@ VILLAGE OF
%““’O&L MEETING AGENDA

Est. 1873

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
Wednesday, September 7, 2022
6:30 p.m.
MEMORIAL HALL — MEMORIAL BUILDING
19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, lllinois 60521
(Tentative & Subject to Change)

1. CALL TO ORDER
2. ROLL CALL
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES — August 3, 2022

4. SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

a) Case A-20-2022 — 28 E. First Street — Visual Comfort & Co. — Installation of One (1) Wall
Sign

5. PUBLIC MEETINGS

a) Case A-15-2022 — 36 S. Washington Street & 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Exterior
Appearance Review and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to the exterior facade of
the existing building and a Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2) new
wall signs on the building located at 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue
in the B-2 Central Business District

b) Case A-18-2022 — 18 E. Hinsdale Avenue — Zazu Salon & Day Spa — Exterior Appearance
and Site Plan Review to allow for the replacement of second floor windows on the existing
building located at 18 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District

c) Case A-21-2022 — 35 E. First Street — Fuller House - Exterior Appearance and Site Plan
Review to allow for fagade improvements to the existing building located at 35 E. First
Street in the B-2 Central Business District

6. PUBLIC COMMENT
7. NEW BUSINESS

8. OLD BUSINESS

a) Amendments to Title 14 — Status Update
b) Village of Hinsdale 150" Anniversary Celebration
¢) Robbins Park Historic District Gateway Sighs

9. 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 lllinois 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/

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
MINUTES OF THE MEETING
Wednesday, August 3, 2022

The regularly scheduled meeting of the Village of Hinsdale Historic Preservation Commission was called to
order by Commissioner Prisby in Memorial Hall of the Memorial Building, 19 E. Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale,
IL on Wednesday, August 3, 2022 at 6:30 p.m., roll call was taken.

PRESENT: Commissioners Sarah Barclay, Shannon Weinberger, Alexis Braden, and Jim Prisby
ABSENT: Commissioners Frank Gonzalez and William Haarlow, Chairman John Bohnen
ALSO PRESENT: Bethany Salmon, Village Planner

Commissioner Prisby asked for a motion to appoint him as the Chairman Pro Tem for tonight's meeting. A
motion was made by Commissioner Weinberger, seconded by Commissioner Braden to appoint

Commissioner Jim Prisby Pro Tem Chairman for the August 3, 2022 Historic Preservation meeting. The
motion carried by a roll call vote of 4-0 as follows:

AYES: Commissioners Barclay, Weinberger, Braden, and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Approval of Minutes — July 6, 2022

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked for comments on the draft of the July 6, 2022 Historic Preservation
Commission meeting minutes.

Commissioner Weinberger made note of two (2) errors. The first error, on page three (3) of the draft minutes,
the vote included Commissioner Weinberger mistakenly as a “Nay” vote and should be changed to “Abstain”
for the motion to approve Case HPC-05-2022 — 430 E. Seventh Street — Application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to Demolish a Single-Family Home in the Robbins Park Historic District.

The second error included the vote of Commissioner Weinberger mistakenly recorded as a “Nay” and
should be changed to “Aye” for the motion to approve Case HPC-05-2022 — 430 E. Seventh Street —
Application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to Construct a New Single-Family Home in the Robbins
Park Historic District.

A motion was made by Commissioner Barclay, seconded by Commissioner Weinberger, to approve the
July 6, 2022 draft minutes as amended. The motion carried by a voice vote of 4-0.

AYES: Commissioners Barclay, Weinberger and Braden and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Public Meetings

a) Case A-15-2022 — 36 S. Washington Street & 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Exterior
Appearance Review and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to the exterior facade of the
existing building and a Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2) new wall
signs on the building located at 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2
Central Business District
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Mike Klein, representing Airoom, was present to address the Commission and provided an overview of the
project. Mr. Klein shared historic photographs of the building and of the current building. He stated the
application included a proposal to install a white aluminum framed glass storefront system restoring the
window height to approximately what it was in the historic photograph. The glass installed would be insulated
and raise the level of glass in the storefront to a more proportional level. The door will be brought forward
instead of set in. The copper canopy would be removed.

The proposed sign size on Washington Street falls within the allowable size, includes the Airoom name and
logo in a simple back lit design, and is flush with the building. The smaller letters underneath the main text
that read “Design + Build Studio” were confirmed to be routed out illuminated letters.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked if the proposed sign was a cabinet sign. Mr. Klein stated the sign is not
internally illuminated.

Mr. Klein stated the window on Hinsdale Avenue would not be replaced and a smaller version of the
Washington Street sign would be installed above the existing window.

Commissioner Barclay asked if the windows would have lettering on them. Mr. Klein stated that the windows
would not contain lettering.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked staff to clarify the ordinance as it relates to signage on the window. Ms.
Salmon responded the code includes permanent window signage as part of the total allowable signage but
stated that window signage was not submitted as part of this application.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked about the basket-weave brick work on the building. Ms. Salmon stated
she believed this feature was not part of the original building.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked if the street had been raised to help relate architecturally the proportional
height of the proposed window. Discussion followed and it was decided the street was likely raised and the
floor lowered as a result.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby stated the building was already a complex case for signage with two (2) sides in
addition to the proposed architectural changes to a historical building. He noted concerns about the band
covering the steel beam behind the “Airoom” signs and stated it appears to read more as the metal panel
and part of the sign instead of an architectural element. Pro Tem Chairman Prisby stated this area should
be more of an architectural element and perhaps the applicant consider adding a crown molding cap, rails,
columns or entry that projects further out from the building to give the appearance of a covered entry and
better fit the building style.

Mr. Klein stated that the slope of the building is a challenge and asked Pro Tem Chairman Prisby to clarify
what he would like to see. Pro Tem Chairman Prisby suggested adding a flat box extending twelve (12) to
eighteen (18) inches from the building with some molding and other architectural features, perhaps with
some down lights. Pro Tem Chairman Prisby stated that adding an architectural piece like this would create
depth and shadow lines.

Further discussion took place about the proposed design looking like an international style on a Colonial
Revival building and the need to add architectural characteristics. Mr. Klein stated he felt the proposed
design of “less is more” was simple and did not compete with the other features already existing on the
building. Discussion followed about how the architectural box proposed could be constructed and attached
to the building and possible designs to incorporate the wrought iron sconces to minimize the modern feel of
the proposed design. It was confirmed the wrought iron pieces on the second floor were to remain.
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Commissioner Weinberger stated that removing the recessed door entry and making the area above the
windows flat gives a very urban appearance on a very important historic location within the Village. Mr. Klein
stated that the use of the interior space is very limited without pushing the door outward. Mr. Klein also
stated that he would be willing to make some of the changes discussed to building an architectural box but
felt removing the recessed door was necessary.

Discussion continued about design possibilities for the architectural box. Ms. Salmon stated that posts could
not be constructed in the right-of-way and the box would need to be cantilevered over the door opening. Pro
Tem Chairman Prisby asked staff to clarify the allowable height of a cantilevered box. Ms. Salmon stated
that the ordinance states it would need to be at least eight (8) feet above grade and project out about a
maximum of three (3) feet.

Discussion continued about the specific design of a potential architectural box to include corbels and
pediments, trim on the bottom, and an architectural cap on the top that would be a balance between an
architectural interest piece that would contribute to the Colonial Revival building style and being too ornate.

Mr. Klein stated that he would like to continue moving the project forward in relation to the glass windows as
the architectural box and sign design are finalized and approved. Ms. Salmon stated that unfortunately those
aspects of the project could not be separated out, the project must move forward together to the Village
Board.

It was stated the role of the Historic Preservation Commission is advisory and revised plans of the
architectural box based on the suggestions from the HPC would need to be submitted the following day on
August 4, 2022 to be included in the next the Plan Commission meeting for approval. Mr. Klein stated he
felt revised plans could be submitted by the end of next business day in an attempt to keep the project
moving forward. Ms. Salmon stated that in the past, cases have been referred forward to the Plan
Commission with revisions based on the recommendations of the HPC and shared with the Chairman, in
this case Pro Tem Chairman Prisby to ensure agreement.

Ms. Salmon stated it was up to the discretion of the Historic Preservation Commission to continue this case
to the next month’s meeting with revised plans or to refer the case to Plan Commission subject to revisions
based on the recommendations.

Further discussion took place about the sign illumination. It was stated that the sign would not be internally
lit but rather it would contain halo / edge lighting of the letters, similar to what Every Day is a Sundae originally
proposed. Michelle Forys, of Aurora Sign, shared specific details of the illumination and directed the
Commission to view the night time elevation provided in the packet.

Commissioner Braden asked how the sconces, recommended by the HPC to remain, would work with the
proposed sign.

Commissioner Weinberger asked if the Hinsdale Avenue sign needed to be lit since customers would be
entering the business from Washington Street. Mr. Klein stated that he felt the Hinsdale Avenue sign should
be lit and felt the proposed signs were far more subtle than existing, face lit signs in the area.
Commissioner Braden stated it is part of the Commission’s job to “right” some past decisions that were
unknowingly made and acknowledged that it is difficult not to make comparisons to decisions made in the
past for existing businesses in the area. Mr. Klein stated that the small size of the sign does require some
lighting to be legible.
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Pro Tem Chairman Prisby explained the interior box of this sign proposed is being lit rather than each
individual letter mounted as has been approved by this Commission in the past. Ms. Forys stated that LED
halo lit illumination of each letter would not be possible due to the small size of the letter font. Mr. Klein
stated that the size of the proposed sign was very limited due to the oversized signs of the neighboring
businesses approved on the building.

Commissioner Braden asked for clarification on the approval of the neighboring signs. Ms. Salmon stated
the sign face change was approved in 2015 and recent requests for variations allowing more signage were
not approved. Ms. Salmon also stated that building owners can assign allowable sign space in unequal
amounts to tenants.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked about a possible variation in light of the hardship of allowable sign size.
Ms. Salmon stated that the Plan Commission can allow for a slightly larger sign size at an administrative
level but noted the Plan Commission has not typically supported variations for increased signage. Ms.
Salmon stated that another option would be for the building owner work with the other tenant to remove
some of the existing signage.

Mr. Klein stated that he felt the proposed sign is creating the same effect of individual back lit letters that
would be created by a halo lit sign design suggested by the Commission but is impossible to do this design
because of the small sign size and font. Mr. Klein re-stated the proposed sign is not a face lit sign. It was
stated later that the logo would be face lit.

Further discussion took place about design suggestions to eliminate illumination from parts of the sign and
the amount of colors used in this and other allowable signs. It was stated that a night-time full streetscape
would be helpful to the Commission in the future.

With no further comments on the Washington Street sign, discussion moved to the sign on Hinsdale Avenue.
Mr. Klein stated this sign was simply a smaller version of the Washington Street sign that would fit directly
above the window. Commissioner Braden asked if the phrase “Since 1958” was on the sign. It was
confirmed that phrase would be on the Hinsdale Avenue sign but not on the Washington Street sign. The
phrase would not be illuminated.

Discussion took place about the above window location of the Hinsdale Avenue sign and if there were other,
more appropriate locations. It was determined the location directly above the window was the most
appropriate location for the sign for various reasons, but the Commission is not in favor with the illumination
of this sign.

Commissioner Barclay asked if the sconce lighting could be a source of illumination for the Washington
Street sign. Pro Tem Chairman Prisby stated he did not believe that gooseneck lighting, which is often
preferred by the Commission, would be possible as a source of illumination over a sign mounted to
architectural box.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby asked for comments from the public. No public comments were shared.

Further discussion took place about procedural steps for potential motions. Discussion also took place about
the necessity to include the red Airoom logo as part of the sign.
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Commissioner Barclay made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Braden, to approve Case A-15-2022 —
36 S. Washington Street & 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Exterior Appearance Review and Site Plan
Review to allow for changes to the exterior fagade of the existing building and a Sign Permit Review to
allow for the installation of two (2) new wall signs on the building located at 36 S. Washington Street and
4 W. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District subject to Commissioner Prisby receiving
revised architectural plans showing a box pediment with corbel support on the Washington Street side
by August 4, 2022 to ensure revisions are in line with tonight’s discussion. The motion failed by a roll call
vote of 2-2 as follows:

AYES: Commissioners Barclay, and Braden

NAYS: Commissioners Weinberger and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Discussion followed about the motion lacking language related to sign lighting resulting in the denied motion
and about procedures to split the motion to address specific items.

Commissioner Barclay made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Weinberger, to approve Case A-15-
2022 - 36 S. Washington Street — Airoom — Exterior Appearance Review and Site Plan Review to allow
for changes to the exterior fagade of the existing in the B-2 Central Business District subject to
Commissioner Prisby receiving revised architectural plans showing a box pediment with corbel support
on the Washington Street side by August 4, 2022 to ensure revisions are in line with tonight’s discussion.
A roll call vote of 3-1 was made as follows [see note below]:

AYES: Commissioners Barclay and Braden and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
NAYS: CommissionerWeinberger

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Commissioner Weinberger made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Braden, to deny Case A-15-2022
— 36 S. Washington Street & 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Sign Permit Review to allow for the
installation of two (2) new wall signs on the building located at 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale
Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District. The motion failed by a roll call vote of 1-3 as follows:

AYES: Commissioner Weinberger

NAYS: Commissioners Barclay, and Braden, and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Please note, following the meeting, staff reviewed Title 2 Chapter 12 of the Village Code that outlines the
general powers, duties, and procedures of the Historic Preservation Commission. In accordance with
Section 2-12-3(A): “Quorum And Necessary Vote: No business shall be transacted by the commission
without a quorum, consisting of four (4) members, being present. The affirmative vote of a majority of the
commission, consisting of at least four (4) members, shall be necessary on any motion to recommend
approval of any matter or any application. Any lesser vote on any such motion, even if a majority of those
voting, shall be considered a final decision to recommend denial of such matter or application.” The votes
of the Historic Preservation Commission noted above are considered votes recommending denial based
on this code section.
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b) 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 fagade Sign Permit
Review to allow for the installation of one (1) new wall sign for the existing building located at
36 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District

Mike Zalud Jr., from Courtland LLC, was present to address the Commission. Mr. Zalud stated this
request is a result of customers parking in the rear of the building being confused by location of
Performance Wealth Management due to lack of signage and the sharing of the building with another
tenant. Mr. Zalud stated the door trim changes proposed to the rear opening would mirror the opening
at the front of the building and the Zazu sign would be removed to make room for the proposed
Performance Wealth sign.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby expressed concern that the design of the proposed wood surround and trim
around the rear entrance doors was not proportional and recommended that the design be altered to
match the scale of the front design. It was noted that the plinths / bases of the pilasters appeared too
wide and did not match the scale of the surround, the top trim (cornice) appeared too narrow in
comparison to the header / frieze, and the pilasters were too narrow leaving exposed brick areas between
the pilaster and door frame.

Commissioner Weinberger asked why the rear sign was not designed like the front sign and not located
above the entry door for Performance Wealth, but instead was located near the Salon Loft portion of the
building. Mr. Zalud responded it was related to the amount of allowable sign square footage and the desire
to have a rear illuminated sign where a large majority of the customers park for frequent evening
appointments. Commissioners noted the location of the sign was confusing, especially with the branding of
the Salon Loft employee door.

Pro Tem Chairman Prisby stated this sign was an internally lit sign and suggested it be more similar to the
front sign that is illuminated with goose neck lighting. Commissioners also stated this is an area with a large
amount of truck traffic and any goose neck lighting would need to be high enough to be clear of truck traffic
but low enough to illuminate the sign. Ms. Salmon stated there was no code to address the required height
of the gooseneck lights, but there is an existing awning that projects from the building that is assumed to not
be problematic for truck traffic.

Commissioner Weinberger stated gooseneck lighting would serve dual functions, sign illumination as well
as lighting the entry door.

Hearing no public comments, Commissioner Weinberger made a motion, seconded by Commissioner
Braden, 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 fagade for the existing
building located at 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central Business District subject to the changes in
design discussed. The motion carried by a roll call vote of 4-0 as follows:

AYES: Commissioners Barclay, Weinberger, Braden and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen
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Commissioner Braden made a motion, seconded by Commissioner Weinberger, to deny Case A-17-2022
— 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue — Performance Wealth Management — Sign Permit Review to allow for the
installation of one (1) new wall sign for the existing building located at 36 E. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2
Central Business District with the recommendation the wall sign be relocated to the trim area above the
double doors and that the sign be illuminated with gooseneck lighting, similar to design utilized on front
facade. The motion carried by a roll call vote of 4-0 as follows:

AYES: Commissioners Barclay, Weinberger, Braden and Pro Tem Chairman Prisby
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: Commissioners Gonzalez and Haarlow and Chairman Bohnen

Public Comment

No public comments were shared.

New Business

Ms. Salmon shared information from a recent conversation with Anthony Rubano from the State Historic
Preservation Office about the property tax assessment freeze program. It was stated Mr. Rubano is willing
to conduct a free training session via zoom/web ex to share valuable information tailored to the Community
to dispel some myths about the program. The training session can be recorded and available on the Village
website for the future use. Ms. Salmon stated that there have been approximately 19 approved applications
since the program’s inception and a small number of applicants are eligible due to the difficulty meeting the
regulations for fair cash value. Ms. Salmon suggested to the Commissioners that the Village take advantage
of this opportunity to make homeowners aware of the program and educate them on the application process
and requirements.

Old Business
a) Amendments to Title 14 — Status Update

Ms. Salmon reported that the public hearing will be held at next week’s Plan Commission meeting. The
public notification was published and as of tonight, Ms. Salmon has not received any inquiries related to
it. Ms. Salmon reported that if no further changes are required, it could go to the Board in September.
Ms. Salmon will keep the Commission aware of the time-line.

b) Village of Hinsdale 150" Anniversary Celebration

Ms. Salmon reported a survey was put out to help prioritize and plan a budget for either the roof railing,
the plaza in front of Memorial Hall, or the gazebo in Burlington Park. The survey results showed the
priority was to update the patio in front of Memorial Hall. Ms. Salmon stated that many details are still
being worked on and any further updates will be shared at a later date.

c) Robbins Park Historic Gateway Signs

Ms. Salmon shared an updated map showing the four (4) primary locations and three (3) secondary
locations that were discussed previously. Ms. Salmon reported there were no changes to the sign
location on Blaine and the majority of the Commission preferred the west corner. It was also reported
there were no changes to sign location numbers two, three or four.
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The fifth location at Garfield and First Street was still in the process of being discussed, with the possibility
of re-locating the no trucks sign. The sixth location was also in the process of discussion with a possible
location near the driveway on the south side of First Street.

Discussion took place about the need for a sign at location nhumber six since it is inside the defined area
and all of the street signs will eventually have toppers.

Ms. Salmon shared photos of existing street topper, downtown historic district, and way finding signs. A
narrowed group of potential sign examples the Commission discussed were shared.

The group decided to wait for more Commissioners to be present further this topic.

Adjournment

Commissioner Weinberger made a motion to adjourn the regularly meeting of the Village of Hinsdale
Historic Preservation Commission meeting of August 3, 2022. Commissioner Braden seconded the
motion.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:39 PM after a unanimous voice vote of 4-0.

ATTEST:

Jennifer Spires, Community Development Office
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DATE: September 2, 2022
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 A-20-2022 — 28 E. First Street — Visual Comfort & Co. — Installation of One (1) Wall Sign
FOR: September 7, 2022 Historic Preservation Commission Meeting
Summary

The Village of Hinsdale received a sign permit application from Visual Comfort & Co. requesting approval
to install one (1) new wall sign for the tenant space located at 28 E. First Street. The existing two-story,
multi-tenant building is located in the B-2 Central Business District and the Downtown Historic District.

Background

The existing tenant space is occupied by Circa Lighting. On September 8, 2021, the Plan Commission
approved Case A-21-2021, a Sign Permit for Circa Lighting to allow for the installation of one (1) wall sign
and permanent window signage. Circa Lighting is changing its name to Visual Comfort & Co. in 2023. As a
result, the company is requesting to install a new wall sign reflecting its new branding.

The approved wall sign consisted of black face-lit illuminated channel letters mounted to a wireway
painted to match the color of the brick. The wall sign measured 21.75” tall and 152.36” wide, with an
overall sign face area of 23.01 square feet. Additionally, permanent window signage was approved
proposed on the glass entrance doors, which collectively had a sign face area of 1.55 square feet. With
the wall signage included, a total sign face surface area of 24.56 square feet was approved.

Request and Analysis

The applicant is requesting to install one (1) new wall sign that measures 12.25” tall and 152.375” wide,
with an overall sign face area of 12.96 square feet. The sign consists of dark gray face-lit illuminated
channel letters mounted to a raceway, which will be installed in the decorative brick banded area above
the entrance doors. The raceway will be painted to match the color of the brick fagade behind the sign.

The applicant has confirmed that a separate application will be submitted in the future for permanent
window signage.

Per Section 9-106(J), in the B-2 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 the greater of: 1) one square
foot per foot of building frontage, up to a maximum of one hundred (100) square feet, or 2) twenty five
(25) square feet for each business that has a separate ground level principal entrance directly to the
outside of the building onto a street, alley, courtyard, or parking lot. The proposed wall sign meets the
Village's code 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 sign will look like illumined at night.

Process

Per Section 11-607(D), sign permit applications shall be reviewed and approved by the Plan Commission
and do not require public notification. Per Village Code Section 14-5-1(B), the Historic Preservation
Commission shall review signage in the Historic District. The final decision of the Historic Preservation
Commission shall be advisory only. 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. Sign Application and Exhibits
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Birds Eye View — 28 E. First Street
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Street View — 28 E. First Street
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

| Name: Visual Comfort & Co. | Name: lfiangle Sign Services |
| Address: 913 W. Jones Street Address: 11 Azar Court
| City/zip: Savannah, GA 31411 City/Zip: Baltimore, MD 21227

| Phone/Fax: (°2) 358 17572 Phone/Fax: (*®) 833 /9501
| E-Mail: [flood@circalighting.com | E-Mail: kathleen.reardon@trianglesign.com

| Contact Name: Jeri Flood

Contact Name: Kathleen Reardon

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: 28 E. First Street Hinsdale, Ill 60521
| ZONING DISTRICT: B-2 Central Business District

SIGN TYPE: Wall Sign
ILLUMINATION Internally llluminated

Sign Information: Site Information:
Overall Size (Square Feet): 12.96 ( il ¢ 1.0' ) Lot/Street Frontage: 17,280 Sq ft
Overall Height from Grade: 8PProx 14.1 g Building/Tenant Frontage: 4,096 sq ft

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:
o Grey (Daytime) Business Name: Circa Lighting

é White (Night) Size of Sign: 24.56 Square Feet

B Raceway is same color as bldg facade

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 agree to comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

Qers Flooct 08/09/2022
Signaffire of Applicant Date
Signature of Building Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

Total square footage: 0 x$4.00=0 (Minimum $75.00)

Plan Commission Approval Date: Administrative Approval Date:




PROJECT SCHEDULE

SIGN TYPE/ DESCRIPTION:

QTY. PG.

A TRIMLESS FACE-LIT CHANNEL LETTERS

ONE (1) 3
ON RACEWAY

CODE:

Two (2) awning valance, canopy valance, wall, or permanent window signs per user.
Awning valance, canopy valance, marquee, and wall signs: Twenty feet (20') or no higher
than the bottom of any second floor window, whichever is less. Awning valance, canopy

PROJECT:

REVISIONS

Fuller House

28 EAST FIRST ST
HINSDALE, IL 60521

# DATE NOTES
VisuaL COMFORT & CoO. | 1| oz |
2 08/09/2022 We need to include a day/night image showing the
illumination affects.
28 EAST FIRST ST
HINSDALE, IL 60521
VICINITY MAP_

E1st 5t
valance, wall, and window signs: For the entire building, not to exceed the greater of: E 1st St o
1) one square foot per foot of building frontage, up to a maximum of one hundred (100) Il 1st St E 1st St :
square feet, or 91 ]
2) twenty five (25) square feet for each business that has a separate ground level Artistic 5 v w
principal entrance directly to the outside of the building onto a street, alley, courtyard, or i e )
parking lot, or i’ E I
3) twenty five (25) square feet for each business in a one-story building where each A s =
business does not have its own individual entrance onto, and has direct exposure, in the 5 9 = o Hinsdale Denta
form of a window looking into the business from a street or train platform, on a street or g o
train station platform, and, in any such case, minus any square footage devoted to a g " )
ground or pylon sign unless such ground or pylon sign is limited to a joint identification ancy o
sign. : -
-Per the code: Ground signs, but not in the B-2 district.
Per Bethany: "There is no room for a monument sign on this site. Not a possibility.” g
g si]
o
) =
J ]
o
=]
3 w 9— bR Horme
k buron Homes
o D
=
11 Azar Court * P.O. Box 24186 CLIENT & LOCATION LEAD NO. DATE REVIEWED BY SHEET NO.
Baltimore, Maryland 21227
I R I / N G I E T: 410-247-5300 + F: 410 247-1944 28 EAST FIRST ST 207082 08.09.2022
Reproduction In Whole or Part VisuaL CoMFORT & Co. HINSDALE, IL 60521 [ sm - pm DRAWNBY | sEG.No. 10f4
SIGN SERVICES Prohibited without Express
Permission of Triangle S & S © TSS ZF | KR PEDRO S.J.




EAST ELEVATION m

SCALE: NTS u

OTE: REMOVAL OF EXISTING WALL SIGN(S
~PATCH AND PAINT BY INSTALLER "

S S 4 R TR s e
PROPOSED

VisuaL CoMFORT & Co.

EXISTING
NIGHT ILLUMINATION
11 Azar Court ¢ P.O. Box 24186 CLIENT & LOCATION LEAD NO. DATE REVIEWED BY SHEET NO.
Baltimore, Maryland 21227
I R I / N G L E T: 410-247-5300 » F: 410 247-1944 28 EAST FIRST ST 207082 08.09.2022
Reproduction In Whole or Part VisuaL COMFORT & Co. HINSDALE, IL 60521 | gm . pm DRAWN BY SEG. NO. 2 Of 4
Prohibited without Express
SIGN SERVICES Permission of Triangle S & S © TSS ZF /KR PEDRO S.J.




TRIMLESS FACE-LIT CHANNEL LETTERS ON RACEWAY m

SCALE: 3/4"=1-0" u
12.250 x 152.375 = 12.962SF

6.712 Foot Candles QTY.: ONE (1)

3 12'-8 3/8"

. - []
: A
41/2" X 7" RACEWAY MOUNTED 41/2" X 7" RACEWAY MOUNTED
PAINTED TO MATCH FACADES PAINTED TO MATCH FACADES
LEFT S. VIEW FRONT VIEW RIGHT S. VIEW
VISUAL CQMFORT & CQ.
PANTONE 425C
NIGHT ILLUMINATION -
11 Azar Court + P.O. Box 24186 CLIENT & LOCATION LEAD NO. DATE REVIEWED BY | SHEET NO.
Baltimore, Maryland 21227
I R I " N G L E T: 410-247-5300 « F: 410 247-1944 28 EAST FIRST ST 207082 08.09.2022
Reproduction In Whole or Part VisuaL COMFORT & Co. HINSDALE, IL 60521 [ 5w - pmt DRAWNEBY | sEo o, 30f4
Prohibited without Express
S I G N S E R v I C E S Permission of Triangle S & S © TSS ZF /KR PEDRO S.J.




TRIMLESS FACE-LIT CHANNEL LETTERS - SECTION DETAIL @

SCALE: N.T:S. u

© INTER.  TRIMLESS FACE LIT CHANNEL LETTER / LED ILLUM. / EXTERIOR INSTALL / 4 1/2” x 7" RACEWAY MOUNTED SCALE: N.T.S.
V7 (A) FACE (D WIRING
MATERIAL: 3/4” 2447 WHITE ACRYLIC -C BUSHING
—T] FINISH: DIGITAL PRINT PANTONE 425C D DISCONNECT SWITCH (SIDE OF RACEWAY)
VINYL: 1ST SURFACE APPLIED PERFORATED VINYL I-F TO ELECTRICAL FEED
® COLOR INFO.: TO CREATE DAY/NIGHT EFFECT I-J STANDARD JUNCTION BOX. (WATERPROOF)
(C) RETURNS I-H W.P. BOX @ DISCONNECT SWITCH
—® DEPTH: 3" P LIQUID TIGHT CONNECTOR
MATERIAL: 040 ALUMINUM -8 U.L. APPROVED LOW VOLTAGE CLASS Il WIRING
® COLOR/FINISH: | PANTONE 425C (GREY) ALL CONNECTIONS TO BE IN WATERPROOF BOXES
(D) BACKS: (J) POWER SUPPLY
MATERIAL: 080 ALUM. PRE-COAT WHITE TYPE: LED POWER SUPPLY HOUSE IN RACEWAY
® COLOR/FINISH: [ SATIN FINISH VOLTAGE; 120V
(E) INSIDE OF CAN (R) RACEWAY
COLOR: | PRE-COAT WHITE SATIN MATERIAL: 41/2" X 7 ALUM. EXTRUSION, TOP ACCESS
(F) ILLUMINATION: FINISH: MATCH FASCIA
TYPE: 6500K WHITE (M) MOUNTING SEE MOUNTING NOTE.
ALL WIRES TO BE TERMINATED W/ A M-1: MOUNTING BARS 2'W. x 1/4” THK. ALUM. WITH
< | 3/4” DIA. MOUNTING HOLES.
<] M-2: SELF TAPPING SCREWS,
(W) WEEP HOLES: ~ 1/4” DIA. WITH COVER
@
N INSTALLATION NOTES: ELECTRICAL NOTES: FABRICATOR NOTES:
> 1. CUSTOMER G.C. TO PROVIDE ADEQUATE WOOD OR MTL. BLOCKING 1. ALL ELEC. COMPONENTS TO BE U.L. APPROVED. 1. PLACEMENT OF LIGHTING ELEMENTS FOR OPTIMUM ILLUMINATION
= A IN CORRELATION W/ I.:ACADE FRAMING AS REQUIRE[—). 2. CUSTOMER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ONE (1) 1?0v/ 20a DFDICATED , OF SIGN TO BE DETE.RI.\/IINED IN PRODUCTION. u CZL’\;.:(;.S(E:;-F;ISC:;E
~N 2. INSTALLER IS TO V.I.F. & PROVIDE THE PROPER NON-CORROSIVE CIRCUIT w/ GROUND PER SIGN TO WITHIN 6' OF SIGN 2. MANUFACTURER & U.L. LABELS TO BE APPLIED & VISIBLE FROM THE J L
| 3. ALLEXTERIOR FACADE PENETRATIONS T0 BE WATERTIGHT. & INSTALL N ACCORDANCE i NE.C ARTICLE 600 & OR LOGALCODES. | o e AoT CHANNELLETTER R END OF THE siaEox TO BE UL APPROVED
4. INSTALLATION TO MEET CURRENT N.E.C., U.L. & LOCAL CODES. THIS INCLUDES PROPER GROUNDING & BONDING OF SIGN.
11 Azar Court + P.O. Box 24186 CLIENT & LOCATION LEAD NO. DATE REVIEWED BY | SHEET NO.
TRI14A NGLE | oo s nst s st | 207062 | osooz022
SicN SERVICES Repreduction n Winole or Par VisualL CoMFORT & Co. HINSDALE, IL 60521 [ gm - pa1 DRAWNEY | seo. o, 4 of 4
Permission of Triangle S & S © TSS ZF /| KR PEDRO S.J.




@ VILLAGE OF
w MEMORANDUM

Est. 1873

DATE: September 2, 2022
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
SUBIJECT: Case A-15-2022 — 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Exterior

Appearance Review and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to the exterior facade of
the existing building and a Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2) wall
signs located at 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central
Business District

FOR: September 7, 2022 Historic Preservation Commission Meeting

GENERAL APPLICATION INFORMATION

Applicant: Mike Klein, Airoom
Subject Property: 36 S. Washington Street & 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue (PIN: 09-12-121-012)

Existing Zoning & Land Use: B-2 Central Business District — Multi-tenant building (real estate office, salon,
real estate investment and development office, and former florist)

Surrounding Zoning & Land Use:

North: B-1 Community Business District — (across Burlington Northern Railroad Right-of-Way) Village-
Owned Parking Lot

South: B-2 Central Business District — Commercial Retail / Office

East: B-2 Central Business District — Coffee Shop / Commercial Retail / Offices

West:  B-2 Central Business District — Audio & Video Store

APPLICATION SUMMARY

The applicant requests approval of an Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to
the front facade of the existing building and a Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2)
wall signs for Airoom located at 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue in the B-2 Central
Business District.

Airoom is proposing to occupy two (2) tenant spaces formerly occupied by Jane’s Blue Iris, a florist shop.
Airoom LLC will occupy the first floor tenant space at 36 S. Washington Street, which will be used as a
home design retail showroom for home furnishings, furniture, household appliances, cabinetry, fixtures,
flooring, and other home design products. The second floor tenant space at 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue,
accessible from a door on the corner side of the building, will be used by Airoom Architects LLC as an office
for architecture, engineering, and design services. There are currently a total of five (5) tenant spaces in
the building. In addition to the two (2) tenant spaces for Airoom, the following three (3) other businesses
operate out of the building: Coldwell Banker, Krohvan, and Indifference Salon.
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The building is classified as a Contributing Structure in the Downtown Hinsdale Historic District according
to the 2006 National Register of Historic Places Nomination and is Contributing according to the 2003
Architectural Resources in the Downtown Survey Area. The building was originally constructed in 1891
and features Two-Part Commercial Block architecture in a Colonial Revival style. The building has been
altered over time, including the removal of the corner turret and front porch, the replacement of
storefronts and windows, the installation of shutters and wrought iron detailing, and changes to brickwork
and building openings.

REQUEST AND ANALYSIS

Based on the discussion at the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) meeting on August 3, 2022 and
the Plan Commission meeting on August 10, 2022, the applicant has submitted revised plans for review.
Please refer to the “Meeting History” section below for a summary of the discussions at both meetings.
The revised plans for the building proposed the following changes:

Storefront Modifications — For the first floor tenant space at 36 S. Washington Street, the applicant is
proposing to remove the existing copper canopy, wall-mounted light fixtures, wall sign, and storefront
system. A new storefront system will be installed that includes white aluminum framing and a 2’ 6” tall
white canopy overhang with an aluminum cap and supporting corbels. The brick above the existing
storefront and canopy will be removed to allow for taller storefront windows. Additionally, the new
storefront system will align with the plane of the surrounding exterior brick facade, effectively infilling the
existing inset entrance alcove. The overall height from grade to the top of the white aluminum band is
approximately 16’ 6.75”".

Wall Signage — Two (2) halo-lit channel letter wall signs are proposed on the building, one for each of the
two businesses for Airoom. The applicant has provided renderings to show how both of the signs will look
during the day and illuminated at night.

One (1) wall sign is proposed on the projecting overhang above the new storefront at 36 S. Washington
Street for Airoom LLC. The sign measures 1’ 11-1/8” tall and 7’ 6-%” wide, with an overall sign face area
of 14.57 square feet. The wall sign consists of black halo-lit letters as well as a red and blue logo on a white
background that will be both halo-lit and internally front lit.

One (1) wall sign is also proposed above the existing window near the entrance for 4 E. Hinsdale Avenue
for Airoom Architects LLC. The proposed wall sign measures 1’ 10” tall and 5’ 8” wide, with an overall sign
face area of 10.38 square feet. The wall sign consists of a white aluminum backer panel with black halo-
lit letters as well as a red and blue logo on a white background that will be both halo-lit and internally
front lit. Due to the smaller size, the secondary text line “Architects — Builders — Remodelers” will be non-
illuminated pin mounted lettering.

Per Section 9-106(J), in the B-2 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 the greater of: 1) one square
foot per foot of building frontage, up to a maximum of one hundred (100) square feet, or 2) twenty five
(25) square feet for each business that has a separate ground level principal entrance directly to the
outside of the building onto a street, alley, courtyard, or parking lot.
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Based on the five (5) tenants in the building with a separate ground level principal entrance directly to the
outside, a total of 125 square feet of signage described above is be allowed on the entire building.

Coldwell Banker was previously afforded more wall sign area than the standard 25 square feet allowed
for each business in a multi-tenant building with a separate storefront entrance. As a result, the applicant
has provided a survey of existing signage on the building to determine the allowable area afforded to the
two businesses for Airoom. Per Section 9-106(E)(11), when more than one user occupies a zoning lot, the
owner of the lot shall be responsible for allocating permitted signage among its tenants.

Combined, both wall signs measure 24.95 square feet in size. On the entire building, the six (6) wall signs
will collectively measure 131.01 square feet in size, which includes the following signs:

e Krohvan - 12 square feet

e Coldwell Banker —60.06 square feet

e Coldwell Banker (Hinsdale Avenue) — 20.11 square feet

e |ndifference Salon — 13.89 square feet

e Airoom Showroom (Washington Street) — 14.57 square feet
e Airoom Office (Hinsdale Avenue) — 10.38 square feet

With the two wall signs for Airoom, the combined size of all wall signs on the building slightly exceed the
allowable 125 square feet allowed for the entire building. Per Section 11-607(F), the Plan Commission has
the authority to modify certain sign regulations, including to increase by not more than five percent (5%)
the maximum area of signage otherwise allowed. This would allow for an additional 6.25 square feet of
sign face area on the building, for a total of 131.25 square feet for all awning valance, canopy valance,
wall, and permanent window signs on the building.

The applicant has requested a 5% increase to the maximum sign area for the building to accommodate a
halo-lit design, which requires slightly larger letters to locate LED lights behind to create the back-lit
appearance, and to provide additional sign area that is currently being used by other building tenants. If
this option is approved by the Plan Commission, the applicant is required meet the standards listed in 11-
607(F)(3). The responses are attached for review.

MEETING HISTORY

Historic Preservation Commission Meeting — August 3, 2022 — Mike Klein, representing Airoom, provided
an overview of the proposed changes to the building and answered questions from the Commissioners.
Members of the development team for Airoom, Michelle Forys with Aurora Sign Company, the sign
contractor for the project, and Chris Schramko, the building manager, were also present at the meeting.
No public comment was provided at the meeting.

At the meeting, the applicant presented plans that consisted of a storefront system with a flush white
aluminum sign band above the proposed storefront system on Washington Street. A wall sign with push-
thru letters, measuring 8.35 square feet in size, was proposed on Washington Street within the storefront
aluminum band area. A wall sign with push-thru letters, measuring 9.92 square feet in size, was also
proposed on Hinsdale Avenue. Combined, both signs measured 18.25 square feet in size and the total sign
area for all tenants on the building would collectively measure 124.3 square feet.
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There was a discussion on the changes to the building over time, if the street elevation / grade was raised
in the past, the original storefront design, the patterned brick on the building that is not original, and the
proposed plans to raise the height of the storefront windows. It was stated that this was a complex sign
permit application due to the existing large signs for Coldwell Banker, which staff confirmed date back to
at least the 1960s based on a review of permits on record.

Commissioners expressed concern over the storefront design and noted the modern appearance was not
consistent with the historic downtown and the colonial revival style of the building. Different designs were
discussed. It was noted that the white band above the storefront appeared as an extended sign backer
panel rather than an architectural feature. It was recommended that the applicant explore a revised
design where the band area becomes small canopy / pediment / covered entry area that projects outward
from the building and includes decorative molding, trim, and corbels that reflect the style of the building.

Mr. Klein discussed the design with the Commission and stated the storefront was intended to be simple
due to the number of tenants and architectural details on the building. It was also discussed if the
applicant could explore keeping the existing sconces and locating a sign in the center of the sconces. One
Commissioner noted concerns over the removal of the alcove and pushing the storefront out toward the
street, which the applicant noted was a critical feature for the interior design of the store.

The applicant confirmed that no permanent window signage is proposed on both the front and side
elevations. Mr. Klein confirmed that the large window on Hinsdale Avenue would not be replaced. The
existing black wrought iron features on the front and side elevations would also remain.

The Commission expressed concern over the design of the signs, noting that internally illuminated cabinet
signs were not preferred or appropriate in the historic downtown, particularly facing the railroad. Halo-lit
or non-illuminated signs have are preferred in the downtown. Ms. Forys confirmed the white background
will be opaque. Only the side profile of the routed out push-thru lettering and the Airoom logo will be
illuminated. A Commissioner asked if signage needed to be lit at night, where Mr. Klein noted he would
like them to be illuminated. There was also a discussion on using halo-lit individual lettering. Ms. Forys
stated that the font lettering is too small to have back-lit LEDs, which require about a minimum 1.5”
thickness. The color of the signs were discussed, but it was noted that the plans show the “swoosh” across
the “A” logo as black on one sign and blue on another sign.

The Commission expressed support that the sign on Hinsdale Avenue aligned with the window below. The
applicant confirmed that the “Since 1958” text would not be illuminated. There was a brief discussion on
the location of the sign and that the adjacent door serves the second floor offices for Airoom.

A motion was made to recommend approval of Case A-15-2022 — 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W.
Hinsdale Avenue — Airoom — Exterior Appearance Review and Site Plan Review to allow for changes to the
exterior facade of the existing building and a Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2)
wall signs, subject to the condition that the applicant send Commissioner Prisby revised plans to review
by August 4 showing architectural details on Washington Street that includes a box pediment and corbels
in accordance with the discussion at the HPC meeting. By a vote of 2 ayes and 2 nays (3 absent), the
motion failed. The Commission discussed that the sign was not addressed in the motion and would like
the two approvals to be separated.
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A motion was made to recommend approval of Case A-15-2022 for the Exterior Appearance Review and
Site Plan Review for 36 S. Washington Street, by a vote of 3 ayes and 1 nay (3 absent), subject to the
condition that the applicant include corbels and molding to be reviewed by Commissioner Prisby on
August 4, 2022.

A motion was made to recommend denial of Case A-15-2022 — 36 S. Washington Street and 4 W. Hinsdale
Avenue — Airoom — Sign Permit Review to allow for the installation of two (2) wall signs. By a vote of 1
ayes and 3 nays (3 absent), the motion failed.

Please note, following the meeting, staff reviewed Title 2 Chapter 12 of the Village Code that outlines the
general powers, duties, and procedures of the Historic Preservation Commission. In accordance with
Section 2-12-3(A): “Quorum And Necessary Vote: No business shall be transacted by the commission
without a quorum, consisting of four (4) members, being present. The affirmative vote of a majority of the
commission, consisting of at least four (4) members, shall be necessary on any motion to recommend
approval of any matter or any application. Any lesser vote on any such motion, even if a majority of those
voting, shall be considered a final decision to recommend denial of such matter or application.” The votes
of the Historic Preservation Commission noted above are considered votes recommending denial based
on this code section.

Plan Commission Meeting — August 10, 2022 — Jack Klein, representing Airoom, provided an overview of
the proposed changes to the building and answered questions from the Commissioners. Michelle Forys
with Aurora Sign Company, the sign contractor for the project, was also present at the meeting. No public
comment was provided at the meeting.

The applicant submitted revised plans for the Plan Commission to review addressing several of the
comments provided by the Historic Preservation Commission. The revised plans included a canopy
overhang with decorative details above the storefront on Washington Street to add an architectural
feature consist with the building and historic character of the downtown.

In addition to the original signage design with push-thru letters, an alternative sign plan was provided that
utilized halo-lit lettering. Due to the limited time between the Historic Preservation Commission meeting
and the Plan Commission meeting, a final plan set with detailed elevations and renderings were not able
to be prepared for the Plan Commission packet.

Ms. Forys stated the signs on Washington Street and Hinsdale Avenue had to be enlarged to provide a
thicker font to accommodate the LED lights to achieve the halo-lit appearance. There was a discussion on
the Plan Commission’s authority to increase the sign face area by 5%, which would be needed to allow for
the proposed halo-lit design option.

Several Commissioners stated they preferred the halo-lit signs over the push-thru signs and that the
additional tag lines on the Hinsdale Avenue side created a busy appearance. The applicant noted that they
were okay with removing the “Since 1958” text. It was noted by several Commissioners that less
illumination was preferred, particularly on facades facing the railroad. The applicant stated no window
signage is proposed and it was recommended that the applicant could look at permanent window signage
on Hinsdale Avenue to provide signs oriented toward pedestrians.
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There was a discussion on the design of the proposed storefront, which will entail the removal of the
existing entrance alcove from pushing the wall out toward the street as well as the raising of the windows.

Commissioners recommended that the revised designs be sent back to the HPC for review due to the
discussion at the HPC meeting and the recommended motion, the substantial changes to the plans that

occurred between meetings, and the plans revisions needed to show the final halo-lit sign options.

By a vote of 6 ayes and 0 nays (3 absent), the Plan Commission recommend to refer Case A-15-2022 back
to the Historic Preservation Commission for consideration prior to the review by the Plan Commission.

REVIEW PROCESS

Exterior Appearance & Site Plan Review - 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 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.

Sign Permit Review - Per Section 11-607(D), sign permit applications shall be reviewed and approved by
the Plan Commission and does not require public notification. Per Village Code Section 14-5-1(B), the
Historic Preservation Commission shall review signage in the Historic District. The final decision of the
Historic Preservation Commission shall be advisory only. 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.
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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. Aerial View

3. Birdseye View

4. Street View

5. Downtown Historic District Map

6. National Register of Historic Places Nomination Sheet (2006)

7. Architectural Resources in the Downtown Survey Area Survey Sheet (2003)

8. Exterior Appearance / Site Plan Review, Sign Permit Review Applications and Exhibits

9. Original Plans Presented at the HPC Meeting on August 3, 2022



Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location

36 S. Washington




Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location

36 S. Washington Street ="




Aerial View — 36 S. Washington Street




Birds Eye View — 36 S. Washington Street




Birds Eye View — 36 S. Washington Street




Street View — 36 S. Washington Street / 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue




Street View — 36 S. Washington Street / 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue




Street View — 36 S. Washington Street / 4 W. Hinsdale Avenue
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Downtown Hinsdale Historic District
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Building

53 S | WASHINGTON ST | Two Part Classical Revival
Commercial
Block

1927

54 S | WASHINGTON ST | Two Part Queen Anne
Commercial
Block

1892
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ONGE UPON A TIME

thehinsdalean.com.

Back in the day — From Sandy Williams’ book, “Images of America — Hinsdale,”
this photo shows the west side of Washington Street taken about 1895. “From
right to left, the 1891 corner building remains, although remodeled; the two adja-
cent Joliet limestone storefronts both built in 1894, also stand today. Barely visible
at the south end of the block is the familiar round oriel bay window of the corner
building.” Do you have a Hinsdale photo that is at least 25 years old? We’d love to
share it with our readers. Stop by our office at 7 W. First St. or email it to jslonoff@
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L 8. 6.6 & ¢

Thinking Of Moving In 2021,
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630.533.8800 * KIM@KIMLOTKA.COM
KIMLOTKA.COM

kim lotka

GROUP

(coproperties

FOSSORGANIC CLEANERS

Quality Service ~ Natural Process ~ ENVIRONMENTALLY Safe
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Corrections

The Hinsdalean staff strives

to provide an error-free news-
paper each week. If a mistake
is published, however, we are
happy to correct it. Call or
email Pamela Lannom to report
errors requiring correction or
clarification.
Letters to the editor

Our letters policy is published
on Page 11.

Obituaries are published free
each week in The Hinsdalean.
Information may be mailed,
faxed or emailed to news@
thehinsdalean.com. Obituaries
may be edited for style and
space.

Photo reprint policy
Photographs that appear in
The Hinsdalean may be pur-
chased on our Web site at the-
hinsdalean.com. Occasionally
additional photographs that
have not been published in the
paper may be published on the
site; these also will be available
for puchase.

Advertising policy

We reserve the right to edit
and/or refuse all advertising
submitted to The Hinsdalean.
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T VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE ..

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION

Applicant

Owner

Name: MIKE KLEIN, AIROOM

Address: 6825 N. LINCOLN AVENUE
City/Zip: LINCOLNWOOQOD, IL 60712
Phone/Fax:(847) 213-5221 /(847) 763-1101
E-Mail: mklein@airoom.com

Name: Richard Roudebush

Address: 4 W. HINSADLE AVENUE
City/Zip: HINSDALE, IL 60521

Phone/Fax:(630) 323-1234 /
E-Mail:

Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)

Name: PRESTON FAWCETT

Title: AIROOM ARCHITECTS, CORP.
Address: 6825 N. LINCOLN AVENUE
City/Zip: | INCOLNWOOD. Il 60712
Phone/Fax:(847) 213-5221 /

E-Mail: pfawcett@airoom.com

Name: N/A

Title:

Address:

City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: () /
E-Mail:

Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Village position of any officer or employee
of the Village with an interest in the owner of record, the Applicant or the property that is the subject of this

application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

1) NONE KNOWN

2) NONE KNOWN

3) NONE KNOWN




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: 36 S. WASHINGTON STREET

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): o9 -12 - 121 - 012

Brief description of proposed project: Facade remodel for B-2 space: the copper canopy will be removed

and the front entry will be expanded to bring entrance doors into same plane as existing building facade.

Existing windows are to be expanded vertically, and a pair of doors installed in place of a single entry door.

General description or characteristics of the site: This commercial property is located at the north-

west corner of Hinsdale Ave. and Washington St. The project seeks to simply update the Washington St.

entrance to the property by removing the open, covered entry and bringing that facade to the property line.

Existing zoning and land use: B-2

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: B-2 South: B-2

East; B-2 West: B-2

Proposed zoning and land use: NO CHANGES PROPOSED

Please mark the approval(s) you are seeking and attach all applicable applications and
standards for each approval requested:

Site Plan Approval 11-604 O Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested:

U Design Review Permit 11-605E

Exterior Appearance 11-606E
U Planned Development 11-603E
U Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: U Development in the B-2 Central Business
District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: 36 S. WASHINGTON STREET

The following table is based on the

B-2

Zoning District.

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

Minimum Lot Area (s.f.) 2,500.00 NO CHANGE - 4,039.00 SF
Minimum Lot Depth 125.00 NO CHANGE - 128.00 FT
Minimum Lot Width 20.00 NO CHANGE - 31.45 FT
Building Height 30.00 NO CHANGE - 28 FT

Number of Stories 2 NO CHANGE - 2 STORIES
Front Yard Setback 0.00 8.45' - NO CHANGE
Corner Side Yard Setback 0.00 NO CHANGE - 0.00 FT
Interior Side Yard Setback 0.00 NO CHANGE - 0.00 FT
Rear Yard Setback 20.00 NO CHANGE - 0.00 FT
Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(FAR)* 10,097.50 SF/2.5|7,250.60 SF/1.79
Maximum Total Buildin
Coverage* J 3,231.20 SF/80% 3,625.30 SF/89.76%&-
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 4,039.00 SF/100% 4,039.00 SF/100%
Parking Requirements NO CHANGE NO CHANGE
Parking front yard setback NO CHANGE NO CHANGE
Parking corner side yard
 etback Y NO CHANGE | NO CHANGE
Parking interior side yard
 etback Y NO CHANGE | NO CHANGE
Parking rear yard setback NO CHANGE NO CHANGE
Loading Requirements NO CHANGE NO CHANGE
Accessory Structure

y N/A N/A

Information

* 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:

d9ONVHO ON - NOILIANOD
ONINYIINOD-NON ONILSIX3

The 'infill addition' of the entryway will NOT increase the already non-confirming Total Building Coverage

condition.




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
belief. The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of his or her
knowledge.

B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addition,
the applicant understands that the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may include, but is not limited to, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.

2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways.

3. All existing and proposed surface and subsurface drainage and retention and detention facilities and
all existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, telephone, and cable communications lines and
easements and all other utility facilities.

4. Location, size, and arrangement of all outdoor signs and lighting.

Location and height of fences or screen plantings and the type or kink of building materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening.

6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
material.
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.
C. The Applicants shall make the property that is the subject of this application available for inspection by the Village

at reasonable times;

D. If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other
acceptable written statement containing the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days following the change, and that failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

E. The Applicant understands that he/she is responsible for all application fees and any other fees, which the Village
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-301D of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as amended April
25, 1989.

F. THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND, IF DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APPLICABLE APPLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT.
On the g ay of Junie , 2022 |/We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide ¥y its conditions.
C
Signature of applicanf-ox_mcxru_ed_gg_ent- Signature of applicant or authorized agent

MIKE KLEIN, AIROOM

Name of applicant or authorized agent ~—Mbmemuwhmfhorized agent
§ <= ANDREW VENAMORE

Era OFFICIAL SEAL
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN Notary Public-Stls offinoi
to before me this__ 8™ day of Y ey 00, daaspires
Jowe .22 : T TTT——————y
\ Notary Public
4

~—




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

DEPARTMENT
EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

Address of proposed request: 36 S. WASHINGTON STREET

REVIEW CRITERIA

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

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.

Since this project simply intends to 'infill' an exiting cover open entry, there will be no
impact on the open space between buildings.

2. Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures.
The work intends to maintain the masonry facade of the building, while making glass
opening slightly larger: this is in keep with other downtown buildings.

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

Since there is not a significant alteration in the overall design of the building, there will
be no impact on the downtown neighborhood character.



. 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.

Since this project is merely enclosing a currently covered front entry and will not impact
parking, landscaping, traffic patterns or servicing of the property, the overall site
development will not be altered.

. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings.

This first floor entry infill project will not change the height of the building

. Proportion of front fagade. 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.

Since the existing entry is only being enclosed and there are no significant changes
otherwise, the buildings proportions will not change.

. 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.

Buildings along the west side of South Washington Avenue exhibit generously sized glass
facades; this project seeks to replicate those existing conditions.

. Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front
facade of a building shall be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related.

The project seeks to remove the copper canopy and replace it with windows that will open up
the space and match the adjacent buildings.

. 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.

Since this project is only enclosing an existing front entry there will be no changes to existing
open space between buildings.

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.

There are a variety of entry elements on South Washington Avenue and this proposed
enclosure is not out of character along this public way.

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

facade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings
and structures to which it is visually related.

The masonry facade will be maintained and the continued (and expanded) use of glass is
compatible with the existing facade's materials and those of adjacent buildings.



12.Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the buildings to
which it is visually related.

No changes to the roof form are proposed.

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.

This is 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.

Since this is just an infill project, the scale of the building is not changing.

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.

The proposed infill of the existing entry feature and the expanded use of glass in place of the
existing canopy will maintain the existing general design features that exist in this downtown
location.

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.

While the intent is to modernize this existing space by providing more direct light into the open
storefront design, the existing masonry facade beyond the expanded windows will be
maintained in order to preserve the existing building's general character.

REVIEW CRITERIA — Site Plan Review
Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees in
determining if 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.



. 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.

There will be no alteration to the overall site plan since the building currently maintains a zero
lot line setback outside the current covered entry.

. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way.

The infill front entry will not interfere with any ROW/easements.

. The proposed site plan unreasonably destroys, damages, detrimentally modifies, or interferes
with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the site.

Since this is an existing building with a slight entry modification, there will not be any general
changes to the site plans and therefore no impact to the physical nature of the site.

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

None of the changes proposed will impact surrounding property.

. 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.

With the only change to this building being to enclose an existing 6'x6' front entry, there will be
no pedestrian or traffic impacts from this change.

. The screening of the site does not provide adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.

This existing commercial space's 'screening’ will not be altered by this proposed change.

. The proposed structures or landscaping are unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or are
incompatible with, nearby structures and uses.

Maintaining the downtown commercial use of this space will not impact the nature of any of the
adjacent existing uses.

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.

This is not applicable.

. 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.

As a downtown commercial space without any proposed expansion of impervious surface, this
is not applicable.



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.

As a downtown commercial space without any proposed expansion of impervious surface, this
is not applicable.

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

As a downtown commercial space without any proposed expansion of impervious surface, this
is not applicable.

12.The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or general
welfare.

As a downtown commercial space without any proposed expansion of impervious surface, this
is not applicable.



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, lllinois 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: AIROOM LLC, & A.C.A.
Owner’s name (if different): RICHARD ROUDEBUSH
Property address: 36 S. WASHINGTON STREET

Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: B-2, Central Business District

Square footage of property: NO CHANGE

Lot area per dwelling: N/A
Lot dimensions: N/A x N/A
Current use of property:  1st FLOOR RETAIL W/ 2nd FLOOR OFFICE
Proposed use: |:|Single-family detached dwelling
Other: BUSINESS USE TO BE MAINTAINED
Approval sought: ] Building Permit [ Variation
[ Special Use Permit [ Planned Development
[ Site Plan ] Exterior Appearance

Design Review
[Jother: PLAN COMMISSION APPROVAL

Brief description of request and proposal:
REQUST FOR SIGN APPROVAL AND FACADE REMODEL

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards:
front: N/A N/A
interior side(s) N/A / N/A |



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side N/A N/A

rear N/A N/A
Setbacks (businesses and offices):

front: 8.45 0.00

interior side(s) 0.00 / 0.00 /

corner side 0.00 0.00

rear 0.00 20.00

others: N/A N/A

Ogden Ave. Center: N/A N/A

York Rd. Center: N/A N/A

Forest Preserve: N/A N/A
Building heights:

principal building(s): 28.00 30.00

accessory building(s): N/A N/A
Maximum Elevations:

principal building(s): N/A N/A

accessory building(s): N/A N/A
Dwelling unit size(s): N/A N/A
Total building coverage:  3,625.30 3,231.20 _ "CONDITION IS NOT GHANGING.
Total lot coverage: 4.039.00 4,039.00
Floor area ratio: 7,250.60 10,097.50
Accessory building(s): N/A

Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]

principal building(s): N/A
accessory building(s): N/A

Number of off-street parking spaces required:
Number of loading spaces required:

Statement of applicant:
| swear/affirm that the information provided in this form is true and complete. |

understand thay any, ginission of applicable or relevant information from this form could
be a basis for genidlfon revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

By:  _[ AV
Applicant’$ signature

ANDREW VENAMORE, MACH 1, INC
Applicant’s printed name

Dated: 7/1 2022 .

-2-



DocuSign Envelope ID: 5A9908AD-677E-4CC9-B8BC-2691CCF05361

RICHARD F. ROUDEBUSH
4 West Hinsdale Avenue — 2™ Floor — West Suite
Hinsdale, IL 60521

May 17, 2022

Ms. Bethany Salmon
Village Planner
Village of Hinsdale
19 E. Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, IL 60521

RE: Statement of Ownership
34 S. Washington Street
Parcel No. 09-121-012-0000
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Dear Ms. Salmon:

The undersigned, Richard F. Roudebush, affirms that | am the Owner of the
subject property commonly known as 34 S. Washington Street, Hinsdale, IL
60521 as Sole Beneficiary of Chicago Title Land Trust Company Trust No. 7367,
the Land Trust in which this building is held.

The undersigned also affirms that | approve the planned modifications (interior
and exterior) to the 36 S. Washington portion of the subject building as
presented to the Village Plan Commission by Applicant, Airoom, subject to
Village of Hinsdale approval.

Respectfully,

DocuSigned by:

Kidhard . Roudibusl

871B3A0D9C3144C...

Richard F. Roudebush



Richard F. Roudebush — Roudebush Properties
4 West Hinsdale Avenue - 2™ Floor - West Suite
Hinsdale, IL 60521

June 6, 2022

Village of Hinsdale
19 E. Chicago Ave
Hinsdale. IL. 60521

Re  Airoom

36 S Washington

Hinsdale, IL
To whom 1t may concern,
This letter authorizes Aurora Sign Company and/or their subcontractor to
obtain the necessary sign permits with the Village of Hinsdale for the above-
mentioned business.

The signage as designed meets with our approval.

Sinc;rely,
7

ﬁxt{?ﬂe{ F /émfzé«;[ -

Richard F. Roudebush



a VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
— COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

1

Name: 1 X : Name:
Address: Address:
City/Zip: anrmfbo e T oSS

Phone/Fax ( ) AB-5T0 Eb !QQC{\ Phone/Fax: (__)
E-Mail: L Vol beyq ¢ E-Mail:
Contact Name: ng_i'\ Contact Name: Lot o0 X

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: Xlg S. waéww*gbd \ KNI BAd

ZONING DISTRICT: Please Select One X oL
b h \QO.M‘S J\)
SIGN TYPE: Please Select One ——\\ Son o 3

ILLUMINATION Please SelectOne  —— .3\ 3L \Ep

Sign Information: Site Information:
Overall Size (Square Feet): | M. 5—:}’ ( :[laux li‘) Lot/Street Frontage:
Overall Height from Grade: \ 6 ' Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage: = L\ "
Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

L R\QCK Business Name:
(2] Q.OJ‘Q Size of Sign: Square Feet
© \Q\'\J:r-\-‘él 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 agree to comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

J%;.. W0l \ LA Boomsig o al 1o

ture of App Date

M@M Slrlas
Signature of Building Owner . Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

Total square footage: 0 x $4.00=0 (Minimum $75.00)

Plan Commission Approval Date: Administrative Approval Date:




a VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
- COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

City/Zip: Warrenn\o L. (555 || [ Tity/zip:
Phone/ a}";::3 ()BR-549 CQ@&DE— oo 9l Phone/Fax: (__)
E-Mail: L. Frelbos@Borons: E-Mail:

Contact Name: L&-{’ ) %\QLE:,\*%/' Contact Name: L\.l,._'hd \—\.@,Lbe)r—c‘\/

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: 3o S

ZONING DISTRICT: Please Select One %&
SIGN TYPE: Please Select One —t¢ \\; er'\w)o"‘ﬁi).ol

ILLUMINATION Please Select One —Tr>-‘ei ,Jq\\

Q)
\,;yo_QASESJ\)

Sl ombuehed

Sign Information: Site Information:
: « il ) {
Overall Size (Square Feet):10.3% (S& x L10) Lot/Street Frontage: U
Overall Height from Grade: \o( t o v Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage: 8—1 '
Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:
L E)\ QL\L Business Name:
(2] M Size of Sign: Square Feet

© L..._')\I\u *Q. 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 agree to comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

WO | RPorgrasien <o &Ll

Signature of A@)}icant [ Date )

MA%\MA ool 2\ 11 \
Signature of Building Ownér® (k@ Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE

Total square footage: 0 x $4.00=0 (Minimum $75.00)

Plan Commission Approval Date: Administrative Approval Date:
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_SURVEY LEGEND

—X— Fence Line

STATE
COUNTY OF DU PA

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT |, ALLEN D. CARRADUS, A PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR, LICENSED IN

THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, HAVE SURVEYED THE DESCRIBED HEREON AND THAT THE ANNEXED

PLAT (S A CORRECT AND TRUE REPRESEN
CONFORMS TO THE CURRENT ILLINOIS MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR A BOUNDARY SURVEY.

Monumentation Found

PLAT OF SURVE

‘- l? B ]

Monumentation Set

(IRLS 35-2551)
Record Dimension

DOCUMENT 14624, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
AREA OF SITE = 4,039

ANGLE ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER
OF THE SITE IS 74'57"12"

LOT 1 (EXCEPT THE SOUTH 30 FEET THEREOF) OF GEORGE'S RESUBDIVISION OF
BLOCK 3 OF THE ORIGINAL TOWN OF HINSDALE, A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE
NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE
PLAT OF GEORGE'S RESUBDIVISION RECORDED ON NOVEMBER 28, 1871 AS

WASHINGTON - STREET

SQ.FT.

“\-BIUMINOUS ROADWAY~_
T PROPERTY CORNER
PEERY, Sass NS : ONCRETE WALK ' | ¥~ (p055 |5 AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT |
LN g Meas=78.50" i —STONE STEPS ARE OA45' NORTH
it XK ABT sV 14T (\Y\\\\\\\ N
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& ol piNator 1N ' O
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w2z m
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14 A QN bl ~-CROSS 15 AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF LOT |
.Z‘ N Nem4 29+ 7 TPULDING CORER 15 O.7' SOUH & O.75" WEST .
Ao ssiea g I PUBLIC S ALLEY S
NCTS=BULDING CORNER IS ONLINE & O.8' WEST ' X " f :
d [ TCROS5 15 200" NORTH & ONLINE O e e Ly
;;_\\ (,}\;::;c\]\\\l‘l
= 0. vAY N
2 \\0 o “?ﬁf}?"ﬂ NOTES
CARRADUS f“ff = :'D.:c;.—- !AL".C( i{“ 1. All distonces shown hereon ore in feet ond decimal parts thereof corrected to 68° f.
10N Ny
;—'%J F-‘:‘\DFE'-':" % % Distances shown along curved lines are Arc Measurements unless otherwise noted.
Z ! LAND i 2 2. Compoare the Legal Description, Building Lines, and Easements as shown hereon with
?, SURVEYOR .-' 2 ‘your Deed, Title Insuronce Policy or Title Commitment.
,‘", STATE OF K = 3. Consult locol authorities for additional setbacks and restrictions not shown hereon.
";' PR \LL\NO‘S‘,—'(SQO;:.': 4, Compare all survey points and report any discreponcies immediotely.
:h; f;{‘"'“:\—}}:\; 5. Consult utility companies and municipalities prior to the start of ony construction.
' \\\'\T\ON‘ _‘-\\\,‘..:-‘“ 6. Dimensions to ond olong buildings are exterior foundotion measurements.
B 7. Do Not Assume distances from scaled measurements made hereon.

OF ILLINOIS

TY AS
TATION THEREOF, AND THAT THIS PROFESSIONAL SERVICE

June

AD. 2022

D - CAROL , ILLINOIS THIS _ZOth DAY OF
BY . ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR NO. 35-2551.
MY LICENSE EXPIRES NOVEMBER 30, 2022.

CARRADUS LAND SURVEY, INC.

Residentlal & Commaercial Land Surveyling Services
191 S. Gary Avenue, Suite 180, Carol Stream, lllinois, 60188
(630) 588-0416 (Fax) 653—7682 carradus_survey@yahoo.com

A SCHRAMKO REAL ESTATE
DRAWN BY: DATE OF, FIELD WORK: JSCALES, Y TDEK, - PACE T NG,
CMG 06/20/22 | 1" = 20 431-15 37194
—
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Line


30W196 Calumet Ave W @ Warrenville, IL 60555  630-898-5900 ® www.aurorasign.com

Examples of “Halo Lit Channel Letter Signage”




30W196 Calumet Ave W @ Warrenville, IL 60555  630-898-5900 ® www.aurorasign.com

Examples of “Routed-and-Pushed Thru, Edge Lit Signage”




for an Existing Retail Space for Airoom LLC.

REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING STOREFRONT

SCOPE OF WORK:

SCAVENGER/DUMP NOTE:

[DEPARTMENT APPROVAL:

PAN

N

ALLEY

(1N

%

4.5
4.65

FIRE ALARM NOTE:
THE EXISTING FIRE ALARM SYSTEM COVERES THE ENTIRE BUIDING AND
SEVERAL OCCUPANCIES AND MUST REMAIN IN SERVICE DURING

CONSTRUCTION.

A SEPERATE FIRE ALARM SYSTEM PERMIT IS TO BE SUBMITTED FOR
APPROVAL SHOWING RELOCATION PLANS

EA OF PROPOSED
STOREFRONT

REPLACEMENT >/"'-"

[

AREA OF EXISTING

RETAIL SHOP

.39.7

120 .94
|129.40'

SITE PLAN

1" = 10"-0"
0 4 8 16' 0 2 4 8 0 1 2 4
e e [ g ™ ey PR
SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0" SCALE: /4" =1'-0" SCALE: /2" =1'-0"
0 1 2' 0 2" 4" 8" 0 5 10 20 0 10 20
e e [ g ™ ey PR [ g ™ ey PR

SCALE: 1" =1-0"

SCALE: 3" =1-0" SCALE: 1" =10-0"

SCALE: 1" = 20-0"

48 60"
NASHINGTON ST.

STOREFRONT REPLACEMENT

ENERGY COMPLIANT STATEMENT:

I CERTIFY THAT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF THAT THE

ATTACHED PLANS FOR Hindsdale, IL

FULLY COMPLY WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE 2018 INTERNATIONAL ENERGY
CONSERVATION CODE AS EFFECTIVE AUGUST 2017.

SIGNED:

ARCHITECT LICENSE NO.: 001-012126

DATE: 6/21/2022

N

\

A DUMPSTER TO BE ON SITE THROUGH THE CONSTRUCTION PHASE OF THIS PROJECT.

DUMPSTER WILL BE LOCATED PER VILLAGE CODE

AIROOM TO REMOVE PROJECT CONSTRUCTION DEBRIS FROM JOB SITE EACH WORK DAY

ARCHITECTS & BUILDERS

SINCE 1958

Airoom Architects Corp.
6825 N. Lincoln Avenue
Lincolnwood, Illinois 60712
Phone: (847) 763-1100 Fax: (847) 679-0446
Website: www.airoom.com
Email: info@airoom.com

 AROOM 21 |

PROJECT INFORMATION:

AIROOM RETAIL
SHOWROOM

STATE OF ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL DESIGN FIRM:

AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP.
6825 N, LINCOLN AVE., LINCOLNWOOD, IL
LICENSE #: 184.005479

EXISTING SHOWROOM
STOREFRONT REMODEL

36 S. WASHINGTON STREET
HINSDALE, ILLINOIS

ABBREVIATIONS
CERTIFICATION STATEMENT: A.CA.P. AS CLOSE AS POSSIBLE HDWD  HARDWOOD
- \\“‘)""L“ ,, ALLOW. ALLOWANCE H.O. HOME OWNER
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THESE DRAWINGS WERE PREPARED UNDER MY SUPERVISION ANQ\\‘{OQ%?—,..'SRC‘&/;/,, A.F.F. ABOVE FINISHED FLOOR HVAC HEATING, VENT & AIR
THAT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE COMPLY S&e RN BM. BEAM CONDITIONING
WITH THE BUILDING CODES AND ORDINANCES OF Hinsdasle, IL. s \:.’ PRESTON ’.." 2 B/ BOTTOM (OF) HORZ. HORIZONTAL
i = e CLAY s = BRDG. BRIDGING INSUL.  INSULATION
LICENSE NO: 001-012126 i e =k:  rawcert K= B.O. BY OTHERS LAV. LAVATORY
ARCHITECT NAME: PRESTON CLAY FAWCETT ) Z L 0026 O3 CAB. CABINET LOC. LOCATION
EXPIRATION DATE: 11-30-2022 ’z,/"" '... ...'0\"0§ C.I. CAST IRON MAX. MAXIMUM
\ ’/,,’\é‘ 'O~,_:-0°L’\‘\$\\\‘ C.J. CEILING JOINT MIN. MINIMUM
6/21/2022 AN CLG. CEILING MTL.  METAL
C.L CENTER LINE N.I.C. NOT IN CONTRACT
BUILDING CODE INFORMATION C.T. CERAMIC TILE o.C. ON CENTER
c.o. CLEAN OUT OPG. OPENING
BUILDING CODE: 2006 (IBC) INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE WITH AMENDMENTS COL. COLONIAL REQ. REQUIRED
. CONC. CONCRETE R.R. ROOF RAFTER
MECHANICAL CODE: 2006 (IMC) INTERNATIONAL MECHANICAL CODE WITH AMENDMENTS oMU, CONC MASONRY UNIT RO. ROUGH OPENING
LIFE SAFETY CODE 2003 (NFPA 101) LIFE SAFETY CODE WITH AMENDMENTS C.F.M. CUBIC FEET PER MINUTE STD. STANDARD
FUEL GAS CODE: 2006 (IFGC) INTERNATIONAL FUEL GAS CODE DIM. DIMENSION S.F. SQUARE FEET
: DN. DOWN S.P. SUMP PIT/PUMP
ELECTRICAL CODE: 2005 (NEC) NATIONAL ELECTRIC CODE WITH AMENDMENTS D.S. DOWN SPOUT THR. THRESHOLD
PLUMBING CODE: 2006 (IPC) INTERNATIONAL PLUMBING CODE WITH AMENDMENTS DWG DRAWING T/ TOP OF
; ELEC. ELECTRICAL TYP. U.N.OTYPICAL
FIRE CODE: 2006 (IFC) INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE WITH AMENDMENTS ELEV. ELEVATION UNLESS NOTED
EQ. EQUAL V.C.T. OTHERWISE
ZONING INFORMATION E.P. EJECTOR PIT/PUMP VERT.  VINYL COMP. TILE
EX. EXISTING V.LF. VERTICAL
F./ FIN. FIXT.  FACE OF FINISH V.TR. VERIFY IN FIELD
EXISTING B-2 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT F.J. FIXTURE WSCT.  VENT THRU ROOF
INTERIORS WORK ONLY - NO CHANGE IN FOOTPRINT FDN. FLOOR JOIST W.H. WAINSCOT
F.P. FOUNDATION w/ WATER HEATER
GALV. GYP. FROST PROOF W/O WITH
BD. H.B. GALVANIZED WD. WITHOUT
GYPSUM BOARD W.S. WOOD
HOSE BIB WATER SERVICE

60521

KRISTEN IVERSON

PROJECT COORDINATOR :

PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT ARCHITECT:

Preston Clay Fawcett

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT MANAGER (PDM):

PROJECT NO :

220029

SHEET LEGEND

SHEET # CAD DESCRIPTION

1 G1.0 PROJECT INFORMATION, SITE PLAN & ZONING INFO
2 Al1.0 DEMO 1ST FLOOR PLAN

3 Al.l PROPOSED FIRST FLOOR PLAN

4 Al.2 PROPOSED PLAN AND SECTION DETAILS

5 Al3 DEMO AND PROPOSED EAST ELEVATION

6 Al.4 DEMO AND PROPOSED NORTH ELEVATION

7 A4.0 ACCESSIBLITY CODES AND FIGURES

8 MEP1.0 MEP LEGENDS, CODES DEMO AND PROPOSED PLANS

SITE CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

L ISSUES & REVISIONS :

ISSUE DATES DESCRIPTION

SYMBOL LEGEND

—
(22
e SN
DNZ2) M= PR A ——

=————3 EX WINDOW TO

MO
E = = 3 WINDOW TO BE

WALL TO BE
REMOVED

REMAIN

D

I: - :l FINISH

] NEW FDN WALL

REMOVED ""‘

— /o= DOOR TO BE REMOV

STRUCTURE TO BE
REMOVED

NEW SIDING

TO BE T T T

a5

=] /= EX DOOR TO REMAIN BATH

ED T/ FLR
18"

T

NEW BRICK

NEW ASPHALT ROOF

NEW ARCHITECTURAL
ROOF

NEW CEDAR ROOF

ROOM NAME

REFERENCE POINT

REVISION TAG

ALIGN (FLR/WALL)

INTERIOR
ELEV TAG

- AIROOM TO PROVIDE TEMP. SANITARY FACILITY FOR WORKERS DURING CONSTRUCTION.
MINIMUM 10'-0" FROM NEIGHBORING LOTS.

- AIROOM TO PROVIDE DUMPSTER TO REMOVE DEBRIS UPON COMPLETION OF
CONSTRUCTION.

PRE-DRAW

PRE-PCC

——
6/21/2022 PERMIT SUBMITTAL
e —

——
- PERMIT REVISION 1

PCC

READY

—
OKFC

THESE DRAWINGS AND THE CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATION GUIDE ARE THE PROPRIETARY
WORK PRODUCT AND PROPERTY OF AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. PREPARED AND DEVELOPED
SOLELY FOR THE EXCLUSIVE USE OF AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE
SALES CONTRACT BETWEEN AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. AND BUYERS.

USE OF THESE PLANS AND THE CONCEPTS CONTAINED THEREIN WITHOUT THE PRIOR WRITTEN
PERMISSION OF AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. IS PROHIBITED AND MAY SUBJECT YOU TO A CLAIM
FOR DAMAGES FROM AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. IS A
SUBCONTRACTOR OF AIROOM LLC.

UNTIL THESE PLANS ARE APPROVED BY THE BUYERS, CONSTRUCTION CANNOT BE SCHEDULED,
AND MATERIALS CANNOT BE ORDERED. THESE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS, PREPARED BY AIROOM
ARCHITECTS CORP., ARE HEREBY FINALLY APPROVED AND AGREED UPON BY BOTH THE BUYERS
AND AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. BUYER UNDERSTANDS AND ACKNOWLEDGES THAT ANY ITEM
NOT INCLUDED IN THE CONTRACT SPECS OR SHOWN IN THESE PLANS IS NOT INCLUDED IN THE
CONTRACT.

APPROVALS:
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PLACE APPROPRIATE STAMP HERE.

SHEET TITLE :

SITE PLAN
BUILDING CODE

PROJECT INFO

SHEET & FILE INFO :
e ———

AFD REFERENCE
#C95680-L72913# oF 8

(©R022 AIROOM ARCHITECTS CORP. (2/1/22)
—

G1.0

REMOVED 4
=== NEW WINDOW =\|= NEW DOOR
@ DEMO/NEW WINDOW
TAG TAG
SECTION TAG @D DOORTAG
DETAIL TAG SECTION TAG

4/14/2022



SIZE: 64"x719" e |I"
TYPE: FIXED

[
DRYWALL
cLG @ loo" I

EXISTING NORKING DISPLAY
ISLAND SINK TO DOUBLE AS
SERVICE SINK AND HAND
NASHING STATION —7

Fd

5!_4!

EX CONC

CURB

EXISTING ADA TOILET

2 EMPLOYEES
EXISTING: S0 sF
CERAMIC TILE FLOOR

3 )4" RANCH BASE PNTD.

2 )" RANCH CSN6&. PNTD.

2X2 DCR6G.
DWN. PNTD.

/
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SEPARATE TENANT SPACE
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. SIZE: 64'x70" @ 54"
. TYPE: FIXED
I
I
I

[DEPARTMENT APPROVAL:

AIROOM £

ARCHITECTS & BUILDERS

SINCE 1958

Airoom Architects Corp.
6825 N. Lincoln Avenue
Lincolnwood, Illinois 60712
Phone: (847) 763-1100 Fax: (847) 679-0446
Website: www.airoom.com
Email: info@airoom.com

PROJECT INFORMATION:

AIROOM RETAIL
SHOWROOM

EXISTING SHOWROOM
STOREFRONT REMODEL

36 S. WASHINGTON STREET
HINSDALE, ILLINOIS
60521

KRISTEN IVERSON

PROJECT COORDINATOR :

PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT ARCHITECT:

Preston Clay Fawcett

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT MANAGER (PDM):

PROJECT NO :

220029
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GENERAL NOTES:

PROTECTION (IF REQUIRED):

PROVIDE SPACE PROTECTION WITH:

- 2x4 WALL W/SILL SEALER @ TOP & BTM
- 5" PLYNOOD @ EXTERIOR SIDE OF WALL
- (2) HASP HINGES ¢ LATCH (FOR DOOR)
- BATT INSULATION @ BREAKTHROUGHS

- PROVIDE FLOOR PROTECTION AS REQ.

EPA PROTECTION (IF REQUIRED):

- INCLUDE DISPOSAL OF MATERIALS &
CLEAN-UP PER EPA LEAD SAFETY RULES.

- PROTECT EX. SURFACES & CONTAIN DEMO
AREAS W/ TEMPORARY COVERINGS PER EPA
LEAD SAFETY RULES.

ERAMING:

- PROVIDE SHORING @ BREAKTHROUGHS
DURING CONSTRUCTION

- ALL HEADERS TO BE (2) 2xI2 WNITH )&"
PLYWOOD SPACERS. (UN.O.)

- ALL NINDOW HEAD HEIGHTS TO BE SET AT
6'-10L" ABOVE SUB-FLOOR (UN.O)

- 5" DRYNWALL ON NALLS ¢ CEILINGS. (UN.O.)

DRAFTSTOPPING NOTE:

- PROVIDE DRAFTSTOPPING IN NEW
CONSTRUCTION WHEN USING ENGINEERED FLOOR
JdoisTS.

- PROVIDE DRAFTSTOP IN COMBUSTIBLE
CONSTRUCTION WHERE THERE IS USABLE SPACE
BOTH ABOVE AND BELOW THE CONCEALED
SPACE OF A FLOOR/CEILING ASSEMBLY, SO
THAT THE AREA OF THE CONCEALED SPACE
DOES NOT EXCEED 500 SQFT. OR 25 FT IN
ANY DIRECTION. DRAFTSTOPPING SHALL DIVIDE
THE CONCEALED SPACE INTO APPROXIMATELY
EQUAL AREAS (SECTION R302.12 AS AMENDED)
- IF ADDITIONAL OR NEN DRAFTSTOPFING IS
REQUIRED IN EXISTING FRAMING DUE TO
INSPECTION/PER CODE, WORK 1S N.I.C. ¢ PRICED
IN FIELD AS NEEDED.

FRAMING NOTES:

ERAMING NOTE:

MINIMUM GRADE STRUCTURAL LUMBER
CALCULATED SHALL BE: DOMESTIC HEM-FIR #2,
FB=850, E=1300,000, FY=T5.

AAC MAY MAKE MINOR VARIATIONS OR
SUBSTITUTE MATERIALS OF EQUAL OR BETTER
QUALITY W/O CONSENT OF BUYER.

ALL FASTENERS USED ABOVE GRADE TO
ATTACH LUMBER TO LUMBER AND LUMBER
TO THE PIERS SHALL BE HOT DIPFED
GALVANIZED OR EQ.

ALL LUMBER FRAMING SHALL BE NAILED .
WHERE BEAM OR GIRDER CONSTRUCTION IS
USED TO SUPPORT FLOOR FRAMING,
POSITIVE CONNECTIONS (METAL
FASTENERS) SHALL BE PROVIDED TO
ENSURE AGAINST UPLIFT AND LATERAL
DISPLACEMENT.

END OF EACH JOIST, BEAM OR GIRDER

SHALL BEAR NO LESS THAN 5" ON WOOD
OR METAL HANGER.

ALL HEADERS TO BE SET @ 6'-10 4" ABV.
SUBFLOOR (UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE)
ALL HEADERS ARE PER TABLE ABOVE
(UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED ON PLANS)

PROVIDE NECESSARY BRACING ¢ SHORING
WHEN REMOVING ALL BEARING WALLS.

ALL NOOD IN CONTACT NITH CONCRETE AND
UNDER EXTERIOR DOOR SILLS SHALL BE
PRESSURE TREATED FOR MOISTURE
RESISTANCE.

POINT LOADS NOTE:

ALL POINT LOADS FROM COLUMNS AND OTHER
BEARING STRUCTURES ARE TO BE CARRIED
DOWN TO SOLID BEARING THAT IS DIRECTLY IN
CONTACT NITH A FOUNDATION. ALL LOADS
ARE TO BE SUPPORTED ON WALLS, COLUMNS
AND BEAMS WHICH DIRECTLY TRANSFER THEIR
IMPLIED LOADS TO A FOUNDATION OR
FOOTING.

PROTECT EXISTING SURFACES AND CONTAIN
DEMOLITION AREA NITH TEMPORARY
COVERINGS AND BARRIERS AS REQUIRED PER
EPA LEAD SAFETY RULES.

DIMENSIONS NOTE:

V.I.F ALL DIMENSIONS PRIOR TO START OF
NWORK AND NOTIFY ARCHITECT IMMEDIATELY
OF ANY DISCREFPANCIES. TYP.

SIZE: 64"'x719" @ |I"
TYPE: FIXED

108"

EX CONC

CURB /

EXISTING ADA TOILET
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[DEPARTMENT APPROVAL:

AIROOM £

ARCHITECTS & BUILDERS

SINCE 1958

Airoom Architects Corp.
6825 N. Lincoln Avenue
Lincolnwood, Illinois 60712
Phone: (847) 763-1100 Fax: (847) 679-0446
Website: www.airoom.com
Email: info@airoom.com

PROJECT INFORMATION:

AIROOM RETAIL
SHOWROOM

EXISTING SHOWROOM
STOREFRONT REMODEL

36 S. WASHINGTON STREET
HINSDALE, ILLINOIS
60521

PROJECT COORDINATOR : KRISTEN IVERSON

PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT ARCHITECT:

Preston Clay Fawcett

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT MANAGER (PDM):

PROJECT NO :

220029
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