
 
 
 
 
  

 

 
 

 
                           

MEETING AGENDA 

MEETING AGENDA  
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

Memorial Hall – Memorial Building 
19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois 60521 

Wednesday, December 1, 2021 
6:30 p.m. 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

 
2. ROLL CALL  

 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – November 3, 2021 Historic Preservation Meeting Minutes  
 
4. PUBLIC MEETINGS  
 

a) Case HPC-7-2021 – 444 E. Fourth Street – Application for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to Construct a New Single-Family Home in the Robbins Park Historic 
District 

 
5. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
6. NEW BUSINESS 

 
7. OLD BUSINESS 

 
a) Signage in the Robbins Park Historic District – Review of Street Sign Toppers Design 

Options 
 

b) Amendments to Title 14 – Status Update 
 

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. 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 Brad Bloom, ADA Coordinator at 630-789-7007 or by TDD at 630-789-7022 promptly 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/
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MINUTES 

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

Memorial Hall 
19 E. Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, IL 

Wednesday, November 3, 2021  
6:30 P.M. 

 
 
Call to Order & Roll Call 
The regularly scheduled meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) was called to order by 
Chairman Bohnen on Wednesday, November 3, 2021 at 6:38 P.M. in Memorial Hall of the Memorial 
Building. 
 
Roll call was taken and a quorum was present at the meeting.  
 

Present:   Commissioner Sarah Barclay, Commissioner Jim Prisby, Commissioner Alexis 
Braden, and Chairman John Bohnen 

 
Absent:   Commissioner Shannon Weinberger, Commissioner Bill Haarlow, Commissioner 

Frank Gonzalez 
 
Also Present: Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

  
Approval of the Minutes – October 6, 2021 
Chairman Bohnen introduced the minutes from the October 6, 2021 meeting and asked for comments. 
No comments were made. 
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Prisby, seconded by Commissioner Barclay, to approve the 
October 6, 2021 minutes, as submitted. The motion carried by a roll call vote of 4-0 as follows: 
 

Ayes:  Commissioner Barclay, Commissioner Braden, Commissioner Prisby, Chairman 
Bohnen 

Nays:  None 
Abstain: None 
Absent: Commissioner Weinberger, Commissioner Haarlow, Commissioner Gonzalez 
 

Signage 
a) Case A-28-2021 – 6 W. Hinsdale Avenue – Indifference Salon – Installation of One (1) Wall 

Sign and One (1) Permanent Window Sign 
 

The representative from the sign company, Independent, Ltd., was present at the meeting to provide an 
overview of the sign, material, and design. The sign representative stated the first proposed sign would 
be a non-illuminated wall sign located above the window, which would be composed of an aluminum 
composite material and have a flat black background with white graphics.  
  
The representative stated the second sign proposed would be a window graphic measuring nine (9) 
inches by sixty-five (65) inches at the bottom of the window. The sign is a vinyl band with an etched 
glass appearance to give the window a frosted look.  
 

Approved 
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Commissioner Prisby asked for clarification on the background color of the aluminum wall sign.  It was 
confirmed a black vinyl would be installed over the white aluminum and the only white lettering would 
be visible. 
 
Commissioner Prisby asked if the window sash would remain white. The sign representative confirmed 
the window sash would remain white in color. Commissioner Prisby stated he did not have a problem 
with the sign itself as long as the window sash remains white to be consistent with every other window 
on the building and the architectural style of it. The sign representative stated the proposed sign is 
consistent with the design of another sign on the building. 
 
It was confirmed the simulated etched glass design of the sign and the measurement proposed was 
allowable within the sign regulations. Ms. Salmon clarified the interpretation of code allows for two (2) 
signs per user for certain types of signs, in this case the permanent window sign plus the wall sign, as 
long as it falls under the maximum twenty-five (25) square feet allowed.   
 
A motion was made by Commissioner Barclay, seconded by Commissioner Braden, to approve Case 
A-28-2021 – 6 W. Hinsdale Avenue – Indifference Salon – Installation of One (1) Wall Sign and One (1) 
Permanent Window Sign as proposed. The motion carried forward by a vote of 4-0 as follows:  
 

Ayes:  Commissioner Barclay, Commissioner Braden, Commissioner Prisby, Chairman 
Bohnen  

Nays:  None 
Abstain: None 
Absent: Commissioner Weinberger, Commissioner Haarlow, Commissioner Gonzalez 

 
Public Meeting 
a) Case A-25-2021 – 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue – Performance Wealth Management – Exterior 

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

Mike Zalud, representing Courtland, LLC, the general contractor, was present at the meeting to address 
the Commission. Mr. Zalud stated the proposal included a sign to be added above the door for the 
second-floor tenant, Performance Wealth Management.  Mr. Zalud stated the design style was based 
on the neighboring building (Corner Bakery). The proposed changes on the front of the building include 
the installation of white trim around the door, navy and gold colors on the wall sign, and three (3) pairs 
of shutters. On the back of the building, the current black awning above the rear door would be 
changed to a navy blue awning.   
 
Commissioner Prisby stated he did not have an issue with changing the color of the rear awning or the 
proposed lighting. Commissioner Prisby stated that the shutters are not needed to enhance the 
architecture of the building, but if installed, should be half of the window width to be in line with good 
architectural practices. Commissioner Prisby went on to provide other potential methods that can be 
considered to dress up the second-floor windows if the shutters spacing cannot be worked out. 
 
Ms. Salmon confirmed the entry was added in 2018. Commissioner Prisby stated that if the proposed 
entry was constructed, it would be taller than the main entrance to the building, which would be 
problematic from architectural design perspective. Commissioner Prisby stated a shorter, dropped 
pediment with pilasters closer to the entrance would be a more proportionate design and bring signage 
closer to the street level.     
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A motion was made by Commissioner Prisby, seconded by Commissioner Braden, to approve Case A-
25-2021 – 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue – Performance Wealth Management – Exterior Appearance Review, 
Site Plan Review, and Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of one (1) new wall sign and 
exterior changes to the façade of the building located at 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central 
Business District as submitted with elimination of the second floor shutters, reduction of height of the 
pediment to the point of lowering the top of cap to be in alignment of with the bottom limestone in the 
east or the top of the window to the west, with narrowing of the pilasters to reflect the new height to 
allow for the pediment to clear the window, and lowering the gooseneck lighting, and signage to remain 
the same size but be lowered.  The motion carried forward by a vote of 4-0 as follows:  
 

Ayes:  Commissioner Barclay, Commissioner Braden, Commissioner Prisby, Chairman 
Bohnen 

Nays:  None 
Abstain: None 
Absent: Commissioner Weinberger, Commissioner Haarlow, Commissioner Gonzalez 

 
Public Comment 
Chairman Bohnen asked for any public comment. No public comments were shared. 
 
New Business 
Chairman Bohnen asked for any items of new business. Ms. Salmon stated the public open house for 
The Bagley House, located at 121 South County Line Road, was scheduled for Sunday from 12:00 PM 
to 4:00 PM and the public was invited to see the only Frank Lloyd Wright home in Hinsdale.  Chairman 
Bohnen encouraged the public to attend and take the self-guided tour. 
 
Old Business 
a) Signage in Robbins Park Historic District 
Ms. Salmon provided an update on the revised sign toppers with the amended text. The overall width 
and height is to remain the same as the previous proposal.   
 
Commissioner Barclay asked about the Church signs being added to the street signs.  Ms. Salmon 
stated that those signs would not be attached to the new street sign poles and the possibility of re-
locating those Church signs to existing street sign poles across the street could be looked at. 
 
Commissioner Prisby stated it would be desirable to wait until next month’s meeting to vote on ordering 
the signs to ensure feedback is available from all Commissioners.  Ms. Salmon suggested the vote take 
place at the next meeting to ensure this year’s budget amount remains available.   
 
b) Amendments to Title 14 – Status Update 
Chairman Bohnen asked for an update.  Ms. Salmon reported that staff continues to work with the 
Village attorney to cross check details within the code.  Ms. Salmon stated that she is hoping to bring 
this to a Committee of the Whole meeting in the next month or so.  Ms. Salmon will provide the next 
draft to the group when available.   
 
Commissioner Prisby asked Chairman Bohnen about sharing his ideas about the map at tonight’s 
meeting.  Chairman Bohnen stated he wanted to wait until next month’s meeting to discuss this item.  
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Adjournment 
With no other new business items to discuss, a motion was made by Commissioner Prisby, seconded 
by Commissioner Barclay, to adjourn the meeting. The meeting was adjourned at 7:17 p.m. after a 
unanimous vote.    
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Jennifer Spires, Community Development Department 
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              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   November 24, 2021 

TO:   Chairman Bohnen and Historic Preservation Commissioners 

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

FROM:   Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

RE:  Case HPC-7-2021 – 444 E. Fourth Street – Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to 
Construct a New Single-Family Home in the Robbins Park Historic District 

FOR: December 1, 2021 Historic Preservation Commission Meeting 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Summary 
The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from McAlpline Tankersley Architecture, the project architect, 
requesting approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) to allow for the construction of a new single-family 
home located at 444 E. Fourth Street in the Robbins Park Historic District.  
 
Per the Village Code, no permits shall be issued for the demolition or new construction of any structure located in 
a designated historic district without the rendering of a final decision by the Historic Preservation Commission on 
an application for a Certificate of Appropriateness.  
 
Background 
On March 8, 2017, the HPC unanimously voted to deny the COA request to demolish the house located at 444 E. 
Fourth Street. The two-story single-family home was constructed in 1929 in the Tutor Revival style and was 
originally designed by R. Harold Zook. Because no demolition permit was applied for within a year of the decision, 
the applicant was required to go back through the process to receive a new approval for the request.  

On July 1, 2020, the HPC unanimously denied a request to waive the COA application requirement to provide plans 
and specifications for new construction as part of the new request for demolition. The applicant appealed the 
denial to the Board of Trustees, as authorized by Section 14-5-3 of the Village Code. On August 11, 2020, the 
Village Board approved waiving the plan requirement for the COA and, given the unusual circumstances present 
in this particular case, waived the requirement that the applicant return to the HPC to apply for a new COA. Since 
that time, the house has been demolished, the property was subdivided allowing the relocation of the eastern lot 
line to expand the adjacent lot at 448 E. Fourth Street, and the property was sold to a new owner. 

On September 1, 2021, the HPC reviewed a Preliminary COA application (Case HPC-05-2021) to allow for the 
construction of a new single-family home. At the meeting, the Commission expressed support for the project and 
noted that the house would be complimentary to the Robbins Park Historic District. The HPC voted to approve the 
Preliminary Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to allow for the construction of a new single-family 
home located at 444 E. Fourth Street in the Robbins Park Historic District by a vote of 5-0 (2 absent). 
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              MEMORANDUM 

Request and Analysis 
The applicant requests approval to construct a new code-compliant single family house on a 47,960 square foot 
vacant lot. The lot is considered a through lot with frontage on both Fourth Street and Woodside Avenue. The 
property located in the R-1 Single Family Residential District and is surrounded by single-family homes to the 
north, east, south and west in the R-1 Single Family Residential District.  
 
The applicant has submitted a site plan, interior floor plans, a colored rendering and a sketch of the front elevation, 
black and white elevations of all sides of the proposed single-family home, and photos of the neighboring 
properties for review.   
 
The proposed two-story single family house will primarily be constructed of a stone masonry veneer and 
incorporates elements of the Cotswold style of architecture. The building features painted wood siding accent 
areas, limestone parapet walls and trim, painted wood shutters, decorative cooper accents, a slate roof, and both 
and attached and detached garage. As shown on the submitted site plan, driveway access will be provided via 
Woodside Avenue. 
 
Process 
Pursuant to Title 14, Section 14-5-1: (B) Historic District: No alteration shall be allowed to, and no permits shall be 
issued for, the alteration, demolition, signage, or any other physical modifications of the exterior architectural 
appearance of any structure, building, site, or area located in a designated historic district without the rendering 
of a final decision by the Historic Preservation Commission on an application for a certificate of appropriateness. 
The final decision of the Historic Preservation Commission shall be advisory only. 
 
Applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness shall conform to the applicable standards set forth in Village Code 
Title 14, Section 14-5-2, which are attached for review. 
 
Attachments 
1. Zoning Map and Project Location 
2. Aerial View  
3. Birds Eye View 
4. Robbins Park Historic District Map 
5. National Register of Historic Places Sheet  
6. Certificate of Appropriateness Review Criteria - Village Code Title 14, Section 14-5-2  
7. Application for Certificate of Appropriateness and Exhibits 



Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location  
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Aerial View – 444 E. Fourth Street 
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Birds Eye View – 444 E. Fourth Street 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW CRITERIA  
VILLAGE CODE TITLE 14, SECTION 14-5-2 
 
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. 

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. 
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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. 

 

C. Additional Standards: In addition to the foregoing standards, the commission may consider the 
secretary of the interior's standards for rehabilitation guidelines for rehabilitating historic buildings 
(revised 1983), and any amendments thereto, in reviewing any application under this section.  

 







5. TABLE OF COMPLIANCE. ' .... 

Address of subject property: 44 4 E:- L.\th S' tr-c.e\-' 
If 
The following table is based on the R. -\ Zoning District. 

You may INlite - "NIA" if the MlnirnumCode 
application does NOT affect the Requirements 
building/subject prope,rty. 

; Existing 
Development 

Proposed 
Development 

I 

LotArea(SF}. '301 000 � 47,9'b0 SF 
�0f1�:�� ..• �j Lot De th ----+-t'2S' ·------1--- 40\;' o.v�--e -;;, ""'"'"" .... "' 

Lot Width -----'\'"", __ -.... '_ +----="2.°""\c.;:;_'_-"l...:.._1<_--+-·. '2.10 1-r_" 
Bui!_ding Height -----+----'-:Y\� n/ o.. "3'J. 1 t 

Number of Stories 3 ___ l _'0 / a.. '1. �-
Front Yard Setback l,D .5 2.1 Lb�c.k filJa. V\ { o.. ".!9� p-ee oee�. r--ern1-= ') 
Comer Side Yard Setback . 351 

_ _ 
=.i --n"""';--'o.

-'-_ -
---

n Io. 
Interior Side Yard Setback , _i.1,-D3/,f /r,,1'-:Nz.

11 
_ nl �'-___ -_ -

-
-2'2 !-0314"11 /�-1·'-�

RearYardSetback .3�:?��-fui ____ 'A/q --··-i..fo•-cs 11 

��f�J� 
F��or Area Ratio

h/a n/ "- l7%JJ_-. .!.�_l 't ,_r_) � 
Maximum Total Building 
Cov��ge*· .... ___ _ 

' Maximum Total Loi 
25% (.1\ 1�-,o.sr) 

...,._ __ 
s:>i. (2s:,�os�) 

\'; j. (b,'571- SF-) 
-------

33% l\c;,<r,c1.�\:) I
. Coverage• 0 

--,----r--i Parking Requirements . 3� a.....vc1\'1"� '-'-"'. • �a.r-"'�e �,°'F<'YjJ �r :t\ Co.<" S
· wccdSiae- hJ-e ("\ Jo. 

o.<-VGWll,\.\C\.CC..e.SS" • \Jllooas,d-e �c.c.css
r�v1., r-e.c\ __________ -·---Parking front yard ·se--tback.,----,---t--- n/ o.. �--Y'I j_C\,:__ __ · ! ___ Y"\_(�----

P.arking comer side yard 
i setback n/o. 
!Parking._in-te_no

.,...· -r-side yard V\ 1 � ._... /a J setback ----------�- ____ _ __ n_J_o. ______ •_ '_ ---1 

Parking. rear yard setback . n Io. n I 0 ... , ---- V\ Io._ ... ·-
Loading Requirements___ V'1 Io.. ---+-- n / o. �-- "' f o..
Accessory structure - ;I · t01t'\'\°C{). $1,p<>.C\� IA/Oi -1e1-\\� d.i�tc.()ce
Information -� �- 10°12..P\J�. c.c-ido.. _ • 55SSY -:::. 1., �-

• 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: _..:D1J...U _________________ _

Aprll 2020 Paae 4of5 







Provided: 
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rear 
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Statement of applicant: 

I swear/affirm that the information provided in this form is true and complete. I 
understand. that any omission of applicable or relevant information from this form could 
be a basis for denial or revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance. 

By: 
Digitally signed by Allison Ford 
Date: 2021.07.28 14:57:07 -05'00' 

Applicant's signature 

Allison Ford, AIA 
Applicant's printed name 

Dat e d: ...:..;7/=2=8 ______ , 2011_. 
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Photo #1 – 4th Street view of 444 E. 4th Street  
 

 
 
 
Photo #2 – Woodside Ave. view of 444 E. 4th Street  
 

 
 



Photo #3 – Woodside Ave. view of 444 E. 4th Street  
 

 
 
 
Photo #4 – Adjacent home to the west | 420 E. 4th Street | 4th Street view 

 

 
 
  



Photo #5 – Adjacent home to the east | 448 E. 4th Street | 4th Street view 

 

 
 
 
Photo #6 – 441 E. 4th Street | 4th Street view | Across the street  
 

 
 
 
 
 
  



Photo 7 – 435 E. 4th Street | 4th Street view | Across the street 
 

 
 
 
Photo 8 - 425 E. 4th Street | 4th Street view | Across the street 
 

 
 
 
 
  



Photo #9 – Adjacent home to the Southwest | 425 Woodside Ave. | Woodside view 
 

 
 
 
 
Photo #10 – Adjacent home to the Southwest | 425 Woodside Ave. | 4th St. view 
 

 
 



Photo #11 – Adjacent home to the Southeast | 455 Woodside Ave. | Woodside view 
 

 
 
 
Photo #12 – 424 Woodside Ave. | Woodside view | Across the street to the southwest 
 

 
 
 
  



Photo #13 – 440 Woodside Ave. | Woodside view | Across the street to the southeast  
 

 
 
 
Image #14 – Google Aerial View | 444 E. 4th Street 
 

 



Image #15 – Google Aerial View | 444 E. 4th Street including adjacent properties  
 

 
 
 
Key from top left to top right 
 
#1  420 E 4th St – photo #4, adjacent home to the west  
#2 448 E. 4th St – photo #5, adjacent home to the east  
#3 425 Woodside Ave – photos #9 and #10, adjacent home to the Southwest 
#4 455 Woodside Ave - photo #11, adjacent home to the Southeast 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 



EA
ST

 4T
H

 S
TR

EE
T

W
O

O
D

SI
D

E
 A

V
E

N
U

E

21
0'-

7"
 L

O
T 

W
ID

TH

22
'-1

" 
SI

D
E

 Y
A

RD
 S

E
TB

A
C

K

36
'-9

1 2"

70'-0" [70.00'] SETBACK PER DEED

45
'-5

3 4"

60'-6 1
4 " [60.52'] FRONT YARD SETBACK

45
'-5

" 
SI

D
E

 Y
A

RD
 S

E
TB

A
C

K

39'-8
1
4"

22
'-1

"

35'-0" SECONDARY FRONT YARD SETBACK

70'-0"

31 2"

22
'-1

" 
SI

D
E

 Y
A

RD
 S

E
TB

A
C

K

22'-1" SIDE YARD SETBACK

34'-3"

152.09'   N   5º28'08"   E

41
.5

1'
   

N
   

83
º1

0'
30

" 
  W

190.46'   N   1º04'37"   E

R 
=

 3
66

.9
7'

L 
=

 5
1.

55
'

R 
= 

63
9.

37
'

L 
= 

16
9.

98
'

R 
= 

12
6.

62
'

L 
= 

13
.7

8'85.39'   S   18º57'27"   W

143.38'   S   11º23'24"   W

R 
=

 6
1.

97
'

L 
=

 3
3.

81
'

R = 849.92'

L = 97.36'

28'-11"

926 SQ. FT.
DETACHED GARAGE

BUILDING COVERAGE

6247 SQ. FT.
RESIDENCE

BUILDING COVERAGE

EX
IS

TI
N

G
 S

ID
EW

AL
K

31'-1 12 " D
RIV

E
 A

PRO
N

15
'-1

0
1 2
" D

RIV
E

STONE

STONE

site plan
1" = 10'

ARCHITECTURAL
SITE PLAN

A0.1

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

NOVEMBER 5, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.



LIGHT
WELL
BELOW

LIGHT
WELL
BELOW

BEDROOM 4

STUDY

ENTRY

POWDER
ROOM 1

KITCHEN

SCULLERY

SALON AND DINING

FIRESIDE

GARAGE 1

REAR
HALL

GRAND
CENTRAL

BATH 4

CLO. 4

TRASH

ELEVATOR

STAIR HALL

OFFICE

GRILL
PORCH

POOL
BATH

CHINA
CLOSETLAUNDRY 1

HEARTH
ROOM

SUN
ROOM

MAIN LEVEL
FLOOR PLAN

A1.1

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.main level floor plan
1 4" = 1'-0" house main level     4,842 sq. ft.

       garages     1,720 sq. ft.
total main level     6,562 sq. ft.

NOTE: SEE DETACHED GARAGE FLOOR PLAN ON A1.3



PRIMARY
BEDROOM

SITTING
ROOM

GIRLS'
LOUNGE

CLOSET 6

CLOSET 8
(TRAVEL)

BATH 2

BEDROOM 2

BEDROOM 3

PRIMARY
BATH

ATTIC/STORAGE

ELEVATOR
CLOSET

2.2

CLOSET
2.1

STAIR HALL

VESTI-
BULE

W.C. 1

W.C. 2

LAUNDRY
ROOM 2

CLOSET 7
(SKI/COATS)

BATH 3

DRESSING
ROOM

CLOSET 3

PRIMARY
CLOSET

UPPER LEVEL
FLOOR PLAN

A1.2

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.upper level floor plan
1 4" = 1'-0" house upper level     3,440 sq. ft.



GARAGE 2

BIKES

DETACHED GARAGE
FLOOR PLAN

A1.3

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.detached garage floor plan
1 4" = 1'-0"



10
'-4

"
1'

-2
"

18
'-6

" 
PL

A
TE

 H
E

IG
H

T

7'

FIN. FL.

FIN. FL.

2'
-0

"

2'
-0

"

2'
-0

"
2'

-6
"

2'
-0

"
2'

-6
"

2'

GRADE

31
'-3

1 8" 
SE

C
O

N
D

A
RY

 R
ID

G
E

33
'-9

1 8" 
PR

IM
A

RY
 R

ID
G

E

3'
-1

1"

2'
-0

"

3'
-8

"
3'

-2
"

ELEVATIONS

A2.0

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.

4th Street elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

east elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

1
A2.0

2
A2.0

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

WOOD PARAPET CAP, PAINTED

CUT LIMESTONE
PARAPET SHOULDER

COPPER AWNING ON IRON BRACKET

CUT LIMESTONE
PARAPET CAP

CUT LIMESTONE CAP

CUT LIMESTONE WINDOW SURROUND

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

CUT LIMESTONE QUOINS

CUT LIMESTONE WINDOW
LINTEL AND SILL, TYPICAL

SLATE ROOF

CUT LIMESTONE CHIMNEY CAP AND TRIM
COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED

TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

WOOD TIMBERS, PAINTED

WOOD T&G SIDING WITH NICKEL GAP, PAINTED

WOOD T&G SIDING W/ NICKEL GAP,
WITH HALF TIMBERING, PAINTED

COPPER SCUPPER AND DOWNSPOUT

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

COPPER AWNING ON IRON BRACKET

MAHOGANY DOOR, STAINED

CUT LIMESTONE SURROUND

CUT LIMESTONE CAP

COPPER STEP FLASHING

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER
WATER TABLE WITH CUT LIMESTONE CAP

T&G SIDING W/ NICKEL GAP, WITH
HALF TIMBERING, PAINTED

 WOOD MOULDING, PAINTED,
WITH COPPER FLASHING

CUSTOM GAS LANTERN, BRONZE

12

15

12

15

12

15

12

15

12

18.5

12

18.5

12
2

BRICK VENEER WITH PARGE
COAT ON CHIMNEYS ABOVE
COPING, TYPICAL

BRICK COPING WITH PARGE
COAT ON CHIMNEYS, TYPICAL

CLAY CHIMNEY POT

MAHOGANY DOOR, STAINED



2'
-6

"
2'

-0
"

2'
-0

"

10
'-4

"
1'

-2
"

18
'-6

" 
PL

A
TE

 H
E

IG
H

T

7'

FIN. FL.

FIN. FL.

2'
-6

"

2'
-0

" 3'
-2

"
3'

-6
"

4'
-2

"

4'
-2

"

2'
-0

" 3'
-2

"

3'
-6

"

5'
-7

3 16
"

GRADE

34
'-1

011 32
" 

SE
C

O
N

D
A

RY
 R

ID
G

E

37
'-4

11 32
" 

PR
IM

A
RY

 R
ID

G
E

3'
-0

"

3'
-0

"

8'
-1

3 16
" 

PL
A

TE
 H

E
IG

H
T

688.40' FIN. FL.

23
'-4

13 32
" 

RI
D

G
E

699.00' PL. HT.

711.76' RIDGE

696.50' EAVE

2'
-6

"
12

'-9
7 32

"

ELEVATIONS

A2.1

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.

Woodside Ave. elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

west elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

2
A2.1

1
A2.1

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

SLATE ROOF

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDERMAHOGANY CARRIAGE DOOR, STAINED

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

CUT LIMESTONE WINDOW LINTEL AND SILL, TYPICAL

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER
WATER TABLE WITH CUT LIMESTONE CAP

 WOOD T&G SIDING W/ NICKEL GAP,
WITH HALF TIMBERING, PAINTED

 WOOD MOULDING, PAINTED,
WITH COPPER FLASHING

FLAT SEAM COPPER DORMER ROOF

OPERABLE WOOD SHUTTERS, PAINTED, WITH IRON
HINGES (ON REAR OF SHUTTER) AND SHUTTER DOGS

MAHOGANY DOOR, STAINED

DECORATIVE LOUVERED COPPER DORMER VENT

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

12

15

12

15
12

15

12

15

12

15

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

CHIMNEY BEYONDCHIMNEY BEYOND PARAPETS BEYOND



3'
-1

1"

3'
-1

1"

2'
-6

"

2'
-0

"

2'
-0

"

2'
-0

"

7'
-1

0
3 16

" 
PL

A
TE

 H
E

IG
H

T

688.40' FIN. FL.

23
'-1

13 32
" 

RI
D

G
E

698.75' PL. HT.

711.51' RIDGE

696.25' EAVE

688.90' AVG. EXIST. GR.

2'
-6

"
5'

-1
19 32

"

703.88' MEAN

14
'-1

113 16
"

7'
-7

19 32
"

3'
-1

1"

7'
-1

0
3 16

" 
PL

A
TE

 H
E

IG
H

T

688.40' FIN. FL.

23
'-1

13 32
" 

RI
D

G
E

698.75' PL. HT.

711.51' RIDGE

696.25' EAVE

688.90' AVG. EXIST. GR.

2'
-6

"
5'

-1
19 32

"

703.88' MEAN

14
'-1

113 16
"

7'
-7

19 32
"

688.40' FIN. FL.

23
'-1

13 32
" 

RI
D

G
E

698.75' PL. HT.

711.51' RIDGE

696.25' EAVE

688.90' AVG. EXIST. GR.

2'
-6

"
5'

-1
19 32

"

703.88' MEAN

14
'-1

113 16
"

7'
-7

19 32
"

7'
-1

0
3 16

" 
PL

A
TE

 H
E

IG
H

T

ELEVATIONS

A2.2

This drawing is an instrument of

service, and the property of

McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C., not to be

reproduced, in whole or in part,

without the express written consent

of McALPINE TANKERSLEY

ARCHITECTURE, P.C.

COPYRIGHT

All Rights Reserved

22
5 

P
O

LK
 A

V
E

N
U

E
 S

U
IT

E
 2

20
N

A
SH

V
IL

LE
, T

E
N

N
E

SS
E

E
 3

72
0

3

OCTOBER 28, 2021

61
5.

25
9.

12
22

  M
cA

LP
IN

E
H

O
U

SE
.C

O
M

N
EW

 Y
O

RK
A

TL
A

N
TA

N
A

SH
VI

LL
E

M
O

N
TG

O
M

ER
Y

DATE
ISSUE

P
R

O
JE

C
T

D
A

T
E

T
IT

L
E

S
H

E
E

T
 N

o

REV

REV

REV

a new residence for

444 E 4th Street
Hinsdale, Illinois

HPC REVIEW - C.O.A.

detached garage Woodside Ave. elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

south elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

detached garage north elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

1
A2.2

4
A2.2

5
A2.2

detached garage west elevation detached garage east elevation
1
4" = 1'-0"

2
A2.2

3
A2.2

SLATE ROOF

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS
CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

COPPER AWNING ON IRON BRACKET

CUT LIMESTONE  PARAPET SHOULDER

CUT STONE WINDOW LINTEL AND SILL, TYPICAL

OPERABLE WOOD SHUTTERS, PAINTED, WITH IRON
HINGES (ON REAR OF SHUTTER) AND SHUTTER DOGS

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL WOOD T&G SIDING W/ NICKEL GAP,
WITH HALF TIMBERING, PAINTED

1
4" = 1'-0"

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

MAHOGANY DOOR, STAINED

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

DECORATIVE
LOUVERED COPPER

DORMER VENT

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

DECORATIVE
LOUVERED COPPER
DORMER VENT

OPERABLE WOOD SHUTTERS, PAINTED, WITH IRON
HINGES (ON REAR OF SHUTTER) AND SHUTTER DOGS

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

CUT STONE WINDOW LINTEL AND SILL

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED
TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

CUT LIMESTONE
PARAPET SHOULDER

DECORATIVE LOUVERED
COPPER DORMER VENTS

OPERABLE WOOD SHUTTERS, PAINTED, WITH IRON
HINGES (ON REAR OF SHUTTER) AND SHUTTER DOGS

STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

CUT STONE WINDOW LINTEL AND SILL

COPPER RIDGE CAP RIVETED TO HIDDEN CLEATS

SLATE ROOF

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET CAP

DECORATIVE LOUVERED
COPPER DORMER VENTS

CUT LIMESTONE PARAPET SHOULDER

CUSTOM GAS LANTERN, BRONZE

12

15

12

15

12

15

12

15

12

15

MAHOGANY CARRIAGE DOOR, STAINED
STACKED STONE MASONRY VENEER, TYPICAL

PARAPET BEYOND











 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   November 24, 2021 

TO:   Chairman Bohnen and Historic Preservation Commissioners 

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

FROM:   Bethany Salmon, Village Planner 

RE:  Robbins Park Historic District Street Sign Toppers 

FOR: December 1, 2021 Historic Preservation Commission Meeting 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Summary 
On October 6, 2021, the Historic Preservation Commission reviewed the different design options for the 
street sign toppers in the Robbins Park Historic District created by Western Remac, Inc. A model of a 
sample street sign topper, the previously chosen Village-wide street name sign design with a white 
background and black letters, brackets, and pole were shared at the meeting.  
 
Overall, the Commission recommended the following changes: 

• For the street toppers, the shape with the cut-out top corners used in the model was preferred. The 
majority of Commissioners preferred a black background and white text, although several 
Commissioners favored using a brown background. The Commission requested that the text be 
revised to read “Robbins Park Historic District.”  

• The Commission recommended that all of the street name signs in the Robbins Park Historic District 
use the original color scheme with a black background and white text rather than the new standard 
color scheme used throughout the Village with the white background and black text.  

• There was a discussion on relocating or removing any existing street signs such as the one located on 
County Line Road and First Street that currently contain multiple church names and other signage to 
eliminate sign clutter.  
 

Gateway signs at the four corners of the Historic District will be reviewed and approved separately, 
subject to approval in the 2022 budget. 

 
Since the October 6 meeting, the sign company has provided revised sign topper plans that utilizes the 
“Robbins Park Historic District” text. The top line was widened to accommodate the additional text, 
however, the shape, size and style are the same as the favored option presented at the previous meeting. 
The street sign topper will have a height of 6 inches and a width of 18 inches.  
 
It has also been determined that the street name signs cannot be fabricated with a black background and 
white text as this does not meet the standards of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD), 
which are the national standards that regulate traffic signs, road markings, and signals.  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

At the meeting on November 3, 2021, the Historic Preservation Commission tabled a vote to the 
December meeting to ensure that feedback is available from all Commissioners prior to moving forward 
with the order. 
 
Staff requests feedback from the Historic Preservation Commission on the revised design option. Should 
any revisions be needed, staff will have the company revise the signage plans prior to selecting the final 
design and fabricating the signs.  
 
Process 
Formal approval of the proposed signage and a sign permit is not required by the Historic Preservation 
Commission and Plan Commission. Per Section 9-106(E)(7) and 9-106(F)(3), governmental signs are 
permitted in the right-of-way in all zoning districts and are considered permit-exempt.  
 
Attachments: 
1. Robbins Park Historic District Street Sign Topper Design – Original Plans and Revised Plans 
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