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.. AN. ORDINANCE 
VARYINO, THE PROVISIONS OF SE;CT'ION EIGHT 

·mi1·,r11HE ZONING ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF 
URBAN.A ILLINOIS, IN A PARrrICULAR CASE 

WHEREAS, the owners, Johnie Webber a.ncl Beulah Webber, 

h_i· s · p r ,L.h · ·i • rt 9 • b d ... .i. • • • a .1.2 wi:i.e, o Li .-e premises nereina: ·er c.escrJ. e nave pe1.,1t1one _ 

the Commissioner of Public Works for a permit to build a building 

to be used for business purposes on the premises described as 

Lot Ten ( 10) in Webber's Place., an Addition to the City of Urbana, 

and otherwise known as 700 East Elm ·Street, and 

WHEREAS; the Commissioner of Public Works denied. a permit 

for~ the construction of said butlcUng b.ecause of the provislons 

of Section 8 of the Zoning O;rclina.nce riolt permittin,g a business 

building to be cons~ructed in territory zoned as Multiple Dwelling 

District, and 

WH"b~HF.~AS, it appears to· the C il;y Council that an appeal was 

taken from the decision of the Commissioner of Public Works to 

the Board of' Appeals of SEJ.io_ City :r:-:.esul ting in the calling of a 

public hearing as required. by la:w, and 

WHEREAS, it appears to the CiT;y'Cottncil that saia. public 

hearing was duly held pursuant to a proper notice as required by 

law in the Champaign-Urbana Cour•ier; that no objectors appeared 

to object to the construction of said building to be used for 

business purposes on said premises zoned as Class "B" Multiple 

Dwelling District, and, therefore, in violation of Section 8 of 

the Zoning Ordinance of said City., and 

WHEREAS., a resolution has been presented to the City Council 

of said City signed by~-~-~ ~embers of said Board of 

Appeals recommenc.11ng the amendment of Section 8 of the Zoning · 

Ordinance of said City in this particular case to permit the 

construction of said btij_ld.ing as a non-conforming use on said~ 

premises: 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINJi:D BY ~PEE CI'):Y COUNCIL OF THE 

crrY OF UHBANA, ILLINOIS: 

{ 



Section 1. That it appears to said_ City Council that 

an unneocessary hardship appe9vrs in the vvay of carrying out 

th t · t 1 t t; .o t~ 7. • c· a · · t.,' • t · 1 e s ric e Jer OJ. .,.ne '-'oning .,r _inance in . Jnis par icu ar 

case, relating to the use of the premises hereina.bove a.escribea_, 

and that the construction on said premises of the prop6sed 

building should be allowed in order to carry out the spirit of 

saia_ ordinance a.nd observe the pubiic welfa1~e ana_ to do sub­

stantial justice in this case; that ~aid Section 8 of the 

Zoning Ordinance of said Ci t.Y is·. her·eby varied. in. thi~i par-ticula.r 

ca.se to permit the constrr1.ction of said 1:hlilding on the premises 

hereinabove described. 

Ad_optec1 by the Ci 1~y Councll. thj.s /4:· clay of March, 19480 

City Clerk 

Approved by the Mayor this ~,w( d.ay .of JVIarch, 1948 . 
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