
 
 
 
 
  

 
                      MEETING AGENDA 

PLAN COMMISSION 
Wednesday, June 14, 2023 

7:30 p.m. 
MEMORIAL HALL – MEMORIAL BUILDING 

19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois 60521 
 (Tentative & Subject to Change) 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER   
 
2. ROLL CALL  
 
3. PUBLIC COMMENT (Non-Agenda Items) 
 
4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – May 10, 2023 
 
5. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

a) Case A-13-2023 – 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow 
for the installation of an entrance gate cross Foxgate Lane for the Foxgate Subdivision in the R-
5 Multiple Family Residential District 
 

6. PUBLIC MEETINGS  
a) Case A-9-2023 – 11 Salt Creek Lane – MedProperties – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan 

Review to Allow for Changes to the Existing Building Elevation, Landscape Plan, and Site Plan 
at 11 Salt Creek Lane in the O-3 General Office District 
 

b) Case A-07-2023 – 830 N. Madison Street – Salt Creek Club – Exterior Appearance and Site 
Plan Review to allow for the installation of two (2) paddle tennis courts on top of existing sports 
courts and the construction of a patio at 830 N. Madison Street in the OS Open Space District 

 
7. SIGN PERMIT REVIEW 

a) Case A-15-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 100 S. Garfield Street – Hinsdale Middle School – 
Installation of One (1) Ground Signs, Six (6) Wall Signs, and Two (2) Flag Poles 
 

8. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Public comments are welcome on any topic related to the business of the Commission at Regular and Special Meetings 
during the portion of the meeting devoted to a particular agenda item, or during the period designated for public comment 
for non-agenda items. Individuals who wish to comment must be recognized by the Chairperson and then speak at the 
podium, beginning by identifying themselves by name and address. All members of the public are requested to keep their 
written comments or testimony to three pages or less, and speakers are requested to keep their live comments or testimony 
to five minutes or less. Submissions or comments exceeding those limits may, if time allows and at the discretion of the 
Chairperson, be presented after all others have had an opportunity to testify, comment or have their comments read. Matters 
on this Agenda may be continued from time to time without further notice, except as otherwise required under the Illinois 
Open Meetings Act. 
 
The Village of Hinsdale is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with 
disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require certain accommodations in order to allow them to observe 
and/or participate in this meeting, or who have questions regarding the accessibility of the meeting or the facilities, are 
requested to contact Andrianna Peterson, ADA Coordinator at 630-789-7005 to allow the Village of Hinsdale to make 
reasonable accommodations for those persons. Additional information may be found on the Village’s website at 
www.villageofhinsdale.org 

http://www.villageofhinsdale.org/


VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
PLAN COMMISSION 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
Wednesday, May 10, 2023 

 
The regularly scheduled meeting of the Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission was called to order by 
Chairman Cashman, in Memorial Hall of the Memorial Building, 19 E. Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, IL on 
Wednesday, May 10, 2023 at 7:32 p.m., roll call was taken.   

 
PRESENT: Commissioners Laurel Haarlow, Cynthia Curry, Jim Krillenberger, Gerald Jablonski, 

Julie Crnovich, Mark Willobee, Scott Moore, and Chairman Steven Cashman 
 
ABSENT: Commissioner Anna Fiascone 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 
 
Public Comment on Non-Agenda Items 
Chairman Cashman asked for public comments.  There were no public comments pertaining to non-agenda 
items.  
 
Approval of Minutes – April 12, 2023 
Hearing no comments, a motion was made by Commissioner Moore, seconded by Commissioner Curry, to 
approve the April 12, 2023 draft minutes as submitted.  The motion carried by the roll call vote of 5-0 as 
follows: 
 

AYES: Commissioners Curry, Krillenberger, Crnovich, Moore, and Chairman Cashman 
NAYS:  None 
ABSTAIN: Commissioners Haarlow, Jablonski, Willobee 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 

 
Findings and Recommendations 
a) Case A-17-2022 – 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue – Performance Wealth Management – Exterior 

Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for exterior changes to the rear façade and a Sign 
Permit Review to allow for the installation of one (1) new wall sign on the existing building 
located at 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District 
 

Hearing no comments, a motion was made by Commissioner Moore, seconded by Commissioner Curry, to 
approve Case A-17-2022 – 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue – Performance Wealth Management – Exterior 
Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for exterior changes to the rear façade and a Sign Permit 
Review to allow for the installation of one (1) new wall sign on the existing building located at 36 E. 
Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District.  The motion carried by the roll call vote of 8-0 as 
follows: 

AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, 
and Chairman Cashman 

NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 
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Public Meetings 
a) Case A-13-2023 – 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to 

allow for the installation of an entrance gate cross Foxgate Lane for the Foxgate Subdivision 
in the R-5 Multiple Family Residential District 

 
Dominic Mancini, attorney for the Foxgate Homeowners Association, Bonnie Sartore, President of the 
Foxgate Homeowners Association, and Mike Newman of Peerless Fence, were present to address the 
Plan Commission.  Mr. Mancini stated the request to install a fence was not to have Foxgate become an 
exclusive, gated community.  The request was driven by the desire to keep residents safe from the large 
amount of traffic from the high school.  In an attempt to save time when traffic is backed up, students are 
using Foxgate Lane, a private road, to turn around.  Mr. Mancini stated this very dangerous problem and 
has continued to get worse.  The Homeowners Association (HOA) previously contacted the Police 
Department, but were told that there was very little to be done to address the problem since Foxgate 
Lane is a private road. Signs have been posted on the street, the Association has contacted the Village 
Board, and traffic cones have been used to block access.  Mr. Mancini stated a resident was nearly struck 
by a high school related automobile resulting in an altercation with the driver. It was noted that a number 
of children play in the private road.   
 
The proposed application specifies the pedestrian walkway to remain open.  The gate across the road 
would provide much needed safety from the dangerous automobile traffic related to the high school.  The 
HOA looked at this option twelve (12) years ago but determined the expense was too great at that time.  
The sixteen (16) current residents feel the level of danger has greatly increased and unanimously voted 
to pay the cost of the gate installation.   
 
Mr. Mancini stated that the two (2) gates would be thirteen (13) feet long each, for a total of twenty-six 
(26) feet long. The gates are four (4) feet tall, open to the inside of the property, will be installed on private 
property, and would not impact the sidewalk or the parkway.  The Police and Fire Department would be 
provided the electronic code to open the gate.  The wrought iron gates would match the existing wrought 
iron fence, would add to the appearance of the area, possibly increase property values of the Foxgate 
residents, but most importantly, it would increase the safety of the residents.  
 
Commissioner Haarlow asked if any Foxgate residents rent parking spaces to the high school students.  
Ms. Sartore responded that renting parking spaces is not permitted by the HOA.  The application states 
that the gates would only be closed during the critical traffic times in the morning and afternoon.  
Commissioner Haarlow asked who determines the times the gate will be closed and who administers 
that.  Ms. Sartore stated that board members would rotate this responsibility and possibly other members 
of this very actively engaged association.  Commissioner Haarlow confirmed that Lot 17 on the plat was 
the common area.   
 
Commissioner Curry stated she understood the frustration of the residents with the situation and asked 
if the Association looked at the option of sliding gates, to perhaps keep the cost down and increasing the 
operation speed or efficiency.  Mr. Newman explained that because the plan was to only close the gate 
for short periods of time on school days that option was not beneficial.   
 
Commissioner Krillenberger stated the plan looks great and confirmed the gate was to remain open most 
of the time to minimize any problems on 57th Street related to delivery trucks. 
 
Commissioner Jablonski asked if the HOA had considered installing speed bumps as a solution.  Ms. 
Sartore responded that the installation of speed bumps would open up liabilities for the HOA.  Inaudible 
comments followed.  Commissioner Jablonski asked if delivery vehicles would be expected to park on 
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57th Street during the times the gate was closed, causing further congestion.  The response was not 
audible.   
 
Commissioner Crnovich stated that her questions were already asked and answered and she hopes the 
solution will work for the residents because they have tried several other options to find a solution.   
 
Commissioner Willobee stated he did not have any additional questions.   
 
Commissioner Moore asked if gate timers were considered.  Ms. Sartore’s response was not audible.  
Commissioner Moore suggested the gate committee get a schedule of shortened days of attendance to 
alter the gate schedule.  Commissioner Moore asked if a sidewalk would be installed between the posts, 
where the applicant confirmed that there are no current plans for a sidewalk now.   
 
Chairman Cashman shared he personally witnessed drivers using the street as a turnaround area when 
his children were at the high school and felt this gate would be a great solution.   
 
Commissioner Haarlow suggested communicating the times of gate closure to local drivers, such as UPS 
& the Post Office.   
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Crnovich, seconded by Commissioner Jablonski, to approve Case 
A-13-2023 – 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for the 
installation of an entrance gate cross Foxgate Lane for the Foxgate Subdivision in the R-5 Multiple Family 
Residential District.  The motion carried by a roll call vote of 8-0 as follows:  

 
AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, 

and Chairman Cashman 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 

 
Sign Permit Review 
a) Case A-16-2023 – 40 S. Clay Street – Duly Health and Care – Installation of One (1) Wall Sign, 

Modification to One (1) Existing Wall Sign, and Installation of New Sign Faces on an Existing 
Non-Conforming Ground Sign  

Ken Kelly, the sign contractor representing Sign Palace, was present to answer Commission questions.   
 
Commissioner Moore clarified that the non-conforming ground sign was only getting a new sign face to 
communicate to the public that the facility offers immediate care services.   
Commissioner Willobee did not have any questions. 
 
Commissioner Crnovich asked for clarification on the modifications to the wall sign on the north side.  Mr. 
Kelly responded that the words “immediate care walk in” would be added to the existing sign.  The words 
would consist of non-illuminated aluminum letters mounted to the brick wall and add an additional eight 
(8) square feet to the entire sign.  Commissioner Crnovich expressed concern that the existing sign was 
too bright and too large to be adjacent to single family homes.  Mr. Kelly stated that the sign illumination 
is turned off by a timer and the facility has not received any complaints from neighbors. 
   
Commissioners Jablonski, Krillenberger, and Curry did not have any questions.  
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Commissioner Haarlow asked why a raceway is not going to be utilized in the new letters to match the 
existing sign.  Mr. Kelly explained that the raceway is a device used to bring electric to illuminated letters.  
The new letters are not illuminated and therefore a raceway would not be needed.  The letters could be 
mounted to a nonfunctional raceway to keep the aesthetics similar to the existing sign but would add to 
the sign cost.   
 
Commissioner Haarlow confirmed that the building owner does not object to having each of the letters 
individually affixed to the wall.   
 
It was asked how many foot candles the existing ground sign emits.  Mr. Kelly stated it emits twenty (20) 
foot candles of light and reported that it meets Village code requirements. Ms. Salmon added that no 
changes to lighting are proposed and lighting for the existing signs were more recently approved, so 
lighting information was not included in this application packet.  It was confirmed the existing wall sign is 
thirty-five (35) foot candles and the new signs are all non-illuminated.   
 
Chairman Cashman said the new sign would be effective since although he lives nearby the facility and 
he was unaware it offered immediate care.  Although the closing time of the Duly facility varies, it is 
typically open until about 8:00 pm.   
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Willobee, seconded by Commissioner Curry, to approve Case A-
16-2023 – 40 S. Clay Street – Duly Health and Care – Installation of One (1) Wall Sign, Modification to 
One (1) Existing Wall Sign, and Installation of New Sign Faces on an Existing Non-Conforming Ground 
Sign.   The motion carried by a roll call vote of 8-0 as follows:  

 
AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, 

and Chairman Cashman 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 

 
b) Case A-15-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 100 S. Garfield Street – Hinsdale Middle School – 

Installation of One (1) Ground Signs, Six (6) Wall Signs, and Two (2) Flag Poles 
 

Kerry Leonard, a representative for District 181, and Mike Duggan, Director of Facilities for District 181, 
were present to address the Commission.  Mr. Leonard briefly presented some slides about the Middle 
School’s Blue Ribbon Award, its goals as an educational institution, and the attributes of the physical site 
and building.  Mr. Leonard displayed a Google Map screen shot showing how the building address is 
incorrectly identified and explained the need to direct visitors to correct locations.  There are many 
entrances into the building and spaces inside that are used for public purposes.   
 
Mr. Leonard described the Blue Ribbon emblem sign on Garfield Avenue and the additional flag pole to 
be installed nearby.  The Blue Ribbon emblem, awarded by the Department of Education, was on the old 
Middle School building and was installed on the newly constructed building.  The wall signs are individual 
letters that are pin-mounted onto the buff colored brick.  Slides depicting the various doors of the building 
were shared.   
 
The existing flag pole near the driveway / bus drop-off on Third Street was installed when the building 
was constructed and contains an internal lighting mechanism.  The second flag pole near the monument 
sign will be identical to the first.  The flag poles meet zoning code requirements but a variation request 
will be needed to allow for the size of the flag itself.  
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Photos of the flag pole illuminated at night were shared and it was noted that the light rotates with the 
flag.  No ground lights will be installed to illuminate the flag pole, although this incorrectly was shown on 
the plan submittal.  
 
Commissioner Haarlow confirmed that the size of the Blue Ribbon emblem has not been increased.  The 
emblem on the new building was removed from the old building.  Mr. Leonard explained that the emblem 
is being treated as a wall sign and it exceeds the square footage permitted. Commissioner Haarlow stated 
that the size of the emblem is not problematic to her given the scale of the façade.  It was confirmed the 
lighting underneath the sign on the east side of the building is under the fifty (50) foot candles allowed by 
code.  Mr. Leonard stated the initial sign was too bright and a dimmer was installed to meet the code 
requirements.  Photometric calculations included in Exhibit Eight (8) were noted.   
 
Commissioner Jablonski requested clarification of the process followed for this sign application.  Ms. 
Salmon stated that as part of the application to install the code compliant ground sign and staff has been 
working with the School District to bring the existing signage forward for approval and into compliance.  
As a result of this process, previously installed signs were identified mas not meeting all code 
requirements and variation requests will ultimately need to go before the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA). 
It was the intent to bring all the signs to the Plan Commission, the sign experts, for discussion so that 
input could be provided first to the applicant and requested revisions could be brought to the ZBA.  Any 
approvals made tonight will be subject to the approval of the ZBA and Village Board.   
 
Chairman Cashman added that schools have always be unique in the permitting process and confirmed 
that some of the signs in the tonight’s request have already been installed.  Discussion followed about 
the January 2017 appearance at the Plan Commission not including any information about signage.   
 
Commissioner Crnovich stated she has a problem with the height of the signage on the east side of the 
building.  Three (3) previous cases were sighted that were all denied by the Plan Commission to increase 
mounting height, one of which was a hospital.  The Middle School is near a residential area and adjacent 
to two (2) historic districts.  Commissioner Crnovich stated she appreciated that the lights were dimmed, 
but felt that the sign height should be looked at and noted she would be happier if the sign was lowered 
to the second floor.   
 
Mr. Leonard stated that in order for the sign to be code compliant, it would need to be lowered to below 
the second band of the building on the first floor, making it difficult to see.  He believes the higher sign 
helps with visibility of a government building.  It was pointed out that Memorial Hall sign is as tall, however 
it was installed pre-code and is not illegal.  Mr. Leonard stated that with the lowering of the lights, the 
taller sign helps to direct users to the correct location and is appropriate to the recognition of a civic 
building.   
 
Chairman Cashman suggested leaving the emblem but lowering the height of the sign.  Commissioner 
Crnovich said that would be an improvement. The emblem is a symbol that came from the old building 
and can remain but in order to be consistent with the code.  Mr. Leonard responded that schools operate 
under state codes and no conflict with the Village code would result.   
 
Chairman Krillenberger agreed with Commissioner Crnovich about lowering the height of the Garfield 
Street sign.  He asked if the monument sign would match the color of the building.  Mr. Leonard responded 
yes, the pre-cast masonry will get as close to the building color as possible. 
 
Commissioner Curry asked if any other location was considered for the monument sign.  Discussion 
followed about the sign originally being planned for the north side of the building, the actual front of the 
school, but it was not able to be installed there due to the foundation of the parking deck.   
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Even if the wall sign was removed, Commissioner Curry felt the area remained visually busy with the 
ground sign that does not provide direction.  It was ultimately acknowledged that there was no other place 
to install the ground sign.   
 
Commissioner Jablonski stated that he agreed with Commissioner Crnovich about lower the wall sign.  
Discussion took place about the need to check the timer of the exterior lights, they do not appear to be 
turning off at the required time.   
 
Commissioner Willobee stated that lowering the sign will make the area even more visually busy and 
stated his preference would be to keep the emblem, keep the flag pole and ground sign but remove the 
text sign.  This proposal satisfies the concerns shared by the Commissioners tonight and still maintains 
the ability for a visitor to identify the building as a school.   
 
Commissioner Moore had no additional concerns to add.   
 
Jim Oles, a resident of 306 S. Garfield, was present to address the Commission.  Mr. Oles stated his 
comments represent some of the nearby residents, he was fine with the monument sign, and felt the size 
of the building helps users locate the school when using Google maps.  Mr. Oles stated that there was 
no need to have the signs illuminated during all night hours and the timer needs to be set so the lights 
shut off after 10:00 p.m.  Mr. Oles stated the energy used to illuminate the signs throughout the night is 
wasteful.   
 
Mr. Oles shared that the light on the flag pole only illuminates the flag about five percent (5%) of the time 
and the flag pole is very noisy, banging constantly in the wind.  Mr. Oles stated that he spoke to the Police 
Department and District 181 about the noise level. He also commented that there are issues with pick-
up and drop-off on Third Street, stating the long line of cars are problematic even though this driveway is 
only supposed to be used for buses.  
 
In response to Chairman Cashman’s inquiry about Commissioner Willobee’s proposal, Mr. Oles said that 
he was in favor of removing the lighted wall sign, but stressed the need to keep the lights at the dimmed 
level and turned off after 10:00 p.m.   
 
Commissioner Curry asked if anything can be done to reduce the lighting on the interior of the building 
that are also on for long hours during the night.  Mr. Duggan responded that the cleaning crew need to 
have the interior of the building illuminated until 11:30 p.m. and, although the interior stairway lights 
remain on for safety issues, many of the lights are motioned censored.   
 
Commissioner Curry asked if a recommendation be added to the motion to quiet both the existing and 
proposed flag pole.   
 
Chairman Cashman re-capped what the Commission was asked to vote on and further discussion took 
place about whether to remove the illumination of the emblem or lower the emblem.  The Commissioners 
were in agreement that the emblem does not need to be illuminated and it was suggested it be lowered 
to be more visible.  It was confirmed that the ground sign could not be approved tonight without the other 
signs.   
 
A continuance to the next month’s meeting would encompass a vote on all of the signs and the flagpoles.  
Mr. Leonard stated he would rather come back next month with a more thoughtful design based on the 
feedback received.   
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A motion was made by Commissioner Jablonski, seconded by Commissioner Krillenberger, to continue 
Case A-15-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 100 S. Garfield Street – Hinsdale Middle School – Installation 
of One (1) Ground Signs, Six (6) Wall Signs, and Two (2) Flag Poles until the June 14, 2023 meeting. 
The motion carried by a roll call vote of 8-0 as follows:  
 

AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, 
and Chairman Cashman 

NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 

 

c) Case A-17-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 35 E. First Street – Fuller House – Installation of One 
(1) Wall Sign  
 

Alex Perry, the sign contractor representing Right Way Signs, was present to address the Commission.  
Mr. Perry stated the proposed sign will be halo lit lettering attached to newly installed façade.   
 
All of the Commissioners were in agreement that the sign looked good.  Commissioner Haarlow asked 
how bright the sign would be.  Mr. Perry responded the sign would be 7,000 lumens, a bright white, but 
noted it would be on a dimmer controlled by management.   
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Krillenberger, seconded by Commissioner Willobee, to approve Case 
A-17-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 35 E. First Street – Fuller House – Installation of One (1) Wall Sign.  
The motion carried by a roll call vote of 8-0 as follows:  

 
AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, 

and Chairman Cashman 
NAYS: None 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 

 
Adjournment 
Chairman Cashman asked for a motion to adjourn.  A motion was made by Commissioner Krillenberger 
to adjourn the regularly scheduled meeting of the Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission of the May 10, 
2023. 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:54 PM after a unanimous voice vote of 8-0. 
 

 
ATTEST:  _________________________________________ 

                 Jennifer Spires, Community Development Office 
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION  
OF THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION 

TO THE VILLAGE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
 
APPLICATION:   Case A-13-2023 – 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan 

Review to allow for the installation of an entrance gate cross Foxgate Lane for the 
Foxgate Subdivision in the R-5 Multiple Family Residential District 

 
PROPERTY:   5700-5717 Foxgate Lane (PINs: 09-13-103-092; 09-13-103-093; 09-13-103-094; 09-

13-103-095; 09-13-103-096; 09-13-103-097; 09-13-103-098; 09-13-103-099; 09-13-
103-100; 09-13-103-101; 09-13-103-102; 09-13-103-103; 09-13-103-104; 09-13-
103-105; 09-13-103-106; 09-13-103-107; 09-13-103-108) 

 
APPLICANT:   Foxgate Homeowners Association 
 
REQUEST:   Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review 
 
PLAN COMMISSION (PC) REVIEW:   May 10, 2023 
 
BOARD OF TRUSTEES 1ST READING:   June 13, 2023 
 
SUMMARY OF REQUEST: The Village of Hinsdale received an application from the Foxgate 
Homeowners Association requesting approval of an Exterior Appearance and Site Plan to allow for the 
installation of an entrance gate across Foxgate Lane, a private street that terminates in a cul-de-sac and 
serves the Foxgate Subdivision located at 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane in the R-5 Multiple Family Residential 
District. The proposed gate is intended to limit traffic from Hinsdale Central High School located to the 
north, as vehicles reportedly use the private subdivision as a turn-around area. The Foxgate subdivision 
was constructed in the 1980s and consists of sixteen (16) townhomes located on a private street, Foxgate 
Lane.   
 
The proposed electronic gate will be constructed across Foxgate Lane, a private street that intersects 
with 57th Street. The gate will be entirely located on private property within the common area for the 
subdivision and will swing inward so as to not encroach into the 57th Street right-of-way. The black 
wrought iron open gate will measure four (4) feet tall and twenty-eight (28) feet wide. The six (6) inch 
square gate posts will be placed adjacent to the existing stone piers and black metal perimeter fencing 
at the entrance of the subdivision. A space will be left between the existing stone piers and the entrance 
gate posts to provide a walkway for pedestrians. 
 
Per Section 9-12-3 of the Village Code, driveway entry gates, and any parapet or column utilized in a 
fence design may be eight (8) feet in height. As proposed, the entrance gate meets all code requirements. 
No trees are to be removed and no signage is to be installed as part of this project. 
 
Hinsdale Central High School is located to the north cross 57th Street in the IB Institutional Buildings 
District. Single-family detached homes are located to the east and west in the R-3 Single Family 
Residential District. Hinsdale Racquet Club and single-family attached homes are located to the south in 
the R-5 Multiple Family Residential District. The subject property is residential and therefore public notice 
via the newspaper, certified mail, or signage is not required for this project. 
 
PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY AND FINDINGS: On May 10, 2023, the request for approval of an 
Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review was reviewed at a public meeting by the Plan Commission. 
Dominic Mancini, the attorney representing the Foxgate Homeowners Association, Bonnie Sartore, 
representing the Foxgate Homeowners Association, and Mike Newman from Peerless Fence, were 
present at the meeting and answered questions from the Commissioners.  



 
2 

 
Mr. Mancini provided an overview of the project and stated that the proposed gate is intended to limit 
traffic from Hinsdale Central High School located to the north, as vehicles are reportedly using the private 
subdivision as a turn-around area. The intent of the gate is not to make the subdivision a private gated 
community. Instead, the gate is intended to deter high school students from using the private street as a 
turnaround area or parking lot after school, which has created safety issues for residents. The 
Homeowners Association will leave the gate open the majority of the time and will only be closed after 
school or during events. Police and Fire Departments will have access to open the gate.  
 
A Commissioner asked if any parking is rented out to students during the day. Ms. Sartore stated it is not 
permitted by the Association.  
 
There was a discussion over if there would be advantages of using a sliding gate versus a swing gate. 
Mr. Newman stated that sliding gates are typically used where gates are closed the majority of the time. 
Because this gate will be open most of the time and closed for only a short period of time, a swing gate 
is more ideal.  
 
A pedestrian walkway will be left open between the proposed entrance gate and the existing fence and 
piers. One Commissioner recommended that the Association look into installing a sidewalk in this area 
because there could be issues with pedestrians using the walkway during the winter.   
 
There was a discussion over if the Association has used any other alternative methods to attempt to deter 
high school drivers from using Foxgate Lane after school. It was stated that the Homeowners Association 
has tried using traffic cones and signage, but these strategies have not been effective.  
 
Some Commissioners noted possible concerns over Amazon or UPS delivery trucks having to load on 
57th Street and blocking traffic if they are unable to use Foxgate Lane because the gate is closed. The 
applicant said residents can look at limiting delivery times. Commissioners recommended the Association 
consider installing an automatic timer system for the gate to open and close, as well as communicate 
delivery windows with companies like Amazon and UPS to ensure there are no issues with blocking traffic 
on 57th Street when the gate is closed.   
 
In recommending approval of the Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review, the Plan Commission 
determined the standards set forth in Section 11-604(F) and Section 11-606(F) of the Village’s Zoning 
Code have been met. The Commission expressed general support for the project.  
 
Commissioners noted that proposed plans met several standards for approval identified in the Zoning 
Code. The proposed gate will meet all code requirements and will help reduce traffic issues in the 
subdivision subject to not creating any traffic concerns from delivery trucks loading on 57th Street (Section 
11-604(F)(1)(a) and (g)). The proposed gate will also match the existing fencing material and be visually 
compatible (Section 11-605(E)(1) and (2).  
 
No members of the public provided comment at the meeting. Staff did not receive complaints or negative 
feedback from members of the public prior to the meeting.  
 
A motion to approve the Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review was made by Commissioner Crnovich 
and seconded by Commissioner Jablonski, as submitted. The vote carried by a roll call vote as follows: 
 

AYES: Commissioners Haarlow, Curry, Krillenberger, Jablonski, Crnovich, Willobee, Moore, and 
Chairman Cashman  

NAYS: None  
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Commissioner Fiascone 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: Based on the findings set forth above, the Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, 
by a vote of eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, with one (1) absent, recommended to the President and 
Board of Trustees approval of Case A-13-2023 – 5700-5717 Foxgate Lane – Exterior Appearance and 
Site Plan Review to allow for the installation of an entrance gate cross Foxgate Lane for the Foxgate 
Subdivision in the R-5 Multiple Family Residential District, as submitted.  
 
 
 

Signed: ____________________________________ 
Steve Cashman, Chair 
Plan Commission 
Village of Hinsdale 

 
 
Date: ______________________________________ 

 
 

 
 

 



AGENDA ITEM #_____ 

PLAN COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

1 

DATE: June 9, 2023 

TO: Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

CC: Kathleen A. Gargano, Village Manager 
Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner 

FROM:  Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

SUBJECT: Case A-9-2023 – 11 Salt Creek Lane – MedProperties – Exterior Appearance and Site Plan 
Review to Allow for Changes to the Existing Building Elevation, Landscape Plan, and Site 
Plan at 11 Salt Creek Lane in the O03 General Office District 

FOR:  June 14, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

GENERAL APPLICATION INFORMATION 

Applicant: David Dastur, Jensen & Halstead, LTD.  

Subject Property: 11 Salt Creek Lane (PIN: 06-36-405-022) 

Site Area: 3.89 acres (169,798 square feet) 

Existing Zoning & Land Use: O-3 General Office District – Multi-Tenant Medical Office Building 

Surrounding Zoning & Land Use: 
North: O-3 General Office District – Office
South: O-3 General Office District – Office
East: O-3 General Office District – (across Spinning Wheel Drive) Vacant Land / Office
West: O-3 General Office District – (across Salt Creek Lane) Office / Salt Creek

APPLICATION SUMMARY 
The applicant requests approval of an Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to 
exterior façade of the existing three-story building and site located at 11 Salt Creek Lane in the O-3 General 
Office District.  

Proposed changes to the site include the construction of a new drop-off and loading area near the main 
entrance on the east side of the building, alterations to the existing parking lot and sidewalks, 
modifications to site landscaping and screening, and the replacement of the existing dumpster enclosure. 
The applicant is also proposing changes to the building elevations, including the replacement of windows 
and doors, installation of new light fixtures, and alterations to the existing porticos and entrance trim.  

The property is located in the Hinsdale Office Park. The building is used as a multi-tenant medical office 
building and is accessible from Salt Creek Lane, a private street. The property is surrounded by a mix of 
office buildings in the O-3 District, most of which are used for medical offices. There are no properties in 
a Single-Family Residential District located within 250 feet of the site. The existing site is non-conforming 
with respect to several bulk requirements for the O-3 District, such as yards and setbacks.  
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MEMORANDUM 

The project was reviewed at the Plan Commission meeting on March 8, 2023. Please refer to the “Meeting 
History” section of this staff report for a detailed meeting summary. Based on the feedback provided at 
the meeting, the applicant has submitted revised plans that include the following changes to the plans: 

• West Elevation - The plans presented at the March 8, 2023 meeting proposed the removal of the 
existing railings / balustrades on top of the two-story portico. The applicant is now proposing to 
remove the existing portico and the concrete pad below. A modern one-story white steel canopy with 
an acrylic roof and supporting posts on each side of the entrance door will be constructed. A slightly 
smaller concrete pad will be installed below the canopy. The central pendant light underneath the 
portico is no longer proposed and instead wall mounted sconces will be installed on each side of the 
entrance door. The applicant is proposing the same trim, transom window, and doors shown on the 
March 8, 2023 plan submittal. 

• East Elevation - The plans presented at the March 8, 2023 Plan Commission meeting proposed the 
removal of the existing railings / balustrades on top of the portico. Under the revised plan 
submittal, the existing portico over the entrance door will be removed. A new white steel canopy with 
an acrylic roof and tie-backs will be installed over the entrance door. A new concrete steel lintel and 
fiber cement trim will be installed around the entrance door and painted white. The applicant is still 
proposing to install the aluminum and glass sliding glass doors with a transom window above.  

• North and South Elevations - New white steel canopies with an acrylic roof and tie-backs will be 
installed over the entrance doors. The plans presented at the March 8, 2023 Plan Commission meeting 
did not include canopies above the entrances. The applicant is proposing the same trim, transom 
window, and doors shown on the March 8, 2023 plan submittal.  

• Dumpster Enclosure - The proposed dumpster enclosure will be constructed of a six (6) foot tall Trex 
composite fence in Woodland Brown instead of cedar to match the fencing used to screen the 
transformer on the east side of the building. 

 
REQUEST AND ANALYSIS 

The applicant is proposing various improvements to the existing site plan and building elevations, which 
are detailed below: 

• Construction of a Drop-off / Loading Area and Changes to the Parking Lot - The applicant is proposing 
to install a new drop-off and loading area near the main entrance on the east elevation to provide 
better access to patients entering the medical office building. To accommodate the new drop-off and 
loading area, the adjacent parking spaces, drive aisle, and landscape islands will be reconfigured. Two 
(2) existing parking lot light poles will be relocated further toward the building to allow for the 
installation of a new sidewalk to connect the main building entrance to the adjacent parking and 
loading areas. The central parking area will continue to accommodate two-way traffic, but the 
southern drive aisle will be narrowed in width to only allow for one-way vehicle exiting to the south.  

A total of 176 parking spaces are currently provided on site. Four (4) parking spaces will be removed 
as part of this project, which will result in a total of 172 spaces. Per Section 9-104(J), the proposed use 
is required to provide one (1) parking space for each 275 square feet of net floor area for business 
and professional office uses where the gross square footage of the building is 10,001 to 50,000 square 
feet. With 36,860 square feet of net floor area, 134 parking spaces are required on site. The prior 
approval for Hinsdale Office Park under Ordinance No. O2002-18 required 160 parking spaces on site. 
As proposed, the number of parking spaces proposed meets code requirements and prior approvals.  



 
 
 
 

3 
 

MEMORANDUM 

• Landscape Plan - The applicant has provided a detailed landscape plan and tree preservation plan for 
review. New landscaping will be installed around the perimeter of the building and in several parking 
lot landscape islands. Existing bare grass areas will be restored with sod or seeded. The majority of 
the existing trees on site will be preserved. Sixteen (16) shade, ornamental, or evergreen trees will be 
planted. Twenty-one (21) trees will be removed. Per the cover letter, the majority of these trees are 
in a state of decline, are considered a public hazard by limiting visibility, or negatively impact the 
appearance of the property. The plans were reviewed by the Village Forester and determined the 
proposed tree removal plan was reasonable.  

• Screening - The existing transformer near the main entrance on the east elevation will be screened 
with a new privacy fence. The Trex composite fence will measure six (6) feet tall and will be a dark 
brown color.  The area is currently screened with a mix of hedges and trees, which will be removed. 
New landscaping will be installed around the perimeter of the fence. 

• Dumpster Enclosure - The existing dumpster enclosure on the east side of the site has deteriorated 
and will be replaced. Based on the feedback provided at the March 8, 2023 meeting, the is now 
proposing to construct the dumpster enclosure using a six (6) foot tall dark brown Trex composite 
fence to match the fencing used to screen the transformer on the east side of the building.  

• Building Elevations - Changes to the building elevations are summarized below. No signage is 
proposed as part of this project. Any changes to signage would require the submittal of a separate 
Sign Permit application for review by the Plan Commission at a later date.  

• Removal of the Portico Entrances and Installation of New Canopies - The existing porticos on the 
east and west elevations will be removed. On the west elevation, a modern white steel canopy 
with an acrylic roof and supporting posts on each side of the entrance door will be constructed 
above a new concrete pad. On the east, north, and south elevations, new white steel canopies 
with an acrylic roof and tie-backs will be installed over the entrance doors 

• Entrance Doors and Trim - On the north, south and west elevations, the existing exterior doors 
will be replaced with solid white metal doors and a new glass transom window. The existing trim 
and decorative headers around the doors will be removed and replaced with white cement siding 
painted white. For the main entrance on the east elevation, new automatic sliding glass doors, a 
glass transom window, a concrete steel lintel, and fiber cement trim will be installed.  

• Light Fixtures - New wall-mounted sconces will be installed on both sides of the entrance doors 
on all building elevations. The applicant has included the proposed light fixture for review. 

• Windows - All windows will be replaced with new fixed windows with a slightly different design 
than the existing windows. The applicant has included a rendering of the proposed windows in 
the application packet. There are no changes to the size of the window openings or headers.  

 
MEETING HISTORY 

Plan Commission Meeting – March 8, 2023: Members of the architectural, landscaping, and engineering 
design team were present at the meeting to address the Plan Commission. John McDonald, the project 
architect, provided an overview of the application.  
 
Mr. McDonald stated that the need for a reconfigured and enlarged vehicle drop-off area and noted 
patients making dangerous turns near pedestrians due to the current configuration.  Mr. McDonnell 
confirmed during the meeting that no new signage is proposed as part of this project.  
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The landscape architect, Michael Trippiedi, provided an overview of the landscape plan improvements 
and stated he has been involved the Office Park campus landscape design since 2012 to make the area 
more welcoming for visitors, patients and staff. Mr. Trippiedi noted he met with the Village Forester to 
assess tree preservation where the primary goal was to preserve as many landmark trees as possible, but 
identify undesirable or declining trees for removal.   
 
During the public meeting, several Commissioners stated they appreciated efforts to update the building 
and the extensive landscape improvements. There was a discussion that the applicant consider using the 
same brown composite fencing material for the dumpster that is proposed to screening the transformer 
near the main entrance on the east side of the building. 
 
Chairman Cashman noted concerns over the changes to the building elevations, stating the proposed 
design used a mix of architectural styles that are not consistent and the changes would not be harmonious 
with Colonial style of the building or several adjacent buildings in Office Park.  
 
Specific concerns noted during the meeting were that the replacement windows used a horizontal mullion 
versus a vertical mullion and the door trim and doors changes were not appropriate.  The applicant stated 
that the windows have already been ordered as they were unware of the approval process.  The property 
owner stated that he believed the change to the mullions made the windows more attractive and did not 
feel this building needed to match those across the street or nearby.  He also pointed out that the windows 
are not terribly different from those of the other buildings.   
 
A Commissioner noted that that the relationship of the building to the neighborhood, materials, and 
adjacent structures is part of the approval criteria.  It was added that this is a good opportunity to make 
a complete change toward a contemporary look with more extensive design elements, if that was the 
desire of the applicant.  A more robust design could be a catalyst for the re-design of nearby buildings.   
 
Commissioners recommended that the applicant come back at the next meeting in April with a different 
design. It was recommended that if the applicant wished to make the building more modern or 
contemporary, then they should provide a revised design and look to unify architectural features on the 
building.   
 
By a vote of six (6) ayes and zero (0) nays, with three (3) absent, the Plan Commission voted to continue 
the project to the April 12 meeting. 
 
REVIEW PROCESS 

Pursuant to Section 11-604 and Section 11-606, the Chairman of the Plan Commission shall at the public 
meeting on the application for an Exterior Appearance Review or Site Plan Review allow any member of 
the general public to offer relevant, material and nonrepetitive comment on the application. Within 60 
days following the conclusion of the public meeting, the Plan Commission shall transmit to the Board of 
Trustees its recommendation, in the form specified in Subsection 11-103(H), recommending either 
approval or disapproval of the Exterior Appearance and Site Plan based on the standards set forth in 
Section 11-604 and Section 11-606. 
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Within 90 days following the receipt of the recommendation of the Plan Commission, or its failure to act 
as above provided, the Board of Trustees, by ordinance duly adopted, shall approve the site plan as 
submitted, or shall make modifications acceptable to the applicant and approve such modified site plan, 
or shall disapprove it either with or without a remand to the plan commission for further consideration. 
The failure of the board of trustees to act within ninety (90) days, or such further time to which the 
applicant may agree, shall be deemed to be a decision denying site plan approval.  
 
The subject property is not located within 250 feet from a single-family zoning district, therefore, public 
notice via the newspaper, certified mail, or signage is not required for this project. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

1. Zoning Map and Project Location 
2. Aerial View  
3. Birdseye View  
4. Street View  
5. Select Plan Sheets from the Original Plans Presented at the March 8, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting  
6. Exterior Appearance & Site Plan Review Application and Exhibits – Revised for the June 14, 2023 Plan 

Commission Meeting 
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Aerial View – 11 Salt Creek Lane 
 

 

 



Birds Eye View – 11 Salt Creek Lane  
 

 

 

 

 

 



Birds Eye View – 11 Salt Creek Lane  
 

 

 

 



Street View – 11 Salt Creek Lane 
 

 

 

 



NEW 1" THICK FIBER CEMENT SIDING AT DOOR 
JAMBS AND (2) LAYERS OF 1" THICK FIBER 
CEMENT SIDING AT DOOR HEAD.  PAINT WHITE 
TO MATCH EXISTING PORTICO COLOR. 
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM FINAL COLOR 
WITH ARCHITECT. SEE DETAILS ON A9.00.

REMOVE BALUSTRADES. 
PATCH AND REPAIR AS 
REQUIRED.  PAINT 
PORTICO  TO MATCH 
EXISTING COLOR AS 
REQUIRED. 

REMOVE EXISTING 
RAILING. PATCH AND 
REPAIR AS REQUIRED. 
PAINT PORTICO  TO 
MATCH EXISTING COLOR 
AS REQUIRED.   

NEW EXTERIOR PENDANT 

NEW EXTERIOR WALL MOUNTED SCONCES

NEW INSULATED HOLLOW METAL DOUBLE DOORS, 
TRANSLUCENT GLASS TRANSOM WINDOW, AND 
FRAME. MAINTAIN EXISTING DOOR AND TRANSOM 
OPENING SIZES. PAINT WHITE TO MATCH EXISTING 
PORTICO COLOR. CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM 
FINAL COLOR WITH ARCHITECT. 

13
'-6

"

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, REMOVE 
EXISTING WINDOW AND REPLACE WITH 
NEW THERMALLY BROKEN STOREFRONT 
GLAZING SYSTEM. 

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, 
EXISTING HEADER SHALL REMAIN.

EXISTING COPING SHALL 
REMAIN. CONTRACTOR 
SHALL CLEAN AS 
REQUIRED BY  OWNER, 
TYP.

EXISTING MASONRY 
SHALL REMAIN, TYP.

NEW 1" THICK FIBER CEMENT SIDING AT DOOR JAMBS AND 
(2) LAYERS OF 1" THICK FIBER CEMENT SIDING AT DOOR
HEAD.  PAINT WHITE TO MATCH EXISTING PORTICO COLOR.
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM FINAL COLOR WITH
ARCHITECT. SEE DETAILS ON A9.00.

REMOVE BALUSTRADES. PATCH AND REPAIR AS 
REQUIRED.  PAINT PORTICO  TO MATCH 
EXISTING COLOR AS REQUIRED. 

NEW EXTERIOR PENDANT

NEW INSULATED HOLLOW METAL DOUBLE DOORS AND TRANSLUCENT GLASS 
TRANSOM WINDOW. MAINTAIN EXISTING DOOR AND TRANSOM OPENING SIZES. 
PAINT WHITE TO MATCH EXISTING PORTICO COLOR. CONTRACTOR SHALL 
CONFIRM FINAL COLOR WITH ARCHITECT. SEE DETAILS ON A9.00.

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, REMOVE 
EXISTING WINDOW AND REPLACE 
WITH NEW THERMALLY BROKEN 
STOREFRONT GLAZING SYSTEM. 

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, 
EXISTING HEADER SHALL REMAIN.

EXISTING COPING SHALL 
REMAIN. CONTRACTOR 
SHALL CLEAN AS 
REQUIRED BY  OWNER, 
TYP.

EXISTING MASONRY 
SHALL REMAIN, TYP.
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REMOVE BALUSTRADES. PATCH AND REPAIR AS 
REQUIRED.  PAINT PORTICO  TO MATCH 
EXISTING COLOR AS REQUIRED. 

NEW EXTERIOR WALL SCONCE NEW ALUMINUM AND GLASS SLIDING 
DOORS, TRANSLUCENT GLASS TRANSOM 
AND FRAME. EXTEND EXISTING 8'-10" H X 
6'-5" W DOOR OPENING TO 10'-2" X 9'-10" H.

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, REMOVE 
EXISTING WINDOW AND REPLACE WITH 
NEW THERMALLY BROKEN STOREFRONT 
GLAZING SYSTEM. 

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, 
EXISTING HEADER SHALL REMAIN.
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REMOVE EXISTING LINTEL AT OPENING AND 
PROVIDE NEW CONCEALED STEEL LINTEL 

PAINT TO MATCH BRICK COLOR.

EXISTING COPING SHALL 
REMAIN. CONTRACTOR 
SHALL CLEAN AS 
REQUIRED BY  OWNER, 
TYP.

EXISTING MASONRY 
SHALL REMAIN, TYP.

NEW 1" THICK FIBER CEMENT SIDING 
AT DOOR JAMBS AND (2) LAYERS OF 1" 
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EXISTING PORTICO COLOR. 
CONTRACTOR SHALL CONFIRM FINAL 
COLOR WITH ARCHITECT. SEE 
DETAILS ON A9.00.
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NEW INSULATED HOLLOW METAL DOUBLE DOORS 
AND TRANSLUCENT GLASS TRANSOM WINDOW. 
PAINT WHITE TO MATCH EXISTING PORTICO 
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REMOVE BALUSTRADES. 
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PATCH AND REPAIR AS 
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TYP.

EXISTING MASONRY 
SHALL REMAIN, TYP.

TYPICAL AT ALL WINDOWS, 
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SYSTEM.  
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ZONING INFORMATION

DECREASE IN IMPERVIOUS COVERAGE = 65 SF

PROPOSED IMPERVIOUS AREA = 96,765 SF

EXISTING IMPERVIOUS AREA = 96,830 SF

TKBREVISED PER VILLAGE COMMENTS

AND INTENDED FOR USE BY THE GENERAL PUBLIC.

THAT ARE DESIGNED FOR PASSIVE RECREATIONAL USE 

COVERAGE CALCULATION THAT EXCLUDES SIDEWALKS 

INCORPORATES SECTION 6-111 FOR SPECIAL LOT *

EXISTING USES: OFFICE (MEDICAL)

PROPERTY ACREAGE: 3.90 ACRES

EXISTING ZONING: O-3

ACTUAL LOT COVERAGE = 0.55 (93,132 SF*)

= 0.55 (93,324 SF)

MAXIMUM LOT COVERAGE PER ORDINANCE NO. 02002-18 

TOTAL ADA SPACES PROVIDED: 6 SPACES

TOTAL ADA SPACES REQUIRED: 6 SPACES

172 SPACESTOTAL PARKING SPACES PROVIDED:

02002-18 = 160 SPACES

TOTAL PARKING SPACES REQUIRED PER ORDINANCE NO. 

NET FLOOR AREA = 36,860 SF

1 SPACE FOR EVERY 275 S.F. OF NET FLOOR AREA

THEREFORE PARKING REQUIREMENT =

GROSS SQUARE FOOTAGE= 41,856 SF

BASED ON:

134 SPACES

TOTAL PARKING SPACES REQUIRED PER ZONING CODE:  
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AGENDA ITEM #_____ 

PLAN COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

1 

DATE: June 9, 2023 

TO: Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

CC: Kathleen A. Gargano, Village Manager 
Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner 

FROM:  Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

SUBJECT: Case A-07-2023 – 830 N. Madison Street – Salt Creek Club – Exterior Appearance and Site 
Plan Review to allow for the installation of two (2) paddle tennis courts on top of existing 
sports courts and the construction of a patio at 830 N. Madison Street in the OS Open 
Space District 

FOR:  June 14, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 

GENERAL APPLICATION INFORMATION 

Applicant: Salt Creek Club 
Subject Property: 830 N. Madison Street (PIN: 09-02-207-001) 
Site Area: 8.925 acres (388,792 square feet) 

Existing Zoning & Land Use: OS Open Space District – Membership Sports and Recreation Club 
Surrounding Zoning & Land Use: 
North:  R-2 Single-Family Residential District – Single-family detached homes  
South:  R-2 Single-Family Residential District – Single-family detached homes  
East:  R-2 Single-Family Residential District – (across Madison Street) Single-family detached homes 
West:  R-2 Single-Family Residential District – Membership Organization (IBLP) / Bronswood Tributary / 

Open Space / Floodway 

APPLICATION SUMMARY 

The applicant requests approval of an Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for the 
construction of two (2) paddle tennis courts on top of existing sports and a patio for Salt Creek Club, an 
existing private membership sports and recreation club, located at 830 N. Madison Street in the OS Open 
Space District. Salt Creek Club currently has twelve (12) tennis courts, four (4) paddle tennis courts, five 
(5) sports courts, an outdoor pool, and two (2) clubhouses. No changes are proposed to the building
elevations, parking, or signage as part of this project.

REQUEST AND ANALYSIS 

The applicant is proposing to construct two (2) paddle tennis courts and a viewing patio, as detailed below: 

Paddle Tennis Courts - The two (2) new paddle tennis courts will be located directly on top of existing 
sports courts, to the north of two (2) existing paddle tennis courts (Courts #3 and #4) and paddle court 
clubhouse. Each court will be constructed with eight (8) lights, 1” hex wire fencing, aluminum decking, 
and will measure 31’-2”wide and 61-’2” long.  

6b
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The courts will be supported by concrete piers and elevated four (4) feet above adjacent grade. Wood 
stairs and a walkway will be located to the south of each court to provide access to users.  
 
The proposed paddle tennis courts will have a reduced occupancy capacity compared to the existing 
sports courts. Per the applicant, the existing sports courts have a capacity of sixteen (16) people. The two 
(2) new paddle tennis courts will allow for eight (8) people. No changes are required to the number of 
parking spaces currently provided on site.  
 
The proposed courts will be substantially setback from adjacent single-family residential properties. The 
courts are located approximately 435 feet from the front (east) lot line off Madison Street, 195 feet from 
the north lot line, 397’ 3-½”from the south lot line, and 131’ ½” from the rear (west) lot line.   
 
As shown on the submitted plans, the courts will have an overall height of 24 feet, measured from 
adjacent grade to the top of the light fixtures. The height from adjacent grade to the top of the fencing 
will be 16 feet. Per Section 7-210, in the OS Open Space District, accessory structures are allowed a 
maximum base height of 15 feet. An increase to height is allowed when structures are significantly setback 
from single-family residential zoning districts. The maximum height may be increased one (1) additional 
foot, up to a maximum of 20 additional feet, for every five (5) feet by which the structure is setback from 
the nearest single-family residential district after exceeding 20 feet. The nearest property in the R-2 Single 
Family Residential District is located to the west of the courts. The proposed courts will be setback 131’ 
½” from the rear (west) lot line, which would allow for a maximum height of 35 feet. The proposed overall 
height of 24 feet meets Zoning Code requirements.   
 
The applicant has submitted a photometric plan and lighting details for review. Each paddle tennis court 
will include eight (8) lights with shields that extend eight (8) feet above the hex wire fencing. The lights 
will have a color temperature of 5000K, which according to the applicant is the industry standard for 
platform tennis lighting. Lighting will be placed on a timer system and will be set to shut off at 10:45 p.m., 
following the closure of the courts at 10:30 p.m. As proposed, the court lighting meets the requirements 
of Section 9-101(D)(9): “Any permitted accessory lighting fixtures shall be so designed, arranged, and 
operated as to prevent glare and direct rays of light from being cast onto any adjacent public or private 
property or street and so as not to produce excessive sky reflected glare. Except for streetlights, no 
exterior light in or adjacent to any residential district shall be so designed, arranged, or operated to 
produce an intensity of light exceeding one-half (1/2) foot-candle at any residential lot line.” The 
photometric plan shows 0 or 0.1 footcandles at the lot line resulting from the new platform tennis courts.  
 
Viewing Patio - A 1,485 square foot patio constructed of a gray Unilock Bristol Valley paver is proposed to 
the east of the existing paddle tennis courts (Courts #3 and #4). Existing arborvitaes will be removed to 
provide pedestrian access between the paddle tennis courts, clubhouse, and viewing patio. The existing 
evergreen trees planted along the east side of the paddle tennis courts will be relocated elsewhere on site 
to allow for people on the patio to view the courts. A section of existing chain link fence will be relocated 
several feet over to the east. A natural gas fire feature will be installed in the center of the patio. 
 
Two (2) of the three (3) existing curved retaining walls will be removed. Two (2) new retaining walls 
constructed of a Granite gray colored Unilock Pisa 2 block walls will be installed on the east and west sides 
of the patio. The maximum height of the walls will be just under three (3) feet (35-1/2” at the tallest point). 
A three (3) foot tall fence black aluminum railing will be installed adjacent to the wall for safety purposes.  
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REVIEW PROCESS 
Pursuant to Section 11-604 and Section 11-606, the Chairman of the Plan Commission shall at the public 
meeting on the application for an Exterior Appearance Review or Site Plan Review allow any member of 
the general public to offer relevant, material and nonrepetitive comment on the application. Within 60 
days following the conclusion of the public meeting, the Plan Commission shall transmit to the Board of 
Trustees its recommendation, in the form specified in Subsection 11-103(H), recommending either 
approval or disapproval of the Exterior Appearance and Site Plan based on the standards set forth in 
Section 11-604 and Section 11-606. 
 
Within 90 days following the receipt of the recommendation of the Plan Commission, or its failure to act 
as above provided, the Board of Trustees, by ordinance duly adopted, shall approve the site plan as 
submitted, or shall make modifications acceptable to the applicant and approve such modified site plan, 
or shall disapprove it either with or without a remand to the plan commission for further consideration. 
The failure of the board of trustees to act within ninety (90) days, or such further time to which the 
applicant may agree, shall be deemed to be a decision denying site plan approval.  
 
The subject property is located within 250 feet from a single-family zoning district and therefore public 
meeting notices via the newspaper, certified mail, and signage are required for this project. 
 
ATTACHMENTS 

1. Zoning Map and Project Location 
2. Aerial View  
3. Birdseye View  
4. Exterior Appearance & Site Plan Review Application and Exhibits  



Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location  
 
 

 

830 N. Madison Street 



 
 

Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
 

 

 

830 N. Madison Street 



Aerial View – 830 N. Madison Street 
 
 

 



Birds Eye View – 830 N. Madison Street 
 
 

 



March 6, 2023 
 
Bethany Salmon 
Village Planner 
Village of Hinsdale 
19 E Chicago Ave. 
Hinsdale, IL 60521 
 
 
Property: Salt Creek Club, 830 N Madison St., Hinsdale, IL 60521 
 
 
Dear Mrs. Salmon, 
 
Please find enclosed the applications and supporting materials for: 
 

A. Plan Commission General Application. 
B. Basic Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Application. 

This is in connection with the installation of two (2) new paddle courts and a new paddle viewing 
paver patio. The following exhibits are also referred in the above applications: 

 
1. EXHIBIT #1: LEGAL DESCRIPTION.  
2. EXHIBIT #2: OWNER APPROVAL OF PROJECT VERIFICATION.  
3. EXHIBIT #2: SURVEY SITE PLAN.  
4. EXHIBIT #3: SITE PLAN W/ ZONING COMPLIANCE.  
5. EXHIBIT #4: PADDLE COURT DRAWINGS, LIGHT SPECS, & PHOTOMETRIC PLAN. 
6. EXHIBIT #5: NEW VIEWING PATIO PLAN, PAVER SPECS, HANDRAIL INFORMATION 

& RELATED LANDSCAPING PACKAGE  
7. EXHIBIT #6: LETTERS TO NEIGHBORS & CORRESPONDENCE LOG. 

Salt Creek Club is a private, family oriented membership that includes tennis, paddle tennis, 
pickle ball, swimming and social activities that was established in 1958. Salt Creek Club is 
located on 9 acres that includes 12 clay tennis courts and 4 paddle courts that are often cited as 
the best outdoor courts in the Midwest. Salt Creek Club tennis and paddle pros are rated among 
the top in the Chicagoland area, offering high-level junior and adult lessons. 
 
The paddle courts are used for both paddle leagues and for group and private lessons to both 
adults and juniors. Because of the demand for paddle, the membership has approved the 
installation of 2 additional paddle courts. This will allow more club members to participate in 
playing paddle when paddle court space is limited to the existing four courts. The existing 4 
permanent paddle courts allow for only 16 members to play at one time. With the additional 2 
courts, an additional 8 players can participate in the sport.  
 

 The two (2) new paddle courts will be placed adjacent too and north of the existing 
paddle courts #3 & #4 and paddle building. The courts #3 & #4 are located at an 
elevation below the existing paddle courts #1 & #2 (-1.5”). 



 The new paddle court lights will be downgraded from the existing paddle court light 
wattage of 200 watts to 150 watts. The new paddle court lights will also be fitted with 
light shrouds installed to limit any light spread.  

 The paddle court lighting are on a club timer that automatically turns off all lights at 
10:45pm. Club members are required to exit the courts no later than 10:30pm.  

 The new paddle court viewing paver patio will allow any members to view the paddle 
activity at a location that will be shielded by the surrounding landscaping and existing 
paddle building to any neighbors. 

 The existing sport court area currently can have a maximum of 16 people. The 2 new 
paddle courts that are replacing the existing sport court area will only allow for a total 
capacity of 8 people. 

 
Salt Creek Club request the approval of the placement of 2 new paddle courts and paddle 
viewing paver patio. The addition of the new paddle courts and paver patio is in keeping with the 
current use of the club and will allow more current members to be able to participate. The 
membership or club traffic will not increase with the additional paddle courts.  
 
We look forward to working with the Village of Hinsdale. 
    
 

 

 
 
 











TABLE OF COMPLIANCE 

_ 
Address of subject property: _830 N Madison St

The following table is based on the O S  Z o n i n g  D i s t r i c t

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing 
Requirements Development 

Section 7-210 

Minimum Lot Area (s.f.) 40,000 sf 

Minimum Lot Depth 150' 

Minimum Lot Width 250' 

Building Height 30'-0" (Max) 

Number of Stories N/A 

Front Yard Setback 100' 

388,786.05 sf 

626' 

551' (Front) & 659' (Rear) 

N/A

N/A

400' 

Corner Side Yard Setback 100' 

Interior Side Yard Setback 
Rear Yard Setback 
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 
(F.A.R.)* 
Maximum Total Building 
Coverage* 
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 
Parking Requirements 

Parking front yard setback 

50' 

50' 

77,757.21sf

N / A 

N/A 

106 

N/A 

Parking corner side yard 
 N / Asetback 

Parking interior side yard 
 N / Asetback 

Parking rear yard setback N/A 

Loading Requirements N/A 

397' - 3 1/2" SOUTH / 196' - 4 1/8" NORTH

131' - 01/2"

15,142.50sf

N / A

N/A 

108 

N/A 

N / A   

N / A 

N/A 

N/A 

Accessory Structure 
 24' - 0" -- To top of light fixturesInformation 

* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve 
the application despite such lack of compliance: 

NONE

3 

N/A

15'-0" base / 35'-0"  maximum
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

19 East Chicago Avenue 
Hinsdale, Illinois  60521-3489 

630.789.7030 

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance 

You must complete all portions of this application.  If you think certain 
information is not applicable, then write “N/A.”  If you need additional 
space, then attach separate sheets to this form. 

Applicant’s name: ______________________________________________ 

Owner’s name (if different): ______________________________________________ 

Property address: ______________________________________________ 

Property legal description: [attach to this form] 

Present zoning classification:  

Square footage of property: ______________________________________________ 

Lot area per dwelling: ______________________________________________ 

Lot dimensions: ____ x ____ 

Current use of property: ______________________________________________ 

Proposed use: Single-family detached dwelling 

Other: ________________________________________ 

Approval sought: Building Permit Variation 

Special Use Permit Planned Development 
Site Plan Exterior Appearance 

Design Review 

Other: ________________________________________ 

Brief description of request and proposal: 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form] 

Provided: Required by Code: 

Yards: 

front: _________ _________ 
interior side(s) ____ /____ ____ /____ 

397' 3 1/2" SOUTH / 196' 4 1/8" NORTH



131' - 01/2"

131' - 01/2"

15'-0" base / 35'-0" maximum24' - 0" -- To top 
of light fixtures

Karen
Callout
397' - 3 1/2" SOUTH / 196' - 4 1/8" NORTH

Karen
397' - 3 1/2" SOUTH / 196' - 4 1/8" NORTH
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Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance 
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and 
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and enhance property values, and to promote the health, safety, and 
welfare of the Village and its residents. Please note that Subsection Standards for building permits refers to 
Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design permit review. 
***PLEASE NOTE*** If this is a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family 
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village 
Planner for a description of the additional requirements. 
 

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review: 
Standard Application: $600.00 

Within 250 feet of a Single-Family Residential District: $800 

 
 
 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND 
SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA 

 
 

 
Address of proposed request: 830 N. Madison, Hinsdale, IL 60521 

 

 

REVIEW CRITERIA 
 

 

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Public Safety Committee and 
Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requests. Please respond to each criterion as 
it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to questions if needed. 

 

1. Open spaces. The quality of the open space between buildings and in setback spaces 
between street and facades. 
Open space is designed to match and spotlight the uses of the club. Open space uses a 
modern aesthetic and integrates landscaping with strategic plantings in primary 
locations. Existing mature trees within the club site are intended to remain as they 
complement the overall club. 
 

2. Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent 
structures. 
The material selected for the paddle courts and new patio are in line with other paddle 
courts and patios at Salt Creek Club. 

 
3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall 

character of neighborhood. 
The layout and design of the paddle court placement to the north of the existing 2+ 
story paddle building will have the least impact to the surrounding neighbors. We are 
using lower wattage paddle court lights and light shrouds to reduce the photometric 
light spread. The placement of the new paddle viewing patio will also be of high-
quality patio pavers and be shielded from the neighbors by the paddle building.
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4. General site development. The quality of the site development in terms of landscaping, 
recreation, pedestrian access, auto access, parking, servicing of the property, and impact on 
vehicular traffic patterns and conditions on-site and in the vicinity of the site, and the retention 
of trees and shrubs to the maximum extent possible. 
The general design intent is to place the new paddle courts on top of existing concrete sport 
court and asphalt tennis court and not on any existing landscape areas. A few over grown 
existing arborvitaes (2) will be removed for pedestrian access to the new paver patio. The 
existing evergreens between the existing paddle courts and new paver patio will be relocated 
within the Salt Creek grounds. The site will continue to be serviced similarly to how it is now, 
and there will be and no negative impact on vehicular traffic patterns and conditions on-site 
and in its vicinity. 
 

5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with 
adjacent buildings. 
The new paddle court fence and light fixtures will be at 16' & 24'-0" respectively. These heights 
are in line with the existing paddle courts 3 & 4 which will be adjacent to the new paddle 
courts. The existing paddle courts 3 & 4 and the new paddle courts 5 & 6 will be 1'-6" lower 
than existing paddle courts 1 & 2.   
 

6. Proportion of front façade. The relationship of the width to the height of the front elevation 
shall be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually 
related. 
The design of the new paddle courts is well balanced and will blend in with the existing paddle 
structures. The courts will not be visible to the surrounding streets or neighbors. 

 
7. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to the height of windows shall be visually 

compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to which the building is visually related. 
Not Applicable. 

 

8. Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front 
façade of a building shall be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to 
which it is visually related. 
Not Applicable. 

 

9. Rhythm of spacing and buildings on streets. The relationship of a building or structure to the 
open space between it and adjoining buildings or structures shall be visually compatible with 
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. 
The paddle courts are scaled to fit with the permitted building area of the existing 
sport court and asphalt tennis court. 

 
10. Rhythm of entrance porch and other projections. The relationship of entrances and other 

projections to sidewalks shall be visually compatible with the buildings, public ways, and 
places to which it is visually related. 
Answer: No change. 

 
11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the 

façade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings 
and structures to which it is visually related. 
Will match the existing paddle court materials. New paver patio to match existing onsite 
paver patios. 
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12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the buildings to 
which it is visually related. 
Not Applicable. 
 

13. Walls of continuity. Building facades and appurtenances such as walls, fences, and landscape 
masses shall, when it is a characteristic of the area, form cohesive walls of enclosure along a 
street to ensure visual compatibility with the buildings, public ways, and places to which such 
elements are visually related. 
Not Applicable. 
 

14. Scale of building. The size and mass of buildings and structures in relation to open spaces, 
windows, door openings, porches, and balconies shall be visually compatible with the 
buildings, public ways, and places to which they are visually related. 
Not Applicable. 
 

15. Directional expression of front elevation. The buildings shall be visually compatible with the 
buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related in its directional character, 
whether this be vertical character, horizontal character, or nondirectional character. 
Not Applicable. 
 

16. Special consideration for existing buildings. For existing buildings, the Plan Commission and 
the Board of Trustees shall consider the availability of materials, technology, and 
craftsmanship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing. 
The new paddle courts will match the existing paddle courts in size. The new paddle court 
lights will be of a lower wattage than existing. New: 150 watts. Existing: 200 watts. 
 

 

REVIEW CRITERIA – Site Plan Review 
Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees in 
determining is the application does not meet the requirements for Site Plan Approval. Briefly 
describe how this application will not do the below criteria. Please respond to each criterion as it 
relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to questions if 
needed. 

 
Section 11-604 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Site Plan Review. The site plan review 
process recognizes that even those uses and developments that have been determined to be 
generally suitable for location in a particular district are capable of adversely affecting the 
purposes for which this code was enacted unless careful consideration is given to critical design 
elements.
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1. The site plan fails to adequately meet specified standards required by the Zoning Code with 
respect to the proposed use or development, including special use standards where 
applicable. 
The site plan will not fail to adequately meet the specified standards required by the zoning 
code. 

2. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way. 
The site plan will not interfere with any easements or rights-of-way. 

 

3. The proposed site plan unreasonably destroys, damages, detrimentally modifies, or interferes 
with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the site. 
The proposed site plan does not create a negative destruction and minimal modification 
(paver patio). The new paddle courts will be placed on the existing concrete sport court and 
on piers placed in the existing asphalt tennis court. With respect to the topographical and 
physical features, the site will be in similar manner as the existing paddle courts. 

 
4. The proposed site plan is unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of 

surrounding property. 
The proposed site plan with the 2 new paddle courts and viewing paver patio will have no 
negative effects on the surrounding properties and keeping the same use as a tennis, paddle and 
swim club since 1959. The placement of the 2 new paddle courts is well within the building 
setbacks and the buildable area of the 9-acre site. 
 

5. The proposed site plan creates undue traffic congestion or hazards in the public streets, or the 
circulation elements of the proposed site plan unreasonably creates hazards to safety on or off 
site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths on or off the site. 
The proposed site plan with 2 new paddle courts and viewing paver patio will create not any 
traffic congestion or hazards in the public streets or create safety hazards. 

 

6. The screening of the site does not provide adequate shielding from or for nearby uses. 
The placement of the 2 new paddle courts will be screened by the existing paddle building to the 
south and the topography of the site with the new paddle courts at the lowest location on the 
property. Most of the screening to the east and north will be from existing landscaping and will 
remain. 
 

7. The proposed structures or landscaping are unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or are 
incompatible with, nearby structures and uses. 
The proposed paddle courts, viewing paver patio and landscaping will be compatible to uses of 
the existing paddle courts, patios and landscaping. 

 

8. In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit, 
the proposed site plan makes inadequate provision for the creation or preservation of open 
space or for its continued maintenance. 
The site plan is not submitted in connection with and application for a special use permit. All 
plantings included in the landscape plan are of low maintenance. 

 
9. The proposed site plan creates unreasonable drainage or erosion problems or fails to fully and 

satisfactorily integrate the site into the overall existing and planned ordinance system serving 
the community. 
The site plan does not create drainage or erosion problems for the site, since the new paddle 
courts will be placed on existing concrete slab and within existing asphalt tennis court. 
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10. The proposed site plan places unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on specified utility 
systems serving the site or area or fails to fully and satisfactorily integrate the site’s utilities into 
the overall existing and planned utility system serving the Village. 
The new paddle courts and new viewing paver patio will use existing utilities onsite and will 
have no additional burden on the Village of Hinsdale. 

 

11. The proposed site plan does not provide for required public uses designated on the Official 
Map. 
Not Applicable. 

 

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or general 
welfare. 
The site plan does not adversely affect the public health, safety, or general welfare. 



EXHIBIT #1  
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

  



LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS 

PARCEL 1: 

THAT PART (EXCEPT THE EAST 2 RODS FOR ROAD) OF THE EAST HALF OF THE 
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 
38 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, LYING SOUTH OF 
THE SOUTH LINE OF HOLMES MADISON ST. ASSESSMENT PLAT, ACCORDING TO 
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED FEBRUARY 10, 1954, AS DOCUMENT 707657, AND 
LYING NORTH OF THE NORTH LINE OF THE SOUTH 110 FEET OF THE NORTH 1210 
FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHEAST 
QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 2, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

PARCEL 2: 

THE WEST 396 FEET (AS MEASURED ON THE NORTH LINE) OF THE NORTH 110 
FEET OF THE SOUTH 220 FEET OF THE EAST HALF OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER 
OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER (AS ESTABLISHED BY FENCE LINE, BEING THE 
NORTH LINE OF LOGAN ACRES SUBDIVISION, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF 
RECORDED AUGUST 17, 1955, AS DOCUMENT 769566) OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 
38 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN DUPAGE 
COUNTY. ILLINOIS. 



EXHIBIT #2  
OWNER APPROVAL OF PROJECT 
VERIFICATION 
 

  





EXHIBIT #3  
SITE PLAN W/ ZONING 
COMPLIANCE 

 

 
  





EXHIBIT #4  
PADDLE COURT DRAWINGS, LIGHT 
SPECS, & PHOTOMETRIC PLAN 
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MEMORANDUM 
 
 
TO: Village of Hinsdale Community Development Department 

FROM: Louis Shell 

DATE: January 18, 2023 

RE: Platform Tennis Court Live Load 

 Salt Creek Club 

 830 N. Madison St. 

 Hinsdale, Illinois 

 
  
The occupancy or use of a platform tennis court is not indicated in Table 1607.1 of the 2006 International Building 

Code.  The following information is provided in accordance with section 1607.2: “Loads not specified” in order to 

demonstrate the suitability of using a uniform design load of 40 psf for this use / occupancy. 

 

Platform tennis is a game played by four players: two teams of two.  The maximum anticipated occupancy per court 

would be eight persons, potentially occurring while transitioning between games: four players entering the court as 

four others exit.   

 

It is anticipated that the density of occupants within the court will be no greater than that which would be experienced 

within a “one- and two-family dwelling” Residential situation.  2006 IBC Table 1004.1.1  “Maximum Floor Area 

Allowances per Occupant” indicates a gross floor area of 200 sq. ft. per occupant for a Residential space.  When the 

total court area of 1,845 sq. ft. is divided by 200 sq. ft. / occupants, the resulting maximum occupancy is nine people.  

This closely matches the actual anticipated occupancy described above. 

 

2006 IBC Table 1607.1 “Minimum Uniformly Distributed Live Loads” indicates a maximum uniform design live load of 

40 psf for a “one- and two-family dwelling”.  Based on this and the information above, it appears appropriate to use a 

uniform design live load of 40 psf for a platform tennis court. 

 

With the Village of Hinsdale Community Development Department’s approval, it is recommended that the occupancy 

of each court be limited to eight (8) people and that an occupancy load sign indicated such be prominently placed at 

the entry of each court.  It is additionally recommended that the Club Owner / management submit a letter to the 

Village of Hinsdale Community Development Department indicating that the number of people at each court will be 

limited eight (8) people. 
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Features Product Applications

150W LED SHOEBOX LIGHT

Product family data sheet

•

•

•

•

•
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Lumileds LED, high luminous efficiency and 

long working life.

High efficiency LED Driver, the wide range 

input voltage AC120-277V/AC200-480V.

Die Cast aluminium cooling design,high quality

and better cooling for LED Tj < 85℃. Excellent 

Optics design, greatly improve the light 

utilization and evenness.

Motion sensor Control Available (Option)

WISDOM  series can be LED SHOEBOX LIGHT

widely used in outdoor lighting(Wet 

location),Excellent for Museums, Art Galleries,  

Underground parking lot, Buildings,The lawn,  

Industrial areas, Residential areas, Sidewalks, 

Parking lot, Schools and etc,and many more 

applications.

 

Add: FLOOR 8,BUILDING B1 SUNSHINE INDUSTRIAL PARK HEZHOU

XIXIANG BAOAN DISTRICT SHENZHEN, GUANGDONG , CHINA, 518126.

WISDOM OPTOELECTRONICS TECHNOLOGY CO.,LIMITED Tel: +86 755 2744 8585
+86 755 2744 8884  

 Fax:+86 755 2744 8089    
Email: leo.zhu@wisdom-ssl.com

Website: www.wisdom-ssl.com
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WSD-SB15W27-XXK-Z-TN-U-Y-#

Power 

Input Voltage 

PF 

Driver Efficiency 

Luminous Flux 

Color Temperature 

CRI

Lighting Angle

LED Brightness Decay

Working Life

Working Temperature

Storage Temperature

Protection Level

Cable

150W

AC120-277V/AC200-480V

>0.95

>90%

21000 Lm

4000K/5000K

Ra>70

Type II, III, IV,  V 

<5%/6000 hrs

>50000 hrs

-30 - +45℃

-40 -+80℃

Wet Location/IP66

3 core，18AWG

Product family data sheet

Specifications

Technical Parameters

Photometry

Unit：inch(mm)

w
w
w
.
w
i
s
d
o
m
-
s
s
l
.
c
o
m

Structure Features

Shell materials: Aluminum & PC.
Finish: Dark Bronze/White
Net weight：6.0Kg    (13.2 lbs)

Product Size:606mm*282mm*160mm

•
•
•
•

Carton Size:570mm*350mm*150mm•

 

Add: FLOOR 8,BUILDING B1 SUNSHINE INDUSTRIAL PARK HEZHOU

XIXIANG BAOAN DISTRICT SHENZHEN, GUANGDONG , CHINA, 518126.

WISDOM OPTOELECTRONICS TECHNOLOGY CO.,LIMITED Tel: +86 755 2744 8585
+86 755 2744 8884  

 Fax:+86 755 2744 8089    
Email: leo.zhu@wisdom-ssl.com

Website: www.wisdom-ssl.com

Optional dimming function 1-10Vdc

Example: WSD-SB15W27-XXK-Z[D,W,B,S]-TN[T2,T3,T4,T5]-U[S,A,T]-Y[Blank,P]-#[Blank,M]

WSD 

 

15WSB 27 XXK Z #

Conmpany  

WISDOM 

Product 

SB

 SHOEBOX 

Power 

 15W(150W)  

 

 

Voltage 

27 

 AC120-277V 

Color Temp 

 

 

40K(4000K) 

 

50K(5000K)

±500K  

Finish 

D(Dark Bronze) 

W(White) 

Control

M

Motion sensor 

Y

Photocell 

 

 

P 

48

 AC200-480V 

TN

Light Angle  

T2(Type II)

T3(Type III)

T4(Type IV)

T5(Type V)

U
Mounting 
Mean 

S(slip fitter)

A(Arm)

T(Trunnion)B(Black) 

S(Silvery) 

Control

EPA 1.5FT
2





EXHIBIT #5  
NEW VIEWING PATIO PLAN, 
PAVER SPECS, HANDRAIL 
INFORMATION & RELATED 
LANDSCAPING PACKAGE 
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REGION CHICAGO

FINISH

UMBRIANO MOTTLED FINISH

Exclusive Technologies

CLASSIC COAT

UNILOCK.COM | 1-800-UNILOCK

OLDE QUARRY™



SANDSTONE

COPING TAPERED

305mm x 75mm x 305mm
12" x 3" x 12"

SIERRA

COPING TAPERED

305mm x 75mm x 305mm
12" x 3" x 12"

RIVER

COPING TAPERED

305mm x 75mm x 305mm
12" x 3" x 12"

GRANITE

COPING TAPERED

305mm x 75mm x 305mm
12" x 3" x 12"

UNILOCK.COM | 1-800-UNILOCK 2

OLDE QUARRY™

COLORS
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EXHIBIT #6 
EXISTING PHOTOS









EXHIBIT #7 
LETTERS TO NEIGHBORS & 
CORRESPONDENCE LOG 



May 4, 2022 

  

Neighbors of Salt Creek Club, 

This year, Salt Creek Club will be starting its 62nd summer season as a swim and racquet 
club, 30 of which I have been lucky enough to be a part of.  In my time here, the Club has 
never been in better shape as it is now, both from financial and aesthetic perspectives.  We 
currently have 350 regular family memberships and are trying to keep up with the changing 
desire for club activities.  

Salt Creek Club has started to see a large increase in paddle tennis players with our newer 
members, and a new interest in pickleball with our older members.  Current Club facilities 
are not allowing us to accommodate our membership as much as we would like with the 
limited paddle and pickle courts.  In effort to rectify this situation, we removed one of our 
tennis courts in the far northwest corner of the property and hope to install two more 
paddle courts and two new pickleball courts without expanding the footprint. 

Attached is the proposed rendering and site plan of this project.  We would like to invite 
you over to see the site and answer any questions or concerns you might have.   

Please feel free to contact me by email at office@saltcreekclub.com or by cell at 630-674-
7849; or if you would like to contact our Board of Directors Buildings and Grounds 
Chairperson, Bob Crane, he can be reached at rkcrane243@sbcglobal.net or 630-417-7135. 

  

All the best, 

Steven J. Wolsfeld 
General Manager 

  
  
Salt Creek Club, Inc. 
830 N. Madison St. 
Hinsdale, IL  60521 
630.323.7890 
saltcreekclub.com 
  
  
 



 

Proposed Project Rendering 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Proposed Site Plan





From: khaldoon shakir  
Date: June 2, 2022 at 9:29:29 PM CDT 
To: "R. Crane" <rkcrane243@sbcglobal.net> 
Subject: Re: SCC new paddle court site review 

Mr. Crane, 
 
I will be out of town June 13-15 and our neighbors will be out of town the following week. We would 
appreciate it if we can meet June 28 or June 30 at 7:00 pm. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kal Shakir 

 
On Wednesday, June 1, 2022, 01:48:12 PM CDT, R. Crane <rkcrane243@sbcglobal.net> wrote:  
 
Mr Shakir, 
 
Something has come up and one of the members that needs to be in attendance is now unable to 
meet on June 16th. I was informed that they now have to go out of town on a urgent matter.  
 
The dates & times that are available to meet at Salt Creek Club is June 13-15 & June 21-23 anytime 
from 5:30 to 7:00 pm.  
 
Please let me know which dates & time works for you.  

Regards ~~~ 

Bob Crane 

 
On May 30, 2022, at 9:33 PM, khaldoon shakir  wrote: 

Dear Mr. Crane, 
 
June 16th at 7:30 pm is a good day and time to meet. We wish we can meet with you and Mr. 
Steven Wolsfeld. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kal Shaki 

 
On Friday, May 27, 2022, 11:06:24 AM CDT, R. Crane <rkcrane243@sbcglobal.net> wrote:  
 

Mr. Shakir,  
 

Good morning. 
 

As we discussed on the phone about your rescheduling of meeting to discuss the new 
paddle courts, we are unable to meet on the suggested June 18th.  
 

We could meet during the early evening, during the week day either June13th to 16th or 
June 20th to 22nd. It would take no more than 15-30 minutes to show you the location of 
the new courts that will be built on the existing sport court.  
 

Below is the rendering that was previously sent to you & the neighbors.  
 

Please let me know which day & time works for you.  
 
Regards, 
Bob Crane 
 
<cid:FD09C01B-8B19-4B20-BC07-BC264079BAAA.png> 
<cid:FD09C01B-8B19-4B20-BC07-BC264079BAAA.png> 



AGENDA ITEM #_____ 

PLAN COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

DATE: June 9, 2023 

TO: Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

CC: Kathleen A. Gargano, Village Manager 
Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner 

FROM:  Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

RE: Case A-15-2023 – Sign Permit Review – 100 S. Garfield Avenue – Hinsdale Middle School – 
Installation of One (1) Ground Signs, Six (6) Wall Signs, and Two (2) Flag Poles 

FOR: June 14, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting 

SUMMARY 

The Village of Hinsdale received a sign permit application from the Community Consolidated School 
District 181 requesting approval to install one (1) new ground sign south of the driveway for the upper 
parking deck off of Garfield Avenue, and to allow for six (6) previously installed wall signs on the Hinsdale 
Middle School building located at 100 S. Garfield Avenue. Two (2) flag poles will also be located on site. 
The existing school building is located in the IB Institutional Buildings District.  

The application was originally reviewed at the May 10, 2023 Plan Commission meeting. Based on the 
feedback provided by the Plan Commission, the applicant submitted revised sign permit plans for review 
that include the following changes:  

• Sign No. 5 - Relocating Sign No. 5, the “Hinsdale Middle School” wall sign, from the east elevation
facing Garfield Avenue to the north elevation facing the Village parking lot

• Sign No. 6 - Centering and lowering the height of Sign No. 6, the Blue Ribbon Emblem wall sign on the
east elevation on Garfield Avenue, due to the removal of Sign No. 5, the “Hinsdale Middle School”
wall sign. The mounting height has been reduced from forty-two feet eight inches (42’ 8”) to thirty-
nine (39) feet measured from adjacent grade. The applicant is also proposing to reduce the width of
the light bar that provides external up-lighting from twenty-four (24) feet to eight (8) feet wide.

• Flag Pole Lighting - Ground mounted lights were incorrectly shown to illuminate the flag poles on the
prior plans. The flag poles have built-in internal lighting at the top of the poles. Ground-mounted
exterior lights will only be used to illuminate the proposed ground sign.

• Clarification on Lighting and Other Concerns - The applicant has provided clarification on other items
discussed at the meeting in the attached cover letter, including compliance with lighting requirements 
in the Zoning Code and when lights are to be turned off, interior building lighting, and flag pole noise.

The proposed ground sign meets all Zoning Code requirements. The wall signs and flags will require 
approval of the following variations by the Zoning Board of Appeals and Village Board: 
1. Increase the number of wall signs permitted per lot from two (2) to six (6) – Section 9-106(J)(3)(b)

2. Increase the maximum gross surface area of wall signs permitted from 100 square feet to 114.7 square 
feet – Section 9-106(J)(4)(b)

7a
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              MEMORANDUM 

3. Increase the maximum gross surface area of an official emblem when displayed as a wall sign from 3 
square feet to 18.8 square feet – Section 9-106(J)(4)(e) 

4. Increase the maximum height of the wall sign located on the east elevation facing Garfield Avenue 
from twenty (20) feet or no higher than the bottom of any second floor window, whichever is less, to 
thirty-nine (39) feet – Section 9-106(J)(5)(b) - NOTE: The original plans presented on May 10, 2023 
proposed a mounting height of forty-two feet eight inches (42’ 8”) 

5. Increase the size of two (2) flags from twenty-four (24) square feet to ninety-six (96) square feet – 
Section 9-106(F)(7) 

 
The applicant will submit a separate variation packet to the Village for review by the Zoning Board of 
Appeals and Village Board following review and approval of the sign permit by the Plan Commission. If 
approved by the Plan Commission, it should be stated in the motion that any signage involving a variation 
is subject to approval by the Zoning Board of Appeals and Village Board. 
 
REQUEST AND ANALYSIS 

The applicant is requesting to install one (1) new ground sign on Garfield Avenue and allow for six (6) 
previously installed wall signs, as described below and included in the summary table. Two (2) flag poles 
will also be located on site.  
 

SUMMARY OF SIGNAGE 
Sign No. Sign Type Location Sign Face Area 
1 Wall Sign South Elevation - Third Street 27.9 sq.ft. 
2 Wall Sign West Elevation - Washington Street 9.5 sq.ft. 
3 Wall Sign East Elevation - Parking Deck  9.5 sq.ft. 
4 Wall Sign North Elevation - Parking Deck 27.9 sq.ft. 
5 Wall Sign North Elevation – Parking Lot 

*REVISED* Relocating Sign from the East 
Elevation - Garfield Avenue to the North 
Elevation - Parking Lot 

21 sq.ft 

6 Wall Sign / Emblem East Elevation - Garfield Avenue 18.8 sq.ft 
7 Ground Sign East Side of Building - Garfield Avenue 25.7 sq.ft. 
Flagpole 1 Flag South Side of Building - Washington Street   Pole Height: 44’-6”  

Flag Size: 96 sq.ft. 
Flagpole 2 Flag East Side of Building - Garfield Avenue Pole Height: 44’-6”  

Flag Size: 96 sq.ft. 
 
Wall Signs - Six (6) wall signs were previously installed on the north, south, east, and west elevations of 
the building. Per Section 9-106(J), in the IB District, two (2) awning valance, canopy valance, wall, or 
permanent window signs are allowed per user. A maximum gross surface area of all awning valance, 
canopy valance, wall, and permanent window signs for the entire building shall not exceed one square 
foot per foot of building frontage, up to a maximum of one hundred (100) square feet. The applicant must 
obtain approval of variations to allow for an increase to the number of wall signs permitted per lot from 
two (2) to six (6) as well as to increase the maximum gross surface area of wall signs permitted from 100 
square feet to 114.7 square feet. The existing wall signs are briefly described below.  
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• Sign No. 1 – South Elevation (Third Street) – Individual aluminum pin-mounted letters for “Hinsdale 
Middle School” are located over the center entrance doors on the south side of the building off of 
Third Street. The sign measures 12.4’ long and 2.25’ tall, with an overall sign face area of 27.9 square 
feet. 

• Sign No. 2 – West Elevation (Washington Street) – Individual aluminum pin-mounted letters for 
“Gymnasium” are located over one of the entrance doors off of Washington Street. The sign measures 
9.5’ long and 1’ tall, with an overall sign face area of 9.5 square feet. 

• Sign No. 3 – East Elevation (Parking Deck) – This wall sign is the same size and uses the same design 
as Sign No. 2. Individual aluminum pin-mounted letters for “Gymnasium” are located over one of the 
entrance doors on the east side of the building off of the upper parking deck. The sign measures 9.5’ 
long and 1’ tall, with an overall sign face area of 9.5 square feet. 

• Sign No. 4 – North Elevation (Parking Deck) – This wall sign is the same size and uses the same design 
as Sign No. 1. Individual aluminum pin-mounted letters for “Hinsdale Middle School” are located over 
one of the entrance doors of the north elevation facing the upper parking deck. The sign measures 
12.4’ long and 2.25’ tall, with an overall sign face area of 27.9 square feet. 

• Sign No. 5 – North Elevation (Parking Lot) – Based on feedback at the May 10, 2023 Plan Commission 
meeting, the applicant has revised the plans and is proposing to relocate the existing “Hinsdale Middle 
School” wall sign currently located on the east elevation facing Garfield Avenue to the north elevation 
facing the parking lot near the driveway off of Washington Street. The sign consists of individual 
aluminum pin-mounted that measure 21’ long and 1’ tall, with an overall sign face area of 21 square 
feet. Per the revised plans, the sign will be mounted 18’-2” above adjacent grade, which will be code-
complaint. The wall sign will not be illuminated. 

• Sign No. 6 – East Elevation (Garfield Avenue) – Changes are proposed to Sign No. 6 as a result of the 
removal and relocation of Sign No. 5, the “Hinsdale Middle School” wall sign. The applicant is 
proposing to center and lower the height of the blue ribbon emblem wall sign on the on the third floor 
of the brick wall off of Garfield Street. The mounting height has been reduced from forty-two feet 
eight inches (42’ 8”) to thirty-nine (39) feet. The applicant is also proposing to reduce the width of the 
lighting bar from twenty-four (24) feet to eight (8) feet.  

The official school emblem measures 4.3’ tall and wide, with an overall sign face area of 18.8 square 
feet. The applicant will be required to obtain approval of variation to allow for an increase to the size 
of the official emblem. Official flags and emblems, when displayed as a wall sign, shall not exceed 
three (3) square feet in area in the IB District. The proposed sign measures 18.8 square feet.  

Approval of a variation is also required to increase to the maximum mounting height of the signs. Wall 
signs shall have a maximum height of 20 feet, measured from the top of sign to adjacent grade, or no 
higher than the bottom of any second floor window, whichever is less. The proposed signs are 
mounted on the third floor and the measurement from the top of the official emblem to the adjacent 
grade after the sign is lowered would be 39 feet.  

The sign will be externally illuminated by an eight (8) foot wide LED light strip mounted on the brick 
wall below the sign. Per the applicant, the light strip is dimmable and will meet the Village’s lighting 
requirements.  
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Per Section 9-106, in no event shall the illumination of any sign, resulting from any internal or external 
artificial light source, exceed fifty (50) foot-candles when measured with a standard light meter held 
perpendicular to the sign face at a distance equal to the narrowest dimension of such sign face. All 
artificial illumination shall be so designed, located, shielded, and directed as to illuminate only the 
sign face or faces and to prevent the casting of glare or direct light upon adjacent property or streets. 
A rendering has been provided to show what the wall sign will look like illumined at night.  
 

Ground Sign - Sign No. 7 - The applicant is proposing to install a double-sided, code-compliant ground sign 
on the east side of the building, south of the driveway to the upper level of the parking deck on Garfield 
Avenue. As proposed, the ground sign meets all Zoning Code requirements. 
 
The proposed ground sign will be constructed of brick to match the existing building, cast tone coping / 
top trim, and a cast stone panel sign face area with black aluminum stud-mounted letters. In the IB District, 
ground signs shall not exceed 8 feet in height and may have a maximum gross surface area of a 50 square 
feet per sign face with no more than 2 faces per sign. The ground sign will measure 5’-10” tall, 10’-17” 
wide, and 2’-3” deep. The proposed sign face, excluding the structural components of the ground sign, 
measures 9’-8” wide and 2’-8” tall, with a sign face area of 25.7 square feet.  
 
The ground sign meets setback requirements and will be located 10’ from the east property line along 
Garfield Avenue. The applicant has also provided a landscape plan showing a mulched area around the 
ground sign that will be planted with perennials (Variegated Lilyturf and Stonecrop Red Carpet).  
 
The sign will be externally illuminated by four (4) ground lights located in the mulched landscape bed. 
Dimmers will be installed on these light fixtures to meet code requirements. The applicant will be required 
to meet the Village’s lighting standards. The illumination of any sign, resulting from any internal or 
external artificial light source, may not exceed 50 foot-candles when measured with a standard light meter 
held perpendicular to the sign face at a distance equal to the narrowest dimension of such sign face. All 
artificial illumination shall be so designed, located, shielded, and directed as to illuminate only the sign 
face or faces and to prevent the casting of glare or direct light upon adjacent property or streets. Any 
illuminated sign located on a lot abutting or across a street from, and visible from, any residentially zoned 
area shall not be illuminated between the hours of 10:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. except that such sign may 
remain illuminated during such time as the activity to which the sign pertains is open for business so long 
as such sign is not a public or private nuisance. 
 
Flag Poles & Flags - Two (2) flag poles with the American Flag will be located on site. One (1) flag pole is 
currently located near the south entrance door off of Third Street. One (1) flag pole will be installed 
directly to the west of the proposed ground sign off of Garfield Avenue.  
 
Since the May 10, 2023 Plan Commission meeting, the applicant has corrected an error included on the 
original plans and has clarified information on the proposed flag pole lighting. The flags will not be 
illuminated by ground-mounted light fixtures. Instead, the flag have built in internal lighting for the flag. 
Ground mounted exterior lights will only be used to illuminate the proposed ground sign.  
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In the IB District, per Section 7-310, flag poles may extend to a height of ten feet (10') above the highest 
point of the roof of the principal structure. The proposed flag poles measure 44’-6” in height, which meets 
code requirements. The applicant has indicated that the building is 50’-4” tall on the south elevation. 
 
Official flags and emblems displayed on flagpoles are considered permit exempt provided they shall not 
exceed 24 square feet in area. Given the height of the flag poles, the appropriate size of the flags is 12’ 
wide and 8’ tall, with an overall area of 96 square feet.  Separate approval of a variation for the flags is 
required.  
 
MEETING HISTORY 

Plan Commission Meeting - May 10, 2023: Kerry Leonard and Mike Duggan representing District 181 were 
present at the meeting, provided an overview, and answered questions from Commissioners. Primary 
topics discussed at the meeting are summarized below. 

• Mr. Oles, a resident who lives across the street from the Middle School on Third Street, attended the 
meeting and noted concerns over how the interior building lights do not turn off at night and how 
bright they are, the noise generated by the existing flag pole on Third Street, and how the sign light 
timers on Garfield need to be checked because they may not be turning off at 10PM. The applicant 
noted that they have custodians in the building until about 11:30PM, so there is a safety issue with 
turning off lights.   

• There was a discussion over the flag poles and associated lighting. It was noted at the meeting that 
the flag pole lighting was incorrectly shown on submitted plans. There will be no ground mounted 
lights installed to illuminate the flag pole on Garfield. Instead, both flag poles will have a built-in 
internal light at the top of the pole that illuminates downward onto the flag. Flags are permit exempt, 
but the applicant shared this information with the Commission as they are planning on pursuing a 
variation to increase the size of the flag to be proportional with the height of the pole. 

• There was a brief discussion on the proposed ground sign and the brick material to be used to match 
the building. The applicant confirmed they are going to color match the brick as closely as possible. 

• There was a discussion on the prior installation of the wall signs and how they have not officially been 
approved. Some Commissioners noted that the ground sign, flag pole, emblem, wall sign, and lighting 
on the east elevation off Garfield looks too busy. One Commissioner noted that it did not appear that 
a variation had been previously approved for any other project to increase the mounting height of 
wall signage. Commissioners asked the applicant to consider removing the light bar, removing the 
“Hinsdale Middle School” wall sign, and relocating and centering the emblem or moving it lower. 
Commissioners also recommended that the applicant look into alternative locations for the flag on 
Garfield Avenue, if they can further mitigate noises from the flag / flag pole, investigate the interior 
building lights and shut off times, and revise the signage plans on Garfield Avenue.  

• The applicant requested that the project be continued to the next Plan Commission meeting on June 
14, 2023 to provide them with additional time to consider the feedback provided at the meeting.  

• The Plan Commission, by a vote of eight (8) ayes and zero (0) nays, with one (1) absent, recommended 
to continue this project to the June 14, 2023 Plan Commission meeting.  
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              MEMORANDUM 

PROCESS 

Per Section 11-607(D), sign permit applications shall be reviewed and approved by the Plan Commission 
and do not require public notification. The Plan Commission maintains final authority on signage with no 
further action required by the Board of Trustees. Per Section 11-607(E), no sign permit shall be granted 
pursuant to this section unless the applicant shall establish that: 

1. Visual Compatibility: The proposed sign will be visually compatible with the building on which the sign 
is proposed to be located and surrounding buildings and structures in terms of height, size, 
proportion, scale, materials, texture, colors, and shapes. 

2. Quality of Design and Construction: The proposed sign will be constructed and maintained with a 
design and materials of high quality and good relationship with the design and character of the 
neighborhood. 

3. Appropriateness to Activity: The proposed sign is appropriate to and necessary for the activity to 
which it pertains. 

4. Appropriateness to Site: The proposed sign will be appropriate to its location in terms of design, 
landscaping, and orientation on the site, and will not create a hazard to pedestrian or vehicular traffic, 
detract from the value or enjoyment of neighboring properties, or unduly increase the number of 
signs in the area. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 
1. Zoning Map and Project Location 
2. Birds Eye View  
3. Street View  
4. Original Sign Permit Application nd Exhibits – May 10, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting 
5. Revised Sign Permit Application and Exhibits – June 14, 2023 Plan Commission Meeting  
 



Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location  
 
 

 

100 S. Garfield 
Avenue 
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Aerial View – 100 S. Garfield Avenue 
 
 

 
 



Birds Eye View – 100 S. Garfield Avenue 
 
 

 

 
 



Birds Eye View – 100 S. Garfield Avenue 
 
 

 

 

 



Birds Eye View – 100 S. Garfield Avenue 
 
 

 

 

 



Birds Eye View – 100 S. Garfield Avenue 
 
 

 



Street View – 100 S. Garfield  
 

 
East Elevation on Garfield Street   



March 20, 2023 

Village of Hinsdale Community Development Department 
19 E. Chicago Avenue 
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521 

Re: Hinsdale Middle School Sign Permit Application 

Dear Mr. McGinnis, 

This sign permit application includes all of the existing and proposed signage at the Hinsdale 
Middle School (HMS) property. 

Community Consolidated School District 181 is applying separately to the Zoning Board of 
Appeals for five variations related to the number, size, and location of the wall signs. Variances 
being requested are indicated for informational purposes on the signage exhibits and are 
summarized here: 

Variance 1 - The number of wall signs permitted per lot 
Variance 2 -The maximum gross surface area of wall signs 
Variance 3 - The maximum gross surface area of an official emblem when displayed as a 
wall sign 

Variance 4 - The maximum height of a wall sign 
Variance 5 - The size of a flag 

The monument sign is fully compliant and does not require any variances. The installed and 
proposed illumination is also fully compliant. Signage illumination details are included for 
informational purposes. 

Also included for infonnational purposes are details on the flag poles and flags at HMS. The flag 
poles are compliant and no variation is required, as noted above an increase in the allowable size 
of a flag is Variance 5. 

A Summary Information document is included that list each sign and flag pole, sign type, 
description, location, size, variances, exhibits and other details to assist in the review of this 
application. 

Richard Engstrom • Assistant Superintendent of Business & Operations • 630.861.4950 • rengstrom@dl81.org 

Community Consolidated School District 181 • 115 West 55th Street, Clarendon Hills, IL 60514 

630.861.4900 • fax: 630.887.1079 • www.d18l.org • Twitter: @CCSD181 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



�1 
A unique physical condition requiring multiple locations for building signage of sufficient size 
and design is created due to the building size, configuration, and use. Previous zoning approvals 

recognized these needs as necessary to support the programmatic and enrollment needs for 

District 181 to provide a 21st century learning environment. The need for the signage for parents 
and visitors to the school included in this application is created due to the: 

Site having three street frontages 

Size of the site and building 

Use of public spaces for after school hour uses 

Multiple traffic flows and school operations for parent drop off, bussed student, staff, 

visitors, after school activities, deliveries, etc. 

Number of code required doors for exiting 

Security requirements for student and staff safety 

School parking requirements 

Village of Hinsdale shared parking 

Wall Signage 

Building signage at any school is very important due to the large number of doors a school 
building has to meet code required exiting requirements. It is critical to clearly identify doors to 
be used for entry from a visitor's first approach to the school, to their locating parking, and 
subsequent checking in at the main office. 

The location of signage and signals is important to safety and security management at the school. 
At HMS there could be confusion as to the location of the main building entry due to the shared 

parking deck on the north and the bus loop on the south side. 

Public spaces like the gymnasium are located on the on the first floor to allow public access 

while securing the remainder of the building, the signage over these doors identifies this public 
space for visitors to the building. 

Exterior illumination of signs is only on the Garfield St side of HMS facing another institutional 
use, no illumination is proposed on sides of the building facing residential properties. 

Monument sign, wall sign, Blue Ribbon emblem and flag pole on Garfield Street 

During the Parking Deck construction, it became clear that there was a need for identification of 
the main school entry and school parking entrance. 

Richard Engstrom • Assistant Superintendent of Business & Operations • 630.861.4950 • rengstrom@dl81.org 

Community Consolidated School District 181 • 115 West 55th Street, Clarendon Hills, IL 60514 

630.861.4900 • fax: 630.887.1079 • www.d18l.org • Twitter: @CCSD181 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



The Village of Hinsdale could not install the flag pole (required during the Village's zoning 
approval process for the HMS building) due to structural considerations with the deck. This flag 
pole had already been purchased by District 181 for the Village to install as part of the IGA for 
the Parking Deck construction. 

During the Village's Parking Deck construction meetings, it was determined that all these issues 
could be resolved by combining the flag pole, lighted building signage, Blue Ribbon emblem, 
and a lighted ground level monument sign at the Garfield Street entry to the upper-level parking. 

The combination of the existing building sign and Blue Ribbon emblem on the Garfield Street 
side of the building with the proposed flag pole and monument sign together as a single design 
element provide the signage and signals necessary for visitors to identify where to park and enter 
the HMS building. 

For the Garfield Street Emblem and Wall Sign No. 5, lighting was installed when the building 
was constructed and has been in place for approximately 4 years. In December 2022 controls 
were installed on the lighting to reduce the light level to code compliant levels. 

Public schools are a unique building type in the Village of Hinsdale based on location, function, 
and as recognized by special standing under local zoning requirements in Illinois law relative to 
school activities and the local zoning process. In the design of the building and signage District 
181 has carefully considered its statutory duties, the educational activities in the building, and the 
administration and management of the building. District 181 respectively requests that approval 
for the Hinsdale Middle School signage be as requested in this application. 

Respectfully, 

��· 

Richard Engstrom 
Assistant Superintendent of Business and Operations 
Community Consolidated School District 181 

Richard Engstrom • Assistant Superintendent of Business & Operations • 630.861.4950 • rengstrom@dl81.org 

Community Consolidated School District 181 • 115 West 55th Street, Clarendon Hills, IL 60514 

630.861.4900 • fax: 630.887.1079 • www.d181.org • Twitter: @CCSD181 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
Hinsd�le Mid?le School-HMS 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Wall Sign - Signs 1 & 4 

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT 

Applicant 

Name: Community Consolidated School District 181

Address: 115 W. 55th St.

City/Zip: Clarendon Hills, IL 60514

Phone/Fax: ( 630) 861-4900 / ____ _

E-Mail: mduggan@d181.org

Contact Name: Michael Duggan

Contractor 

Name: N/A
--------------

Address:-------------

City/Zip: ____________ _ 

Phone/Fax: (_) ____ / ____ _ 

E-Mail: _____________ _

Contact Name:
-----------

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: HMS - 100 S. Garfield Ave., Hinsdale, IL 60521 

ZONING DISTRICT: 18 Institutional Buildings 
SIGN TYPE: Wall Sign 

ILLUMINATION None 

Sign Information: 

Overall Size (Square Feet): 27 .9 149" 27" __ (_x __ )
Overall Height from Grade: 16'-7" Ft. 

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): 
0 Clear anodized aluminum

2 thus 
@ ______ _ 

--------

Site Information: 

Lot/Street Frontage: See Site Plan

Building/Tenant Frontage: ______ _ 

Existing Sign Information: 

Business Name: 
-----------

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

Business Name: 
-----------

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

I hereby acknowle ge that I have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct 
and agree to om l . with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances. 

/ I __ __._.,�l'-=-1 J_,L___.z 3...___ __ _
Date 

Signature of Building Owner Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Total square footage: _
o 
_______ x $4.00 = _

o 
___ (Minimum $75.00) 

Plan Commission Approval Date: ____ Administrative Approval Date: ·----

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
Hinsd�le Mid?le School-HME 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Wall Sign - Signs 2 & 3 

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT 

Applicant 

Name: Community Consolidated School District 181

Address: 115 W. 55th St. 

City/Zip: Clarendon Hills, IL 60514

Phone/Fax: ( 630 ) 861-4900 / ____ _

E-Mail: mduggan@d181.org

Contact Name: Michael Duggan

Contractor 

Name: N/A
--------------

Address:-------------

City/Zip: ____________ _ 

Phone/Fax: (_) ____ / ____ _ 

E-Mail: _____________ _

Contact Name:
-----------

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: HMS - 100 S. Garfield Ave., Hinsdale, IL 60521 

ZONING DISTRICT: 18 Institutional Buildings 
SIGN TYPE: Wall Sign 

ILLUMINATION None 

Sign Information: 

9 5 114.5" 12" Overall Size (Square Feet): · ( __ x __ ) 

Overall Height from Grade: 16'-4" Ft. 

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): 
0 Clear anodized aluminum

2 thus 
@ ______ _ 

C) 

Site Information: 

Lot/Street Frontage: See Site Plan

Building/Tenant Frontage: ______ _ 

Existing Sign Information: 

Business Name: 
-----------

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

Business Name: 
-----------

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

edge that I have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct 
l with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances. 

c(hh3 
Date 

Signature of Building Owner Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Total square footage: 0 · -- - - - -x $4.00 = _O ___ (Minimum $75.00) 

Plan Commission Approval Date: ____ Administrative Approval Date: ____ _ 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
Hinsd�le Mid?le School-HMS

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Wall Sign - Sign No. 5 

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT 

Applicant 

Name: Community Consolidated School District 181

Address: 115 W. 55th St. 

City/Zip: Clarendon Hills, IL 60514

Phone/Fax: (630) 861-4900 / ____ _

E-Mail: mduggan@d181.org

Contact Name: Michael Duggan

Contractor 

Name: N/A
--------------

Address:-------------

City/Zip: ____________ _ 

Phone/Fax: (_) ____ / ____ _

E-Mail: _____________ _

Contact Name: __________ _

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: HMS - 100 S. Garfield Ave., Hinsdale, IL 60521 

ZONING DISTRICT: 18 Institutional Buildings 
SIGN TYPE: Wall Sign 

ILLUMINATION None 

Sign Information: Site Information: 

Overall Size (Square Feet): 21 252" 12" 
(_x __ ) Lot/Street Frontage: See Site Plan 

Overall Height from Grade: 35'-8" Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage: 
Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information: 
0 Clear anodized aluminum

1 thus 
Business Name: 

Size of Sign: Square Feet 
C) Business Name: 

Size of Sign: Square Feet 

I hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct 
and gr to cm� ly with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances. 

Date 

Signature of Building Owner Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Total square footage: _o _ _ _____ x $4.00 = _o ___ (Minimum $75.00) 

Plan Commission Approval Date: ____ Administrative Approval Date: _ _ _ __ 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
Hinsd�le Mid?le School-HME

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Wall Sign - Sign No. 6 

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT 

Applicant 

Name: Community Consolidated School District 181

Address: 115 W. 55th St.

City/Zip: Clarendon Hills, IL 60514

Phone/Fax: (630) 861-4900 / ____ _

E-Mail: mduggan@d181.org

Contact Name: Michael Duggan

Contractor 

Name: N/A
--------------

Address: _____________ _ 

City/Zip: ____________ _ 

Phone/Fax: (_) ____ / ____ _ 

E-Mail: _____________ _

Contact Name:
-----------

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: HMS - 100 S. Garfield Ave., Hinsdale, IL 60521 

ZONING DISTRICT: 18 Institutional Buildings 

SIGN TYPE: Other 

ILLUMINATION Up Lit 

Sign Information: Site Information: 

Overall Size (Square Feet): 18.8 52" 52" 
(_x __ ) Lot/Street Frontage: See Site Plan

Overall Height from Grade: 42'-8" Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage: 

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information: 

0 Blue 
Emblem-painted panel 

Business Name: 

8 Black Size of Sign: Square Feet 
e White Business Name: 

Size of Sign: Square Feet 

I hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct 
and a e o 1 ly with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances. 

0fa� Date 

Signature of Building Owner Date 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Total square footage: _
o 
_ ______ x $4.00 = _

o 
___ (Minimum $75.00)

Plan Commission Approval Date: _____ Administrative Approval Date: ____ _ 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
Hinsdale Mid_dle Sc�ool-HMS

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Monument Sign - Sign No.? 

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT 

Applicant 

Name: Community Consolidated School District 181

Address: 115 W. 55th St.

City/Zip: Clarendon Hills, IL 60514

Phone/Fax: (630) 861-4900 / ____ _

E-Mail: mduggan@d181.org

Contact Name: Michael Duggan

Contractor 

Name: N/A
---------------

Address:--------------

City/Zip: ____________ _ 

Phone/Fax: (_) ____ / ____ _ 

E-Mail: _____________ _

Contact Name: __________ _

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: HMS - 100 S. Garfield Ave., Hinsdale, IL 60521 

ZONING DISTRICT: 18 Institutional Buildings 
SIGN TYPE: Monument Sign 

ILLUMINATION Up Lit 

Sign Information: 

62 21 10'-4" 5'-10" Overall Size (Square Feet): · ( __ x __ ) 

Overall Height from Grade: 5'-1 O" Ft. 

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): 
0 Red lronspot to match building 

fl Golden Buff to match building
1 thus 

Signature of Building Owner Date 

Site Information: 

Lot/Street Frontage: See Site Plan

Building/Tenant Frontage: _______ _ 

Existing Sign Information: 

Business Name: __________ _ 

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

Business Name: 
-----------

Size of Sign: ______ Square Feet 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Total square footage: _o _______ x $4.00 = _o ___ (Minimum $75.00) 

Plan Commission Approval Date: _____ Administrative Approval Date: _ _ __ _ 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



Hinsdale Middle School Signage
Summary Information 

Length Height

 Sign 1 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
South

Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over south entry 
doors

3rd Street No N/A 149 27 27.9 1 & 2 1 & 4 Exhibit 1 ‐ Wall Sign 1 Details 16'‐7" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 2 Gymnasium ‐ West Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over west Gymnasium 
entry doors

Washington St No N/A 114.5 12 9.5 1 & 2 2 & 3 Exhibit 2 ‐ Wall Sign 2 Details 16'‐4" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 3 Gymnasium ‐ East Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over east Gymnasium 
entry doors

Parking Deck No N/A 114.5 12 9.5 1 & 2 2 & 3 Exhibit 3 ‐ Wall Sign 3 Details 16'‐4" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 4 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
North

Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over north main entry 
doors

Parking Deck No N/A 149 27 27.9 1 & 2 1 & 4 Exhibit 4 ‐ Wall Sign 4 Details 16'‐7" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 5 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
East

Wall Sign Pin mounted letters 
Garfield St 
Building Elevation

Yes Yes 252 12 21.0 1, 2, & 4 5
Exhibit 5 ‐ Wall Sign 5 Details
Exhibit 8 ‐ Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination‐INFORMATIONAL

35'‐8" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 6 Blue Ribbon Emblem  Wall Sign
Wall mounted circular US Department of 
Education emblem

Garfield St 
Building Elevation

Yes Yes 52 52 18.8 1, 2, 3, & 4 6
Exhibit 6 ‐ Emblem Wall Sign 6 Details
Exhibit 8 ‐ Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination‐INFORMATIONAL 

42'‐8" Painted panel

114.7 Square Feet

 Sign 7 Monument Sign
Monument 

Sign
Ground mounted Garfield St  Yes Yes 10'‐4" 5'‐10" 62.21

 None 
Required 
Compliant

7

Exhibit 7A ‐ Monument Sign 7 Details 
Exhibit 7B ‐ Rendering Existing & Proposed Garfield St Entry 
Signage
Exhibit 7C ‐ Monument Sign Construction Details
Exhibit 7D ‐ Monument Sign Overall Site Plan
Exhibit 7E ‐ Monument Sign Detail Site & Landscape Plans
Exhibit 7F ‐ Monument Sign Illumination (2 pages)

N/A
2 Types of Brick:
Red Ironspot to match building
Golden Buff to match building

Additional Informational Exhibits 
Flag 
Pole 1

Flag Pole ‐ South N/A Aluminum Flag Pole N/A 44'‐6" N/A
 None 

Required 
Compliant

N/A Aluminum

Flag 1 Flag ‐ South N/A U.S. Flag 12' 8' 96 5 N/A Red, white, and blue

Flag 
Pole 2

Flag Pole ‐ East N/A Aluminum Flag Pole N/A 44'‐6" N/A
 None 

Required 
Compliant

N/A Aluminum

Flag 2 Flag ‐ East N/A U.S. Flag 12' 8' 96 5 N/A Red, white, and blue
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Exhibit 10 ‐ HMS Building Frontage‐INFORMATIONAL N/A N/A

Colors

Total All Wall Signs

Wall Signs in 
Inches Variance 

Number(s)
Exhibits

Sign 
Application 

Form

Mounting 
Height 

(top of wall 
sign)De

sig
na

tio
n

Name Sign Type Description Location Lighting
Lighting 

Compliance

Area
Square 
Feet

Yes YesGarfield St  N/A

Exhibit 9 ‐ Flag Poles and Flag Details (5 pages)‐INFORMATIONAL

3rd Street Yes Yes N/A

March 20, 2023Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 1 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs

 

Sign No. 1 – “Hinsdale Middle School” – South 

Lettering Shop Drawing South Entry – “Hinsdale Middle School” Signage 

Wall Sign Area 1:     27.9 SF  

Hinsdale Middle School South Elevation  1. 

South Elevation 

Note: Proposed signage above door eliminated 

Note: Proposed signage above door eliminated 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 2 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs

Sign No. 2 – “Gymnasium” – West 

Lettering Shop Drawing West Gym Entry – “Gymnasium” Signage 

Wall Sign 2 Area:     9.5 SF  

2.  Hinsdale Middle School West Elevation 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 3 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs

Sign No. 3 – “Gymnasium” – East 

Lettering Shop Drawing East Gym Entry – “Gymnasium” Signage 

Wall Sign 3 Area:     9.5 SF  

3. Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 4 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs

Sign No. 4 – “Hinsdale Middle School” – North 

Lettering Shop Drawing North Entry – “Hinsdale Middle School” Signage 

Wall Sign 4 Area:     27.9 SF  

Hinsdale Middle School North Elevation  4.

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



  February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 5 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs
4. The maximum height of a wall sign

Sign No. 5 – “Hinsdale Middle School” – East 

Lettering Shop Drawing Garfield Street 
“Hinsdale Middle School” Signage 

Wall Sign 5 Area:     21.0 SF  

5. Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 6 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs
3. The maximum gross surface area of an official
emblem when displayed as a wall sign
4. The maximum height of a wall sign

Sign No. 6 – Blue Ribbon Emblem – East 

Emblem Dimensions – 26” radius Garfield Street – Blue Ribbon Emblem 

Wall Sign 6 Area:     18.8 SF  

6. Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

Note: Top of Blue Ribbon 
emblem is 42’‐8” above first 
floor elevation 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



 HMS Exhibit 7A – Monument Sign Details  February 16, 2023 

Sign No. 7 ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

None ‐ Monument Sign is compliant  Sign No. 7 – Monument Sign – East 

Garfield Street – Proposed Monument Sign  

5, 6, & 7.  Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

See attached exhibits for monument sign details: 

Exhibit 7B_ Rendering Proposed Garfield Street Entry Signage 

Exhibit7C_Monument Sign Construction Details 

Exhibit7D_Monument Sign Overall Site Plan 

Exhibit7E_Monument Sign Detail Site & Landscape Plans 

Exhibit 7F_Monument Sign Illumination 

Note: 

The combination of the proposed Monument Sign, Blue‐
Ribbon Emblem, Wall Sign 5, and proposed Flag Pole work 
together as a single design element to identify the building 
and Parking Deck entrance. 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023
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NO!l·COl<ROSM: STOI£ N<Cl10l!S 
• (2) !ffl:11:lRS PER SECTION • TYi'. 
CAST STOI£ COl'NG 
• MATCH EXIST. ElDG. 
Tlf!IJ WILL Fl.ASl1t(l W/CONT. 
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CONT. B� BEAM W/2 
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HMS Exhibit 7D ‐ Monument Sign Overall Site Plan  February 16, 2023 
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HMS Exhibit 7E ‐ Monument Sign Detail Site & Landscape Plans 
February 16, 2023 
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� Drawn ey: Scott Shellberg 

S: Date:4/26/2022 
s. 

Notes 

EXIST. CONC. RET AINI G 
WAI..L 

"---- EXIST. LANDSCAPING 

11'·2" 

.,,,,...-.. .,r-.. 

...__�--l-�---4----'-.-i-1'________
)

\. / 'ij/
r-

-

10'-7" 

EXIST. LANDSCAPING 
' 

18'-8" 

SITE SIGN 

I 

: _r-10' SIGNAGE 
r SETBACK LINE 

PROPERTY LINE 

\__EXIST.SEWAGE! DRAIN 
I 

I 

I 

Hinsdale Middle School 

HMS Exhibit 7F - Monument Sign Illumination (Page 1 of 2) 

Luminaire Schedule 

Symbol Qty LLF Description 
' 4 0.950 DSXFl LED Pl 40K WFR 

Note: 

Install DMG dimmer accessory on 

Fixture F2 set to 55% diming to 

achieve 50 fc illumination on sign face. 

KSA LIGHTING & CONTROLS 

February 16, 2023 
Original Sign Permit Plans 

Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



D-Series DSXF3
LED Floodlight

�� � e Buy !!!ican TYPE F 1 - FLAG 

Specifications D 

EPA@ 90°: 1.4 

Depth: 4.89" 

(. '

Width: 12.90" 

Height: 13.58" 
1•"1 r 

Overall 20.80' 
Height 

Weight: 21 lbs 
5 

Ordering Information 

DSXFJ LED 

w 

·-o· .. · 
. . 

H

OH 

J 

Introduction 

The D-Series floodlights feature a site-wide offering 
to meet specifier's every floodlighting need in 
application. The D-Series flood offers three sizes 
delivering 3,000 to 27,000 lumens. Available with 
seven precision optics, three mountings and three 
colo' temperatures, D-Series floodlights offer vast 
design capabilities while delivering significant energy 
savings and long life. 
The D5XF3 delivers 12,000 to 27,000 lumens, 
meeting a large breadth of illumination requirements 
for design and renovation when replacing 400W HID 
floodlights. All configurations are made in North 
America allowing for quick delivery. 

EXAMPLE: DSXF3 LED 6 P2 40K 70CRI FL MVOLT THK DDBXD 

•MMiE@sfi:iltfBII• 01stnbU1ton - Mounting 

I OSXF3 LEOi 16 S.xCOB I � 30K JOOOK 70CRI
enqines P2 40K 4000K 

Opuons 

P3 1 SOK SOOOK 
P4' 

WFL 
FL 
MFL 
WFR 
HMF 
MSP 
I NSP

'MJe l1ood (6x6) 
Aoocl(SxSJ 
Medium nooo (4x4) 
\\\Je l1ood reci.ngula, 16x5) 
Ho1lzontll med um l1oocl (6x4J 
Medium Spot (4x4) 
Narrow Spo1 (3x3) I 

I MWOLT 1 I 277
12l 

1 
347 

208 480 

240 

Shipped installed Shipped separately' 
PE Photocoouol, oouon sty1e' UBV Uppertbonom v�ir (ur.ve,sa) 
PEX PhotO<OOUol ext5MI, sv.Mt. FV fullvosor 
PERI \e'ien-wire recep il:leonly (coouolsordered separafl" V(j l'aroal 11.Jld 

OMG 0-l(N dimming w,res �:ed ou(lije 'ixlllre (il1111e llflh an external conuol, ordered sep.ira ely) WG \\lreguaid 

l�UTHDNIA 
If'� UliHTTNO. 

One LthOflla Way • Conyrns. G00<g,a 30012 • Phon6: 800-70!>-SlcRV (1378) • 
C 201 l-20Z1 Aw11y &ands L19hun9, Inc Al ,lghtc ,e,en1ecl 

COMMEROAL OUTDOOR 

111 I 

Shippedinduded 

15 ,megrM pfillfl (filS2-l/8 'OD. lenon) 
YKC62 Yol�Wllh lfl. 16-3 SOco!d 
I THK K� � with 3/4' PT 1h1�.l1ed p 

Fm1sh,...,....., 

DDBXD D.l·kbronze 
DBLXO Black 
DNAXO NalJJal a um rnum 
OWHXO White 

DSXF3-LED 
Rev. 02/171?2 

Pago 1 o'6 

Specifications D 

EPA: 0.6 ft' 

(I' c;. �, 

Depth: 3.52" 
9 ' 

Width: 8.86" 
I 

Height: 7.84" 
99 ' 

Overall 13.37" 
Height ,-,4. I 

Weight: 7.2 lbs 
3 l,I 

l·ffltMl,t-4 ffl ;.; ;nm,,.; r. 
DSXFl LED 

C>tafo 
Number D-Series DSXF1 I 

LED Floodlight 
�----------

TYPE F2 - SIGN �:s • G �- I Type �--------------------

Introduction 

The D-Series floodlights feature a site-wide offering 
to meet specifier's every floodlighting need in 
application. The D-Series flood offers three sizes 
delivering 3,000 to 27,000 lumens. Av.ailable with 
seven precision optics, three mountings and three 
color temperatures, D-Series floodlig ts offer vast 
design capabilities while delivering significant energy 
savings and long life. 

The DSXF1 delivers 3,000 to 5,500 lumens, meeting a 
large breadth of illumination requirerments for design 
and renovation when replacing 70W 10 1 SOW HID 
floodlights. All configurations are assembled in the 
USA allowing for quick delivery. 

EXAMPLE: DSXF1 LED P1 40K MSP MVOLT THK DDBXD 

Eiii Performance Padage Color Temperatll'e 

OSXFl LEO I Pl JOK lOOOI( WFL woe!lood t6X6J 
P2 40K 400CK fl Flood (SX51 

SOK SOOOK 4 

WFR Woefloid1ecraogula1 {6X.5l 
HMF Honzootll med,um flood (6X•I 
MSP �1um spol (4X4) 
NSP Narrowspot (3Xl) 

Options 

Shipped installed 
PE Ptlotocontrol, bu n !tyle 1 
OMG 0- l(N d,mm1ng w,res pulled u111de n�lll!e {fo1 use wuh dn ex1trn.il conuJI, ordef<d �al({y) 
SPOlOl(V Sepa@tesu,geprot«l!On 

I MVOLI' Shi 
m THK 

IS 
YK(62 

Vandal guard 1 

Accessories3 Stock configurations are offered for s.horter lead times: 

0,d,M-&d rd ,Npped Sl!!'p..,rB�fy 
osx11msooexou 9¢.,ltl 11,»1-woo...,,1n-

1,, ,Rd(·,«�!, 
IIS(G6DOOXOU 9<,lt"'ltl·llr"/.,'1"00....,,YIW 

1!Q.ntd(·.«1�ftn,;i,) 

IRW8006lllU R.iid w bt'o·.h\}-J..;:."-OO k'rW'lll(1'('(#1 
!n<II) 

llf8008XDU ll<dll!Jlftpolttt>Cltt I-WOO 
(<p«irf 

OllllWVIIWXO U I.I{« """"°"""'1('1""'/fris'1) 
OSXI IIVOOIIXOU ru1,1s,ramm1l""'1 fu"') 
OSXllitU 'lroll9Md0<!"'1) 

Fo, mono moul'I� opbor\$,. 'llfsft our 
pages 

) Stodc Pin Number 

OSXfl l!O Pl 40KWILMYOUIHKOOSX0 DS)Fl LEDP140K 
OSXfl LED Pl !Ot: wn lill'OII THK DDSXD DS) fllED PlSOK 
OSXl1 LEDPl40l:WRMYOUTIIK008XO DS) fl LED Pl 40K 
OSXf I l!O Pl !Ot: wn MVOU !HK oosxo DS) n LED PlSOK 
osxnnsr.,-finn 1 .. ,..1c«s ... ,oosxo osmnrs 00B1Co u 

l�UTHDNIA 
� UliHTTNO. 

One Uthon"' Way • Conyers, G80fg,a 30012 • Phone: 1-800-705-SbRV (7378) • 
C 2012-2022 Ao,,1y B<and< Ligh1,n9. Inc All dghtc reserved 

COMMERCIAL OUTDOOR 

CICOde 

'l401JH 
'l40DG 
'l40l!L 
'l401JJ 
'l161iSK 

11 I a, ni 

edincluded 
Knocklev,nh 1/1" NPT 1h1�Jed pope 
Integrals! pfillfl (filll-J/ll"'OD. l81on) 
Yo,£ w11h lfl 16· 3 SO <Ord 

Fln1sh,,qu1ttdl 

DDBXD 
D8LXD 
DNAXO 
DWHXD 

NOTES 

D.lrkbron:e 
flack 
Na1u1al a r11num 
Wlll:e 

1. MVOLT drller aper.a tm on line "VOlt11ge from 
120-277V. 

2. Require, MVOLT or J4N (not a\lailable in 480V). 
3. Als.o av1dable .as acassories; SM Ac:eassories

info,mation at lefL 

DSXFI-LED 
Rev. 03/07/'/2 

Page 1 of6 

HMS Exhibit 7F - Monument Sign Illumination (Page 2 of 2) February 16, 2023 Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



Luminoire Schedule - Port numbers ore provided b)' the monulocturer ond ore only Intended to be used os o reterence to output ond optics used. 
Symbo�Q_!y

=r
log �rrongement Lumlnoire Lumens Luminoire Wotts �LF Monufocturer -�Description

I 3 F16 Single 8645 85 0.450 SPI Lighting Inc. 10400 N SEWS 077 L85.9W 4000K FT 24VDC 19FT MCS 018 AN04 PS (C/0 3 -6FT 
Enterprise Drive. Mequon. 'NI 53092 SECTIONS) -DIMMED APROX. 50% 

r 
Colculotion Summory 
Lobel 
BUILDING FACADE 

------MEDALLION_Face 
SIGN AREA 

Unlts
im

vg 
�

lox Min 
�

ox/Mln
�

olc Plone H
� Fe 4.93 49 0 N.A. Oto 45.67 

Fe 15.44 28 --6 4.67 37.3 lo 43 
Fe 16.21 49.0 1.0 49.00 

Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination 

Photometrics 
II 

II II 

·2 2 "3 '"4 ·s "4 "4 

·2 3 •4 ·s .6 ·s °4. 
7 

·2 •5 • 8 
.
11 ·14 

. 
13 

·13 

•3 ·1 
. 
14 

. 
19 ·26 ·21

·21

•3 9 ·19 •31 •43 .48 •45 

·2 .6 ·1s ·21 •37 •44 •45 

·, ·. 8 
. ·�- ·�9- 2 

I --
. 

·1 ·, -�Q , 

·o b ·o ·1 ·1 ·1 ·1 

·o b ·o ·o b ·o b 

·o b ·o ·o b ·o b 

·o b ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o

·o ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o

I 
0 0 •n ·o 0 ·o ·o

·o ·o ·o ·o 0 ·o ·o--
·o b 

. -. 
b ·o ·o0 0 

·o 0 ·o ·o b ·o ·o

0 b ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o

·o "o ·o ·o ·o ·o 0 

·o ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o 0 

·o b ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o

. -. I "n b 0 0 ·o ·o ·o

0 b ·o ·o ·o ·o ·o

Scale: 1 inch= 3 Fl. 
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II II 
II II 
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·s .6 
·1 6 
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13 ·13 

28 ·2s 
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·11 •9 •5 •3 
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·o ·o ·o
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.-..._ . 
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Render images ore not to scale and ore provi::led solely to mustrale contrast. 

Render Images ore not to scale ond ore provided solely to illustrate contrast. 

February 16, 2023 

NOTES 
PG-ENUGflTEN IS NEITHER LICENSED NOR INSURED TO DETERMINE CODE COMPLIANCE. 
COOE CQ,_�IANCE REVIEW BY OTH� 
ANY VARIANCE FROM REFLECTANCE VALUES. OBSTROCTIONS. LIGHT LOSS FACTORS OR 
DIMENSIONAL DATA WILL AffECT THE ACWAL UGlil LEVELS OBTAINED. 
THIS ANALYSIS IS A MATHEMATICAL MODEL AND CAN BE ONLY AS ACCURATE AS IS ------j 
PERMITTED BY THE THIRO.PARTY SOFTWARE AND THE IES STANDARDS LISED. 

j AXTURE rtfES ANO QUANTITIES MAY CHANGE BASED ON UNKNOWN OBSTRUCTIONS ::lR 
AELD CONDITIONS. THESE CHANGES MAY RESULT IN AN INCREASED QUANTirt OF FIX-URES. 
AXTURE rtfES ANO QUANTITIES BASED ON PROVIDED LA YOU! ANO DRAWINGS ARE FOR 
REFERENCE ONLY. TYPES ANO QUANTIT1ES MAY CHANGE WITH FUTURE REVISIONS. 

CALCULAUON GRID VALUES 2'-0' O.C. 
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� /t ROOF ACCESS LADDER 
Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination 
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I DECAL DOOR NUMBER AND "NO 
I FIREARMS" SIGN PER FEDERAL 

STATE AND LOCAL CODES. 

PARTIAL EAST BUILDING ELEVATION 

1/8" = 1 '-0" 

PROVIDE 6" TALL WHITE vi'NYL DECAL DOOR NUMBER AND "NO 
FIREARMS" SIGN PER FEDERAL STATE AND LOCAL CODES. 

I 

ALUMINUM ENTRANCE OORS 
W/1" INSULATED GLAZING 

CAST STONE SURROUND, 
TYP. <CST-1> 

I I I 

I I I 
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I I II I 
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::. 

RELOCATE BLUE RIBBON 
MEDALLION FROM EXISTING 
BUILDING MOUNT AS REQUIRED 

PROVIDE 12" TALL 
BRUSHED ALUMINUM 
DIMENSIONAL LETTER 
MOUNTED TO BUILDING. 
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KEY NOTES 

@ EXTERIOR WALL WASH LIGHT FIXTURE FOR PRESIDENTS SIGN, SPI
#SEWS-101-L 115W-40K-SMB-24VDC-19'-BRK-018-AN04-PS. COORDINATE 
MOUNTING WITH EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS. CONTROL VIA HUBBELL NX 
POWER PACK WITH NETWORK SCHEDULING AND PRORAMMING. 
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Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination 

Plan Detail 
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JOB MAME 
SEWS Styk Exterior Linear LED PRESIDEN

T

S BLUE RIBBON 

Wall 

Remote Power Supply 

Run Sections and Suspensions 

BRK and LBK llrac:kel Mount 

Styk Exterior Unear LED 

Stylwasblilt to pmm lhe moltUl!lll thelf!lle.llk.rilaie 
pad:age, t.liile aptmliig life. Not I • to demnie ighting, effective 
Uldilnal idJtilg is ,rofflled llvoog!I the D tilial !'git cllllrll ii Ulis 
mm1ipclage. 

Styl boasls 11m 'Rte LED CfflOI !151111'l1tull5, Rf.'! illlll lllll ml:ir offsilgs. 
Styl � a durable iltlriorlilear l£D fixture. Style) p�ent pendrig Ojital 
otterings enable �em!l\6:ius ll!Xiiiity off� wal waslq. wal oaiillg. 
ild"Rct pendanls. and asymmetric iglttiigSG�Ulllll. 

Mini Can01J1 •1141 Stetn Also lvailable with Cove Mount (COV) and Swltch,8o1 and Stem (SRC) 

1.0' 

MtS L 
l)==tF=O 1.6' 

T 
I- -I

Dimensions 
NODUI.E MOUNllNC CENTER 

&16 16.3' 

OU 18.0' 

039 39.8' 

051 51.3' 

101 01.0' 

Specifications 

rm sec 

2.5" 2.5' 

Overall tenzt)I sln&ie lixtllres 

BRK LBK MCS COY 
16.3' 19.1' 20.0' 13.3' 

28.0' 30.B' 31.7' 14.8' 

39.8' 42.6' 43.5' 36.5' 
51.3' S4.1' 55.0' 48.0' 

101.0" 103.8' 104.7" 96.0' 

SBC 
20.2' 
32.0' 
44"8' 
55.3' 

105.0' 

• IPE6 rated fixture per lnterrational El!Clrotechnlcal 
Commission (/EC) certifies fixture as dust light and 
protected against powerful Kaler jets. 

• Sl'I ugi,ung 11SeS strict tuide Ines in l£ll seledlon to ensure lhe 
white LEDs we usa meel o, exce«! ANSI Bin rung Standard$ 
(ANSI C78.377). 

• Available In anod�ed fin1511is llith some parts painted lo 
match. Anod�ed finisll prov'des optimal lllel'mal effectM:!less 
and durable co110Slon pRltectlon. 

• Stern mount wenlons Include (2) 5/8' aluminum stem(s) 
painted lO match anodiiet! nntsh. 

• E'3eh module requires cono!CUon to a 24V constant \IOltage 
power supply. Modules Mr 6t1'/I m.iy require muttlple powe, 
$Upplies/feeds. 

• lamp l>ody can be rotatecl up to 330' for app1le.1Uon 
specific alminf 

• Black power cord suindard unless otherm spedned. 
• RGB and color options avallal>lt. Contact lactoq fDf detal 

• I.ElATED UIIKS: 
�jj{p�1�1 
'/Jcsri,Md to ba wr

SPI LIGHT! 'G Tel 262.242.1420 contacl9splllfhtlng.com www.spllllhUnc.com 
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lYPE 

Optical Distributions 

n 

SMB 

Tedlnlcal Notes 

• IIISTAI.IATION IIOIU: During lnstallitlon lhe COOl/;IC(Of 
i$ responsible to use actual fidures to ensure accuiale 
mounUngcenters from ant forture to the next along the 
lenglh of the linear run. 

• O· IOY d mmlng staooard lrith PS. Option 

• Remote aass II powe< supply requlled 1111h 1£1l lalrllinrs 

• l70 • 50,000+ llou 

• Ell ll!ted to ut standards (US & Canada) fur ground 
mounting and use In wet locati011$. 

@o) 
Clmrt as or Ol/04/1S. DfSiel ino61Calion � rcarved. 

Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination 

Fixture Cut Sheet 

SEWS STYK LINEAR LED SMIPIE MOila UM8ER S[l'/S 051 119\V 3500K 24V DC 120' MCS ANO� PSN 

SHECT llD ca• snECT UIICTll sn!CI sruct SEIICT SELECT 
SERIES MOOUU MATlrlSE 1ml' o,ncs !Oll.lGE Of .UN MOUIUING PIGJECTION FINISII OPTIONS 

�IOI -L115W 40K -SMB -24V0(-19' -BRIC --018 -AN04 -PS 

LJ!U-§E4W [i]OK 
l7W 35K 

--- ---" U4W 40K 
;t·�-
. ..� 

�
�[i]

OK 
U4W 3SK 

--- ---

l29W 40K 

�
�

lW [i]OK 
122W lSK - -- - --
L43W 40K 

��SW [i]OK 
129W 35K 

--- ---

L57W 40K 

CiliJ-�� 
157W 35K 

--- ---

U15W 40K 

Delivered lumens 
116 121 

l4W l7W U4W LBW ll4W 

FT 292 512 1023 58.5 1013 

$MA 239 418 836 478 836 
SIU 220 384 769 439 769 

Code Definitions 

OPTICS MOUNTING 
BRK 3" Braci<el Mount 
COY Co¥e Mount 

WW 

2120 

1731 

1592 

SMA Symmelric 60' Seam • 120' Spread 

5MB symmelric 30° Beam • 60' Sp,ea.d MCS 2' Mini Canopy and Stem 
FT forward Throw tBK rued Br.id<et 

SBC SwiU:h·lloJ Cower and Siem 

UlW 
804 

657 
604 

1Cf1J movnt on!)', 
• BRK & COV ma uni onlj. 

Mountl•gs and Options 
Painted 10 match 

BRK cov 

MCS SBC 

039 151 
t22W L43W usw 129W 

1608 3143 1097 2120 
1313 2567 896 1731 

1108 2361 824 1592 

PROJECTION 
003 3.0" 
006 6.0" 
012 11.0' 
011 18.0' 

AN04 Anodized Aluminum (Clear) 
ANOIS Black Anod zed 

003' 

006 
OU 
011 

157W 

4167 

3403 
3129 

L8K 

lt1 

uow l57W 
2193 4167 

1791 3403 
1647 3129 

OPTIONS 
r Fusing 
PS Remote Power Supply 
PSE Power SupplJ Enclosure 
PSN No Power Supply 

U15W 
8407 

�6 

6314 

SPI GH11NG Tel 262.242.1420 conlulitspltlfhting.com www.spltlpUng.co11 CUn?nl as of 01/04/18. � mociflcatlon rlit,ls ,...,.od,

February 16, 2023 Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



HMS Exhibit 9 ‐ Page 1 of 5 February 16, 2023 

Flag Pole and Flag 1 – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required

 

Flag Pole & Flag 1 – South 

South Entry – Flag Pole & Flag 1 

Hinsdale Middle School South Elevation 
Flag Pole and Flag 1 

South Elevation 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



HMS Exhibit 9 ‐ Page 2 of 5 February 16, 2023 

Flag Pole and Flag 2 – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required

Flag Pole & Flag 2 – East 

Garfield Street – Flag Pole and Flag 2 with 
Monument Sign (7), Wall Sign (5), Emblem (6) 

Flag Pole & Flag 2  Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



HMS Exhibit 9 ‐ Page 3 of 5 February 16, 2023 

Flag Poles and Flags – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required

Flag Pole & Flag 1 & 2 – Flag Pole Height 

Note:  

Flag pole shop drawing documenting flag pole 
height of 44’‐6” 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



HMS Exhibit 9 ‐ Page 4 of 5       February 16, 2023 

Flag Poles and Flags – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required

Notes: 

Flag pole base is located just below elevation 0’‐0”  
Flag pole height is 44’‐6” 
Wall height is 50’‐4” on south and 45’‐8” on east 
Top of Flag pole is below building height 

Flag Pole & Flag 1 & 2 – Flag Pole Height 

HMS building section indicating 
50’‐4” building height at south 

HMS building section indicating  
45’‐8” building height at east 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



HMS Exhibit 9 ‐ Page 5 of 5 February 16, 2023 

Flag Poles and Flags – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required

 

Flag Pole & Flag 1 & 2 – Flag Details 

Images of HMS south elevation showing 44’‐6” flag pole & 96 SF flag 

Chart indicating recommended flag size based on flag pole height 

Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023



928.95 LF Total  

Exhibit 10 – HMS Building Frontage  Original Sign Permit Plans 
Presented at the PC 5/10/2023
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Hinsdale Middle School Signage
Summary Information Revised 

Length Height

 Sign 1 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
South

Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over south entry 
doors

3rd Street No N/A 149 27 27.9 1 & 2 1 & 4 Exhibit 1 ‐ Wall Sign 1 Details 16'‐7" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 2 Gymnasium ‐ West Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over west Gymnasium 
entry doors

Washington St No N/A 114.5 12 9.5 1 & 2 2 & 3 Exhibit 2 ‐ Wall Sign 2 Details 16'‐4" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 3 Gymnasium ‐ East Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over east Gymnasium 
entry doors

Parking Deck No N/A 114.5 12 9.5 1 & 2 2 & 3 Exhibit 3 ‐ Wall Sign 3 Details 16'‐4" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 4 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
North

Wall Sign
Pin mounted letters over north main entry 
doors

Parking Deck No N/A 149 27 27.9 1 & 2 1 & 4 Exhibit 4 ‐ Wall Sign 4 Details 16'‐7" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 5 Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
East

Relocated

 Sign 5‐R Hinsdale Middle School ‐ 
North Gymnasium

Wall Sign Relocated pin mounted letters 
Washington St 
Parking Lot

No N/A 252 12 21.0 1 & 2 5 Exhibit 5‐R ‐ Wall Sign 5‐R Details 18'‐2" Clear anodized aluminum 

 Sign 6 Blue Ribbon Emblem  Wall Sign
Wall mounted circular US Department of 
Education emblem

Garfield St 
Building Elevation

Yes Yes 52 52 18.8 1, 2, 3, & 4 6
Exhibit 6 ‐R ‐ Emblem Wall Sign 6‐R Details
Exhibit 7B‐R ‐ Rendering  Proposed Garfield St Entry 
Exhibit 8 ‐ Garfield Street Wall Sign Illumination‐INFORMATIONAL 

39'‐0" Painted panel

114.7 Square Feet

 Sign 7 Monument Sign
Monument 

Sign
Ground mounted Garfield St  Yes Yes 10'‐4" 5'‐10" 62.21

 None 
Required 
Compliant

7

Exhibit 7A ‐ Monument Sign 7 Details 
Exhibit 7B‐R ‐ Rendering  Proposed Garfield St Entry
Exhibit 7C ‐ Monument Sign Construction Details
Exhibit 7D ‐ Monument Sign Overall Site Plan
Exhibit 7E‐R ‐ Monument Sign Detail Site & Landscape Plans
Exhibit 7F‐R ‐ Monument Sign Illumination 

N/A
2 Types of Brick:
Red Ironspot to match building
Golden Buff to match building

Additional Informational Exhibits 
Flag 
Pole 1

Flag Pole ‐ South N/A Aluminum Flag Pole N/A 44'‐6" N/A
 None 

Required 
Compliant

N/A Aluminum

Flag 1 Flag ‐ South N/A U.S. Flag 12' 8' 96 5 N/A Red, white, and blue

Flag 
Pole 2

Flag Pole ‐ East N/A Aluminum Flag Pole N/A 44'‐6" N/A
 None 

Required 
Compliant

N/A Aluminum

Flag 2 Flag ‐ East N/A U.S. Flag 12' 8' 96 5 N/A Red, white, and blue
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A Exhibit 10 ‐ HMS Building Frontage‐INFORMATIONAL N/A N/A

Yes YesGarfield St  N/A

Exhibit 9 ‐ Flag Poles and Flag Details (5 pages)‐INFORMATIONAL
Exhibit 9A ‐ Flag Pole Illumination (NEW)‐INFORMATIONAL

3rd Street Yes Yes N/A

Colors

Total All Wall Signs

Wall Signs in 
Inches Variance 

Number(s)
Exhibits

Sign 
Application 

Form

Mounting 
Height 

(top of wall 
sign)De

sig
na

tio
n

Name Sign Type Description Location Lighting
Lighting 

Compliance

Area
Square 
Feet

May 26, 2023







                                May 26, 2023 

Sign No. 6‐R ‐ Variances Being Requested: 

1. The number of wall signs permitted per lot  
2. The maximum gross surface area of wall signs  
3. The maximum gross surface area of an official 
emblem when displayed as a wall sign  
4. The maximum height of a wall sign  

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

Sign No. 6‐R – Blue Ribbon Emblem – East 

Emblem Dimensions – 26” radius Garfield Street – Blue Ribbon Emblem 
 

Wall Sign 6‐R Area:     18.8 SF  

6‐R. Hinsdale Middle School East Elevation 

Note: Gymnasium elevation is 
behind Parking Deck, 326’‐10” west 
of east elevation on Garfield St.  

Note: Top of Blue Ribbon 
emblem is 39’‐0” above first 
floor elevation 



 

HMS Exhibit 7B‐R Proposed Garfield Street Entry Rendering 

                               May 26, 2023 



 

HMS Exhibit 7E‐R ‐ Monument Sign Detail Site & Landscape 

May 26, 2023 



                                May 26, 2023 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

HMS Exhibit 7F‐R Monument Sign Lighting 

Monument Sign Light Fixture 



                                May 26, 2023 

Flag Pole and Flag 2 – Variance Being Requested: 

5. The size of a flag 
Flag Pole is compliant – no variance required  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

Flag Pole 1 & 2 Lighting 

Internal Flag Pole Light  View Facing Flag & Light  View From Behind Flag & 

– Light design reduces light pollution 
– The Flagpole Beacon light is a certified, IDA-
Approved Dark-Sky Friendly Fixture 

– Shield covers the bulbs and reduces glare and 
light trespass in line with International Dark-Sky 
Association guidelines 


	6-14-2023 - PC Agenda
	5-10-2023 - PC minutes
	Draft Findings - FoxGate Subdivision Gate
	11 Salt Creek - PC Packet - 6.14.2023 F
	11 Salt Creek - PC Staff Report - 6.14.2023
	1-4. Attachments
	5. Select Plan Sheets from the 3.10.2023 PC Meeting
	6. Application and Exhibits Revised Reduced

	Salt Creek Club - PC Full Packet - 6.14.2023
	Salt Creek Club - 830 N. Madison Street - PC 6.14.2023 Agenda Item
	Zoning Map and Project Location
	Aerial View
	Birds Eye View
	2023 Paddle Project - VILLAGE PACKET- updated 4_24_2023
	FINAL- exterior appearance and site plan review criteria.pdf
	Address of proposed request:
	REVIEW CRITERIA

	150 Watt LED Shoebox.pdf
	页 1
	页 2



	Hinsdale Middle School - PC Packet - 6.14.2023
	Hinsdale Middle School - PC Staff Report -6.14.2023
	1-3. Attachments
	4. Original Application and Exhibits - May 10 PC Meeting Footer Note
	5. Revised Applicaton And Exhibits
	1.20230526_HMSSignPermitReviewRevisions_Letter
	2.20230526_ApplicationWallSign5-R
	3.20230526_ApplicationWallSign6-R
	4.20230526_HMSSignage_SummaryInformation-R
	5.20230526_Exhibit5-R_HMSNorthSign5-R_Details
	6.20230526_Exhibit6-R_HMSEastEmblemSign6-R_Details
	7.20230526_HMSExhibit7B-R_GarfieldStreetRendering
	8.20230526_HMSExhibit7E-R_MonumentSignSite_LandscapePlans
	9.20230526_HMSExhibit7F-R_MonumentSignLighting
	10.20230526_HMSExhibit9A_FlagPoleLighting



	Applicant's Name: Salt Creek Club
	Owner's Name: 
	Property Address: 830 N Madison St
	Square Footage: 388,786.05
	Lot Area Per Dwelling Unit: N/A
	Dimension One: 626
	Dimension 2: 659
	Current use of property: Tennis, Pool & Social Club
	Other: 
	Other2: 
	1: 400'
	2: 
	undefined: 
	1_2: 100'
	2_2: 50'
	undefined_2: 50'
	Zoning District: [IB, Institutional Buildings]
	Building Permit: Yes
	Special Use: Off
	Site Plan Review: Yes
	Design Review: Off
	None: Off
	Variation: Off
	Planned Development: Off
	Exterior Appearance: Yes
	Brief request: The addition of 2 new paddle courts on existing sport court with lights, relocate fence and new paver patio.
	Single Family: Off
	Other3: Off


