
 

AGENDA ITEM EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Agenda Item number:  5.a 

Title: 

Consideration of Request by Property Owner of 710 Fox 

Glen Drive to Fund a Wall Surrounding a Portion of 

Property Due to Adverse Effects of the Red Gate Bridge 

Presenter: Peter Suhr 

Meeting:  Government Services Committee                  Date:  June 24, 2019 

Proposed Cost:  $18,000 - $25,000 Budgeted Amount:  $0 Not Budgeted:     ☒  

Executive Summary (if not budgeted please explain): 
 

Please find attached a letter from Mr. James Martin Jones who resides at 710 Fox Glen Drive requesting 

consideration for the City to fund a wall between his property and the Red Gate Bridge (see attachment for 

specific location). In essence, Mr. Jones is seeking financial support to build a roughly 228 linear screen wall, 

consistent with the existing screen wall along Rt. 25, due to the adverse effects of the Red Gate Bridge. 

 

In 2013, the City Council approved a similar request from Mr. Jones’ neighbors (along Rt. 25) and reimbursed 

the Woods of Fox Glen HOA about $76,000 for roughly 950 LF of fencing after it was installed. At the time, Mr. 

Jones chose not to install the 8’ tall polyethylene fence along his property line, so his neighbor’s fence currently 

stops at the edge of Mr. Jones’ property. Please find attached the July 23, 2012 Government Services Executive 

Summary and associated meeting minutes for additional detailed information. 

 

In lieu of installing a fence along the Jones’ property, the City reimbursed Mr. Jones $12,700 in 2013 for the 

installation of sixteen (16) White Spruce Trees. Please find attached a Landscape Screen Construction and 

Reimbursement Agreement dated March 18, 2013 for additional detailed information.  

 

Mr. Martin Jones would like the opportunity to discuss the situation with the Committee and staff would seek 

direction moving forward.   

  

 

 

Attachments (please list):   

 
*Request Letter from Mr. James Martin Jones *Site/ Location Maps *July 23, 2012 Government Services 

Executive Summary and Associated Meeting Minutes *Landscape Screen Construction and Reimbursement 

Agreement dated March 18, 2013. 

 

Recommendation/Suggested Action (briefly explain):  

 

Discussion and Feedback 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Dear Sirs, 

I’m writing to request the following discussion item be added to the agenda of the City of Saint 

Charles Government Services Committee meeting on June 24, 2019: 

Discussion Item: Funding for a wall (WALL) located behind Parcel 09-15-475-007 at 710 Fox 

Glen Drive (PROPERTY) due to adverse effects of the Red Gate Bridge. 

    As the owner of said property, I hereby request the Committee consider funding for a wall to 

be located directly between the back of property above and Route 25 (WESTERN 

SECTION), along with an adjacent section located between it and Route 25 to the north 

(NORTHERN SECTION). The Western Section would be an extension to an existing wall 

previously funded by the city in 2013 for neighbors located to the property’s South. Both 

Sections of the wall are approximately 114 linear feet each, or 228 linear feet total. 

The basis for the wall is threefold:  

    Block the adverse, visual effects of the Bridge from Property, including the Bridge itself, 

along with its tall red lights and busy traffic  

    Abate the noise coming from automobile traffic crossing the Bridge, along with the Route 25 

traffic, which is especially loud due to vehicle acceleration and deceleration when 

negotiating the red light at the intersection of Route 25 and Bridge  

    Eliminate the potential safety hazard associated with children wandering off into Route 25 

from Property when playing in Owner’s back yard. 

Background Information: 

o   In 2013 OWNER, in the spirit of compromise, accepted reimbursement from the City for the 

cost of planting spruce trees at the back of property to provide a visual barrier, and in return 

agreed not to bring litigation against City for the impact of the Bridge. Owner accepted this 

arrangement in lieu of a wall generously offered to the Owner and adjacent Woods of Fox 

Glen neighbors, because the wall proposed was too low to block the property’s visual impact 

from the Bridge. Moreover, it did not provide sound abatement due to the property’s 

elevation higher than Route 25 and with a downward sloping back yard, nor did it mitigate 

the property’s unique safety exposure.   



 

 

o   A major issue was the way the city allocated the 2013 wall coverage, in lineal feet based on 

each property’s proximate location contiguous to Route 25, in lieu of direct proximity to the 

Bridge itself and its associated red lights, and thus not based on the adverse impact of the 

Bridge itself. This approach was especially inequitable to Owner because of the unique 

characteristics of his Property, as follows: 

    Only property located directly across from the Bridge  

    Only property with a downward sloping backyard, a higher elevation than the wall, in 

visual line-of-sight to the Bridge and red lights, and having easy walking access onto 

Route 25 

    Only property impacted by the widening of Route 25, needed to provide a turning lane 

onto the Bridge, which reduced the amount of right-of-way between Owner’s property and 

Route 25, as well as removed most of the existing vegetation blocking the view of Route 

25. 

    One of two properties located at the end of the wall and thus not benefiting from the sound 

abatement and security advantages of having the wall extending out beyond both sides of 

property 

o    In effect, Owner was most impacted by the Bridge but allocated the least amount of wall 

coverage and associated funding. Consequently, the proposed wall provided limited noise 

abatement, no visual abatement and failed to address the safety hazard the Bridge presented 

to Property. 

o    Subsequent to the agreement of 2013, Owner realized the spruce trees would eventually grow 

to block the visual effects of the Bridge to an acceptable degree, but they would not abate the 

increasing noise, especially the noise associated with the automobiles braking and 

accelerating at the red light, having a much greater impact than expected when Owner signed 

the agreement. 

o    Later, the construction of the unsightly water tower nearby further exacerbated the impact of 

the Bridge on property. Moreover, the Bridge by design provided better transportation access 

for residential properties located on the west side of Saint Charles, resulting in increased 

traffic and further devaluation of property. 

o    Over the last five years, Owner has been trying to sell property at a price substantially less 

than he paid for it twenty years ago, but has been unable to do so primarily because of the 

visual, sound and safety effects of the Bridge and water tower. Thus, the adverse financial 

impact on Owner is indisputable. 

While realizing he has no legal basis for his request, Owner does believe he has basis rooted in 

fairness. Given the City has obviously spent a considerable amount of money funding the Bridge 

and its accompanying landscape, making it a worthy investment for the St Charles community, 

shouldn’t it fully complete its work and make everyone impacted by the Bridge whole, at least to 

the most practical degree?   

 

 

 



 

 

Based on property’s location directly across from the Bridge, Owner has obviously been 

adversely impacted to a unique degree, as well as by the water tower, and significantly more than 

any other property owner. Though this wall will not make Owner whole financially, Owner does 

believe it is the most equitable solution the City can provide, and is thus a fair settlement for both 

the Owner and the City. 

Best Regards, 

 

 

 

James Martin Jones 

Cellular: 312-480-0018 

E-mail: mar1ine@icloud.com 
 

mailto:mar1ine@icloud.com
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