	 That the proposed special use will not be unreasonably detrimental to the value of other property 
in the neighborhood in which it is to be located or the public health, safety, morals, comfort or 
general welfare at large. The proposed special use will not be unreasonably detrimental to the 
value of other property in the neighborhood in which it is to be located or the public health, 
safety, morals, comfort or general welfare at large due to the nature of the use (being a 
dwelling for the son of the farm owner). STANDARD MET. 


2.	 That the location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation involved in 
or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with respect to streets giving access 
to it are such that the special use will not dominate the immediate neighborhood so as to prevent 
development and use ofneighboring property in accordance with the applicable zoning district 
regulations. In determining whether the special use will so dominate the immediate neighborhood, 
consideration shall be given to: 


a.	 The location, nature and height of building, structures, walls and fences on the site; and, 


b.	 The nature and extent ofproposed landscaping and screening on the proposed site. 


The location and size of the special use, the nature and intensity of the operation involved in 
or conducted in connection with it, and the location of the site with respect to streets giving 
access to it are such that the special use will not dominate the immediate neighborhood so as 
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to prevent development and use of neighboring property in accordance with the AG-l 
zoning district regulations, as the site is not extremely high quality farmland and is 
approximately 1/4 mile from the street giving access to it. STANDARD MET. 


3.	 That off-street parking and loading areas will be provided in accordance with the standards set 
forth in these regulations. The site is large enough so that adequate off-street parking and 
loading areas can be provided. STANDARD MET. 


4.	 That adequate utilities, ingress/egress to the site, access roads, drainage and other such necessary 
facilities have been or will be provided. Adequate utilities, ingress/egress to the site from W. 
Woosung Road, access roads, drainage and other such necessary facilities have been or will 
be provided. STANDARD MET. 


5.	 That the proposed use can be operated in a manner that is not detrimental to the permitted 
developments and uses in the zoning district; can be developed and operated in a manner that is 
visually compatible with the permitted uses in the surrounding area; and is deemed essential or 
desirable to preserve and promote the public health, safety and general welfare of Ogle County. 
The proposed use of a single-family dwelling can be operated in a manner that is not 
detrimental to the permitted developments and uses in the AG-l zoning district. 
STANDARD MET. 


6.	 That the proposed special use complies with all provisions of the applicable district regulations. 
The proposed special use appears to comply with all provisions of the AG-l district 
regulations. STANDARD MET. 


RECOMMENDATION: After considering all the evidence and testimony presented, this Board finds that 
the application meets all the ~tandards as found in Section 9.08(C) of the Ogle County Amendatory Zoning 
Ordinance. 


Therefore, the Zoning Board ofAppeals hereby recommends that a Special Use Permit be granted to allow 
Single-Family Dweling for the Son of the Farm Owner in the AG-l Agricultural District. 


ROLL CALL VOTE: The roll call vote was 4 members for the motion to recommend granting, 0 
opposed. 


Respectfully submitted this 28th day ofOctober 2010 by the Ogle County Zoning Board of Appeals. 


Maurice Bronkema, Vice Chairman 
Jason Sword 
Maynard Stivers 
John Finfrock 


Maurice Bronkema, Vice Chairman 


Michael Reibel, Secretary 
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ORDINANCE NO.                                   


AN ORDINANCE TO REGULATE DEVELOPMENT IN
SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS


(FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION ORDINANCE)


WHEREAS, in order to maintain its eligibility in and comply with the requirements of the
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), on December 22, 1987 the Ogle County Board adopted the
Ogle County, IL Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance; and


WHEREAS, said Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance was amended by the Ogle County
Board on May 20, 2003; and


WHEREAS, the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), as part of the floodplain map
modernization program, has developed new Digital Flood Insurance Rate Maps (DFIRMs) and an
updated Flood Insurance Study (FIS) for Ogle County, Illinois; and


WHEREAS, the FEMA and the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) presented the
new DFIRMs to the public and local government officials for review and comment on September 23,
2009; and


WHEREAS, the new DFIRMs and updated FIS have been finalized by FEMA and IDNR and are
scheduled to become effective on December 17, 2010; and


WHEREAS, in order for Ogle County to maintain its standing as a participating community in
the NFIP, the existing Ogle County, IL Special Flood Hazard Areas Ordinance must be updated to
reference the effective date of the new DFIRMs and updated FIS, and comply with the current minimum
requirements of the NFIP pursuant to 44 Code of Federal Regulations 60.3(d); and


WHEREAS, the adverse impact of floods and flood damages upon this community could be
significant if proper measures are not taken to prevent unwise floodplain development activities; and


WHEREAS, the Ogle County Board believes that, in order to promote the public health, safety
and general welfare of the citizens of Ogle County, it is in the public interest to adopt new regulations to
regulate development in the special flood hazard areas;
 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE Ogle County Board, Ogle County, Illinois as
follows:


previously O-2010-1002
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ORDINANCE NO.                                   


AN ORDINANCE REGULATING DEVELOPMENT
IN SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS


(FLOOD DAMAGE PREVENTION ORDINANCE)
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SECTION 1.  PURPOSE


This ordinance, to be cited as the Ogle County, Illinois Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance, is enacted
pursuant to the police powers granted to this County of Ogle, Illinois by the County Statutory Authority
in 55 ILCS 5/5-1041 and 5/5-1063 in order to accomplish the following purposes:


A. To prevent unwise developments from increasing flood or drainage hazards to others;


B. To protect new buildings and major improvements to buildings from flood damage;


C. To lessen the burden on the taxpayer for flood control, repairs to public facilities and utilities, as
well as flood rescue and relief operations;


D. To lessen the burden on the taxpayer for flood control, repairs to public facilities and utilities, and
flood rescue and relief operations;


E. To maintain property values and a stable tax base by minimizing the potential for creating blight
areas;


F. To make federally subsidized flood insurance available, and


G. To preserve the natural characteristics and functions of watercourses and floodplains in order to
moderate flood and stormwater impacts, improve water quality, reduce soil erosion, protect
aquatic and riparian habitat, provide recreational opportunities, provide aesthetic benefits and
enhance community and economic development.


SECTION 2.  DEFINITIONS


For the purposes of this ordinance, the following definitions are adopted:


Base Flood: The flood having a one percent (1%) probability of being equaled or exceeded in any given
year. The base flood is also known as the 100-year flood. The base flood elevation at any location is as
defined in Section 3 of this ordinance.


Base Flood Elevation (BFE): The elevation in relation to mean sea level of the crest of the base flood.


Basement: That portion of a building having its floor sub-grade (below ground level) on all sides.


Building: A walled and roofed structure, including gas or liquid storage tank, that is principally above
ground, including manufactured homes, prefabricated buildings and gas or liquid storage tanks. The term
also includes recreational vehicles and travel trailers installed on a site for more than one hundred eighty
(180) days per year.
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Critical Facility: Any facility which is critical to the health and welfare of the population and, if flooded,
would create an added dimension to the disaster. Damage to these critical facilities can impact the
delivery of vital services, can cause greater damage to other sectors of the community, or can put special
populations at risk. 


Examples of critical facilities where flood protection should be required include:  emergency services
facilities (such as fire and police stations), schools, hospitals, retirement homes and senior care facilities,
major roads and bridges, critical utility sites (telephone switching stations or electrical transformers) and
hazardous material storage facilities (chemicals, petrochemicals, hazardous or toxic substances).


Development: Any man-made change to real estate including, but not necessarily limited to:


1. Demolition, construction, reconstruction, repair, placement of a building, or any structural
alteration to a building;


2. substantial improvement of an existing building;


3. installation of a manufactured home on a site, preparing a site for a manufactured home, or
installing a travel trailer on a site for more than one hundred eighty (180) days per year;


4. installation of utilities, construction of roads, bridges, culverts or similar projects;


5. construction or erection of levees, dams walls or fences;


6. drilling, mining, filling, dredging, grading, excavating, paving, or other alterations of the ground
surface;


7. storage of materials including the placement of gas and liquid storage tanks, and channel
modifications or any other activity that might change the direction, height, or velocity of flood or
surface waters.


“Development” does not include routine maintenance of existing buildings and facilities, resurfacing
roads, or gardening, plowing, and similar practices that do not involve filing, grading, or construction of
levees.


Existing Manufactured Home Park or Subdivision: A manufactured home park or subdivision for
which the construction of facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be
affixed or buildings to be constructed (including, at a minimum, the installation of utilities, the
construction of streets, and either final site grading or the pouring of concrete pads) is completed before
the effective date of the floodplain management regulations adopted by a community.


Expansion to an Existing Manufactured Home Park or Subdivision: The preparation of additional
sites by the construction of facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be
affixed (including the installation of utilities, the construction of streets, and either final site grading or
the pouring of concrete pads).
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FEMA: Federal Emergency Management Agency


Flood: A general and temporary condition of partial or complete inundation of normally dry land areas
from the overflow, the unusual and rapid accumulation, or the runoff of surface waters from any source.


Flood Fringe: That portion of the floodplain outside of the regulatory floodway.


Flood Insurance Rate Map: A map prepared by the Federal Emergency Management Agency that
depicts the floodplain or special flood hazard area (SFHA) within a community. This map includes
insurance rate zones and may or may not depict floodways and show base flood elevations.


Flood Insurance Study: An examination, evaluation and determination of flood hazards and, if
appropriate, corresponding water surface elevations.


Floodplain and Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA): These two terms are synonymous. Those lands
within the jurisdiction of the County that are subject to inundation by the base flood. The floodplains of
the Beach Creek, Black Walnut Creek, Buffalo Creek, Clear Creek, Elkhorn Creek, Gale Creek, Kilbuck
Creek, Kishwaukee River, Kyte River and Tributaries, Lake Mistake Drain and Tributaries, Leaf River,
Mill Creek, (Mill) Middle Creek, Mill Creek/East Fork, Mud Creek (Leaf River Twp.), Mud Creek
(Rockvale Twp.), Otter Creek, Pine Creek, Rock River, Ryley Ditch, Seven Mile Branch, Silver Creek,
Spring Run (Lynnville Twp.), Spring Run (Rockvale Twp.), Stillman Creek, Trimble Run, and several
unnamed streams and/or stream tributaries are generally identified on panels 0025, 0050, 0075, 0094,
0095, 0100, 0105, 0100, 0113, 0115, 0120, 0150, 0175, 0200, 0225, 0250, 0255, 0260, 0263, 0264, 0270,
0275, 0280, 0285, 0300, 0325, 0350, 0375, 0400, 0410, 0415, 0420, 0430, 0450, 0470, 0475, 0479, 0480,
0483, 0485, 0486, 0487, 0488, 0489, 0491, 0493, 0495, 0525, 0525 of the countywide Flood Insurance
Rate Map of Ogle County, Illinois prepared by the Federal Emergency Management Agency and dated
December 17, 2010.  Floodplain also includes those areas of known flooding as identified by the
community.


Floodproofing: Any combination of structural or nonstructural additions, changes, or adjustments to
structures which reduce or eliminate flood damage to real estate, property and their contents.


Floodproofing Certificate: A form published by the Federal Emergency management agency that is used
to certify that a building has been designed and constructed to be structurally dry flood proofed to the
flood protection elevation.


Flood Protection Elevation (FPE): The elevation of the base flood plus one foot of freeboard at any
given location in the floodplain.


Floodway: That portion of the floodplain required to store and convey the base flood.  The floodway for
the floodplains of Kyte River and Tributaries, Lake Mistake Drain and Tributary, Mill Creek, Rock River,
Ryley Ditch, South Branch Kishwaukee River, and Stillman Creek shall be as delineated on the
countywide Flood Insurance Rate Map of Ogle County, Illinois prepared by FEMA and dated December
17, 2010. The floodways for each of the remaining floodplains of Ogle County, Illinois shall be according
to the best data available from the Federal, State, or other sources.
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Freeboard: An increment of elevation added to the base flood elevation to provide a factor of safety for
uncertainties in calculations, future watershed development, unknown localized conditions, wave actions
and unpredictable effects such as those caused by ice or debris jams.


Historic Structure: Any structure that is:


1. Listed individually in the National Register of Historic Places or preliminarily
determined by the Secretary of the Interior as meeting the requirements for individual
listing on the National Register.


2. Certified or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the Interior as contributing to
the historic district or a district preliminarily determined by the Secretary to qualify as a
registered historic district.


3. Individually listed on the state inventory of historic places by the Illinois Historic
Preservation Agency.


4. Individually listed on a local inventory of historic places that has been certified by the
Illinois Historic Preservation Agency.


IDNR/OWR: Illinois Department of Natural Resources/Office of Water Resources.


Lowest Floor: the lowest floor of the lowest enclosed area (including basement). An unfinished or flood
resistant enclosure, usable solely for parking of vehicles, building access or storage in an area other than a
basement area is not considered a building’s lowest floor. Provided that such enclosure is not built so as
to render the structure in violation of the applicable non-elevation design requirements of Section 7 of this
ordinance.


Manufactured Home: A structure transportable in one or more sections, that is built on a permanent
chassis and is designed to be used with or without a permanent foundation when connected to required
utilities.


Manufactured Home Park or Subdivision: A parcel (or contiguous parcels) of land divided into two or
more lots for rent or sale.


New Construction: Structures for which the start of construction commenced or after the effective date
of floodplain management regulations adopted by a community and includes any subsequent
improvements of such structures.


New Manufactured Home Park or Subdivision: A manufactured home park or subdivision for which
the construction of facilities for servicing the lots on which the manufactured homes are to be affixed or
buildings to be constructed (including, at a minimum, the installation of utilities, the construction of
streets, and either final site grading or the pouring of concrete pads) is completed on or after the effective
date of the floodplain management regulations adopted by a community.


NFIP: National Flood Insurance Program.
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Recreational Vehicle or Travel Trailer: A vehicle which is:


1. built on a single chassis;
2. four hundred (400) square feet or less in size;
3. designed to be self-propelled or permanently towable by a light duty truck and designed


primarily not for use as a permanent dwelling but as temporary living quarters for
recreational, camping, travel or seasonal use.


Repetitive Loss: Flood related damages sustained by a structure on two separate occasions during a ten
year period for which the cost of repairs at the time of each such flood event on the average equals or
exceeds twenty-five percent (25%) of the market value of the structure before the damage occurred.


SFHA: See “Floodplain”.


Start of Construction: Includes substantial improvement and means the date the building permit was
issued. This, provided the actual start of construction, repair, reconstruction, rehabilitation, addition
placement or other improvement, was within one hundred eighty (180) days of the permit date. The actual
start means either the first placement of permanent construction of a structure on a site, such as the
pouring of slab or footings, the installation of piles, the construction of columns or any work beyond the
stage of excavation or placement of a manufactured home on a foundation. For a substantial
improvement, actual start of construction means the first alteration of any wall, ceiling, floor or other
structural part oaf a building whether or not that alteration affects the external dimensions of the building.


Structure: See “Building”.


Substantial Damage: Damage of any origin sustained by a structure whereby the cumulative percentage
of damage occurring subsequent to May 20, 2003 equals or exceeds fifty percent (50%) of the market
value of the structure before the damage occurred regardless of actual repair work performed. Volunteer
labor and materials must be included in this determination. The term includes “Repetitive Loss Buildings”
(see definition).


Substantial Improvement: Any reconstruction, rehabilitation, addition or improvement of a structure
taking place subsequent to May 20, 2003 in which the cumulative percentage of improvements:


1. Equals or exceeds fifty percent (50%) of the market value of the structure before the
improvement or repair is started; or


2. Increases the floor area by more than twenty percent (20%).


“Substantial improvement” is considered to occur when the first alteration of any wall, ceiling, floor or
other structural part of the building commences, whether or not that alteration affects the external
dimensions of the structure. This term includes structures which have incurred repetitive loss or
substantial damage, regardless of the actual repair work done.


The term does not include:
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1. Any project for improvement of a structure to comply with existing state or local health, sanitary,
or safety code specifications which are solely necessary to assure safe living conditions; or


2. Any alteration of a structure listed on the National Register of Historic Places or the Illinois
Register of Historic Places.


Violation: The failure of a structure or other development to be fully compliant with the community’s
floodplain management regulations (the Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance). A structure or other
development without the required federal, state, and/or local permits and/or elevation certification is
presumed to be in violation until such time as the documentation is provided.


SECTION 3.  BASE FLOOD ELEVATION


This ordinance’s protection standard is the base flood. The best available base flood data are listed below.
Whenever a party disagrees with the best available data, the party shall finance the detailed engineering
study needed to replace the existing data with better data and submit it to the FEMA and IDNR/OWR for
approval prior to any development of the site.


A. The base flood elevation for the floodplains of Kyte River and Tributaries, Lake Mistake Drain
and Tributary, Mill Creek, Rock River, Ryley Ditch, South Branch Kishwaukee River, and
Stillman Creek shall be as delineated on the 100-year flood profiles in the countywide Flood
Insurance Study of Ogle County, Illinois prepared by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency and dated December 17, 2010.


B. The base flood elevation for each floodplain delineated as an “AH Zone” or AO Zone” shall be
that elevation (or depth) delineated on the county-wide Flood Insurance Rate Map of Ogle
County, Illinois.


C. The base flood elevation for each of the remaining floodplains delineated as a “A Zone” on the
countywide Flood Insurance Rate Map of Ogle County, Illinois shall be according to the best data
available from federal, state or sources. Should no other data exist, an engineering study must be
financed by the applicant to determine base flood elevations.


SECTION 4.  DUTIES OF THE PLANNING & ZONING ADMINISTRATOR


The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall be designated the Floodplain Administrator, shall be
responsible for the general administration of this ordinance and shall ensure that all development
activities within the floodplains under the jurisdiction of Ogle County (those floodplains that are within
the boundaries of the County of Ogle but outside the boundaries of any incorporated city or village) meet
the requirements of this ordinance. Specifically, the Planning & Zoning Administrator shall:


A. Process development permits in accordance with Section 5;


B. Ensure that all development in a floodway (or a floodplain with no delineated floodway) meets
the damage prevention requirements of Section 6;
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C. Ensure that the building protection requirements for all buildings subject to Section 7 are met and
maintain a record of the “as-built” elevation of the lowest floor (including basement) or
floodproof certificate;


D. Assure that all subdivisions and annexations meet the requirements of Section 8;


E. Ensure that water supply and waste disposal systems meet the Public Health standards of Section
9;


F. If a variance is requested, ensure that the requirements of Section 11 are met and maintain
documentation of any variances granted;


G. Inspect all development projects and take any and all penalty actions outlined in Section 13 as a
necessary to ensure compliance with this ordinance;


H. Assure that applicants are aware of and obtain any and all other required local, state, and federal
permits;


I. Notify IDNR/OWR and any neighboring communities prior to any alteration or relocation of a
watercourse;


J. Provide information and assistance to citizens upon request about permit procedures and
floodplain construction techniques;


K. Cooperate with state and federal floodplain management agencies to coordinate base flood data
and to improve the administration of this ordinance;


L. Maintain for public inspection base flood data, floodplain maps, copies of state and federal
permits, and documentation of compliance for development activities subject to this ordinance;


M. Perform site inspections to ensure compliance with this ordinance and make substantial damage
determinations for structures within the floodplain, and,


N. Maintain the accuracy of floodplain maps including notifying IDNR/OWR and/or submitting
information to FEMA within six months whenever a modification of the floodplain may change
the base flood elevation or result in a change to the floodplain map.


SECTION 5.  DEVELOPMENT PERMIT


No person, firm, corporation, or governmental body not exempted by law shall commence any
development in the floodplain without first obtaining a development permit from the Ogle County
Planning & Zoning Administrator. The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall not issue a development
permit if the proposed development does not meet the requirements of this ordinance.


A. The application for development permit shall be accompanied by:
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1. Drawings of the site, drawn to scale showing property line dimensions;


2. Existing grade elevations and all changes in grade resulting from excavation or filling;


3. The location and dimensions of all buildings and additions to buildings;


4. The elevation of the lowest floor (including basement) of all proposed buildings subject
to the requirements of Section 7 of this ordinance; and,


5. Cost of project or improvements as estimated by a licensed engineer or architect. A
signed estimate by a contractor may also meet this requirement.


B. Upon receipt of an application for a development permit, the Planning & Zoning Administrator
shall compare the elevation of the site to the base flood elevation. Any development located on
land that can be shown by survey data to be higher than the current base flood elevation and
which has not been filled after the date of the site’s first Flood Insurance Rate Map is not in the
floodplain and therefore not subject to the requirements of this ordinance. Conversely, any
development located on land shown to be below the base flood elevation and hydraulically
connected, but not shown on the current Flood Insurance Rate Map, is subject to the provisions of
this ordinance.


The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall maintain documentation of the existing ground
elevation at the development site and certification that this ground elevation existed prior to the
date of the site’s first Flood Insurance Rate Map identification.


The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall be responsible for obtaining from the applicant
copies of all other federal, state, and local permits, approvals or permit-not-required letters that
may be required for this type of activity. The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall not issue a
permit unless all other federal, state, and local permits have been obtained.


SECTION 6.  PREVENTING INCREASED FLOOD HEIGHTS AND RESULTING DAMAGES


Within any floodway identified on the countywide Flood Insurance Rate Map, and within all other
floodplains where a floodway has not been delineated, the following standards shall apply:


A. Except as provided in Section 6(B) of this ordinance, no development shall be allowed which,
acting in combination with existing and anticipated development will cause any increase in flood
heights or velocities or threat to public health and safety. The following specific development
activities shall be considered as meeting this requirement:


1. Bridge and culvert crossings of streams in rural areas meeting the conditions of the
Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Office of Water Resources Statewide Permit
Number 2;


2. Barge fleeting facilities meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit Number
3;
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3. Aerial utility crossings meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit Number
4;


4. Minor boat docks meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit Number 5;


5. Minor, non-obstructive activities meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit
Number 6;


6. Outfall Structures and drainage ditch outlets meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR
Statewide Permit Number 7;


7. Underground pipeline and utility crossings meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR
Statewide Permit Number 8;


 
8. Bank stabilization projects meeting the of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit Number 9;


9. Accessory structures and additions to existing residential buildings meeting the
conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide Permit Number 10;


10. Minor maintenance dredging activities meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR Statewide
Permit Number 11;


11. Bridge and culvert replacement structures and bridge widening meeting the conditions of
IDNR/OWR statewide Permit Number 12;


12. Temporary construction activities meeting the conditions of IDNR/OWR statewide
Permit Number 13;


13. Any Development determined by IDNR/OWR to be located entirely within a flood fringe
area shall be exempt from State Floodway permit requirements.


B. Other development activities not listed in Section 6(A) may be permitted only if:


1. permit has been issued for the work by IDNR/OWR (or written documentation is
provided that an IDNR/OWR permit is not required); or,


2. sufficient data has been provided to FEMA when necessary, and approval obtained from
FEMA for a revision of the regulatory map and base flood elevation.


SECTION 7.  PROTECTING BUILDINGS


A. In addition to the damage prevention requirements of Section 6 of this ordinance, all buildings
located in the floodplain shall be protected from flood damage below the flood protection
elevation. This building protection requirement applies to the following situations:
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1. Construction or placement of a new building or alteration or addition to an existing
building valued at more than one thousand dollars ($1,000) or seventy (70) square feet.


2. Substantial improvements or structural alterations made to an existing building that
increase the floor area by more than twenty percent (20%) or equal or exceed the market
value by fifty percent (50%). Alteration shall be figured cumulatively subsequent to May
20, 2003. If substantially improved, the existing structure and the addition must meet the
flood protection standards of this section.


3. Repairs made to a substantially damaged building. These repairs shall be figured
cumulatively subsequent to May 20, 2003. If substantially damaged the entire structure
must meet the flood protection standards of this section.


4. Installing a manufactured home on a new site or a new manufactured home on an existing
site. (The building protection requirements do not apply to returning a manufactured
home to the same site it lawfully occupied before it was removed to avoid flood damage).


5. Installing a travel trailer or recreational vehicle on a site for more than one hundred
eighty (180) days per year.


6. Repetitive loss to an existing building as defined in Section 2 herein.


B. Residential or non-residential buildings can meet the building protection requirements by one of
the following methods:


1. The building may be constructed on permanent land fill in accordance with the following:


a. The lowest floor (including basement) shall be at or above the flood protection
elevation.


b. The fill shall be placed in layers no greater than six inches before compaction and
should extend at least ten (10) feet beyond the foundation before sloping below
the flood protection elevation.


c. The fill shall be protected against erosion and scour during flooding by
vegetative cover, riprap, or other structural measure. 


d. The fill shall be composed of rock or soil and not incorporated debris or refuse
material, and


e. shall not adversely affect the flow of surface drainage from or onto neighboring
properties and when necessary stormwater management techniques such as
swales or basins shall be incorporated.


2. The building may be elevated on solid walls in accordance with the following:
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a. The building or improvements shall be elevated on stilts, piles, walls, crawlspace,
or other foundation that is permanently open to flood waters.


b. The lowest floor and all electrical, heating, ventilating, plumbing, and air
conditioning equipment and utility meters shall be located at or above the flood
protection elevation.


c. If walls are used, all enclosed areas below the flood protection elevation shall
address hydrostatic pressures by allowing the automatic entry and exit of flood
waters. Designs must either be certified by a licensed professional engineer or by
having a minimum of one (1) permanent opening on each wall no more than one
(1) foot above grade with a minimum of two (2) openings. The openings shall
provide a total net area of not less than one (1) square inch for every one (1)
square foot of enclosed area subject to flooding below the base flood elevation.


d. The foundation and supporting members shall be anchored, designed, and
certified so as to minimize exposure to hydrodynamic forces such as current,
waves, ice, and floating debris.


i. All structural components below the flood protection elevation shall be
constructed of materials resistant to flood damage.


ii. Water and sewer pipes, electrical and telephone lines, submersible
pumps, and other service facilities may be located below the flood
protection elevation provided they are waterproofed.


iii. The area below the flood protection elevation shall be used solely for
parking or building access and not later modified or occupied as
habitable space, or


iv. In lieu of the above criteria, the design methods to comply with these
requirements may be certified by a licensed professional engineer or
architect.


3. The building may be constructed with a crawlspace located below the flood protection
elevation provided that the following conditions are met:


a. The building must be designed and adequately anchored to resist flotation,
collapse, and lateral movement of the structure resulting from hydrodynamic and
hydrostatic loads, including the effects of buoyancy.


b. Any enclosed area below the flood protection elevation shall have openings that
equalize hydrostatic pressures by allowing for the automatic entry and exit of
floodwaters. A minimum of one opening on each wall having a total net area of
not less than one (1) square inch per one (1) square foot of enclosed area. The
openings shall be no more than one (1) foot above grade.
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c. The interior grade of the crawlspace below the flood protection elevation must
not be more than two (2) feet below the lowest adjacent exterior grade.


d. The interior height of the crawlspace measured from the interior grade of the
crawl to the top of the foundations wall must not exceed four (4) feet at any
point.


e. An adequate drainage system must be installed to remove floodwaters from the
interior area of the crawlspace within a reasonable period of time after a flood
event.


f. Portions of the building below the flood protection elevation must be constructed
with materials resistant to flood damage.


g. Utility systems within the crawlspace must be elevated above the flood
protection elevation.


C. Non-residential buildings may be structurally dry floodproofed (in lieu of elevation) provided a
licensed professional engineer or architect certifies that:


1. Below the flood protection elevation the structure and attendant utility facilities are
watertight and capable of resisting the effects of the base flood.


2. The building design accounts for flood velocities, duration, rate of rise, hydrostatic and
hydrodynamic forces, the effects of buoyancy, and the impact from debris and ice.


3. Floodproofing measures will be incorporated into the building design and operable
without human intervention and without an outside source of electricity.


4. Levees, berms, floodwalls and similar works are not considered floodproofing for the
purpose of this subsection.


D. Manufactured homes or travel trailers to be permanently installed on site shall be:


1. Elevated to or above the flood protection elevation in accordance with Section 7(B), and


2. anchored to resist flotation, collapse, or lateral movement by being tied down in
accordance with the rules and regulations for the Illinois Mobile Home Tie-Down Act
issued pursuant to 77 Ill. Adm. Code § 870.


E. Travel trailers and recreational vehicles on site for more than one hundred eighty (180) days per
year shall meet the elevation requirements of section 7(D) unless the following conditions are
met:


1. The vehicle must be either self-propelled or towable by a light duty truck.
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2. The hitch must remain on the vehicle at all times.


3. The vehicle must not be attached to external structures such as decks and porches.


4. The vehicle must be designed solely for recreation, camping, travel, or seasonal use
rather than as a permanent dwelling.


5. The vehicles largest horizontal projections must be no larger than four hundred (400)
square feet. 


6. The vehicle’s wheels must remain on axles and inflated.


7. Air conditioning units must be attached to the frame so as to be safe for movement of the
floodplain.


8. Propane tanks as well as electrical and sewage connections must be quick-disconnect and
above the 100-year flood elevation.


9. The vehicle must be licensed and titled as a recreational vehicle or park model. 


10. The vehicle must either:


a. be entirely supported by jacks; or


b. have a hitch jack permanently mounted, have the tires touching the ground and
be supported by block in a manner that will allow the block to be easily removed
by used of the hitch jack.


F. Garages, sheds or other minor accessory structures constructed ancillary to an existing residential
use may be permitted provided the following conditions are met:


1. The garage of shed must be non-habitable.


2. The garage or shed must be used only for the storage of vehicles and tools and cannot be
modified later into another use.


3. The garage or shed must be located outside of the floodway or have the appropriate state
and/or federal permits.


4. The garage or shed must be on a single family lot and be accessory to an existing
principle structure on the same lot.


5. Below the base flood elevation, the garage or shed must be built of materials not
susceptible to flood damage.
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6. All utilities, plumbing, heating, air conditioning and electrical must be elevated above the
flood protection elevation.


7. The garage or shed must have at least one permanent opening on each wall not more than
one (1) foot above grade with one (1) square inch of opening for every one (1) square
foot of floor area.


8. The garage or shed must be less than ten thousand dollars ($10,000) in market value or
replacement cost whichever is greater or less than five hundred (500) square feet.


9. The structure shall be anchored to resist floatation and overturning.


10. All flammable or toxic materials (gasoline, paint, insecticides, fertilizers, etc.) shall be
stored above the flood protection elevation.


11. The lowest floor elevation should be documented and the owner advised of the flood
insurance implications.


SECTION 8.  SUBDIVISION REQUIREMENTS


The Ogle County Board shall take into account hazards, to the extent that they are known, in all official
actions related to land management use and development.


A. New subdivisions, manufactured home parks, planned unit developments, and additions to
manufactured home parks and subdivisions shall meet the damage prevention and building
protections standards of Sections 6 and 7 of this ordinance. Any proposal for such development
shall include the following data:


1. The base flood elevation and the boundary of the floodplain, where the base flood
elevation is not available from an existing study, the applicant shall be responsible for
calculating the base flood elevation.


2. The boundary of the floodway when applicable.


3. A signed statement by a Licensed Professional Engineer that the proposed plat or plan
accounts for changes in the drainage of surface waters in accordance with the Plat Act
(765 ILCS 205/2).  Streets, blocks lots, parks and other public grounds shall be located
and laid out in such a manner as to preserve and utilize natural streams and channels. 
Wherever possible the floodplains shall be included within parks or other public grounds.


SECTION 9.  PUBLIC HEALTH AND OTHER STANDARDS


A. Public health standards must be met for all floodplain development. In addition to the
requirements of Sections 6 and 7 of this ordinance the following standards apply:
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1. No development in the floodplain shall include locating or storing chemicals, explosives,
buoyant materials, flammable liquids, pollutants, or other hazardous or toxic materials
below the flood protection elevation unless such materials are stored in a floodproofed
and anchored storage tank and certified by a professional engineer or floodproofed
building constructed according to the requirements of Section 7 of this ordinance.


2. Public utilities and facilities such as sewer, gas and electric shall be located and
constructed to minimize or eliminate flood damage.


3. Public sanitary sewer systems and water supply systems shall be located and constructed
to minimize or eliminate infiltration of flood waters into the systems and discharges from
the systems into flood waters.


4. New and replacement on-site sanitary sewer lines or waste disposal systems shall be
located and constructed to avoid impairment to them or contamination from them during
flooding.  Manholes or other above ground openings located below the flood protection
elevation shall be watertight.


5. Construction of new or substantially improved critical facilities shall be located outside
the limits of the floodplain. Construction of new critical facilities shall be permissible
within the floodplain if no feasible alternative site is available. Critical facilities
constructed within the SFHA shall have the lowest floor (including basement) elevated or
structurally dry floodproofed to the 500-year flood frequency elevation or three feet
above the level of the 100-year flood frequency elevation whichever is greater.
Floodproofing and sealing measures must be taken to ensure that toxic substances will
not be displaced by or released into floodwaters. Access routes elevated to or above the
level of the base flood elevation shall be provided to all critical facilities.


B. All other activities defined as development shall be designed so as not to alter flood flows or
increase potential flood damages.


SECTION 10.  CARRYING CAPACITY AND NOTIFICATION


For all projects involving channel modification, fill, or stream maintenance (including levees), the flood
carrying capacity of the watercourse shall be maintained.  In addition, the County of Ogle shall notify
adjacent communities in writing thirty (30) days prior to the issuance of a permit for the alteration or
relocation of the watercourse.


SECTION 11.  VARIANCES


Whenever the standards of this ordinance place undue hardship on a specific development proposal, the
applicant may apply to the Ogle County Board for a variance. The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall
review the applicant’s request for a variance and shall submit a recommendation to the Ogle County
Board.  The Ogle County Board may attach such conditions to granting of a variance as it deems
necessary to further the intent of this ordinance.
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A. No variance shall be granted unless the applicant demonstrates that all of the following conditions
are met:


1. The development activity cannot be located outside the floodplain.


2. An exceptional hardship would result if the variance were not granted.


3. The relief requested is the minimum necessary.


4. There will be no additional threat to public health, safety or creation of a nuisance.


5. There will be no additional public expense for flood protection, rescue or relief
operations, policing, or repairs to roads, utilities, or other public facilities.


6. The applicant’s circumstances are unique and do not establish a pattern inconsistent with
the intent of the NFIP, and


7. all other state and federal permits have been obtained.


B. The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall notify an applicant in writing that a variance from the
requirements of the building protections standards of Section 7 that would lessen the degree of
protection to a building will:


1. Result in increased premium rates for flood insurance up to twenty-five dollars ($25) per
one hundred dollars ($100) of insurance coverage;


2. increase the risk to life and property; and


3. require that the applicant proceed with knowledge of these risks and that the applicant
acknowledge in writing the assumption of the risk and liability.


C. Variances to the building protection requirements of Section 7 of this ordinance which are
requested in connection with reconstruction, repair, or alteration of a historic site or historic
structure as defined in “Historic Structures”, may be granted using criteria more permissive than
the requirements of Sections 6 and 7 of this ordinance subject to the conditions that:


1. The repair or rehabilitation is the minimum necessary to preserve the historic character
and design of the structure.


2. The repair or rehabilitation will not result in the structure being removed as a certified
historic structure.


SECTION 12.  DISCLAIMER OF LIABILITY


The degree of protection required by this ordinance is considered reasonable for regulatory purposes and
is based on available information derived from engineering and scientific methods of study. Larger floods
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may occur or flood heights may be increased by man-made or natural causes. This ordinance does not
imply that development either inside or outside of the floodplain will be free from flooding or damage.
This ordinance does not create liability on the part of the County of Ogle or any officer or employee
thereof for any flood damage that results from proper reliance on this ordinance or any administrative
decision made lawfully hereunder.


SECTION 13.  PENALTY


Failure to obtain a permit for development in the SFHA or failure to comply with the requirements of a
permit or conditions of a variance shall be deemed to be a violation of this Ordinance.  Upon due
investigation the Planning & Zoning Administrator may determine that a violation of the minimum
standards of this Ordinance exists.  The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall notify the owner in
writing of such violation.


A. If such owner fails after ten (10) days’ notice to correct the violation:


1. The County may make application to the Circuit Court for an injunction requiring
conformance with this Ordinance or make such other order as the Court deems necessary
to secure compliance with the Ordinance.


2. Any person who violates this Chapter shall upon conviction thereof be fined not less than
Fifty dollars ($50.00) nor more than five hundred dollars ($500.00).


3. A separate offense shall be deemed committed upon each week during or on which a
violation occurs or continues.


4. The County of Ogle may record a notice of violation on the title to the property.


B. The Planning & Zoning Administrator shall inform the owner that any such violation is
considered a willful act to increase flood damages and therefore may cause coverage by a
Standard Flood Insurance Policy to be suspended.


C. The Planning & Zoning Administrator is authorized to issue an order requiring the suspension of
the subject development. The stop-work order shall be in writing, indicate the reason for the
issuance, and shall order the action, if necessary, to resolve the circumstances requiring the stop-
work order. The stop-work order constitutes a suspension of the permit.


D. Nothing herein shall prevent the County from taking such other lawful action to prevent or
remedy any violations.  All costs connected therewith shall accrue to the person or persons
responsible.


SECTION 14.  ABROGATION AND GREATER RESTRICTIONS


This ordinance repeals and replaces other ordinances adopted by the Ogle County Board to fulfill the
requirements of the National Flood Insurance Program including: Ogle County, IL Special Flood Hazard
Areas Ordinance adopted December 22, 1987 and amended May 20, 2003; however, this ordinance does
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not repeal the original resolution or ordinance adopted to achieve eligibility in the National Flood
Insurance Program, nor does this ordinance repeal, abrogate, or impair any existing easements, covenants,
or deed restrictions.  Where this ordinance and other ordinance easements, covenants or deed restrictions
conflict or overlap, whichever imposes the more stringent restrictions shall prevail.


SECTION 15.  SEVERABILITY


The provisions and sections of this ordinance shall be deemed separable and the invalidity of any portion
of this ordinance shall not affect the validity of the remainder.


SECTION 16.  EFFECTIVE DATE


This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect upon its adoption by the County Board of Ogle County,
Illinois and attestation by the Ogle County Clerk.


Passed by the County Board of Ogle County, Illinois, this            day of                                           2010
A.D.


                                                                               
W. Ed Rice, Chairman of the Ogle County Board


ATTEST:


                                                                               
Rebecca Huntley, Ogle County Clerk and
Ex Officio Clerk of the Ogle County Board
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Resolution 2010‐1102 


GREDCO Relinquishing Rights to Ogle County Recovery Zone Facility Bond Allocation 


WHEREAS, Ogle County adopted Resolution 2010‐0512 on May 18, 2010 allocating to the Greater 
Rochelle Economic Development Corporation the full $4,409,000 Recovery Zone Facility Bond allocation 
set aside for private economic development projects in Ogle County under the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Tax Act of 2009; and 


WHEREAS, GREDCO issued a letter to the Ogle County Board on November 8, 2010 stating that selecting 
and developing the right workable Economic Development Project that benefits both the community 
and creates jobs has required a significant amount of “due diligence” which has taken much longer than 
anticipated; and 


WHEREAS, due to unforeseen delays of the project, GREDCO will not be able to finalize the 
requirements of the project before the end of the year and therefore are unable to complete their 
application for the Bonds.  


THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Ogle County accepts GREDCO’s letter stating they officially relinquish 
their rights to the Ogle County Recovery Zone Facility Bonds.  


Presented and Adopted at the November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting. 


Attest: 


 


______________________________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, County Clerk  


 


            ____________________________________________ 


            W. Ed Rice, Chairman 
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H.E.W. and Solid Waste Committee Agenda 
Tuesday, November 9, 2010  


 
Tentative Minutes 


 
 


1. Call to Order by Chairman Bauer at 4:00 
 Members present:  Bauer, Bowers, Kilker, Williams, Barnes, Janes, Horner 
 Members absent: none   
 Others present:  DeArvil, McKinley, Rypkema, Clemens, O’Brien, Dr. Champley, 


VAC members, members of the public 
 


2. Approve Committee Minutes: October 12, 2010  
 Motion by Bowers 
 2nd by Barnes 
 Motion carried 


 
3. Public Comment – Lifescape letter of thanks was read and placed on file.   


 
4. Regional Office of Education 


 Bills for Approval 
o Motion to approve $4,520.64 by Bowers 
o 2nd by Janes 
o Motion carried 


 Monthly Update – Clemens reported on the Health Life Safety program noting her 
Assistant Superintendent has inspected every building in the district to ensure all are 
up to code.  Compliance visits have also taken place to audit procedures, files, etc, 
and many are completed now.  The ROE has opened a new alternative classroom in 
both Rochelle and Dixon running from 3:30 – 7:00 for students needing to do credit 
recovery, or needing help with getting their GED.  In Dixon, there are 15 students 
enrolled, and 4 in Rochelle; 1 from Rochelle and 3 from Stillman Valley.  Clemens 
would like to see an additional site on the western side of Ogle County based on this 
program’s success.  Her goal is by 2012, all students attending are leaving with a 
diploma or a GED through this program.  This is grant funded through state aid.  
Students sign the education portion off to the ROE, and the ROE collects state aid on 
that student.  Costs are kept so low that no local tax money is required to do this.  It’s 
about $100,000 more to run this program this year.  Lastly, teacher certification is 
going well.  Last year, 650 of 1200 teachers needed to renew their certificates, and 
only 2 or 3 are straggling.  Ogle County is about 2/3 of these numbers.  The ROE’s 
annual report will be ready for this committee next month.     


 
5.  Health Department 


 Monthly Reports- O’Brien distributed her monthly budget reports indicating 
everything is on track.  November is 91% of the year, and the Health Dept is 88% on 
both income and expenses.  She reported on the Ronald McDonald van coming to 
Rochelle, and distributed the flyer showing the service provided to uninsured or 
underinsured children.  O’Brien distributed a flyer on bed bugs. The worst thing you 
can do is pick up curb side furniture, which is where this problem is the greatest.  
Extreme heat and cold are the best way to get rid of this problem.  113 degrees for 15 
minus gets rid of the adults.  60 minutes gets rid of the eggs.  Our environmental 
inspector is very particular about this inspection.  Another suggestion is to put any 
clothes bought and made in Indonesia or other countries where bed bugs are prevalent 







in the dryer before wearing them because the eggs can be embedded in the clothing. 
Hotels are not required to post the presence of bed bugs in their establishment.  Other 
states may have different laws governing this.  O’Brien reported on the meeting with 
the Kings township group and advisors looking for solutions to the septic situation in 
Kings, which is not up to current code and must be remedied.  The EPA is closely 
watching this situation and is pleased to see Kings moving forward on the issue.  
They have a number of options to solve this problem, which impacts about 37 homes 
there.  Some could put in their own septic, and homes that are too tightly connected or 
have wells too close could consider a cluster solution, which would require 
purchasing land, but would be cheaper than hooking up to Rochelle or putting in a 
regional system.  Illinois doesn’t have legal verbiage on clusters, which will be a 
learning curve for us.  The grant possibilities still only cover about 50% of the costs, 
and doesn’t include the costs of ongoing maintenance.  O’Brien then reported a first 
meeting was held with the union and is hoping we can roll the contract over for one 
more year and negotiate next year. O’Brien also reported on the issue from Getty 
stating we owe them money for a picture we used on the website without their 
permission.  We worked with Bob Short, who provides our Health Dept website and 
he confirmed he did indeed pay for the image through purchase of the CD it was on.  
He is addressing the issue for us.  O’Brien then distributed the details of the IDPH 
review (Illinois Dept Public Health) and requirements.  She indicated there has only 
been one confirmed case of pertussis, but there is quite a rumor of an outbreak.  
Unless there is a test done, there is no confirmation.  It is a cough that lasts 100 days, 
and at least 3 weeks without antibiotics before you start feeling better.  The one case 
has been hospitalized.  Others suspected of it just have coughs.  Some institutions are 
requiring immunizations against this again.  The Health Department will help 
institutions looking for this vaccination.     


 
6. Solid Waste Department  


 Bills for Approval – 
o Bowers moved to approve $1,050,484.98 with $1,019,649.42 as a transfer 
o 2nd by Horner 
o Motion carried  
o Rypkema also reported expenses are at 84% and income is 103%.  After the 


LCV payment is made, the category of contractual work will be over.  But the 
two items over are because of the Excelon payment. The bottom line budget is 
fine.  One more payment came in from Rochelle, but doesn’t show up in these 
bills.  It will show up for a November payment, however.   


 Grant Applications – no new grant applications to report.   
 Department Updates – The electronic recycling event in October was a success.  Total 


853 vehicles representing 902 households.  75.631 tons of electronics to be recycled, 
mostly personal items.  1.5 semis filled from businesses and 4.5 for personal items.  
We haven’t received either a check or a bill for the event, and we think it will be a 
check.  Rypkema met with City of Rochelle, Sara Lee, and TLC who had interest in 
conducting this type of event in Rochelle.  This is likely to happen in the spring at the 
Rochelle airport.  We could open it to Lee County also since it’s on the county line.  
We’re waiting to see how the costs came in from SIMS to decide who to work with 
again.  Host fee report was distributed and discussed.  2008 was the peak of waste 
into this site before the economy fell.  Part of the high could be that Village of Davis 
Junction has lowered their per ton host fee, making the land fill more competitive on 
the waste.  Otherwise, 2nd and 3rd quarters are usually the highest.  We got a host fee 
payment from Rochelle, approx $37,000 and included a letter stating they believe 
they have overpaid the flat fee.  Rypkema doesn’t agree and will be following up on 







this issue.   This also means the Village of Creston and Rochelle won’t be receiving a 
payment.  McKinley and Rypkema to meet on the host fee audit next week.  Wendler 
is reviewing the ground water study, which has taken longer than anticipated, but we 
want to ensure it is right.   


 
7. Animal Control –  


 Bills for Approval – budget is at 86% with small overages here and there, but 87% on 
payroll.  Income is exceeding expenses. Pet population program is going well, 
although we continue to spend more than we take in, so we may have to suspend it or 
slow it down in the future.  The good news is less program abuse is in place now.     


o Motion by Kilker to approve $10,055.51 
o 2nd by Bowers and Barnes 
o Motion carried  
o Motion by Bowers to approve $2,755.30 for Pet Population 
o 2nd by Kilker 
o Motion carried  
o Village of Adeline will be revising their statute to help minimize the impact of 


barking of dogs in this area.  We have an intergovernmental agreement there 
that allows reimbursement of Hank Coy’s time and support on this.  McKinley 
and Champley will work together to update the job description before posting 
it for Hank’s job.  McKinley will confirm the process in terms of posting and 
be a resource to support Dr. Champley as he needs it.  The committee 
discussed whether the appointed department heads have to come to the 
Administrator or the committee for approval to replace funded positions. The 
committee agreed this has not been the standard practice in Ogle County.  
However, with Dr. Champley being in the office only one day a week, 
McKinley would like more involvement than in other departments where the 
Director is on site full time.  Dr. Champley indicated he will keep the 
administrator and committee apprised of his progress.   


 
8. New Business –  


 VAC Funding Model- Bauer read the new process outlined by Treasurer Coffman.  
The VAC President indicated new by laws will be voted on in the next VAC 
meeting and that two signatures will be required for signing checks.   


i. Bowers moved to approve the proposed changes as presented 
ii. 2nd by Horner.  The VAC President indicated there are a lot of questions 


from the veterans now that they’ve increased communication.  He 
requested this be effective December 1, 2010.    


1. Bowers amended her motion to change the effective date from 
January 1, 2011 to December 1, 2010 


2. 2nd by Horner 
iii. Amended motion carried 


 
9. Old Business –  


 FY 2011 Budgets 
i. 708 Board Appropriation – Bauer explained the 708 Board’s request to 


appropriate another $14,000 since this was previously appropriated and 
unspent, and then not appropriated last year so it is still sitting in the 
checking account.  To be spent, it must be appropriated.  Bowers asked 
about the $25,000 increase for Sinissippi approved last year.  She thought 
this was only a one time increase, but it has been presented as an ongoing 
need.  The committee discussed how the $25,000 was reviewed and 







approved, and when it took place.  Bowers said she will find the minutes 
that clarify whether the $25,000 was a one time or ongoing expenditure to 
the committee can be clear on both this issue and the $14,000 additional 
appropriation need.  The committee agreed to call a special HEW meeting 
at 5:00 11/16/10 in Room 100 of the renovated courthouse to review and 
discuss both the $25,000 and $14,000 allocations. Bowers said she agrees 
with additional appropriation of  $14,000 and would just like clarity on the 
original intent of the $25,000. The appropriation recommendation will be 
made in the special meeting.   


 
 


10. Adjournment – by Chairman Bauer at 5:20  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Meggon McKinley, Ogle County Administrator 
 


Jason Bauer – Vice Chairman 
 












































































































Judiciary & Circuit Clerk & Juvenile & Probation  
Committee Meeting Tuesday, November 9, 2010  


 
Tentative Minutes 


 
 
 


1. Call to Order- at 3:00 by Chairman Nye 
 Members present:  Nye, DeArvil, Messer, Kenney, Colbert, Stahl 
 Members absent: Gouker 
 Others present:  McKinley, Dale, Martin, McDermott, Typer, McKeel 


 
2. Approval of Minutes: October 12, 2010 


 Motion by dearvil 
 2nd by Kenney 
 Motion carried 


 
3. Public Comment - None 


 
4. Consideration of Monthly Invoices 


 Focus House –  
o Kenney moved to approve $183.83  
o 2nd by Colbert 
o Motion carried  


 Probation 
o DeArvil moved to approve $2,640.00  
o 2nd by Kenney 
o Motion carried  


 
 Circuit Clerk 


o Messer moved to approve $144.00  
o 2nd by DeArvil 
o Motion carried 


 
 Judiciary 


o Kenney moved to approve $1,492.83  
o 2nd by DeArvil 
o Motion carried 


 
5. Department Reports  


 Probation & Reporting Center– Martin indicated the Reporting Center has been 
closed until Monday of this week because new classrooms have been brought in and 
there was much work to do.  Martin invited the board members to stop in and see the 
classrooms.  Martin suggested having this committee holding two meetings per year 
in Rochelle to help educate new board members – one in Focus House and one in 
Reporting Center.  Martin asked McKinley to ask Buildings & Grounds to hold one 







meeting over there per year since this is a property they help manage.  The 
Committee agreed this is a good approach.   


 Focus House – Mike Dale distributed the monthly report indicating the numbers have 
stayed very steady with no major changes from last report. Martin noted the Redeploy 
Illinois goal is to keep kids at home and not send them to the Department of 
Corrections.  Martin indicated the new person in charge of this program would like to 
help secure funds for Ogle County since Ogle has been meeting the program 
objectives long before anyone else was.  He reached out to Ogle County stating he’d 
like to come see what we’re doing here.  When he saw Focus House, he indicated this 
is “hands down better than any redeployment site I’ve ever seen.”     


 Circuit Clerk – Typer indicated he has been reviewing processes and procedures with 
Ron McDermott, and is waiting for the audit results from the AOIC.  McDermott 
indicated things are going well and the staff has been very cordial.  He expects good 
things.  McDermott distributed an email complimenting the staff on the quality of 
service provided to an attorney recently.  Typer indicated an introductory meeting 
with the union took place and another one will take place in a few weeks.  
McDermott will be part of these discussions.   


 
6. Old Business –  


 FY 2011 Budgets- Martin indicated in December they will be presenting their 
Dependent Children’s Fund budget and Probation Service Fee close out numbers 
and next year’s budgets for 2011.   


 
7. New Business –  


 Closed Session – Litigation Illinois FOP Labor Council & Chief Judge of 15th 
Judicial Circuit (5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (11)) 


i. Motion to go into closed session by Kenney 
ii. 2nd by DeArvil 


iii. Voice vote; Stahl yes, Kenney yes, Colbert yes, Messer yes, DeArvil yes,, 
Nye yes. Motion carried.  


 
8. Adjournment- by Chairman Nye at approximately 3:55 


 
Respectfully submitted, 
Meggon McKinley, Ogle County Administrator  


    
 


Maggie Nye - Chairman 
 


 
 
















          


Ogle County Community 


Mental Health Board 


   


 


 
OGLE COUNTY COMMUNITY 


 
   MENTAL HEALTH ( 708 ) BOARD 


 
 MINUTES OF THE   


October 7,  2010 Meetings 
 
On October 7,  2010, Kathleen Wilson, President called a meeting of the 708 Board to 
order at 7:30 a.m. at the Ogle County Sheriff’s Office, Jefferson Street, Oregon, Illinois, 
at the call of the secretary and a notice given to each board member and on notice posted 
at the Ogle County Courthouse and Ogle County Sheriff’s Office.  Kathleen Wilson 
presided. 
 
The secretary called the roll: 
 
BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:  Kathleen Wilson, President, Marcia Heuer, Laura 
Medlar, Wendy Howarter, Susan Schroeder and Dorothy Bowers, Ogle County Board 
Liaison  
  
ABSENT: Seth McCanse and Louise Hall, Treasurer  
 
OTHERS PRESENT: James Sarver and Kim James of Sinnissippi Center’s Inc., Lorrie 
Bearrows of Ogle County Hospice, Ruth Carter of Help Offer Protective Environment 
(HOPE of Ogle County) Kathleen Kurtz and Missy Wilson of Easter Seals Children’s 
Development Center, Craig Carpenter of Village of Progress 
 
The Chair announced a quorum. 
 
Approval of Agenda: Susan Schroeder moved to accept the agenda as presented.  
Laura Medlar seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  
 
Review and approval of the September minutes was done. Marcia Heuer moved to 
approve the September meeting minutes as presented.  Seconded by Laura Medlar.  
Motion carried unanimously.    
 
Review and approval of the agency vouchers for October was done. Wendy Howarter 
moved to approve the vouchers for October as submitted.  Susan Schroeder 
seconded.  Motion carried six ayes, no nays and two absent. 
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After reviewing the financial reports for October. Susan Schroeder questioned the use of 
any remaining funds in the 708 account in the future.  A motion was made by Wendy 
Howarter to approve the financial reports for October. Laura Medlar seconded.   
Motion carried six ayes, no nays and two absent. 
 
Officer’s Reports: 
 
Kathe Wilson recognized the positive publicity in the Ogle County Life regarding 
Sinnissippi. 
 
Newspaper article for October is Lutheran Social Services of Illinois 
 
Unfinished Business: 
 
Dorothy Bowers had nothing to report regarding our newsletter to the County Board. 
 
The video “ A Crises in Caring “ reported no new viewings. 
 
Everyone was asked to review the By Laws before the next meeting and make any 
suggestions. 
 
Review of the Human Services Directory to be done by the 708 Board this month and any 
changes e-mailed to Kim James for updating.  Then Kim James will send to Village of 
Progress for printing. 
 
Review of Brochure will be done and new ones will be printed to go along with the 
Human Services Directory. 
 
County Board is looking for ways to cut the budget and it does not look very promising 
regarding our funding request.  At this time the request looks like it will remain the same 
as last year.  It is apparent that the HEW Committee is not aware that the funding for the 
Ogle County Community Mental Health (708) Board does not come out of the general 
fund and it is a separate fund all together.  Kathe Wilson will attend the Ogle County 
Finance Committee Meeting on October 13th at 2:30 pm and invited others to attend also.   
 
New Business: 
 
Amy A. Adams MS, QMHP, Community that Cares Coordinator of the Community that 
Cares Project did a presentation regarding Children’s Mental Health.  Planning for co-
coordinated use of agencies to delivery of services to children and youth.  What we are 
looking for is participation in this program.  If anyone wants to participate the Ogle 
County Care Team meets once a month and the meeting is about one hour in length.  The 
Chair of the committee is Carol Novak and the co-chair is Joanna Deuth of Shinning Star 
Advocacy Center. 
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Agency reports: 
 
Jim Sarver and Kim James of Sinnissippi Centers, Inc – Kim James referred to the 
fee schedule letter sent to the 708 Board Members regarding payments and last Friday 
was the beginning of the fee payment for individuals that do not have Medicaid or private 
insurance they now have to pay for services and the base rate is now $50 per hour for 
counseling.  Now those people who cannot pay are not scheduling appointments and now 
just using medication.  Mental Health services now require proof of income.   
 
Jim Sarver reported that they are not eliminating any services at this point.  We continue 
to provide the service.  We have identified 1,300 open cases of 4800 have no Medicare or 
private insurance and those folks have to come up with these funds and will not be able to 
and will become sicker, in jail, on the street and hospitals.  We are watching this situation 
very closely. 
 
Lorrie Bearrows of Ogle County Hospice – Lorrie Bearrows reported that the support 
groups are strong and growing.  We are going to be holding Movie night twice a month.   
 
There are 23 Hospice’s in Rockford and 14 in Ogle County. 
 
Ruth Carter Director of Hope – Ruth Carter reported that they have received most of 
the 2010 state funding. Illinois Coalition of Domestic Violence is sending a united 
message to Springfield.   
 
Holding a fundraiser on October 23rd and we will hold the Open House of the store in 
Rochelle with raffle prizes etc. 
 
Kathleen Kurtz and Missy Wilson of Easter Seals Children’s Development Center –  
Kathleen Kurtz reported that the Rochelle Parent has started up again.  The Downs 
Syndrome group is working on bulling.  Representative Bob Pritchard will be at the Ogle 
County Autism Group on October 12th.  Family Matters will present a program on “What 
do I need to Know” on October 21st.  Mom’s retreat went well and we will continue.   
 
Craig Carpenter of the Village of Progress – Craig Carpenter reported that on 
November 17th they would be holding the 41st annual banquet at St. Mary’s Learning 
Center.  Sub-contract work was a record level last year and we are down somewhat this 
year but still good.  Wahl Clipper remains the biggest job for the village.  We have nine 
students attending this fall from the Ogle County Educational Coop.  Last year we had 
fifteen this is part of the transitional program and I know that the numbers are down.  The 
state still owes us since January.  Payments are not getting any better.   
 
There being no objection the meeting was adjourned. 
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The next meeting will be November 4, 2010 at the Ogle County Sheriff’s Office, 
Training Room, Jefferson Street, Oregon, IL. 
 
Respectfully submitted,  
Cecilia M. Zimmerman 
Recording Secretary 
 
815.732.6762 
fax  732.6147 
celiazimm@oglecom.com 
 
Approved:  November 4,  2010 
 
 
______________________________  ___________________________ 
Kathleen Wilson, President               Louise Hall, Secretary/Treasurer 
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EXTRACT OF MINUTES of the ___________________ public 
meeting of the County Board of The County of Ogle, Illinois, held 
in the County Board Room at the County Courthouse, in said 
County, at _____ o’clock P.M., on the _____ day of 
____________, 20__. 


*                   *                   * 


The meeting was called to order by the Chairman, and upon the roll being called, 


____________________, the Chairman, and the following County Board Members at said 


location answered present:  _______________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


_____________________________________________________________________________ . 


The following County Board Members were absent:  _____________________________ 


_____________________________________________________________________________ . 


The Chairman announced that the next item of business before the County Board  was the 


consideration of an ordinance abating the taxes heretofore levied for the year 2010 to pay the 


debt service on the County’s outstanding $9,800,000 General Obligation Bonds (Alternate 


Revenue Source), Series 2003.  After a full and complete discussion thereof, County Board 


Member __________________ presented and there was read into the record in full the following 


ordinance: 


Ordinance - $9.8 Abatement - O-2010-1202 
2105112/SAS:11/8/2010 







ORDINANCE NO. 2010-1202 


AN ORDINANCE abating the taxes heretofore levied for the year 
2010 to pay debt service on $9,800,000 General Obligation Bonds 
(Alternate Revenue Source), Series 2003, of The County of Ogle, 
Illinois. 


*          *         * 


WHEREAS, the County Board (the “Board”) of The County of Ogle, Illinois (the 


“County”), by ordinance adopted on the 16th day of September, 2003 (the “2003 Ordinance”), 


did provide for the issue of $9,800,000 General Obligation Bonds (Alternate Revenue Source), 


Series 2003 (the “2003 Bonds”), and the levy of a direct annual tax sufficient to pay debt service 


on the 2003 Bonds; and 


WHEREAS, on the 17th day of September, 2003, a duly certified copy of the 2003 


Ordinance was filed in the office of the County Clerk of the County (the “County Clerk”); and 


WHEREAS, the County has Pledged Revenues (as defined in Section 12 of the 2003 


Ordinance) available for the purpose of paying debt service on the 2003 Bonds heretofore 


imposed by the 2010 levy; and 


WHEREAS, the Pledged Revenues are hereby directed to be deposited into the “Alternate 


Bond Fund” established pursuant to Section 12 of the 2003 Ordinance for the purpose of paying 


the debt service on the 2003 Bonds; and 


WHEREAS, it is necessary and in the best interests of the County that the taxes heretofore 


levied for the year 2010 to pay the debt service on the 2003 Bonds be abated: 


NOW, THEREFORE, Be It Ordained by the County Board of The County of Ogle, Illinois, 


as follows: 


 Section 1. Abatement of Tax for 2003 Bonds.  The tax heretofore levied for the year 


2010 in the 2003 Ordinance shall be abated in its entirety. 


Ordinance - $9.8 Abatement - O-2010-1202 
2105112/SAS:11/8/2010 







 Section 2. Filing of Ordinance.  Forthwith upon the adoption of this ordinance, the 


Clerk of the Board shall file a certified copy hereof with the County Clerk and it shall be the duty 


of the County Clerk to abate said taxes levied for the year 2010 in accordance with the 


provisions hereof. 


 Section 3. Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be in full force and effect forthwith 


upon its adoption. 


Presented – November 16, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting 


Adopted – December 21, 2010 Ogle County Board Meeting 


 


 


      ____________________________________ 
  Chairman of the 
  County Board of The County of 
  Ogle, Illinois 


ATTEST: 


____________________________________ 
County Clerk and ex-officio 
Clerk of the County Board of 
The County of Ogle, Illinois 


-2- 







-3- 


Member ___________________ moved and Member ____________________ seconded 


the motion that said ordinance as presented and read be adopted. 


After a full and complete discussion thereof, the Chairman of the County Board directed 


that the roll be called for a vote upon the motion to adopt said ordinance. 


Upon the roll being called, Members __________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


voted “AYE”, and Members _______________________________________________________ 


______________________________________________________________________________ 


voted “NAY”.  Whereupon the Chairman of the County Board declared the motion carried and 


the ordinance adopted, and henceforth did approve and sign the same in open meeting and did 


direct the County Clerk to record the same in full in the records of The County of Ogle, Illinois, 


which was done. 


Other business not pertinent to the adoption of said ordinance was duly transacted at said 


meeting. 


Upon motion duly made, seconded and carried, the meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 


 _______________________________ 
County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of 
the County Board of The County of 
Ogle, Illinois 







STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
 )  SS 
COUNTY OF OGLE ) 


CERTIFICATION OF ORDINANCE AND MINUTES 


I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting County Clerk 
of The County of Ogle, Illinois (the “County”), and ex-officio Clerk of the County Board of the 
County (the “County Board”), and as such official I am the keeper of the books, records and 
files of the County and the County Board. 


I do further certify that the foregoing constitutes a full, true and complete transcript of the 
minutes of the meeting of the County Board held on the 21st day of December, 2010, insofar as 
same relates to the adoption of Ordinance No. 2010-1202 entitled: 


AN ORDINANCE abating the taxes heretofore levied for the year 
2010 to pay debt service on $9,800,000 General Obligation Bonds 
(Alternate Revenue Source), Series 2003, of The County of Ogle, 
Illinois. 


a true, correct and complete copy of which said ordinance as adopted at said meeting appears in 
the foregoing transcript of the minutes of said meeting. 


I do further certify that the deliberations of the County Board on the adoption of said 
ordinance were taken openly, that the vote on the adoption of said ordinance was taken openly, 
that said meeting was held at a specified time and place convenient to the public, that notice of 
said meeting was duly given to all of the news media requesting such notice, that an agenda for 
said meeting was posted at the principal office of the County Board at least 48 hours in advance 
of the holding of said meeting, that a true, correct and complete copy of said agenda as so posted 
is attached to this certificate as Exhibit A, that said meeting was called and held in strict 
accordance with the provisions of the Counties Code of the State of Illinois, as amended, and the 
Open Meetings Act of the State of Illinois, as amended, and that the County Board has complied 
with all of the applicable provisions of said Code and said Act and its procedural rules in the 
adoption of said ordinance. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my official signature this 21st day of December, 
2010. 


 _______________________________ 
County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of 
the County Board of The County of 
Ogle, Illinois 


 


 







STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
 )  SS 
COUNTY OF OGLE ) 


FILING CERTIFICATE 


I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that I am the duly qualified and acting County Clerk 


of The County of Ogle, Illinois, and as such official I do further certify that on the 21st day of 


December, 2010, there was filed in my office a duly certified copy of Ordinance No. 2010-1202 


entitled: 


AN ORDINANCE abating the taxes heretofore levied for the year 
2010 to pay debt service on $9,800,000 General Obligation Bonds 
(Alternate Revenue Source), Series 2003, of The County of Ogle, 
Illinois. 


duly adopted by the County Board of The County of Ogle, Illinois, on the 21st day of December, 


2010, and that the same has been deposited in the official files and records of my office. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my official signature and the seal of said County, 


this 21st day of December, 2010. 


 _______________________________ 
County Clerk and ex-officio Clerk of 
the County Board of The County of 
Ogle, Illinois 


(SEAL) 
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Ogle County 


 


ORDINANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE DATED:  OCTOBER 16, 2001 


 


AN ORDINANCE 


AMENDING LEE COUNTY ENTERPRISE ZONE #9 


 


 


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Ogle County Board and Board 


Chairman, in Ogle County, Illinois, as follows: 


 


 


SECTION 1:  That an Ordinance dated October 16, 2001 regarding the Lee County  


 


Enterprise Zone, as amended, is further amended as follows: 


 


 


SECTION 2:  Section 1, Exhibit A, shall be amended to include the property described in 


Exhibit 1 attached hereto, containing 146.0 acres, more or less. 


 


 


SECTION 3:  In all other respects the Ordinance Dated October 16, 2001, as  


 


amended, shall remain in full force and effect. 


 


 


SECTION 4:  The Ogle County Board, County Clerk and Board Chairman are authorized  


 


to execute any and all documents necessary to implement this ordinance, including but not  


 


limited to Amendment No. 13 to the original Intergovernmental Agreement Regarding  


 


Administration of an Enterprise Zone, Dated December 23, 1986, a copy of which is attached  


 


hereto and made a part hereof. 


 


  


SECTION 5:  The provisions and Sections of this Ordinance shall be deemed to be  


 


separable, and the validity of any portion of this Ordinance shall not affect the validity of the  


 


remainder. 


 


 


 


 SECTION 6:  All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are, to the  


 


ORDINANCE 2010-1201







extent of such conflict, hereby repealed. 


 


 


SECTION 7:  This Ordinance shall take effect upon its passage, approval and  


 


publication as required by law. 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Passed by the Ogle County Board and the Ogle County Board Chairman, this ______ day 


of ____________, 2010. 


 


  The Ogle County Board 


 


  By: _____________________________ 


    W. Ed Rice, 


    Ogle County Board Chairman 


 


Attest: 


 


_____________________________ 


Rebecca Huntley, 


Ogle County Clerk 
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AMENDMENT NO. 13 


 


TO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF DIXON, CITY 


OF AMBOY, VILLAGE OF ASHTON, VILLAGE OF FRANKLIN GROVE, VILLAGE OF 


PAW PAW, CITY OF ROCHELLE AND COUNTIES OF LEE AND OGLE REGARDING 


ADMINISTRATION OF AN ENTERPRISE ZONE DATED DECEMBER 23, 1986. 


 


WHEREAS, on the 23
rd


 day of December, 1986 the City of Dixon and County of Lee 


entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement (“Agreement”) to provide for the administration of 


an enterprise zone encompassing contiguous portions of the City of Dixon and County of Lee in 


the State of Illinois; and 


 


WHEREAS, the Agreement was subsequently amended to include the City of Amboy, 


Village of Ashton, Village of Franklin Grove, and Village of Paw Paw in said County and the 


City of Rochelle and County of Ogle; and 


 


WHEREAS, the City of Dixon, County of Lee, City of Amboy, Village of Ashton, 


Village of Franklin Grove, Village of Paw Paw, City of Rochelle and County of Ogle have 


indicated their willingness and desire to extend the boundaries of the Lee County Enterprise 


Zone #9 to include certain property in the City of Rochelle and County of Ogle. 


 


NOW, THEREFORE, it is agreed by the City of Dixon, County of Lee, City of Amboy, 


Village of Ashton, Village of Franklin Grove, Village of Paw Paw, City of Rochelle and County 


of Ogle that the Intergovernmental Agreement, as previously amended and agreed to by these 


parties, shall be further amended in the following respects: 


 


(1) Section 1, Exhibit A, shall be amended to include the property described 


in Exhibit 1 attached hereto, containing 146.0 acres, more or less. 


 


(2) In all or other respects the Intergovernmental Agreement dated December 23, 


1986, and amended on the 13
th
 day of October 1992, and as further amended on 


the 15
th
 day of December, 1992; the 17


th
 day of January, 1995; the 21


st
 day of 


September, 1998; the 21
st
 day of February, 2000; the 18


th
 day of December, 2001; 


the 8
th
 day of September, 2003; the 18


th
 day of April 2006; the 10


th
 day of July, 


2006; and the 28
th
 day of November, 2006; and the 15


th
 day of May, 2007, shall 


remain in full force and effect. 


 


(3) This Amendment No. 13 may be executed in any number of counterparts and any 


party hereto may execute any such counterparts, each of which when executed 


and delivered shall be deemed to be an original and all of which counterparts 


taken together shall constitute one and the same instrument.  This Amendment 


No. 13 shall become binding when one or more counterparts taken together shall 


have been executed and delivered by the parties.  It shall not be necessary in 


making proof of this Amendment No. 13 or any counterpart hereof to produce or 


account for any other counterparts. 
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Dated this              day of                          , 2010. 


 


 


City/Village/County: ____________________________________________________ 


 


 


BY:    __________________________Title:___________________________ 


    Mayor/Village Board President/County Board Chairman 


 


 


ATTEST: _________________________________________________________ 


    City/Village/County Clerk 
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EXHIBIT 1 


 


Lee County Enterprise Zone – Interstate Transportation Center (ITC) 


Legal Description 
 


 


Part of the East half of Section 22, part of the Southwest Quarter of Section 23, part of 


the Northwest Quarter of Section 26, and part of the Northeast Quarter of Section 27 all 


located in Township 40 North, Range 1 East of the Third Principal Meridian bounded and 


described as follows to-wit: 


Commencing at the Southeast corner of said Section 22: thence South 89°56'29" West, 


along the South line of said Section 22, a distance of 1.50 feet to the Point of Beginning 


of this description; thence South 89°56'29" West along the South line of said Section 22, 


distance of 490.52 feet; thence North 00°07'29" West, a distance of 3600.05 feet, to the 


centerline of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railroad right-of-way; thence South 


56°44'02" East along the centerline of the Burlington Northern and Santa Fe Railroad 


right-of-way, a distance of 1992.26 feet; thence South 00°10'22" East, a distance of 


2502.91 feet to the South line of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 23; thence South 


89°48'46" West along South line of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 23, a distance 


of 290.18 feet; thence North 00°11'14" West, a distance of 160.00 feet; thence South 


89°48'46" West parallel with the South line of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 23, a 


distance of 100.00 feet; thence South 00°11'14" East, a distance of 160.00 feet to the 


South line of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 23, thence South 89°48'46" West 


along the South line of the Southwest Quarter of said Section 23, a distance of 781.81 


feet; thence Southerly parallel with and 1.50 feet perpendicularly distant West from the 


East line of the Northeast Quarter of said Section 27 to a line which is 1.50 feet 


perpendicularly North of and parallel with the center line of the main track of the Union 


Pacific Railroad, thence Southwesterly parallel with the center line of the main track of 


the Union Pacific Railroad to a point which is 1.50 perpendicularly distant West from the 


East line of the Northeast Quarter of said Section 27; thence Northerly parallel with and 


1.50 feet perpendicularly distant West from the East line of the Northeast Quarter of said 


Section 27, to the North line of said Section 27 and  the Point of Beginning. Containing 


146 acres more or less. Situated in the County of Ogle and the State of Illinois. 


 


 
 


TOTAL      146.0 ACRES more or less  
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Personnel & Salary – County Clerk & Recorder 
Committee Meeting Wednesday, November 10, 2010. 


 
Tentative Minutes  


 
 


1. Call to Order – by Chairman Kenney at 10:05 
• Members present:  Kenney, Heuer, Bowers, Boes, Colbert, Saunders 
• Members absent:  Gouker 
• Others present:  DeArvil, Gronewold, Hopkins, McKinley, Huntley, 


Rypkema, Martin, Robinson   
 


2. Approval of Minutes: October 13, 2010 meeting minutes 
• Motion by Bowers 
• 2nd by Saunders 
• Motion carried 


 
3. Approval of Bills – 


• Motion to approve $34,049.16 by Boes 
• 2nd by Bowers 
• Motion carried 


 
4. Public Comment - DeArvil commended Becky and her staff for how quickly they 


counted the votes and how smooth the election went.  The committee agreed they 
have heard no complaints and many positives.  McKinley said Huntley did a good 
job communicating to the election judges ahead of time what they had to do to 
properly manage the write in process.  Colbert asked how long until the precincts 
are reevaluated.  Huntley noted it has been a long time since she has been able to 
do a purge due to the budget reductions.  Every time you hire more judges, she 
said, you buy more machines and increase salaries and in this environment we’ve 
kept this down.  Colbert noted certain precincts seem to be growing larger than 
others.   


 
5. County Clerk & Recorder Report – nothing to report 


 
6. Old Business-   


• Policy Manual Final Recommendations – McKinley distributed and 
highlighted the proposed changes based on the last year of committee 
effort.  She indicated she has gotten feedback from department heads and 
approval by the States Attorney’s office. Each change was discussed. The 
comp time language inserted in page 11 was discussed at length.  
McKinley will check with Fair Labor Standards to confirm this language 
is allowed.  Boes asked to confirm if we can pay comp time at the rate it 
was earned verse what they are making at payout.  Rypkema asked about 
the discretionary language on year book vs. page 13 of the policy and the 
committee confirmed the policy supersedes the yellow book updates that 







County Clerk’s office provides out of courtesy.  Any language changes 
should be communicated to Huntley’s office before April. Rypkema asked 
about how department heads do or do not have discretion to distribute 
raise percentages allowed by the Board. Kenney clarified that with the EA 
study, department heads do have discretion to distribute the allotted raise 
percentage to their department as they see fit.  The committee wishes to 
include the entire policy in the board packets, keeping the yellow in place 
highlighting what was changed.  Heuer would like a cover sheet added 
noting what pages have the yellow changes.  This would be an ordinance 
for 30 day layover.       


• County Comp & Accumulated Leave Time Carry Over Policies – Moved 
until after the closed session based on time restrictions of Martin and 
Robinson.   
 


7. New Business -   
• Closed Session – Litigation Illinois FOP Labor Council & Chief Judge of 


15th Judicial Circuit (5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (11)) 
i. Motion to go into closed by Boes 


ii. 2nd by Bowers 
iii. Voice vote Kenney yes, Heuer yes, Bowers yes, Boes yes, Colbert 


yes, Saunders yes.  Motion carried  
• Closed Session - Collective Negotiating Matters (5 ILCS 120/2 (c) (2))  


i. Motion to go into closed session by Heuer  
ii. 2nd by Bowers 


iii. Voice vote Kenney yes, Heuer yes, Bowers yes, Boes yes, Colbert 
yes, Saunders yes.  Motion carried.   


• County Comp & Accumulated Leave Time Carry Over Policies - 
McKinley explained her discussion with Ray Bachman, Dekalb’s 
administrator because the committee had asked her to see if DeKalb has 
placed any county-wide ordinances on this subject.  His email response 
was distributed and read and placed on file.  Bachman’s perspective is that 
cooperation between all entities is the key in best serving the citizens; not 
in passing ordinances that cannot be enforced through the form of 
government we are bound by.  She distributed DeKalb’s org chart from 
their website designed to help their citizens understand how county 
government is organized under Illinois State law. McKinley noted her 
observation in the last 18 months is that the Ogle County Board operates 
with many different views on the roles, responsibilities, and differences 
between the board, the administrator, elected officials, and appointed 
department heads, which creates a lot of confusion.  She noted similar 
confusion exists between roles and responsibilities and authority of elected 
vs. appointed officials.  She reviewed the DeKalb org chart pointing out 
how clearly it demonstrates where the lines of authority and responsibility 
are drawn for all entities. Kenney said regarding our comp time policies, 
we have to do things through contracts and cooperation and in a manner 
we can live with and is legal.  Kenney indicated most of the elected 







department heads have a long history of cooperation and support in Ogle 
County.  McKinley said she’d like to help get a leadership/strategic 
planning session organized for the board to ensure clear definition of roles 
and responsibilities and have the board put  strategic plans in place for 
everyone to move in the same direction.   


• Harn indicated he will be out of town next week, but back in for the board 
meeting.    


• Saunders asked if this committee is in support of the budget. Bowers 
would like to see contingencies reduced or eliminated in LRP. Discussion 
followed.     


 
8. Adjournment- by Chairman Kenney at 11:55 


 
Respectfully submitted, 
Meggon McKinley, Ogle County Administrator 


 
 


John “Skip” Kenney – Chairman 
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REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT
OCTOBER 21, 2010


The regular monthly meeting of the Ogle County Regional Planning Commission was
held on Thursday, October 21, 2010 at 7:00 P.M. at the Old Ogle County Courthouse,
Third Floor County Board Room #317, 105 S. Fifth St., Oregon, IL.


The Order of Business is as follows:


1. ROLL CALL AND DECLARATION OF A QUORUM.


Chairman Funk called the meeting to order at 7:00 P.M. Roll call indicated six members
of the Regional Planning Commission were present: Chairman Lloyd Funk, Ron Colson,
Wayne Reising, Randy Ocken, Tom Smith and David Poole.  Don Conn was absent at
roll call, but entered the meeting at 7:03 P.M. and participated thereafter.


2. READING AND APPROVAL OF REPORT OF AUGUST 19, 2010 AS MINUTES.


Chairman Funk asked for any changes or corrections to the report of the August 19,
2010 meeting of the Ogle County Regional Planning Commission; hearing none,
Chairman Funk declared the minutes approved as read.


3. UNFINISHED BUSINESS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


4. NEW BUSINESS


A. DECISIONS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


#8-10 SPECIAL USE -- Jeannette Richmond Trust #92, % Jeannette
Richmond,  Trustee, 1469 Farington Dr., Naperville, IL and Brian
Harms, 2830 Lynnville Ct., Lindenwood, IL for a Special Use Permit to
allow a Single-Family Dwelling in the AG-1 Agricultural District on property
described as follows, owned by Jeannette Richmond Trust #92 and being
purchased by Brian Harms:


Part of the NE1/4 of the SE1/4 of Section 26 Lynnville Township
41N, R2E of the 3rd P.M., Ogle County, IL, 3.0 acres, more or less
Property Identification Number: Part of 19-26-400-001
Common Location: 1612 S. Woodlawn Rd.


Mr. Reibel read the staff report.  The LESA score of 217.3 indicates a High
Rating for protection (LE = 92.3; SA = 125). The Natural Resources
Review by IDNR states there is no record of State-listed threatened or
endangered species in the vicinity of the project location.


Mr. Conn entered the meeting at 7:03 P.M.


Brian Harms was present and explained that he plans to purchase the
property to construct a single family dwelling to live in.  He clarified that
there are no plans to construct a hog confinement or wind farm as
rumored.  
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Mr. Smith asked when Mr. Harms plans to construct the dwelling.  Mr.
Harms responded that they plan to start construction next year.  He wants
to get the special use approved and follow the guidelines before getting
started.


Mr. Smith asked Mr. Harms if the owner of the land is relation to him.  Mr.
Harms responded that he is not related to the owners but has driven by
the property and likes the location.  He further explained that it is hard to
find a farmette to purchase so this property is ideal since the dwelling was
demolished but the homesite is there.


Mr. Funk asked if the existing well will be used.  Mr. Harms responded that
the pump has been replaced and has been cleared through the County
Health Department.


Mr. Colson stated that this proposal will be a resurrection of a past
farmstead.  He noted that there is a high LESA rating for protection but the
Planning Commission has been consistent in approving proposals like this
in the past.  He stated that the Special Use seems to be the best use for
the property.


Mr. Funk clarified that no land will be taken out of production.


Mr. Colson stated that this request will continue a use that has been on
the property for generations.


Mr. Smith made a motion to approve Petition No. 8-10 SU; Seconded by
Mr. Conn; The motion carried unanimously by roll call vote.


#9-10 SPECIAL USE -- Francis J. Drew, Jr., 6994 S. IL Rte. 2, Oregon,
IL and Steven T. & Amy K. Drew, 519 Long Hill Rd., Gurnee, IL for a
Special Use Permit in the AG-1 Agricultural District to allow a Single-
Family Dwelling for the son of the farm owner on property described as
follows, owned by Francis Drew, Jr. and being purchased by Steven T. &
Amy K. Drew:


Part of G.L. 1 and G.L. 2 of the NW1/4 Fractional Section 7 Grand
Detour Township 22N, R9E of the 4th P.M., Ogle County, IL, 5.20
acres, more or less
Property Identification Number: Part of 21-07-100-005
Common Location: 8500 Block of W. Woosung Rd.


Mr. Reibel read the staff report.  The LESA score of 194.9 indicates a Low
Rating for protection (LE = 70.9; SA = 124). The Natural Resources
Review by IDNR identified protected resources that may be in the vicinity
of the proposed action.  The Department has evaluated this information
and concluded that adverse effects are unlikely and the reviews is
terminated.


Steve Drew was present.  He explained that he would like the County to
consider the special use to allow him to purchase the property from his
father.  He explained that the land has been in the family for 150 years
and this is where he grew up and has spent a lot of time.  He stated that
he plans to build a house and possibly a barn, and will retire on the
property.  He explained that he is asking for approval of the special use
now so he can begin improving the property by constructing an access,
planting trees and obtaining power to the parcel.  He further explained that
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he does not intent to start construction of the dwelling for 8 to 12 years
until after his youngest son graduates from high school and he is ready to
retire.


Mr. Funk asked if he actively participates in the farming of the property. 
Mr. Harms responded that he does not and the land is leased.


Mr. Colson stated that this request is for a residential use but in looking at
the history of Planning Commission decisions requests to allow a family
member to stay on a family farm have been approved.


Mr. Smith asked if there is an existing access to the property.  It was
clarified that there is access to the property at this time.  There was also
discussion that Woosung Road does not have a lot of traffic.


Mr. Conn made a motion to approve Petition No. 9-10 SU; Seconded by
Mr. Smith; The motion carried unanimously by roll call vote.


5. OTHER BUSINESS (CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION)


There was no “Other Business” for consideration.


6. PUBLIC COMMENT


There was no public comment.


7. Chairman Funk declared the October meeting of the Ogle County Planning
Commission adjourned at 7:19 P.M. The next meeting of the Ogle County
Regional Planning Commission is scheduled for 7:00 P.M. on November 18,
2010 at the Old Ogle County Court House, 3rd Floor County Board Room #317,
105 S. Fifth St., Oregon, IL


Respectfully submitted,


Michael Reibel
Planning & Zoning Administrator






























































































































