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AGENDA FOR REGULAR MEETING 
VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK 

PLAN COMMISSION 

 July 2, 2026 – 7:00 P.M. 
Council Chambers 

Village Hall – 16250 Oak Park Avenue 
 

Regular Meeting Called to Order 

Pledge of Allegiance 

Roll Call Taken 

Communications 

Approval of Minutes: Minutes of the June 18, 2026 Regular Meeting 

 
ITEM #1     PUBLIC HEARING – PONDELICEK DECK VARIATION – 7946 167TH STREET 

Consider recommending that the Village Board grant Joseph & Emily Pondelicek a Variation from 
Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance to allow an encroaching deck in the secondary front yard 
at 7946 167th Street in the R-4 Single-Family Residential Zoning District. 

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

 
June 18, 2026 

 
 

 
The meeting of the Plan Commission, Village of Tinley Park, Illinois, was held in the Council 
Chambers located in the Village Hall of Tinley Park, 16250 Oak Park Avenue, Tinley Park, IL on 
June 18, 2026. 
 
CALL TO ORDER – CHAIRMAN GRAY called to order the regularly scheduled meeting of the 
Plan Commission on June 18, 2026, at 7:05 p.m. 
 
Present Plan Commissioners:  Angela Gatto  

Eduardo Mani 
Andrae Marak 
Edgar Montalvo 
Steve Sepessy 
Chairman Garrett Gray 

 
Absent Plan Commissioners:  James Gaskill 
     Terry Hamilton 

Amanda Martinez 
 
Village Staff:    Peter Murphy, Village Attorney 

Lori Kosmatka, Senior Planner 
Michael O. Whalen, Associate Planner 

 
Petitioners:    Laura Pacino, 7 Brew 

 
Members of the Public:  None 
 
COMMUNICATIONS – Lori Kosmatka, Senior Planner noted that due to a change in the Village’s 
insurance policy, the Village Attorney will be present at all future Plan Commission meetings. 
Peter Murphy, Village Attorney, introduced himself. Lori Kosmatka also noted that the Petitioner 
for Item 2 on the agenda requested the item be continued to a future meeting. 
 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES – Minutes of the June 4, 2026, Plan Commission meeting were 
presented for approval. CHAIRMAN GRAY requested a motion to approve the minutes. 
COMMISSIONER SEPESSY made a motion to approve the minutes of the June 4, 2026 Plan 
Commission meeting. COMMISSIONER GATTO seconded the motion. All were in favor. Motion 
carried.  
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TO:  VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

FROM: VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK PLAN COMMISSION 
 
SUBJECT: MINUTES OF THE JUNE 18, 2026 REGULAR MEETING 
 
ITEM 1:  PUBLIC HEARING – 7 BREW SIGN– 7121 159TH STREET – SPECIAL 

USE FOR A SUBSTANTIAL DEVIATION TO THE TINLEY PARK 
SHOPPING CENTER PUD 

 
Consider recommending that the Village Board grant Chris George on behalf of 
Who Brew IL I, LLC, a Special Use for a Substantial Deviation to the Tinley Park 
Shopping Center PUD with an Exception to the Village Zoning Ordinance for an 
additional wall sign at 7 Brew Coffee located at 7121 159th Street, within the B-2 
PD (Community Shopping, Tinley Park Shopping Center PUD) zoning district. 

 
Present Plan Commissioners:  Angela Gatto  

Eduardo Mani 
Andrae Marak 
Edgar Montalvo 
Steve Sepessy 
Chairman Garrett Gray 

 
Absent Plan Commissioners:  James Gaskill 
     Terry Hamilton 

Amanda Martinez 
 
Village Staff:    Peter Murphy, Village Attorney 

Lori Kosmatka, Senior Planner 
Michael O. Whalen, Associate Planner 

 
Petitioners:    Laura Pacino, Who Brew LLC 

 
Members of the Public:  None 
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY introduced item #1. 
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY requested a motion to open the public hearing. COMMISSIONER GATTO 
made a motion to open the public hearing, seconded by COMMISSIONER SEPESSY. Voice vote; 
all were in favor. Motion carried. 
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY noted the proof of publication. 
 
Lori Kosmatka, Senior Planner, presented the staff report. 
 
Laura Pacino on behalf of Who Brew LLC, representing Petitioner Chris George, was sworn in.  
She noted Staff covered the proposal.  She added that originally in 2024 the sign was on the plans 
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but then taken as it was not approved and then through the two years of construction when the 
building was then put down and installed, it was inadvertently missed by our construction team.  
This sign is a standard part of our modular building, so when it was noticed as dropped, they 
thought it was a mistake, and added it back in.  This was not caught until there was an inspection.  
As for the brick batch numbers, there would be a noticeable difference if we were to take the 24x36 
box off.  The hope is the sign can be approved.  Also, while we do not advertise walk-up service, 
there is the possibility that people from nearby businesses, such as Midas, may like to walk-up and 
grab a coffee, then this would be the only menu board they would have to look at.      
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY asked if they got a lot of walk-ups.  He noted there are a lot of businesses 
there.   
 
Ms. Pacino responded that it varies.  Sometimes they get walk-ups from adjoining businesses.   
Also in the beginning people sometimes think that if they don’t wait in the line that it would be 
quicker to come via the walk-up service.    We would never turn away a customer, but it is not one 
of our typical operating procedures as a double-drive-thru concept only.    
 
COMMISSIONER GATTO said the day that she was there, there were a couple of people trying 
to walk-up from Midas, and that the gentlemen out there directing traffic said there was no walk-
up at that time.  She said she can see that being used quite a bit in that area.  She also noted they 
did do a great job directing traffic with the queuing line.    
 
COMMISSIONER SEPESSY said that sign is probably or definitely needed.  He said he is in there 
almost every day and he cannot count the number of times he has seen people walk right up to his 
car to see the person in the drive-up lane.  He also added 7 Brew is doing a wonderful job.   
 
COMMISSIONER MONTALVO had no comment.  
 
COMMISSIONER MANI said he thinks it looks great.  He has no issue with the additional sign 
if it helps expedite the customer service.  Every time he tries to go there, he doesn’t because he 
would have to wait in line.  He said if it’s good for business, then it’s great for Tinley Park.   
 
COMMISSIONER MARAK said it looks like the Petitioner is making a claim that the sign is vital 
for your business model, and it was put up by mistake, but you want to keep it in part because of 
how the façade would look and it should have been there in the first place.  He stated he would 
have preferred the Petitioner to have pushed more for the sign in the original design if it is that 
key.   
 
Ms. Pacino responded that she had asked Chris George why.  This was one of the first deals we 
had started working on.  It was one of those items where it wasn’t realized then how important it 
was at the time when it went through Plan Commission.  We had run into a lot of issues with IDOT 
and we otherwise would have been ready to open in September.  This property has long been on 
the docket.  Now that we have 39 stands open, we realize that it really is a vital component of the 
building.   
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CHAIRMAN GRAY noted he agreed.  He said that functionally, you need it to direct people with 
all the other infrastructure in place.  He said it does make sense, that they need to see rather than 
to stop the employees to recite the menu.  He echoed Commissioner Sepessy’s thoughts, he 
recalled years ago he went to a Burger King, and someone had jumped in his pickup truck to order 
something from the drive-thru.  He said this is a safety issue so that people do not go between cars 
to peek at the menu board in the drive-thru and walk back to order.   He believes this should have 
been pushed because this is a good, unique thing, and if it’s good for business, then it’s good for 
Tinley Park.  He has no issues with the sign itself.  As for the light on the sign, you can really only 
see it from one view and on other sides it is pretty discreet and the building shrouds it.  He noted 
the listed condition that the sign would only be allowed as long as the walk-up service is provided, 
and stated if that somehow changes going forward then it would be  taken down.  He believes it is 
necessary to maintain order and safety.  He entertained a motion to close the public hearing.   
 
COMMISSIONER MANI made a motion to close the public hearing. Seconded by 
COMMISSIONER SEPESSY. Voice vote. All in favor. Motion carried.  
 
Lori Kosmatka presented the standards for approval. 
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY requested a motion for the Special Use. 
 
COMMISSIONER MONTALVO made a motion to recommend that the Village Board grant a 
Special Use Permit for a Substantial Deviation to the Tinley Park Shopping Center PUD with an 
Exception to the Village Zoning Ordinance for an additional wall sign that exceeds the maximum 
allowable quantity by one, and size by 5.28 square feet, to the Petitioner, Chris George on the 
behalf of Who Brew IL I, LLC, at 7121 159th Street in the B-2 PD (Community Shopping, Tinley 
Park Shopping Center PUD) Zoning District, in accordance with the plans submitted and adopt 
the Findings of Fact as proposed in the June 18, 2026 staff report with the following condition:  

The sign is only allowed as long as walk-up service is provided.  

COMMISSIONER MANI seconded. Roll call vote. All in favor. Motion carried. 

CHAIRMAN GRAY noted the item would be heard at the July 7, 2026, Village Board meeting. 
The Petitioner noted a potential scheduling concern with that date but would follow up with staff. 
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Receive Comments from the Public 
 
None were present. 
 
Good of the Order 
 
Lori Kosmatka, Senior Planner, noted the following project updates: 

 17824 Woburn Variation was approved by Village Board and permits were submitted. 

 18301 Ridgeland cell tower will use colored textured block for the equipment enclosure. 

 Brailynn Pointe Variations were approved by Village Board. 

 6732 173rd Street Variation was denied by Village Board. 
 
She also noted that the Clerk’s office is requesting contact information updates. 
 
Michael O. Whalen, Associate Planner, noted that Commissioner Amanda Martinez resigned her 
position on the Plan Commission effective June 18. He added that the Commissioner had intended 
to attend this meeting, but that she had an unexpected conflict come up. CHAIRMAN GRAY 
thanked COMMISSIONER MARTINEZ for her service on the Commission. 
 
Adjournment 
 
CHAIRMAN GRAY requested a motion to adjourn the meeting. 
 
COMMISSIONER SEPESSY made a motion to adjourn the meeting. COMMISSIONER 
MONTALVO seconded the motion. Voice vote. All were in favor. The meeting adjourned at 7:36 
p.m.  
 



PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 
July 2, 2026 – Public Hearing 
 
Pondelicek Deck Variation 
7946 167th Street 

 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Petitioners are requesting a Variation from Section III.H.1. to allow an encroaching deck 
within the required secondary front yard. The house on the subject property is situated 
28.33 feet from the secondary front lot line. The R-4 Single-Family Residential Zoning 
District requires a 25-foot secondary front yard. The proposed deck would encroach two 
feet eight inches into the secondary front yard. 
 
The subject property is a legally nonconforming lot, which was subdivided in 1978 at a time 
where there were no corner-lot specific dimensional standards in the Zoning Ordinance. 
The subject property is approximately 8,750 square feet with a 70-foot lot width. In 2006, 
the Zoning Ordinance was amended to require that corner lots in the R-4 Zoning District be 
no less than 10,000 square feet and no narrower than 75 feet. 
 
Section III.H.1. allows certain structures and uses to encroach into residential required 
yards. While a porch may encroach up to 35% into the required front yard (8.75 feet in the 
R-4 Zoning District), a deck is prohibited in this location. The Petitioners state that adding a 
roof above the proposed deck so that it can be classified as a porch is not feasible given the 
architecture of the existing house. 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
Petitioner 
Joseph & Emily 
Pondelicek 
 
Property Location 
7946 167th Street 
 
PIN 
27-24-310-029-0000 
 
Zoning 
R-4 (Single-Family 
Residential) 
 
Approvals Sought 
Variation 
 
 
 
 
 
Project Planner 
Michael O. Whalen, AICP 
Associate Planner 
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EXISTING SITE & HISTORY 
 

The subject property is an 8,750 square foot corner lot in the Parkview subdivision. The subdivision was platted in 
1978, at a time when the Zoning Ordinance did not have corner-lot specific dimensional requirements as it does today. 
In 1978, the lot conformed to the requirements of the R-4 Zoning District. However, in 2006, the Zoning Ordinance 
was amended to require larger minimum lot areas and larger lot widths for corner lots in the R-4 Zoning District. The 
lot is approximately 1,250 feet smaller and five feet narrower than what the R-4 district requires today. Despite these 
nonconformities, the property meets the 25-foot front and secondary front yard setbacks. The existing house on the 
subject property is situated approximately one foot behind the front setback line and approximately three feet behind 
the secondary front setback line. 
 
The property is located on 167th Street, which has a 100-foot right-of-way in the area.  
 
ZONING & NEARBY LAND USES 
 

The subject property is located within the R-4 Single-Family Residential Zoning District. The table below indicates 
the surrounding zoning and land uses in the area:  
 

Direction Zoning Land Use 

North R-4 Single-Family Residential detached house 

East R-4 Single-Family Residential detached house 

South B-1 Neighborhood Shopping place of worship 

West B-1 Neighborhood Shopping commercial strip center 

 
VARIATION REQUEST 

 
The Petitioners are requesting a Variation from Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance to allow a deck to encroach 
two feet eight inches into the required secondary front yard. The Subject Property is designated as R-4 Single-Family 
Residential on the Village Zoning Map. The Zoning Ordinance requires a 25-foot front and secondary front setback. 
The existing house is situated 28.33 feet from the secondary front lot line along 167th Street. 
 

Location Map Zoning Map 
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The proposed deck would project six feet from the front wall of the house and be installed approximately 18” above 
grade. Steps would be included leading to the front door. The Petitioners state that the deck would provide additional 
outdoor space and improve the property’s curb appeal. The Petitioners further state that a deck is a less visually 
intrusive option than a porch, which would be allowed to encroach up to eight feet nine inches into the required 
secondary front yard. The narrative provided by the Petitioners indicates support for the request from neighbors.  
 

  
 

ZONING DISCUSSION 
 

Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance allows porches to encroach into required front (and secondary front) yards. 
Decks are prohibited within required front (and secondary front) yards. The Zoning Ordinance provides the following 
definitions: 

PORCH: A Porch is a covered platform, usually having a separate roof, which is not heated or cooled, that is 
attached to the outside of a building. 
DECK: A Deck is an open and roofless platform, either freestanding or attached to a building that is supported 
by a means other than the principal structure. 

While there may be an argument that decks and porches serve a similar function and create similar visual impact, the 
Zoning Ordinance clearly distinguishes between the two types of structures. Despite the property’s status as a legally 
nonconforming lot, there does not appear to be any unique physical characteristics which make strict compliance 
with the Zoning Ordinance unduly burdensome. Several properties within half a mile of the subject property have 
porches, decks, or patios in front of the house, so it can be argued the proposed deck will not alter the character of 
the neighborhood, however some of these structures may be situated behind the setback line. 
  

Proposed deck location 

Deck rendering Streetview of proposed location 
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STANDARDS FOR A VARIATION 
 
Section X.G.4. of the Zoning Ordinance states the Plan Commission shall not recommend a Variation of the regulations 
of the Zoning Ordinance unless it shall have made Findings of Fact, based upon the evidence presented for each of 
the Standards for Variations listed below. The Plan Commission must provide findings for the first three standards; 
the remaining standards are provided to help the Plan Commission further analyze the request. Staff draft Findings 
of Fact are provided below for the Commission’s review and approval.  
 

1. The property in question cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used only under the 
conditions allowed by the regulations in the district in which it is located. 
The existing house on the property may be accessed from a permitted structure, such as a stoop or 
porch. 
 

2. The plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances. 
The subject property is a legally nonconforming lot, however these nonconformities do not impact the 
required secondary front yard. 
 

3. The Variation, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality. 
The Variation requested will not alter the character of the area. 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

f. The proposed Variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to an adjacent property, 
or substantially increase the congestion in the public streets, or increase the danger of fire, or 
endanger the public safety, or substantially diminish or impair property values within the 
neighborhood. 
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MOTION TO CONSIDER 
 
If the Plan Commission wishes to take action, an appropriate wording of the motions would read:  
 
“…make a motion to recommend that the Village Board grant the Petitioners, Joseph and Emily Pondelicek, a Variation from 
Section III.H.1. of the Zoning Ordinance to allow a deck to encroach up to three feet into the required secondary front yard 
at the Subject Property, 7964 167th Street in the R-4 Single-Family Residential Zoning District, in accordance with the plans 
submitted and adopt the Findings of Fact as proposed in the July 2, 2026 Staff Report.” 
 
LIST OF REVIEWED PLANS 
 

Submitted Sheet Name Prepared By Date On Sheet 
1 Application Petitioner 6/5/2026 
2 Variation Addendum Petitioner 6/5/2026 
3 Narrative Petitioner 6/5/2026 
4 Plat of Survey Preferred Survey, Inc. 12/31/2001 
5 Deck Plans Petitioner 6/5/2026 
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Village of Tinley Park  
Community Development Dept.  
16250 S. Oak Park Ave.  

Tinley Park, IL 60477 708-444-5100 

VILLAGE OF TINLEY PARK, ILLINOIS  

VARIATION ADDENDUM  

APPLICATION & SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS  

A complete application consists of the following items submitted in a comprehensive package. If materials are 

submitted separately or are incomplete they will not be accepted and may delay the review and hearing dates until a 

complete application package is received. The following information is being provided in order to assist applicants with 

the process of requesting a Variation from the terms of the Zoning Ordinance. This information is a summary of the 

application submittal requirements and may be modified based upon the particular nature and scope of the specific 

request.  

Depending upon meeting schedules, legal notification requirements, and the specific type and scope of the request, 

this process generally takes between 45 to 60 days from the date of submission of a complete application package. 

Please schedule a pre-application meeting with Planning Department staff to review the feasibility of the proposal, 

discuss applicable Ordinance requirements, discuss submittal requirements and receive preliminary feedback on any 

concept ideas or plans prior to making a submittal.  

☐General Application form is complete and is signed by the property owner(s) and applicant (if applicable). 

☐Ownership documentation is submitted indicating proper ownership through a title report or title policy. If a 

corporation or partnership, documentation of the authorized agent must be supplied as well. All beneficiaries of a 

property must be disclosed. 

☐A written project narrative detailing the specific variation(s) from code requirements that are being requested, the 

reasoning for requiring the variation, the general nature and specific aspects of the proposal being requested. Any 

additional requests such as a Special Use or Site Plan approval should be indicated in the narrative as well. 

☐A Plat of Survey of the property that is prepared by a register land surveyor and has all up-todate structures and 

property improvements indicated. All proposed improvements shall be indicated on the survey and be appropriately 

scaled with all setbacks and dimensions clearly indicated. 

☐Any applicable site plan, engineering/grading plans, exterior elevations or interior layout plans that indicate the full 

scope of the project and the Standards for a Variation. 

☐Responses to all Standards for a Variation on the following page (can be submitted separately along with the 

narrative, but all standards must be covered). 

☐Residential Variation Hearing Fee - $250 + $75 per additional Variation 

    Commercial Variation Hearing Fee - $500 + $75 per additional Variation  

   Updated 12/18/2018         1 |  
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STANDARDS AND CRITERIA FOR A VARIATION  

Section X.G.1 of the Village of Tinley Park Zoning Ordinance requires that the Zoning Board of Appeals determine compliance with 
the following standards and criteria. In order for a variance to be approved, the Petitioner must respond to all the following 
statements and questions related to the Standards with factual evidence and information to support the requested Variation. If 
additional space is required, you may provide the responses on a separate document or page.  
  

A. Describe the difficulty that you have in conforming with the current regulations and restrictions relating to your property, 

and describe how this hardship is not caused by any persons presently having an interest in the property. (Please note 

that a mere inconvenience is insufficient to grant a Variation). For example, does the shape or size of the lot, slope, or the 

neighboring surroundings cause a severe problem in completing the project in conformance with the applicable 

Ordinance requirement?  

 Our property does not possess any unusual shape or size that would inherently prevent us from adhering to zoning regulations. 

The porch/deck will meet all safety and aesthetic standards and will occupy the same footprint as current landscaping. Given the 

presence of previously approved variances in the neighborhood, we are hopeful our variation request will also be permitted. 

Furthermore, the porch/deck would not impact property lines or exceed set standards for encroachment limits.  

  

  

  

B. Describe any difficulties or hardships that current zoning regulations and restrictions would have in decreasing your 

property value compared to neighboring properties.   

 Enforcing the denial of this variance limits us from improving not only the look and aesthetic of our home but also increasing the 

property’s value.  

  

  

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

 No difficulty or hardship has been created thus far apart from having to file for a variation to build a porch/deck in front of our 

home within our property limits.  

  

  

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

properties within the same Zoning District.   

 As stated in the original denial of the permit request, where we would like to build our porch/deck was considered our secondary 

front yard. However, what is considered our secondary front yard is not only where our front door and primary entry is but also 

includes the location of our mailbox. The location of our primary front yard does not allow for a space to build this desired 

porch/deck.   

  

  

E. Explain how this Variance would not be regarded as an attempt at financial gain, but only because of personal necessity. 

For example, the intent of the Variance is to accommodate related living for an elderly relative as opposed to adding an 

additional income source.   
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 This variance is not at all an attempt at financial gain. The sole reason for wanting this variance is to add living space, be more 

neighborly, socialize with neighbors that regularly pass by, and to improve the curb appeal of our corner-lot property. This 

porch/deck will not bring in any additional income nor is that the goal. 

  

F. Describe how granting this Variance request will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to other properties 

or improvements in the neighborhood in which the property is located.  

 Granting this variance will not adversely affect public welfare or neighboring properties. The porch/deck will have no negative 

impact on critical factors such as drainage, airspace, light, or parking. It’s design would be respectful of all nearby properties, both 

business and residential, and would be harmonious with the established neighborhood character. The porch/deck’s construction 

would not interfere with fire safety or utility access and would align with the ordinance’s provisions for maintaining public health 

and safety. In sum, granting this variance will not cause harm to others. Not granting this variance will not allow us to improve our 

living space or curb appeal.  

  

  

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

 The building of this porch/deck will not alter the character of the neighborhood. There are other porches in the neighborhood in 

the same way that is desired in our case. It would enhance the overall appearance of our home and would not detract from the 

neighborhood’s character. We have talked to countless neighbors who have approached us to share their delight and enjoyment of 

the improvements we have made to our home thus far. Further, we created a mockup rendering of the porch/deck that we hope to 

build and it was met with rave reviews, excitement, and thoughts that it would be a wonderful addition to the look of our home as 

well as curb appeal.  
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H. Describe how the requested Variance will not:  

  

1. Impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent properties.  
 

This porch/deck will not block any light due to it being a planned open-air concept. Also, with us being a corner lot, it 

would face 167th St which is very open and faces a parking lot of a neighboring church and businesses.  

  

  

  

  

  

2. Substantially increase the congestion of the public streets.  

  
 This porch/deck will not increase public street congestion as it does not affect parking or traffic flow, satisfying the 

ordinance’s requirements for minimal impact on public infrastructure.  
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3. Increase the danger of fire.  
Planned construction with materials in compliance with fire safety codes, the porch/deck will not present with an 

increased fire risk.  

  

  

  

  

  

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

  
 The porch/deck will not impair natural drainage or create drainage problems on neighboring properties. We also do 

not have an immediate neighbor adjacent to our secondary front yard as we are a corner lot. It would occupy the 

same footprint as the current landscaping, which also does not cause any drainage issues.  

  

  

  

  

5. Endanger the public safety.  
This porch/deck will not endanger public safety. It would be structurally sound, would not protrude into public space 

such as sidewalks or village-owned land. The closest sidewalk would be approximately 23’ away from this constructed 

space. Only those that are coming on to our property, specifically to our front door or to this proposed porch/deck 

would interact with this space and they would not be in any danger due to planned, structurally sound, construction.  

  

  

  

  

  

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

Granting the variance will not diminish or impair property values within the neighborhood. The porch/deck will 

enhance the aesthetics of our home and the rendering of this construction of which was shown to neighbors has 

already been positively received. It would contribute to the overall value of the neighborhood.  

    

  

  

   



June 4, 2026 

Tinley Park Zoning Department 
Village of Tinley Park 
16250 S. Oak Park Ave.
Tinley Park, IL 60477

To the members of the Tinley Park Plan Commission and Village Board, 

We are respectfully requesting approval of a zoning variation to allow the construction 
of an open-air deck at our home. The proposed deck would encroach approximately 2 
feet 8 inches into the required 25-foot secondary front yard setback within the R-4 
Zoning District. 

Our goal is simple: we would like to create a comfortable outdoor space where both we 
and our family can relax, spend time together, and enjoy our home. We have invested a 
great deal into maintaining and improving our property, and we believe this deck 
would be a meaningful addition that enhances both the appearance and functionality 
of our home. 

Because our property is located on a corner lot, we are subject to a secondary front 
yard setback that limits where the deck can be placed. The variation we are requesting 
is relatively minor, amounting to less than three feet of encroachment into the required 
setback. We are not seeking to build an enclosed structure or add a roof. The proposed 
deck is an open-air design intended to blend with the existing home and neighborhood. 

One aspect that we found particularly challenging is that a covered porch could be 
permitted in this area, while an uncovered deck requires a variation. We believe the 
deck is actually the less intrusive option, as it will not have a roofline or additional 
visual mass. Our request is simply to build a modest outdoor space that allows us to 
enjoy our property without negatively impacting those around us. 

Before submitting this request, we spoke with our neighbors to make sure they were 
comfortable with the proposal. They were very supportive of the idea and expressed 
that they felt it would be a positive addition to the neighborhood. We envision the deck 
as a welcoming place where friends, family, and neighbors can gather and socialize, 
helping us continue to build the strong sense of community that we value so much. 

We also believe the location of our property makes this request particularly reasonable. 
As a corner lot, our home is surrounded in part by nearby businesses rather than 
neighboring homes. The proposed deck will not block anyone's view, reduce access to 
sunlight, create privacy concerns, or interfere with the operation of surrounding 
businesses. Likewise, it will not create any traffic, safety, or visibility concerns for the 
public. 
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Your Planned Deck Design
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1. Risers: Th e vertica l boards attach ed
to  th e sta ir strin gers.  Man y loca lities
requ ire risers to  p reven t possib le trip
h azards.

2. Stringers: Th e stru ctu ra l su pport fo r
sta irs .  Th ey h ave limits on  h ow  mu ch
w eigh t th ey can  carry,  so  size an d
spacin g  are importan t con sideration s.
Composite man u factu rers p rovide
recommen ded  strin ger spacin g  to
su pport th e tread  materia l.

3. Treads: Th e h o rizon ta l sta ir su rfaces
on  w h ich  deck  u sers w alk .

4. Rim Joist: Also  kn ow n  as edge
ban ds, th e rim jo ist w raps th e deck  an d
keeps th e jo ists stan d in g  on  edge, w h ile
a lso  p rovid in g  a  so lid  su rface fo r
attach in g  ra ilin g  posts.  Proper
attach men t is critica l to  in sta llin g  a  safe
ra ilin g .

5. Rail Post: Vertica l lu mber member
th at su pports th e h an dra il an d  resists
th e ou tw ard  fo rce o f peop le lean in g  on
th e ra ilin gs.

6. Bottom Rails: Lu mber members th at
con n ect to  th e ra il posts an d  p rovide a
so lid  su rface fo r secu rin g  th e in f ills .

7.  Infills: Also  kn ow n  as balu sters o r
p ickets,  th e in f ills are con n ected  to  th e
top  an d  bo ttom ra ils an d  p rovide a
barrier again st fa lls .

8. Decking: W h en  p roperly attach ed  to
each  jo ist an d  rim jo ist,  th e deck in g
su rface (w h eth er w ood  o r composite
materia l) h elp s u n ify th e en tire stru ctu re.

9. Rail Cap: Mu ch  like th e deck in g , th e
ra il cap  u n if ies th e ra ilin g  system an d
provides a  deco rative featu re.

10. Top Rails: Th ese members h ave th e
same stab ilizin g  fu n ction  as th e bo ttom
rails .

11. Post:   Vertica l stru ctu ra l member
th at su pports th e beams an d  attach es
th e deck  to  th e foo tin gs u sin g  a  post
base.

12. Footing: Con crete elemen t th at
serves as th e fou n dation  o f th e deck .

13. Beams: Stru ctu ra l members th at
su pport th e deck in g  f loo r jo ists .  B eams
are made o f dou b lin g  2x materia l an d
can  be in sta lled  as a  lamin ate,
san dw ich ed , o r n o tch ed  in to  th e post.

It is importan t to  h ave a  post o f
su ff icien t size an d  stren g th  to  su pport
th e beam. Th e beam sh ou ld  n o t be an y
w ider th an  th e th ickn ess o f  th e post,
an d  sh ou ld  be secu red  w ith  th e co rrect
post cap .

14. Joists: W ood members in sta lled
across th e beams an d  spaced  to
accommodate th e deck in g  materia l.  Th e
jo ist spacin g  may depen d  on  th e an g le
at w h ich  th e deck  boards are app lied .

15. Ledger: Th e ledger is a  cru cia l
con n ection  becau se it attach es th e deck
to  th e h ou se. Th e materia l u sed  to
con stru ct th e h ou se may determin e th e
type o f con n ection . Con su lt lo ca l
bu ild in g  o ff icia ls on  th e recommen ded
con n ection .

16. Fascia: Vertica l boards th at face
ou tw ards from th e edges o f th e deck ,
attach ed  to  th e rim jo ists .  Fascia  boards
typ ica lly con sist o f  a  lu mber species th at
match es th e appearan ce o f th e deck in g
materia l.
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A Complete Connector System for Building Safer,
Code-Compliant Decks
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Platform Decks and Flush Beams
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Building Code and Zoning Requirements
Ch eck  deed  restriction s,  bu ild in g  codes an d  zon in g
law s to  make su re you r deck  comp lies.  Th e loca l
bu ild in g  ju risd iction  w ill requ ire a  min imu m setback
from p roperty lin es.  Ch eck  w ith  loca l u tility compan ies
to  make su re deck  con stru ction  w ill n o t d istu rb
u n derg rou n d  p ip in g  o r w irin g .

A resou rce fo r gen era l residen tia l deck  codes an d
bu ild in g  p ractices is th e Prescrip tive Residen tia l Deck
Con stru ction  G u ide, by th e American  W ood  Cou n cil
(f ree dow n load  from w w w .aw c.o rg ).

Th e loca l bu ild in g  ju risd iction  sh ou ld  be con su lted  to
verify an y bu ild in g  code requ iremen ts specif ic to  th e
area .

Deck Function
W h ile p lan n in g  you r deck , con sider h ow  it w ill be u sed .
Su n /sh ade areas an d  possib le view s are common
con sideration s.

Lumber
Pressu re- o r p reservative-treated  lu mber,  o r lu mber th at
is n atu ra lly decay resistan t,  sh ou ld  be u sed  fo r
du rab ility.  Cu t edges sh ou ld  be f ield -treated  w ith
p reservative.

Fasteners and Connectors
To  resist co rrosion , fasten ers an d  con n ecto rs in  con tact
w ith  treated  lu mber sh ou ld  be ZMAX® , h o t-d ip
galvan ized  (HDG ) o r made w ith  sta in less steel.

Con su lt w ith  th e bu ild in g  code, th e p reservative
treatmen t man u factu rer an d  stron gtie.com to  get
recommen dation s fo r you r con d ition s.  Fasten ers an d
con n ecto rs sh ou ld  be made o f th e same materia l (i.e .
bo th  o f th em galvan ized , bo th  o f th em HDG  o r bo th  in
sta in less steel).

Ledgers
Proper co rrosion -resistan t f lash in g  sh ou ld  be in sta lled
betw een  a deck  ledger an d  th e h ou se. Th e ledger
sh ou ld  be in sta lled  d irectly to  th e framin g , w ith  an y
sid in g  removed .

Deck Area and Footing Layout
B atter boards (temporary w ood  su pports,  su ch  as 2x4s),
mason 's strin g  an d  a p lu mb bob  can  be u sed  to  lay ou t
th e deck  area an d  foo tin gs. Fo r a  rectan gu lar sh ape,
th e co rn ers w ill be squ are w h en  th e len g th s o f th e tw o
d iagon als are equ al.

Footings
Ho les fo r foo tin gs w ill n eed  to  be du g  to  a  dep th
below  th e fro st lin e.

Post Bracing
Diagon al b racin g  betw een  posts an d  jo ists/beams
sh ou ld  be in sta lled  acco rd in g  to  th e bu ild in g  code.

Posts and Beams
Allow  an  add ition al marg in  in  len g th  to  th e posts.
Determin e th e desired  deck  f loo r h eigh t on  th e post
an d  th en  cu t to  th e appropriate len g th .

Attaching Joists
Attach  jo ists to  th e ledger board  w ith  jo ist h an gers.

Laying Decking
Drill p ilo t h o les in to  th e en ds o f boards to  p reven t
sp littin g . Allow  space betw een  boards.

Guardrails
G u ard ra ils mu st be adequ ately attach ed  to  th e framin g
members o f  th e deck . Th e bu ild in g  code h as limits on
th e size o f  open in gs th at are permitted  in  th e gu ard
system.

Stairs and Handrails
Sta irs sh ou ld  be at least 91cm w ide. Th e bu ild in g  code
h as limits on  th e size o f  open in gs in  a  f ligh t o f  sta irs
an d  specif ic d irection s fo r p rovid in g  h an dra ils .
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Concrete Work
Pick
Post h o le d igger
Sh ovel
W h eelbarrow
Hoe an d  h ose (to  mix
con crete)
Tamper

Concrete Layout
Stakes o r batter boards
Strin g
Tran sit

Safety
Eye Pro tection
Hearin g  p ro tection
Du st mask
G loves
Kn eepads

Wood Work
Exten sion  co rd
Circu lar saw
Drills an d  b its
Hammer
Nail set
Ch isel
Han dsaw
Ladder
Mallet
Too l belt

Wood Layout
Tape measu re
Squ ares:  Rafter/Speed , F ramin g
Level/Levels
Ch alk  lin e
Pen cils
Plu mb  bob

Tips for the DIYer
W h en  cu ttin g  o r d rillin g  w ood , a lw ays w ear eye p ro tection  to  p reven t in ju ry from f lyin g  w ood  particles.
If  cu ttin g  p ressu re treated  materia l,  w earin g  a  fab ric b reath in g  mask  w ill h elp  to  avo id  in gestion  o f th e du st.
W ear g loves to  p ro tect from sp lin ters.
In vest in  a  pair o f  kn eepads if  you  are do in g  f loo r jobs o r w o rk in g  on  a deck .
D ispose o f scraps in  th e regu lar trash  o r take to  a  lan d f ill - do  n o t bu rn  p ressu re treated  materia ls .
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Tools Required
The checklist provided should be used as a quick guide only,

and we highly recommend consulting some additional resources listed here:
www.strongtie.com/solutions/deckcenter

https://www.strongtie.com/solutions/deckcenter
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Deck and Post Height
You r design  h eigh t is 18″ from th e top  o f th e deck in g  to
th e g rou n d  level.  Th e top  o f th e deck  su pport posts w ill
th erefo re be 1″ above g rou n d  level."

Joists
Set jo ists on  top  o f beams, 16″ cen ter-to -cen ter.

Height of level (top of decking) 18″

Max. joist span 92 7/8″

Max. joist cantilever 21 3/4″

Max. beam span 0″

Max. beam cantilever 6″

Footing depth 48″

Footing area (ea.) 9 1/2 ft²

Designed live load 40 lb/ft²

Designed dead load 10 lb/ft²
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Permit Info, Level 1

LEVEL 1

Structural Information: Level 1
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Materials Drawing, Level 1
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Materials Cut List

Label Description Qty Length Usage
A 2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 2 72″ R im Jo ists ,  Jo ists ,  B lock in g

B 2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 2 192″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

C 2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 2 129″ R im Jo ists ,  Jo ists ,  B lock in g

D 2" x 8" x 10'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 10 115″ Jo ists

E 2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 4 92″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

F 2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 1 92″
Jo ists ,  Su pport B oard  Fo r Sta irs ,  Su pport B lock in g  Fo r
Sta irs

G
2" x 10" x 12'- W ood  SP
(Squ are)

6 72″ B eams

H
2" x 10" x 12'- W ood  SP
(Squ are)

6 72″ B eams

2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 3 16 3/4″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 6 14 1/2″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 3 9 1/4″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 8 3 1/4″ Jo ists ,  B lock in g

2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 40 3 1/4″ R im Jo ists ,  Jo ists ,  B lock in g

1" x 6" x 16'- W ood  SP
(G rooved )

4 89″ Deck in g , R isers,  Treads

2" x 12" x 14'- W ood  SP
(Squ are)

6 26 1/2″ Strin gers

2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 1 81″
Jo ists ,  Su pport B oard  Fo r Sta irs ,  Su pport B lock in g  Fo r
Sta irs

2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) 5 15″
Jo ists ,  Su pport B oard  Fo r Sta irs ,  Su pport B lock in g  Fo r
Sta irs

https://www.strongtie.com
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Label Description Qty Length Usage
2" x 12" x 12'- W ood  SP 2 24 3/8″ Fascia ,  Sta ir Fascia
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Railing Kit List
All Materials

Usage Sub Product Qty SKU Description
Stick  B u ilt Items

Railin g  Posts 9/9 Pyramid  Cap  4in

Railin g  Posts 9/9 Post Sk irt 4in

Railin g  Posts 9/9 Post Sleeve 4 x 36

Top  Rails 7/7 Select Top  Rail 6ft

B o ttom Rails 7/7 Select B o ttom Rail 6ft

In f ill 92/92 Squ are B alu ster 36in

Railin g  Posts 1/1
4" x 4" x 8' - W FP Tru estyle™  Kiln -Dried
W estern  Red  Cedar

Railin g  Posts 2/2
4" x 4" x 16' - W FP Tru estyle™  Kiln -Dried
W estern  Red  Cedar

Railin g  Posts 9/9 DTT2Z
DTT2Z Con n ecto r (ZMAX® )(Fasten ers an d
W ash ers in clu ded )

https://www.strongtie.com
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Estimated Materials List
All Materials

Usage Qty SKU Description Type
Deck in g 20 1" x 6" x 16'- W ood  SP (G rooved ) Lu mber

Deck in g 4 1" x 6" x 12'- W ood  SP (G rooved ) Lu mber

Fascia 4 2" x 12" x 12'- W ood  SP Lu mber

R im Jo ists 1 2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Jo ists 4 2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Jo ists 1 2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Jo ists 10 2" x 8" x 10'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Jo ists 2 2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

B lock in g 1 2" x 8" x 16'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

B lock in g 1 2" x 8" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

B eams 6 2" x 10" x 12'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Jo ists 28 H2.5AZ H2.5AZ Hu rrican e Tie (ZMAX® ) Con n ecto r

Jo ists 6 LU S28Z LU S28Z Jo ist Han ger w ith  Dou b le-Sh ear Nailin g  (ZMAX® ) Con n ecto r

Jo ists 4 LS50Z LS50Z Skew ab le An g le (ZMAX® ) Con n ecto r

Posts/Foo tin gs 8 AB U 66Z AB U 66Z Ad ju stab le Post B ase w ith  Stan do ff  (ZMAX® ) Con n ecto r

Posts/Foo tin gs 1
5/8" D iameter Stra igh t Sh an k  Carb ide Drill B it fo r Con crete &
Mason ry

Con crete

Tape 3 B DFB 1550 B DFB 1550 - B u tyl Deck  F lash  B arrier 1-5/8" x 50' Tape

https://www.strongtie.com
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Usage Qty SKU Description Type
Risers 2 1" x 6" x 16'- W ood  SP (G rooved ) Lu mber

Strin gers 1 2" x 12" x 14'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Treads 2 1" x 6" x 16'- W ood  SP (G rooved ) Lu mber

Su pport B oard
Fo r Sta irs

1 2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Su pport
B lock in g  Fo r
Sta irs

1 2" x 8" x 8'- W ood  SP (Squ are) Lu mber

Sta ir Fascia 1 2" x 12" x 12'- W ood  SP Lu mber

Strin gers 6 LSCZ LSCZ Ad ju stab le Sta ir-Strin ger Con n ecto r (ZMAX® ) Con n ecto r

Deck in g 1 S10300W PP DW P #10 3IN 305SS FLAT T25 350CT Fasten er

Deck in g 4 S10300W P1 DW P #10 3IN 305SS FLAT T25 1# Fasten er

2 T07162FW P #7X1.625 316SS Trim-Head , U n pain ted  100 CT Fasten er

Fasten er 1 fsb it FASCIA SCREW  CO U NTERSINK B IT Fasten er

R im Jo ists 1 SDW S16300QR75 3 IN SDW S F ramin g  Screw  75ct Fasten er

Jo ists 2 N8DHDG
Stron g-Drive®  SCN 1 1/2" x .131",  10 gau ge, Smooth -
Sh an k  Con n ecto r Nail,  Ho t D ip  G alvan ized  - 1 LB

Fasten er

2 N10DHDG
Stron g-Drive®  SCN 1 1/2" x .148",  9 gau ge, Smooth -
Sh an k  Con n ecto r Nail,  Ho t D ip  G alvan ized  - 1 LB

Fasten er

Jo ists 1 10DHDG
Stron g-Drive®  SCN 3" x .148",  9 gau ge, Smooth -
Sh an k  Con n ecto r Nail,  Ho t D ip  G alvan ized  - 1 LB

Fasten er

B eams 3
SDW S22400DB -
RC12

SDW S22400DB  Stru ctu ra l W ood  Screw  (12) Fasten er

Posts/Foo tin gs 8 THDB 62600H4SSF1
5/8" x 6" Type 304 Sta in less Steel Titen  HD®  Heavy-
Du ty Screw  An ch or

Fasten er

https://www.strongtie.com
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Usage Qty SKU Description Type
2 S10250W P1 DW P #10 2-1/2IN 305SS FLAT T25 1# Fasten er

Su pport
B lock in g  Fo r
Sta irs

2
SDW S22300DB -
RC12

SDW S22300DB  Stru ctu ra l W ood  Screw  (12) Fasten er

https://www.strongtie.com
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Dealer Locations
Approved dealers local to your ZIP code.

Dealer Name Address Phone

HO ME DEPO T #1906 (O RLAND PARK) 7300 W  159th  St,  O rlan d  Park ,  60462-5207, U S
+ 1 708-614-
9200

Fo rest Lu mber 17280 Cicero  Ave, Cou n try Clu b  Hills ,  60478-2199, U S

SCHILLING S - Moken a 9900 191st St,  Moken a, 60448-8300, U S
+ 1 708-479-
7007

LO W E'S #1828 (O RLAND PARK) 15601 S La G ran ge Rd , O rlan d  Park ,  60462-4406, U S
+ 1 708-645-
5301

HO ME DEPO T #6919 (FRANKFO RT) 20101 S La G ran ge Rd , F ran kfo rt,  60423-3102, U S
+ 1 815-464-
9107

HO ME DEPO T #1932 (MATTESO N) 20808 S Cicero  Ave, Matteson , 60443-1652, U S
+ 1 708-481-
1551

G LO B AL INDU STRIAL SU PPLIES 3808 W  128th  St,  Alsip ,  60803-1536, U S
+ 1 708-385-
8866

American  B o lt &  Nu t,  In c. 1200 171st St,  Hazel Crest,  60429-1905, U S
+ 1 708-849-
8080

Sw ift Saw  & Too l Su pp ly Co . In c. 1200 171st St,  Hazel Crest,  60429-1905, U S
+ 1 708-335-
0550

U S LB M-HINES B U ILDING -ALSIP 12600 S Hamlin  Ct,  Alsip ,  60803-1525, U S
+ 1 708-388-
0045

HO ME DEPO T #6822 (ALSIP) 12000 S Cicero  Ave, Alsip ,  60803-2313, U S
+ 1 708-239-
1873

HO ME DEPO T #1936 (HO MEW O O D) 17845 Halsted  St,  Homew ood , 60430-2011, U S
+ 1 708-647-
6084

LO W E'S #2580 (NEW  LENO X) 2480 E  Lin co ln  Hw y, New  Len ox, 60451-9704, U S
+ 1 815-215-
6000

Fox Home Cen ter,  In c. 11150 S Cicero  Ave, Alsip ,  60803-2828, U S
+ 1 708-636-
3500

HO ME DEPO T #1989 (HO MER G LEN) 14053 S B ell Rd , Homer G len , 60491-8463, U S
+ 1 708-301-
5139

Please re-enter your ZIP code in the user settings of Deck planner and re publish a report if the results are not desirable.
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Legal Disclaimer
Effective Date: June 04, 2026 

LEGAL DISCLAIMER

We want you to have fun using the Simpson Strong-Tie® Deck Planner Software™ (the "App") as a tool that may assist you in
selecting Simpson Strong-Tie® products for your structure. However, we care about safety. The output from the App, including
any designs, specifications, product selection and reports (collectively, the "Report") is a product selection guide and is not a
finished building plan. You may proceed and use the App and the Report only if you have carefully read this Disclaimer and
agree to its terms.

The App is not designed to perform any of the engineering calculations or structural design required for building construction.
Due to the size, shape, location or other considerations, the design set forth in the Report may require supporting structures that
are not included in the Report. The App and Report are intended to be used only in conjunction with Simpson Strong-Tie®
products. Before beginning any project, you should review all of the information about the Simpson Strong-Tie® products that
is available on www.strongtie.com Any use of the App or the Report is at your own risk.

You should secure professional technical and/or engineering expertise to review and confirm the appropriateness and accuracy
of all information in the Report, including, without lim itation, all input and output from the App. You should consult with a
trained professional to ensure that the products are properly specified for your particular environment (including, without
limitation, that the products have the proper level of corrosion resistance based on your particular environmental conditions,
materials, construction design and other factors) and to ensure that the products are used in accordance with the design lim its
and the structural, technical and environmental specifications set forth on www.strongtie.com The App is not a substitute for
professional judgment or for independent design and testing for stress, safety and utility. You are responsible for ensuring that
all measurements are correct and for verifying the Report's accuracy, completeness and suitability for your particular site
conditions. Before beginning any project, you should confirm that the design set forth in the Report is safe and structurally
sound for its size, location and anticipated use. If you have any doubts, concerns or questions, you should consult local experts,
builders, architects and structural and soil engineers.

You should consult with local authorities to ensure that your project complies with all applicable zoning and building codes,
requirements and practices, which vary greatly depending on your location. You are responsible for ensuring that the project
(including the design set forth in the Report and any substitutions or modifications you make) complies with all applicable
zoning and building codes, requirements and practices (including requirements for lighting).

Simpson Strong-Tie Company Inc. ("Simpson") cannot anticipate all of your working conditions or the characteristics of your
materials and tools. You should seek professional assistance with respect to the construction of the structure. If you are involved
in the construction of the project, for your safety you should consider your own skill level and use caution, care and good
judgment when following the instructions. Always read and observe instructions and safety precautions provided by any tool or
equipment manufacturer, and follow all accepted safety procedures.

Simpson assumes no responsibility for any damages, including direct or consequential, personal injuries suffered, or property or
economic losses incurred as a result of any information available through the App or the Report). Simpson assumes no liability
or responsibility for your design, construction or use of the Report or any other information supplied through the App.
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YOU ASSUME TOTAL RESPONSIBILIT Y AND RISK FOR YOUR USE OF THE APP, THE REPORT AND ALL INFORMATION
CONTAINED THEREIN. SIMPSON PROVIDES THE APP AND THE REPORT (AND ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN) "AS
IS" AND, TO THE FULLEST EXTENT PERMIT TED UNDER APPLICABLE L AW, DOES NOT MAKE ANY EXPRESS OR IMPLIED
WARRANTIES, REPRESENTATIONS, OR ENDORSEMENTS OF ANY KIND WHATSOEVER (INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION,
THE IMPLIED WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILIT Y OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICUL AR PURPOSE). SIMPSON DOES NOT
WARRANT THAT YOUR USE OF THE APP WILL BE UNINTERRUPTED, THAT THE APP IS FREE OF VIRUSES OR OTHER HARMFUL
COMPONENTS, THAT THE APP OR THE REPORT WILL BE FREE FROM ERRORS OR DEFECTS, OR THAT ANY ERRORS OR
DEFECTS WILL BE CORRECTED. IN NO EVENT WILL SIMPSON BE LIABLE FOR DAMAGES OF ANY KIND, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION ANY SPECIAL, INDIRECT, INCIDENTAL, OR CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES, EVEN IF SIMPSON HAS BEEN ADVISED OF
THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH DAMAGES.

You agree, at your own expense, to indemnify, defend and hold harmless Simpson, its parents, subsidiaries, affiliates, officers,
directors, employees, agents, distributors and licensees, from and against any judgments, losses, deficiencies, damages,
liabilities, costs, claims, demands, suits, and expenses (including, without lim itation, reasonable attorneys' fees and expenses)
incurred in, arising out of or in any way related to your breach of these terms or your use of the App or the Report.

All trademarks contained in the App and the Report are the property of Simpson or its licensors and may not be used for any
purpose w