
 

 

 

 

  

 

 

                           

MEETING AGENDA 

MEETING OF THE  
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

Wednesday, January 11, 2017 
6:00 P.M. 

MEMORIAL HALL – MEMORIAL BUILDING 
(Tentative & Subject to Change) 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
2. MINUTES – Review and approval of the minutes from the December 14, 2016, meeting. 

 
3. SIGNAGE IN THE HISTORIC DOWNTOWN DISTRICT 

a) Case A-13-2016 – 25 E. Hinsdale Ave./Train Station (Historic District) – Casa   
Margarita – 1 Blade Sign on East Wall    

 
4. PUBLIC HEARINGS – CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS  

a)   Case HPC-06-2016 – 120 E. 5th Street - Request for Certificate of Appropriateness 
      to Demolish the Existing Home and Garage in the Robbins Park Historic District 
 
b)   Case HPC-07-2016 – 112 E. 4th Street - Request for Certificate of Appropriateness 

to Demolish the Existing Home  and Garage in the Robbins Park Historic District to 
construct a new house 

 
5. ADJOURNMENT 

 
The Village of Hinsdale is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990.  Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend any meetings and who 
require certain accommodations in order to allow them to observe and/or participate in 
these meetings, or who have questions regarding accessibility of the meetings or the 
facilities, are requested to contact Darrell Langlois, ADA Coordinator at 630.789-7014 or 
by TDD at 789-7022 promptly to allow the Village of Hinsdale to make reasonable 
accommodations for those persons. 
 

website:  www.villageofhinsdale.org 
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MINUTES 

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

December 14, 2016 (Special Meeting) 

Memorial Hall – Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale 

6:00 P.M. 

             

Chairman Bohnen called the special meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission 

(HPC) to order at 6:00 p.m. on December 14, 2016, in Memorial Hall in the Memorial 

Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale IL. 

 

Present:   Chairman Bohnen, Commissioner Willett and Commissioner Prisby, 

Commissioner Gonzalez 

Absent:   Commissioner D’Arco 

Also Present: Applicant for Case HPC-03-2016  

 

Minutes 

 

Chairman Bohnen introduced the minutes from the November 9, 2016, meeting and 

referenced some grammar errors but nothing significant. With no other comments, 

Chairman Bohnen asked for a motion to approve the minutes. Commissioner Prisby made a 

motion and Commissioner Willett seconded.  The motion passed unanimously, 4-0 (1 

absent).       

   

Findings and Recommendations – Recommendations forwarded to the next Board of 

Trustees meeting.  

 

Case HPC-05-2016 – 26 E. 3rd Street Local Landmark Application. The applicant is 

nominating the coach house at 26 E. 3rd Street for designation of a Local Landmark. 

 

Chairman Bohnen briefly explained this is the format for Local Landmark Findings and 

Recommendations, and asked the HPC to take a moment to review them. With no other 

comments, Chairman Bohnen asked for a motion to approve the Findings and 

Recommendations for 26 E. 3rd Street. 

 

Commissioner Gonzalez made a motion to approve, and Commissioner Prisby seconded. 

 

The motion to approve the Findings and Recommendations for Case HPC-05-2016 was 

unanimously approved, 4-0 (1 absent).     
 

 

Case HPC-01-2016 – 306 S. Garfield Avenue Local Landmark Application. (The applicant is 

nominating the home at 306 S. Garfield Avenue AND the coach house at 26 E. 3rd Street for 

designation of a Local Landmark. On October 12, 2016, the HPC recommended 

landmarking the structures separately to reflect the two separate parcels). 
 

Approved 



Historic Preservation Commission 

December 14, 2016 

 

Chairman Bohnen asked for a moment to review the Findings and Recommendations and 

for a motion.   

 

Commissioner Willett made a motion to approve, and Commissioner Prisby seconded. 

 

The motion to approve the Findings and Recommendations for Case HPC-01-2016 was 

unanimously approved, 4-0 (1 absent).     
 

Chan reviewed to the HPC that the Board moved the Local Landmark application to second 

reading and now it can be formally approved thanks to these approved Findings and 

Recommendations. 

 

 

Public Meeting – Certificate of Appropriateness 

 

Case HPC-03-2016 – 134 S. Park Avenue - Proposed additions to the first floor for a 

new family room, kitchen, prep kitchen and 2-car garage; and additions for the 

second floor for new bedrooms, closets and bathrooms. 

 
Chairman Bohnen introduced the next item on the agenda as a continuation of the public 

meeting for 134 S. Park Avenue. Chairman Bohnen asked if all of the HPC commissioners 

were able to take a look at the house onsite. The three HPC commissioners present 

responded yes.  

 

Commissioner Gonzalez reviewed that he and Commissioner Willett were able to spend 

about an hour and a half, and walked through the entire house with the Frey’s. 

Commissioner Gonzalez expressed that after reviewing the exterior of the home, the 

proposed design made sense and came to the conclusion that he agrees with their design, 

and for it to move forward.  

 

Commissioner Willett thanked the applicant for reviewing the project at their home, and for 

the detailed look at the proposed design. Examples of reusing materials in the interior and 

exterior, to keep the historic look are important he expressed, and appreciated.  

 

Commissioner Prisby explained that if he were to rank the elements of importance based on 

the original Landmark Findings and Recommendations, he would have ranked the rear 

porte-cohere last. He also explained that their proposed design works with the house, plays 

off the existing architecture, and maintains elements that are critical to the historic design 

of the home. In conclusion, he has no problem with approving the request. 

 

Chairman Bohnen expressed that the HPC and applicant has put their best foot forward 

through this process. It’s difficult to enforce the Code after a period of not necessarily 

following it precisely as it is written. To that end, he thanked the applicant and Bruce 

(architect) for understanding the process to get it completed correctly. Chairman Bohnen 

also explained that he will continue to meet with staff and officials to discuss (Title 14) 

entitlement.  
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December 14, 2016 

 

 

The applicant and architect commented that they will make their best effort to repurpose 

the porte-cochere after the question was asked by Commissioner Prisby.  Chairman Bohnen 

explained that the HPC is content with best effort.  

 

Chairman Bohnen asked for a motion to approve the request at 134 S. Park Avenue.  

 

Commissioner Gonzalez made a motion and Commissioner Willet seconded. The motion was 

unanimously approved, 4-0 (1 absent).     

 

 

Discussion 

 

2016 Preservation Award to the Village of Hinsdale for the Oak Street Bridge and 

First Street Brick pavement between Elm Street and Park Avenue. 

 

Chairman Bohnen reviewed that, unfortunately, the photographs have not been completed 

yet, but he will bring it to the next meeting if he receives them. 

 

Commissioner Willett asked if the materials of the bridge would require a separate 

meeting. 

 

Chairman Bohnen replied that it would not be a bad idea so that the HPC would be able to 

speak on behalf of the award if necessary. Additional discussion of the bridge and brick 

paver street ensued.  

 

Chairman Bohnen reviewed with the HPC and Chan, that in 2017, the HPC will have its 

regularly scheduled meetings on the second Wednesday’s of the month at 6 PM. The HPC 

and Chan agreed that this schedule works with them. 

 

Adjournment 

 

With no additional discussion, Commissioner Bohnen asked for a motion to adjourn.  

Commissioner Willett made the motion and Commissioner Prisby seconded. The meeting 

was adjourned at 6:22p.m. on December 14, 2016. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 Chan Yu,      

 

Village Planner 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   January 11, 2017 

TO:   Chairman Bohnen and Historic Preservation Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  25 E. Hinsdale Avenue – Brush Hill Train Station (Historic Downtown District) 

 Casa Margarita – 1 New Blade Sign (east wall) 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from Casa Margarita requesting approval to install a 
new illuminated blade sign at 25 E. Hinsdale Avenue, more commonly known as the Brush Hill train 
station. The train station is in the B-2, Central Business District and within the Historic Downtown 
District boundary. In December, 2015, the Plan Commission (PC) approved Casa Margarita’s application 
for three wall signs facing the north, south and west sides of the building. This request is for the east 
wall of Casa Margarita. 
 
Request and Analysis 
 
The proposed blade sign is illuminated, has 3 colors and doubled faced.  The blade sign bracket projects 
3 feet from the building face and the bottom of the sign is 8 feet from grade. The blade sign is 1-foot tall 
by 27” long, which is 2.25 SF. However, per the exhibit, the blade sign needs to be 3 inches less, from 
27” to 24” to comply with Section 9-106(J)(4)(f). The area of a 1-foot by 2-feet sign is 2 SF, which is 
under the 3 SF limit. 
 
Should there be a motion to approve the application, it must be contingent on a 3-inch reduction in 
length to comply with the Code. A sign modification request for sign length is not an option. 
 
Process 
 
Per Section 11-607(D) and the nature of the request, this application would require a meeting before 
the Plan Commission (PC) and does not require public notification. Per municipal code Section 14-5-1(B), 
the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) shall review signage in the Historic District. The final 
decision of the HPC shall be advisory only. The PC maintains final authority on signage with no further 
action required by the Board of Trustees. 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1 – Sign Application and Exhibit 
Attachment 2 -  Street View of 25 E. Hinsdale Avenue (Brush Hill train station)  
Attachment 3 -  Existing 3 Wall Signs Approved December 2015 
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              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   January 11, 2017 

TO:   Chairman Bohnen and Historic Preservation Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  120 E. 5th Street – Application for Certificate of Appropriateness to Demolish Home and 

Garage in the Robbins Park Historic District 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from Peter Coules, representing the owner of 120 E. 

5th Street, requesting approval for a Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish an existing home and 

garage in the Robbins Park Historic District. Per the Village Code, no permits shall be issued for 

demolition of any structure located in a designated historic district without the rendering of a final 

decision by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) on an application for a Certificate of 

Appropriateness.  

Request and Analysis 

The existing property is a two-story frame residence constructed in 1863 in the Gothic Revival style.  The 

applicant would like to seek the right to obtain a demolition permit so that a potential buyer may 

proceed with demolition if they choose.  Per the applicant, the current home is not functional and the 

house listing amount is essentially for the value of the land. The homeowner has referenced the lack of 

interest with potential buyers, but would have no issues if a buyer bought the home to live in. However, 

the owner also understands the desire to demolish the house and therefore is applying for the 

Certificate of Appropriateness.  

The home is located in the R-1 Single Family Residential District and borders the same to the north, east, 

west and south. Per the submitted plat of survey, it is a Code compliant R-1 lot that is 30,011 SF in area. 

Both the home and frame garage, per the National Register of Historic Places, are contributing 

structures to the Robbins Park Historic District. 

Process 

Pursuant to Title 14, Section 14-5-5: (A) If the application is approved without conditions, the HPC shall 

issue the certificate of appropriateness permitting the Building Commissioner to proceed with other 

required reviews and approvals.  (B) If the application is approved with conditions, the HPC shall notify 

the applicant in writing and shall specify the conditions to be imposed and the reasons therefor in light 
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of the criteria applicable to this Chapter. If the applicant notifies the HPC in writing that the conditions 

are acceptable, or if the applicant does not appeal the approval with conditions within the prescribed 

period of time, the HPC shall issue the certificate of appropriateness, subject to the conditions. (C) If the 

application is denied, the HPC shall notify the applicant in writing and shall specify the particulars in which 

the application is inconsistent with the criteria applicable to this Chapter. If the HPC issues a denial of the 

certificate of appropriateness, no alteration shall be permitted to proceed, and no permits shall be issued for, 

the proposed alteration, demolition, signage, or any other physical modifications of, the designated 

landmark. 

The Title 14, Section 14-5-2 (A) General Standards and (B) Design Standards to review can be found on 

Attachment 4. 

Per Section 14-5-1(B), the final decision of the HPC shall be advisory only since the subject property is not a 

local landmark, but is located in a designated historic district. 

 
Attachments: 
 
Attachment 1 – Application for Certificate of Appropriateness and Exhibits (packet) 
Attachment 2 -  Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  Robbins Park Historic District Map 
Attachment 4 -  Title 14, Section 14-5-2: Criteria (A) and (B) 
Attachment 5 – National Register of Historic Places Sheet (Section Number 7 Page 10) 
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Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
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Attachment 4        CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

14-5-2: CRITERIA: 
 
All applications for a certificate of appropriateness shall conform to the applicable standards in this 
section. 

A. General Standards: 

1. Alterations that do not affect any essential architectural or historic features of a structure or building 
as viewed from a public or private street ordinarily should be permitted. 

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a structure, building, or site and its environment 
should not be destroyed. No alteration or demolition of any historic material or distinctive 
architectural feature should be permitted except when necessary to assure an economically viable 
use of a site. 

3. All structures, buildings, sites, and areas should be recognized as products of their own time. 
Alterations that have no historical basis and that seek to create an earlier appearance than the true 
age of the property are discouraged. 

4. Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 
development of a structure, building, or site and its environment. These changes may have acquired 
significance in their own right, and this significance should be recognized and respected when 
dealing with a specific architectural period. 

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that characterize a structure, 
building, site, or area should ordinarily be maintained and preserved. 

6. Deteriorated architectural features should be repaired rather than replaced, whenever possible. In 
the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in 
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing 
architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by 
historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of 
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures. 

7. The surface cleaning of structures and buildings should be undertaken with the gentlest means 
possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the structures and buildings 
should be avoided. 

8. New structures or buildings, or alterations to sites should not be discouraged when such structures 
or alterations do not destroy significant historical or architectural features and are compatible with 
the size, scale, color, material, and character of the site, neighborhood, or environment. 

9. Whenever possible, new structures or buildings, or alterations to the existing conditions of sites 
should be done in such a manner that, if such new structures or alterations were to be removed in 
the future, the essential form and integrity of the original structure, building, site, or area would be 
unimpaired. 

10. Any permitted alteration or demolition should promote the purposes of this Title and general welfare 
of the Village and its residents. 

Attachment 4



11. Demolition should not be permitted if a structure, building, or site is economically viable in its 
present condition or could be economically viable after completion of appropriate alterations, even if 
demolition would permit a more profitable use of such site. 

B. Design Standards: 

1. Height: The height of a landmark after alteration should be compatible with the height of the original 
landmark. The height of a structure or building and adjacent open spaces after any proposed 
alteration or construction within an historic district should be compatible with the style and character 
of the structure or building and with surrounding structures and buildings in an historic district. 

2. Relationship Between Mass And Open Space: The relationship between a landmark and adjacent 
open spaces after its alteration should be compatible with such relationship prior to such alteration. 
The relationship between a structure or building and adjacent open spaces after alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the relationship between surrounding structures, buildings 
and adjacent open spaces within such historic district. 

3. Relationship Among Height, Width And Scale: The relationship among the height, width, and scale of 
a landmark after alteration should be compatible with such relationship prior to such alteration. The 
relationship among height, width, and scale of a structure or building after an alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the relationship among height, width, and scale of 
surrounding structures and buildings within such historic district. 

4. Directional Expression: The directional expressions of a landmark after alteration, whether its vertical 
or horizontal positioning, should be compatible with the directional expression of the original 
landmark. The directional expression of a structure or building after alteration within an historic 
district should be compatible with the directional expression of surrounding structures and buildings 
within such historic district. 

5. Roof Shape: The roof shape of a landmark after alteration should be compatible with the roof shape 
of the original landmark. The roof shape of a structure, building, or object after alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the roof shape of surrounding structures and buildings 
within such historic district. 

6. Architectural Details, General Designs, Materials, Textures, And Colors: The architectural details, 
general design, materials, textures, and colors of a landmark after alteration should be compatible 
with the architectural details, general design, materials, textures, and colors of the original landmark. 
The architectural details, general design, materials, textures, and colors of a structure or building 
after alteration within an historic district should be compatible with the architectural details, general 
design, materials, textures, and colors of surrounding structures and buildings within such historic 
district. 

7. Landscape And Appurtenances: The landscape and appurtenances, including without limitation 
signs, fences, accessory structures, and pavings, of a landmark after alteration should be compatible 
with the landscape and appurtenances of the original landmark. The landscape and appurtenances 
of a structure or building after alteration within an historic district should be compatible with the 
landscape and appurtenances of surrounding structures and buildings within such historic district. 

8. Construction: New construction in an historic district should be compatible with the architectural 
styles, design standards and streetscapes within such historic districts. 

Attachment 4
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              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   January 11, 2017 

TO:   Chairman Bohnen and Historic Preservation Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  112 E. 4th Street – Application for Certificate of Appropriateness to Demolish Home and 

Garage in the Robbins Park Historic District to Construct a New Home 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from Joel Anderson Homes, LTD., representing the 

owner of 112 E. 4th Street, requesting approval for a Certificate of Appropriateness to demolish an 

existing home and garage in the Robbins Park Historic District to construct a new house. Per the Village 

Code, no permits shall be issued for demolition of any structure located in a designated historic district 

without the rendering of a final decision by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) on an 

application for a Certificate of Appropriateness.  

Request and Analysis 

The existing property is a two-story frame residence constructed in 1887.  The applicant would like to 

seek the right to obtain a demolition permit to construct a new Code compliant single family house 

(attached). The home is located in the R-1 Single Family Residential District and borders the same to the 

north, east, west and south. Per the submitted plat of survey, it is a legal nonconforming R-1 lot that is 

23,088 SF in area. The home, per the National Register of Historic Places, is a contributing structure to 

the Robbins Park Historic District. 

Process 

Pursuant to Title 14, Section 14-5-5: (A) If the application is approved without conditions, the HPC shall 

issue the certificate of appropriateness permitting the Building Commissioner to proceed with other 

required reviews and approvals.  (B) If the application is approved with conditions, the HPC shall notify 

the applicant in writing and shall specify the conditions to be imposed and the reasons therefor in light 

of the criteria applicable to this Chapter. If the applicant notifies the HPC in writing that the conditions 

are acceptable, or if the applicant does not appeal the approval with conditions within the prescribed 

period of time, the HPC shall issue the certificate of appropriateness, subject to the conditions. (C) If the 

application is denied, the HPC shall notify the applicant in writing and shall specify the particulars in which 

the application is inconsistent with the criteria applicable to this Chapter. If the HPC issues a denial of the 

certificate of appropriateness, no alteration shall be permitted to proceed, and no permits shall be issued for, 
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the proposed alteration, demolition, signage, or any other physical modifications of, the designated 

landmark. 

The Title 14, Section 14-5-2 (A) General Standards and (B) Design Standards to review can be found on 

Attachment 4. 

Per Section 14-5-1(B), the final decision of the HPC shall be advisory only since the subject property is not a 

local landmark, but is located in a designated historic district. 

 
Attachments: 
 
Attachment 1 – Application for Certificate of Appropriateness and Exhibits (packet) 
Attachment 2 -  Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  Robbins Park Historic District Map 
Attachment 4 -  Title 14, Section 14-5-2: Criteria (A) and (B) 
Attachment 5 – National Register of Historic Places Sheet (Section Number 7 Page 12) 
Attachment 6 -  Letter of Intent to Construct Code Compliant House (dated Dec. 20, 2016) 
 
 
 



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
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Attachment 4        CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

14-5-2: CRITERIA: 
 
All applications for a certificate of appropriateness shall conform to the applicable standards in this 
section. 

A. General Standards: 

1. Alterations that do not affect any essential architectural or historic features of a structure or building 
as viewed from a public or private street ordinarily should be permitted. 

2. The distinguishing original qualities or character of a structure, building, or site and its environment 
should not be destroyed. No alteration or demolition of any historic material or distinctive 
architectural feature should be permitted except when necessary to assure an economically viable 
use of a site. 

3. All structures, buildings, sites, and areas should be recognized as products of their own time. 
Alterations that have no historical basis and that seek to create an earlier appearance than the true 
age of the property are discouraged. 

4. Changes that may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 
development of a structure, building, or site and its environment. These changes may have acquired 
significance in their own right, and this significance should be recognized and respected when 
dealing with a specific architectural period. 

5. Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship that characterize a structure, 
building, site, or area should ordinarily be maintained and preserved. 

6. Deteriorated architectural features should be repaired rather than replaced, whenever possible. In 
the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material being replaced in 
composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing 
architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by 
historic, physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of 
different architectural elements from other buildings or structures. 

7. The surface cleaning of structures and buildings should be undertaken with the gentlest means 
possible. Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the structures and buildings 
should be avoided. 

8. New structures or buildings, or alterations to sites should not be discouraged when such structures 
or alterations do not destroy significant historical or architectural features and are compatible with 
the size, scale, color, material, and character of the site, neighborhood, or environment. 

9. Whenever possible, new structures or buildings, or alterations to the existing conditions of sites 
should be done in such a manner that, if such new structures or alterations were to be removed in 
the future, the essential form and integrity of the original structure, building, site, or area would be 
unimpaired. 

10. Any permitted alteration or demolition should promote the purposes of this Title and general welfare 
of the Village and its residents. 
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11. Demolition should not be permitted if a structure, building, or site is economically viable in its 
present condition or could be economically viable after completion of appropriate alterations, even if 
demolition would permit a more profitable use of such site. 

B. Design Standards: 

1. Height: The height of a landmark after alteration should be compatible with the height of the original 
landmark. The height of a structure or building and adjacent open spaces after any proposed 
alteration or construction within an historic district should be compatible with the style and character 
of the structure or building and with surrounding structures and buildings in an historic district. 

2. Relationship Between Mass And Open Space: The relationship between a landmark and adjacent 
open spaces after its alteration should be compatible with such relationship prior to such alteration. 
The relationship between a structure or building and adjacent open spaces after alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the relationship between surrounding structures, buildings 
and adjacent open spaces within such historic district. 

3. Relationship Among Height, Width And Scale: The relationship among the height, width, and scale of 
a landmark after alteration should be compatible with such relationship prior to such alteration. The 
relationship among height, width, and scale of a structure or building after an alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the relationship among height, width, and scale of 
surrounding structures and buildings within such historic district. 

4. Directional Expression: The directional expressions of a landmark after alteration, whether its vertical 
or horizontal positioning, should be compatible with the directional expression of the original 
landmark. The directional expression of a structure or building after alteration within an historic 
district should be compatible with the directional expression of surrounding structures and buildings 
within such historic district. 

5. Roof Shape: The roof shape of a landmark after alteration should be compatible with the roof shape 
of the original landmark. The roof shape of a structure, building, or object after alteration within an 
historic district should be compatible with the roof shape of surrounding structures and buildings 
within such historic district. 

6. Architectural Details, General Designs, Materials, Textures, And Colors: The architectural details, 
general design, materials, textures, and colors of a landmark after alteration should be compatible 
with the architectural details, general design, materials, textures, and colors of the original landmark. 
The architectural details, general design, materials, textures, and colors of a structure or building 
after alteration within an historic district should be compatible with the architectural details, general 
design, materials, textures, and colors of surrounding structures and buildings within such historic 
district. 

7. Landscape And Appurtenances: The landscape and appurtenances, including without limitation 
signs, fences, accessory structures, and pavings, of a landmark after alteration should be compatible 
with the landscape and appurtenances of the original landmark. The landscape and appurtenances 
of a structure or building after alteration within an historic district should be compatible with the 
landscape and appurtenances of surrounding structures and buildings within such historic district. 

8. Construction: New construction in an historic district should be compatible with the architectural 
styles, design standards and streetscapes within such historic districts. 
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Craftstone Architects, Inc. 
13250 State Route 59, Suite 110 
Plainfield, Illinois 60585 
 

P: 815.609.1997    F: 815.327.8827 
www.CraftstoneArchitects.com 

 

 

December 20, 2016 
 
 
Village of Hinsdale 
The Hinsdale Historic Preservation Commission 
19 East Chicago Avenue 
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521 
 
Re: 112 E. 4th Street, Hinsdale,IL / P16-5796 
 
Dear Hinsdale Historic Preservation Commissioin; 
 
Our Firm, Craftstone Architects, Inc. and the Civil Engineering Firm of Mackie Consultants are currently working 
on addressing the Village of Hinsdale building permit review comments dated 11-28-2016 for the above mention 
project.  Please excuse our delay in resubmitting the revised drawings, but there were several items that required 
coordination of our Architectural drawings and the Civil engineering drawings, some of with required additional 
site work by the Civil Engineer.  As I understand, this site work was completed in the last few business days.  Both 
our companies are in the process of completing these comments and shall be submitting code compliant 
drawings within the next few business days. 
 
Please accept this letter as our intent is to design and provide drawings for a code compliant home that shall be 
built by Joel Andersen Homes.  If you have any questions, please contact me at 815.609.1997. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Craftstone Architects, Inc. 
 
 
 
Michael A. Buhr, AIA, ALA 
President 
Cc: File, Joel Andersen Homes, Mackie Consultants 

EXPIRES: 11/30/2018
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