
MINUTES OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK,  
COOK AND WILL COUNTIES, ILLINOIS 
 
HELD JANUARY 23, 2014 

 

The regular meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals was held in the Council Chambers of Village Hall 
on January 23, 2014 at 7:30P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

Present and responding to roll call were the following:  

 Zoning Board Chairman:  Sam Cardella 

 Zoning Board Members:  Patrick Conway 
      Tom Hanna 

Michael Krause  
Dave Samuelson 
Ed Barta 

        
Absent Zoning Board Members: Jerry Radecky 
  

 Commission Secretary:  Reem Hamden 
 

Village Staff:    Amy Connolly, Planning Director 
     Stephanie Kisler, Planner I 

Ron Bruning, Zoning Administrator   
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Zoning Board Chairman Cardella called to the meeting to order at 7:32 PM.  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Minutes of the October 24, 2013 Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting were presented for approval. A 
motion was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SAMUELSON seconded by ZONING BOARD 
MEMBER BARTA to amend the first page referencing the date of October 12, 2013 to October 24, 2013 
and page 7 remove “UNANIMOUSLY” from the recommended motion of the October 24, 2013 minutes 
and approve the Minutes as corrected.  
 

AYE: Zoning Board Members Patrick Conway, Tom Hanna, Michael Krause, Dave 
Samuelson, and Chairman Sam Cardella 

   
 NAY:  None 
 

ABSENT: Zoning Board Member Jerry Radecky 
 
THE MOTION WAS APPROVED UNAMINOUSLY by roll call; ZONING BOARD CHAIRMAN 
CARDELLA declared the motion approved.   



  Minutes of the Village of Tinley Park Zoning Board of Appeals 
  January 23, 2014 

TO:   THE VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
 
FROM:  THE VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
 
SUBJECT: THE MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 23, 2014 MEETING 
 
ITEM #1: PUBLIC HEARING: AMAL TAHER – 18300 GREENLEAF COURT ADDITION 

TO AN EXISTING RESIDENTIAL STRUCTURE (VARIATION TO REAR 
YARD SETBACK REQUIREMENT) 

 
GUESTS:  AMAL TAHER – 18300 GREENLEAF COURT, TINLEY PARK, ILLINOIS 
 
A Public hearing was held on January 23, 2014, by the Zoning Board of Appeals to consider 
recommending that the Village Board grant the Petitioner a nineteen foot (19’) variance to the required 
thirty-five foot (35’) minimum rear yard setback to allow for a sixteen foot (16’) rear yard setback to 
accommodate the construction of a 223 square foot addition to the existing residence.  
 
Zoning Board Chairman Cardella administered the Oath to the Petitioner and confirmed public notices 
were sent out to the surrounding area. 
 
Present and responding to roll call were the following:  

 Zoning Board Chair:    Sam Cardella 

 Zoning Board Members:  Patrick Conway 
      Tom Hanna 

Michael Krause  
Dave Samuelson 
Ed Barta 
 

Absent Zoning Board Members: Jerry Radecky 
      

 Commission Secretary:  Reem Hamden 
 

Village Staff:    Amy Connolly, Planning Director 
     Stephanie Kisler, Planner I 

Ron Bruning, Zoning Administrator 
        

DISCUSSION:  
 

CARDELLA: Would the Petitioners please rise and give us your name and address to the Secretary for 
the record? 
 
TAHER: My name is Amal Taher.  My address is 18300 Greenleaf Court, Tinley Park, Illinois. 
 
CARDELLA: Explain to us why you are before us and what your hardship is and what you are going to 
do. 
 
TAHER: We want to build an addition off our kitchen.  I’m on a cul-de-sac, it’s a pie shaped lot.  I can’t 
go back anymore.  I am already on the property line without applying for this.  I’m on the cul-de-sac so I 
am right in the middle.  I back up to 183rd Street. 
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CARDELLA: What is your reason for this expansion? 
 
TAHER: We just need more living space.   
 
CARDELLA: More living space? 
 
TAHER: Yes. 
 
CARDELLA: Commissioner Conway? 
 
BRUNING: Mr. Chairman. 
 
CARDELLA: Yes? 
 
BRUNING: I’d like to get Staff’s thoughts on this before you continue. 
 
CARDELLA: Oh, fine.  Staff? 
 
KISLER: Thank you.  Good evening everyone.  As Mrs. Taher was saying, she’s requesting a variation 
to the rear yard setback.  She is currently already into the setback line because her property was built into 
the setback line.  That’s accounted for as a portion of the variation that she’s requesting.  She actually 
got a variation from the Zoning Board and Village Board last year which you guys had recommended to 
the Village Board.  That addition was a different shape. It was more lengthwise rather than out toward to 
the rear of the yard.  Because she wants to reformulate the shape of the addition, she’s having to come in 
and get a different variation. 
 
This is what her lot looks like; it’s also in the Staff report (indicating to an image).  The pink line that 
goes through the back of the house is the rear setback line.  She’s already built 5-feet into it.  That 
accounts for a part of the variation.  The green box is the proposed addition.  It’s actually square footage 
wise, smaller than the variation she got last year.  She’s going to be approximately 16-feet from that red 
dotted rear property line if she were to receive recommendation and be able to build the proposed 
addition.  There’s also an easement which you see as the blue line.  She would not be able to encroach 
into the easement.   
 
This is a rendering of the elevations.  This is what the proposed elevations would look like.  What she is 
requesting is a 19-foot variance to the required 35-foot minimum rear yard setback to allow for a 16-foot 
rear yard setback to accommodate for the construction of a 223-square foot addition at the residence.  As 
far as Staff goes, we do not see a hardship in this so we do not support this rear yard variation.  She can 
essentially go ahead and build within the variation she has already received.  We don’t’ see this meriting 
Staff’s recommendation. 
 
CARDELLA: Question I had.  This board last time she appeared gave a recommendation.  What did the 
Village Board recommend? 
 
KISLER: They approved it. 
 
CARDELLA: They approved it? 
 
KISLER: Yes.  There is an existing variation and so in the case that this would be recommended and 
later approved, legally we would phrase the ordinance in such a way to revoke the previous one rather 
than an addition to the previous one. 
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CARDELLA: Thank you.  Commissioner Conway? 
 
CONWAY: Good evening Mrs. Taher.  I was out to the property; I didn’t knock on your door or 
anything.  I was out to the property just to get a feel for the neighborhood on Sunday.  What effect do 
you think it would have on neighboring properties and would it alter the character of the neighborhood? 
 
TAHER: No.   
 
CONWAY: I don’t know if I have any follow up to that.  I might have a follow up after the 
Commissioners ask other questions. 
 
CARDELLA: Commissioner Samuelson? 
 
SAMUELSON: The variance itself was granted in 2012? 
 
TAHER: Yes. 
 
SAMUELSON: The former variance. 
 
TAHER: Yes. 
 
SAMUELSON: Can you explain the difference of why this new variance would be required vice the old 
variance, I mean the dimensions.  What makes sense granting this one versus the other one? 
 
TAHER: When we were going to do it last time, we were going to bump out the whole kitchen because 
that’s where my kitchen is.  Then we ran into a problem where they had to take down the whole beam 
out that supports the second floor and that was going to cost too much money to do it that way.  We 
decided to forget that and go off the patio and put this addition on there because it was going to be too 
costly. 
 
SAMUELSON: Did you buy the lot before the home was built? 
 
TAHER: No.   

  
 SAMUELSON: Was the home there and you bought it from a previous owner? 
 
 TAHER: No.  I bought it from a builder and it was already up. 
 

SAMUELSON: The lot configuration is a pie configuration and there’s obviously much more room in 
the back.  Is there a practical reason why could put the addition on either side of the home? 
  
TAHER: On the one side there’s a pool so I’d have to get rid of the pool.  It would look funny sticking 
out on the other end.  It would look much better to have it in the back rather than having a bump out on 
the side of the house. 
 
SAMUELSON: You are aware that the proposed addition would put you closer to 183rd Street then the 
other homes around you? 
 
TAHER: Yes. 
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SAMUELSON: You are also aware that you would be about one foot away from the utility and drainage 
easement that runs along the rear of your property? 
 
TAHER: Yes, that was explained to me. 
 
SAMUELSON: Would you be planning on putting any accessory structure or steps or anything else that 
would come off this addition? 
 
TAHER: Nothing backing up that way towards 183rd Street.  The only thing we would do is our patio 
doors facing 183rd; we are going to have it facing west.  It would be that way and it is a little area over 
there.   
 
SAMUELSON: And the materials.  Can you describe the materials, the construction materials on the 
addition? 
 
TAHER: It’s going to be all brick, the same as my house is now. 
 
SAMUELSON: So it will match your existing structure? 
 

 TAHER: Yes. 
 
 SAMUELSON: That’s all I have at this point Mr. Chairman but I may come back after the rest of the
 Commissioners. 

 
CARDELLA: Commissioner Barta? 
 
BARTA: I got one question.  It seems that you didn’t have a builder check everything before you 
decided to come for a variance. 
 
TAHER: The first time I came in? 
 
BARTA: Yes. 
 
TAHER: I did have a builder and he kept going back and forth with prices and that at the end we said 
forget it. 
 
BARTA: What I am saying is when you first came in, did you know about the beam holding up your 
second floor? 
 
TAHER: No. 
 
BARTA: And he didn’t tell you that? 
 
TAHER: No.  He came back with it and said we have to take this beam down and it’s going to cost you 
this much more so we cancelled everything.  It didn’t make any sense to spend all that money, especially 
now. 
 
BARTA: No more questions. 
 
CARDELLA: Commissioner Hanna? 
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HANNA: I’m a little bit confused by the Petitioner.  If the original variance that received had these 
problems, why are you asking for this variance now? 
 
TAHER: We aren’t going to be taking down any brick.  We’ll be taking down the whole back wall 
that’s up to the kitchen.  That whole brick exterior would be gone and it’s going to be bumped out. 
 
HANNA: Couldn’t the original one be done in the same manner as the variance that you are requesting 
now? 
 
TAHER: Before we were going to bump out the whole kitchen.  This is just going to be an addition to 
where the patio door is.  It will be taken out and it will be an addition to it.  We are not going to be 
taking down any walls. 
 
HANNA: What I am saying is to add the addition on to the size you originally had, can you not do it the 
same way you are anticipating doing the new one? 
 
TAHER: The 8-feet? 
 
HANNA: Without removing the beam. 
 
TAHER: No, they have to take out the beam. 
 
HANNA: If the one you are asking for now could be brought up against the wall by the patio door, can’t 
the original one also be built in the same manner? 
 
TAHER: I do not understand what you are saying. 
 
HANNA: Do you understand what I am trying to say? 
 
KISLER: Yes.  I think what he’s trying to ask is could you essentially do what you are doing here, 
essentially it’s like a concept of a three season room.   
 
TAHER: Exactly. 
 
KISLER: Could you do that in the shape of what you planned originally? 
 
TAHER: No.   
 
KISLER: What you are saying is originally you wanted to extend the kitchen rather than just to obtain a 
new living space. 
 
TAHER: Exactly. 
 
KISLER: The intent of the addition is different this time. 
 
HANNA: It could be constructed in that matter and that size. 
 
BARTA: It probably could be but she doesn’t want to. 
 
TAHER: It’s going to be so narrow.  You really can’t put anything in there if I just did that.   
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HANNA: This is asking for another 6-feet. 
 
TAHER: Right, but it’s going to be 6-feet but not as wide as before. 
 
HANNA: When it comes out to the easement, that’s when there’s a problem.  You have to go 6-feet 
closer, that represents a problem. 
 
TAHER: Right, that’s why I am here. 
 
HANNA: That’s the only question I have.   
 
CARDELLA: Anything else Commissioner Hanna? 
 
HANNA: No, that’s all I have. 
 
CARDELLA: Commissioner Krause? 
 
KRAUSE: We’re looking for a hardship here.  I don’t see a hardship.  You were granted something 
before; you are looking to make the house bigger.  You have large lot.  You are on top of 183rd Street.  I 
was there, I looked it.  It seems if you wanted to make the house bigger, you have plenty of room 
opposite the pool.  You could still build what you were agreed to, what we agreed to prior.  I personally 
don’t see a hardship here.   
 
TAHER: I can’t build on the side where the pool is.   
 
KRAUSE:  The other side.  You have a very large lot. 
 
TAHER: That will make the house look funny.  That’s not going to look right.  If you drive down 183rd 
Street, there’s a lot of people that have bumped out houses like that. 
 
KRAUSE:  They are all angled, yours is straight.  They are all angled. 
 
TAHER: That’s the hardship.  That’s the problem. 
 
KRAUSE: That’s how you bought the house.  The other houses are on an angle, that’s why they have an 
advantage.  You are at a disadvantage but that’s the way you bought the house.   
 
TAHER: I understand.  I’ve been in Tinley Park for almost 12 years.  Things change, people need more 
space and I like living here.  That’s why I am asking for this. 
 
KRAUSE: I have no questions. 
 
SAMUELSON: One more question Mr. Chairman. 
 
CARDELLA: Go right ahead. 
 
SAMUELSON: I am not an architect but I want to make sure I understand.  The beam would be a 
difficulty with the original variation.   
 
TAHER: Right. 
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SAMUELSON: Is this what you are requesting, just to make it a little bit larger, why wouldn’t the beam 
be an issue again?  That’s what my question is. 
 
TAHER: When we originally came in, we wanted to make the kitchen larger.  That’s why we had to 
push the wall back. 
 
SAMUELSON: Yes. 
 
TAHER: This is just adding more living space.  We are not touching the beam this time. 
 
SAMUELSON: That’s what I wanted to make sure I understand.   
 
TAHER: Yes, I am not messing with the beam. 
 
CARDELLA: Zoning Administrator Bruning, do you have anything to say on this? 
 
BRUNING: No, I have no questions. 
 
CARDELLA: No questions, O.K.  Does anyone else care to speak on this Staff? 
 
KISLER: Would you like to clarify what you will be using this addition for if granted? 
 
TAHER: For myself. 
 
KISLER: Originally you said you’d be expanding your kitchen, is this going to be a sunroom type of 
space or living space? 
 
TAHER: I’m probably going to be putting a kitchen table in there and remodeling the kitchen.  That’s 
my intention. 
 
KISLER: Thank you. 
 
BARTA: I got one more. 
 
CARDELLA: Go right ahead. 
 
BARTA: Did I understand you right, that you are moving the kitchen into the new addition. 
 
TAHER: No, I’m going to be putting my kitchen table into the new addition and remodeling the whole 
kitchen. 
 
BARTA: Oh, well why would the same building could be moved all the way from where you are 
starting according to the plan all the way to the edge of the house and it would be the same as you first 
asked for? 
 
TAHER: Which side of the house? 
 
BARTA: Where you are adding on. 
 
TAHER: It’s right off my kitchen. 
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BARTA: It’s off your kitchen.  But you said it’s not exactly by your kitchen because you have to take 
the beam out. 
 
TAHER: No Sir.  This time we don’t to touch the beam. 
 
BARTA: O.K. so you don’t have to touch the beam.  If you kept it where it is and extended it for your 
square footage you had the first time, would that work? 
 
TAHER: It would be too narrow. It would be only 8-feet wide. 
 
BARTA: Well what’s the matter with 8-feet wide? 
 
TAHER: With the furniture and table, it’s not going to be worth spending all this money for 8-feet wide. 
 
BARTA: Well that’s what you asked for the first time. 
 
TAHER: The first time was for something else.  It was to expand the kitchen out more.  Then I ran into 
the problem with the beam and we decided not to do it. 
 
BARTA: No more questions. 
 
CARDELLA: Mrs. Taher, before we take a vote on this, I just want you to know whatever this board 
decides you still have the right to go before the Village Board, O.K? 
 
TAHER: No problem. 
 
CARDELLA: At this time, I will entertain a motion if no one else has anything to say. 
 

MOTION WAS MADE BY ZONING BOARD MEMBER SAMUELSON to consider recommending that the 
Village Board grant the Petitioners a nineteen foot (19’) variance to the required thirty-five foot (35’) minimum 
rear yard setback to allow for a sixteen foot (16’) rear yard setback to accommodate the construction of a 223 
square foot addition to the existing residence. 
  
The motion was seconded by ZONING BOARD MEMBER BARTA. 
 

AYE: Zoning Board Member Patrick Conway and Zoning Board Chairman Sam Cardella 
  
 NAY: Zoning Board Members Tom Hanna, Michael Krause, Dave Samuelson, and Ed Barta 
 

ABSENT: Zoning Board Member Jerry Radecky 
 
THE MOTION WAS DENIED by roll call; ZONING BOARD CHAIRMAN CARDELLA declared the 
motion denied.  

 
 A motion is needed to close the Public Hearing #1 at 7:52p.m. 

 Motion to close Public Hearing was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER BARTA. 

 Motion SECONDED by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SAMUELSON. 

THE MOTION WAS APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY by roll call; ZONING BOARD CHAIRMAN 
CARDELLA declared the motion approved. 
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ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, ZONING BOARD CHAIRMAN CARDELLA requested a motion to 
adjourn. A motion was made by ZONING BOARD MEMBER BARTA to adjourn the regular meeting of 
January 23, 2014 at 7:52 p.m. 
 
The motion was seconded by ZONING BOARD MEMBER SAMUELSON. 
 

AYE: Zoning Board Members Patrick Conway, Tom Hanna, Michael Krause, Dave Samuelson, 
Ed Barta, and Zoning Board Chairman Sam Cardella 

 
 NAY:  None 
 

ABSENT: Zoning Board Member Jerry Radecky 
 

THE MOTION WAS APPROVED UNAMINOUSLY by voice call. ZONING BOARD CHAIRMAN 
CARDELLA declared the meeting ADJOURNED.  
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