
 
 

AGENDA 
Village Of Hinsdale 
Plan Commission 

Wednesday, October 12, 2016 
Memorial Hall, Memorial Building 

7:30 PM  
(Tentative & Subject to Change) 

 
 

1. Minutes - Minutes of September 14, 2016  
 

2.   Findings and Recommendations 
a. Case A-22-2016 – 22 E. First St. – Peter Burdi/Nabuki Restaurant – Exterior 

Appearance for a new flush wall, door and windows on existing building exterior 
breezeway in the B-2 Central Business District. 

 
3. Sign Permit Review  

a. Case A-28-2016 – 811 N. Elm St. – DFB Consulting – 1 New Ground Sign to 
replace previous tenant’s ground sign. The ground sign setback is non-
conforming (6’ vs. 10’ min.) and is subject to an application to the Zoning Board 
of Appeals.  

 
4.  Scheduling of Public Hearing – No discussion will take place except to determine a  

time and date of hearing. 
     a.  Case A-26-2016 – 21 W. Second St. – TinkRworks, LLC –Special Use Permit 

Application to allow tutoring educational services in the O-2 Limited Office 
District. This item is for scheduling for a public hearing. 

 

5.   Public Hearing – All those wishing to provide public testimony must be sworn in and       
after the applicant makes their presentation will be recognized by the Chair to speak. 

     a.  Case A-18-2016 – 55th St./County Line Rd. – Hinsdale Meadows Venture, LLC – 
Text Amendment to Section 3-106: Special Uses, to allow a Planned 
Development in any single-family residential district, subject to the issuance of a 
special use permit, and subject to a minimum lot area of 20 acres.  

 
6.    Adjournment 

 
The Village of Hinsdale is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990.  Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend 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 Darrell Langlois, ADA Coordinator at 630.789-7014 or by TDD at 789-7022 promptly 
to allow the Village of Hinsdale to make reasonable accommodations for those persons. 
Web Site:  www.villageofhinsdale.org 

http://www.villageofhinsdale.org/


 

MINUTES 

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 

PLAN COMMISSION 

September 14, 2016 

MEMORIAL HALL 

7:30 P.M. 

 

Chairman Cashman called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m., Wednesday, September 14, 2016, 

in Memorial Hall, the Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.   

 

PRESENT: Chairman Cashman, Commissioner Ryan, Commissioner Peterson, 

Commissioner Fiascone, Commissioner Unell, Commissioner McMahon 

Commissioner Crnovich and Commissioner Krillenberger   

 

ABSENT:   

 

ALSO PRESENT: Chan Yu, Village Planner 

 Applicant Representatives for Case: A-18-2016, A-21-16 and A-22-2016 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Approval of Minutes 

Chairman Cashman asked the Plan Commission (PC) for any revisions or comments from the 

July 13, 2016, meeting. With none, Chairman Cashman asked for a motion to approve the 

minutes. Commissioner Krillenberger motioned and Commissioner McMahon seconded. The 

motion passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent).   

 

Findings and Recommendations 

 

Case A-12-2016 – 107 S. Vine St. – Psychological Resources – Exterior Appearance and Site 

Plan for a Wheelchair Elevator in the Rear Yard of an O-1 Specialty Office District. 

 

Chairman Cashman provided a summary of the application and asked the PC for any 

comments. With none, he asked for a motion to approve the Findings and Recommendations. 

 

Commissioner Ryan motioned to approve, Commissioner Peterson seconded and the motion 

passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent).   

 

Case A-14-2016 – 5721 S. Garfield Ave. – Mr. Philip Miscimarra – Exterior Appearance 

Review for a Dormer Addition at Sutton Place townhome development in the R-5 Multiple 

Family Residential District. 

 

Chairman Cashman provided a summary of the application and asked the PC for any 

comments. With none, he asked for a motion to approve the Findings and Recommendations. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger motioned to approve, Commissioner Crnovich seconded, and the 

motion passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent).   

 
 

Approved 
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Sign Permit Review 

 

Case A-21-2016 – 410 and 414 Chestnut St. – Mani & Pedi Nails and Spa – 1 Wall Sign Re-

face (410 Chestnut St.) and 1 Wall Sign Adjustment to approved Wall Sign (414 Chestnut St.) 

 

Chairman Cashman reviewed the next item on the agenda as a sign application that was 

brought before the PC previously from Mani & Pedi. He next asked the applicant to please 

introduce himself and the request. 

 

Mr. Jesuck Paik, the owner of Mani & Pedi Nails and Spa, introduced himself and the history 

of his business opening in 2006. Since it’s been about 10 years, the existing sign is getting very 

old he explained. Therefore, he’d like to re-face the wall sign with the same dimensions. He 

also explained that his second location at 414 Chestnut St. was initially approved with the 

text “Nail Salon Mani & Pedi”. However, now he’d like to have both locations with the same 

business name, “Mani & Pedi Nails and Spa”.  

 

Chairman Cashman asked if there are any questions for the petitioner. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger asked Chan, Village Planner, if the requested signs are Code 

compliant. 

 

Chan replied yes, the signs are Code compliant. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger expressed that they look very nice. 

 

Commissioner Ryan agreed with Commissioner Krillenberger. 

 

Mr. Jesuck Paik also reviewed the informational sign, and its function since they occupy the 

east side of the multi-tenant building.  

 

Chairman Cashman asked about the awning at the 414 Chestnut location, in addition to the 

aforementioned wall sign. 

 

Mr. Jesuck Paik explained he is withdrawing the awning on the application exhibit. 

 

Chan explained the initial application, included the awning and wall sign was 

administratively approved by the previous PC Chairman (Mr. Neale Byrnes).  However, 

presently, the awning sign has been withdrawn and the application only reflects the wall sign.  

 

Chairman Cashman asked the PC for any comments. 

 

Commissioner Crnovich expressed that it looks great. 

 

Commissioner Unell agreed and thinks it looks good as well. 
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Chairman Cashman thanked the petitioner, and asked for a motion to approve the sign 

application as submitted. 

 

Commissioner Unell motioned to approve, Commissioner Crnovich seconded and the motion 

passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent).   

 

 

Scheduling of Public Hearing – (No discussion will take place except to determine a 

time and date of hearing. 
 

Case A-18-2016 – 55th St./County Line Rd. – Hinsdale Meadows Venture, LLC – Text 

Amendment to Section 3-106: Special Uses, to allow a Planned Development in any single-

family residential district, subject to the issuance of a special use permit, and subject to a 

minimum lot area of 20 acres. This item is for scheduling for a public hearing. 

 

Chairman Cashman explained this item is to formally schedule the public hearing at the next 

PC meeting on October 12. He encouraged the PC to review the whole package, since it 

contains a lot of detail and information. To that end, Chairman Cashman asked for a motion 

to schedule the public hearing for October 12, 2016. 

 

Commissioner Crnovich motioned to approve, Commissioner Ryan seconded, and the motion 

passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent).   

 

 

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review 

 

Case A-22-2016 – 22 E. First St. – Nabuki Restaurant. – Exterior Appearance Review for a 

Replacement of Existing Entry in Breezeway. 

 

Chairman Cashman reviewed the next item on the agenda as an exterior appearance review 

for Nabuki (restaurant) at 22 E. First Street. He next asked the applicant to please introduce 

himself and the request. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi, restaurant owner, presented the application to the PC. He explained that 

Nabuki is expanding into the space next door, the former location of the Drapery Connection. 

And the project includes straightening a niche on the wall, and to replace the door and 

windows on a new flush wall. He also reviewed adding a new window further down the 

breezeway. The breezeway Mr. Burdi explained, extends from First Street to the parking lot. 

The proposed work will not be visible from First Street and will give the restaurant some 

additional room. 

 

Chairman Cashman asked if there is a connection between the restaurant and the subject 

property. 
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Mr. Peter Burdi replied no, but there is an architectural plan to cut a doorway into the new 

space. 

 

Commissioner McMahon asked for clarification of the aforementioned term “niche”. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi explained it’s basically an indent cut-out and resembles half of an octagon; 

and the goal is to construct the wall to be flush. 

 

Chan asked if he is referring to the angled wall. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi replied right, the angled wall. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger asked if this would eliminate any sidewalk clearance space. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi replied no, and the door will be basically used as an emergency access. 

 

Chairman Cashman asked about the interior access in relation to the plan. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi explained the connection from the restaurant into the new space is only a 3- 

step difference in grade.  

 

Commissioner Crnovich asked if they plan to make any changes to the front of the building, 

facing First Street. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi replied they don’t plan on making any changes to the front of the building.  

 

Commissioner Crnovich clarified if there were plans to paint the brick or change the windows. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi replied no. 

 

Chairman Cashman asked about any potential changes to the current awning. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi replied that they plan to keep it black with no signage. 

 

Mr. Peter Burdi also reviewed the new window further down the breezeway because the room 

is very dark. The new window would allow light into the new party room.  

 

Chairman Cashman asked for any additional questions by the PC. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger commented that he has no question, but he’s happy to see the 

business is successful enough to expand. 

 

Chairman Cashman agreed, and it’s nice that there was a spot to expand into next door. 

 

With no additional comments, Chairman Cashman asked for a motion to approve the exterior 

appearance as submitted.  
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Commissioner Krillenberger motioned to approve, Commissioner Unell seconded and the 

motion passed unanimously (8 Ayes and 0 absent). 

 

 

Case A-15-2016 – 120 E. Ogden Ave. – Hinsdale Management Corp. –  

APPLICATION FORMALLY WITHDRAWN BY THE APPLICANT (08/29/16). 

 

Chan announced that the applicant for Case A-15-2016 formally withdrew their application. 

 

Adjournment 

 

Chairman Cashman explained that he may set a hard finish time at the next meeting in case 

there’s extended discussions for the Hinsdale Meadows application. This is due to previous 

long meetings experienced through the initial “Sedgewick” application. 

 

Commissioner Krillenberger hopes the public’s voices will be heard. 

 

Chairman Cashman asked when the notification process with the signs will begin. 

 

Chan explained the notification process can start as early as tomorrow since the public 

hearing has been set for next month. 

 

Chairman Cashman echoed Commissioner Krillenberger’s comment and hopes the public will 

participate to express if they are in favor or against the application. 

 

The meeting was adjourned after the motion made by Commissioner Krillenberger was 

unanimously supported at 7:46 p.m. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 
 

Chan Yu, Village Planner 
  



HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION 
 
 
RE:  Case A-22-2016 – Applicant: Peter Burdi, co-owner of Nabuki Restaurant at 22 E. First Street 
 
Request: Exterior Appearance for new doors and windows inside an existing breezeway entry in the B-2 

Central Business District. 
 
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW:   September 14, 2016  
            
DATE OF BOARD OF TRUSTEES 1

ST
 READING:  October 4, 2016 

 
 

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION 
 
 

I.  FINDINGS 
 

1. The Plan Commission (PC) heard testimony from the applicant, for the plan to construct new windows and 
doors inside an existing breezeway for the expansion of the current restaurant into the building next door. 
The existing breezeway, the applicant explained, is on the side of the building and does not face First Street. 
The existing wall, door and windows inside the breezeway are angled inward towards the interior of the 
building. The proposed new wall will be flush with the rest of the wall to provide more interior space. The new 
window further into the breezeway will function to provide light into the new party room. Currently, the room is 
very dark, explained the applicant. 

 
2. A Plan Commissioner asked if there is a path connecting from the existing restaurant space into the building 

(subject property) next door. The applicant explained not at the moment, but they have architectural plans to 
cut through the wall for access into the new space.  
 

3. A Plan Commissioner asked for clarification in regards to “niche”, a term the applicant used to describe the 
aforementioned existing angled wall. To that end, the applicant and Village Planner explained that refers to 
the existing angled wall. A Plan Commissioner asked a follow-up question if the new plan will eliminate any 
walk path clearance distance (inside the breezeway). The applicant responded no, it would not encroach the 
existing walk path distance.     
 

4. A Plan Commissioner asked if they plan to change the façade facing First Street, for example, painting the 
brick or changing the windows. The applicant responded no. A follow-up question was asked in regards to 
any potential change for the existing awning or new signage. The applicant responded they have no plans for 
any changes to the façade of the building. He noted however, they may replace the current black awning with 
a new black awning. The PC had no additional questions for the applicant. There were no comments from the 
public at the meeting. 
 

 
II. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
Following a motion to recommend approval of the proposed exterior appearance plan, the Village of Hinsdale 
Plan Commission, on a vote of eight (8) “Ayes,” and zero (0) “Absent,” unanimously recommends that the 
President and Board of Trustees approve the exterior appearance plan as submitted. 
 

      
 

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION 
 

 
     By: ________________________________ 
                            Chairman 
 
  

Dated this __________ day of ____________________, 2016.  
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DATE:   October 14, 2016 

TO:   Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  811 N. Elm Street – DFB Consulting  – Ground Sign Approval 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from Olympic Signs on behalf of DFB Consulting, 
requesting approval to reface an existing nonconforming ground sign at 811 N. Elm Street. The site 
features a two-story commercial office building in the B-3, General Business District. The applicant is 
concurrently applying for a variation because the nonconforming ground sign setback is approximately 6 
feet from the front lot line when a minimum of 10 feet is required. 
 
Request and Analysis 
 
The existing double sided ground sign is located at the west property line on Elm Street. The new sign 
faces are white polycarbonate with vinyl lettering and graphics. The sign backing is internally illuminated 
and 7.78 square feet (1’8” tall by 4’8” wide) per face. The ground sign structure is 3’6” tall and 5’4” wide, 
and not included in the calculation for signage area. General on-site informational signage, “Healthcare 
Informatics” and the address is less than 3 square feet combined.  
 
The ground sign structure size and proposed surface area of signage is Code compliant. However, the 
setback for the existing ground sign is only approximately 6 feet from the front lot line. Therefore, the 
potential Plan Commission approval will be contingent on the Zoning Board of Appeals variation request 
to keep the sign with its current 6-foot setback.  
 
Process 
 
Per Section 11-607(D) and the nature of the request, this application would require a meeting before 
the Plan Commission and does not require public notification. The Plan Commission maintains final 
authority on signage with no further action required by the Board of Trustees. 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1 – Sign Application and Exhibit 
Attachment 2 -  Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location   
Attachment 3 -  Street View of 811 N. Elm Street 
Attachment 4 -  Site Plan Ground Sign Location 
 



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 

 

 

 

Attachment 2



 
Attachment 3: Street View 811 N. Elm Street 

 
Facing North West on N. Elm St.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Facing South on N. Elm St.   

 

Attachment 3



Attachment 4

cyu
Callout
Inaccurate, 6' is the correct distance- CY
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DATE:   October 12, 2016 

TO:   Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  21 W. Second Street – TinkRworks LLC 

Scheduling of Public Hearing of Special Use Permit Review for Educational Services in 
the O-2 Limited Office District  

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received an application from Aaditya “Anu” Mahajan, owner of TinkRworks 

LLC, requesting approval for a Special Use Permit to allow educational tutoring services in the O-2 

Limited Office District. The applicant will occupy approximately 3,000 square feet (SF) in the 3-story, 

12,927 SF office building at 21 W. Second Street. Classes are targeted for 1st to 8th graders (ages 6 to 14), 

and will be offered Monday through Saturdays after school.    

Request and Analysis 

US Bank is currently the only tenant in the office building at 21 W. Second Street, and occupies the first 

two floors. TinkrWorks plans to utilize 3,000 SF on the third floor for two classrooms and a common 

area.  The applicant has a steady-rate goal for 200 unique students by year 3. However, the maximum 

number of students at one time will be 24. The maximum staff on site will be 5. The applicant has noted 

that there is no additional room to expand in the building.  

TinkRworks offers after school programs beginning at 3:45 PM to 1st to 8th graders (ages 6 to 14) three 

days a week on Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday. At this time slot, only a single class of a maximum of 

12 students will be held. All other classes will begin at 5:15 PM or later during weekdays. The courses 

offered include, for example, computer programming, graphic designing and robotics. TinkRworks 

advertises a guarantee of an instructor-to-student ratio of 1:6 or better. 

Parking for the Special Use permit is Code compliant.  TinkRworks will have 5 dedicated spaces at the 21 

W. Second Street parking lot. Based on the use categories of Section 9-104(J), “elementary schools” is 

the most relevant to tutoring educational services. To that end, the parking requirement for TinkRworks 

is 3 spaces; this is calculated for 1 space per each 2 employees, or 1 for each 15 students, whichever is 

greater.  
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The project site is located in the O-2 Limited Office District and borders the O-2 Limited Office District to 

the west and north, IB Institutional Buildings District to the south, and B-2 Central Business District of 

the east. Per the Code, the O-2 Limited Office District is designed to provide for the general needs of 

business and professional offices and related business uses on smaller sites in scattered areas 

throughout the village. Bulk and height regulations encourage development that is architecturally 

consistent with smaller sites and compatible with nearby residential uses.  

Process 

Pursuant to Section 11-602, a public hearing shall be set, noticed and conducted by the Plan Commission 

(PC) in accordance with Section 11-303.  Within 45 days following the conclusion of the public hearing, 

the PC shall transmit to the Board of Trustees its recommendation, in the form specified in subsection 

11-103(H) of this article, recommending either approval, approval subject to conditions or disapproval 

of the special use permit based on the standards set forth in section 11-602(E). 

 
Attachments: 
 
Attachment 1 – Plan Commission and Special Use Permit Applications (packet) 
Attachment 2 -  Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  Street View of 21 W. Second St. 
 



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1





Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 

 

 

 

Attachment 2
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Attachment 3
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Attachment 3



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   October 12, 2016 

TO:   Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

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

   
FROM:   Chan Yu, Village Planner  
 
RE:  S.E. Corner of 55th St. and County Line Rd. – Hinsdale Meadows Planned Development 

Public Hearing for a Text Amendment to allow Planned Developments in the R-2 District, 
and concurrent 59-Unit Residential Planned Development Concept Plan Application and 
Special Use Permit Application 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

On September 14, 2016, the Plan Commission (PC) scheduled a public hearing on October 12, 2016, to 

consider the: (1) Text Amendment application, (2) Planned Development Concept Plan application and 

(3) Special Use Permit application to develop a 59-unit residential development on a 24.5 acre site at the 

south east corner of 55th Street and County Line Road (R-2 Single Family Residential District).  

The Board of Trustees (BOT), on September 6, 2016, referred the application packet by Hinsdale 

Meadows Venture, LLC for consideration by the PC. The application includes a request to allow Planned 

Developments, as a Special Use in any Single-Family Residential District, subject to the issuance of a 

special use permit, and subject to a minimum lot area of 20 acres. Currently, the Code only allows 

residential planned developments in the Multiple-Family Residential Districts.  

Application 

The proposed Text Amendment will change Zoning Code Section 3-106, Special Uses in the Single-Family 
Residential Districts, to allow an application for a Planned Development in any Single Family Residential 
District lot of 20 acres or more. The Planned Development Concept Plan and Special Use permit 
application has also been submitted, simultaneously, to give the BOT and PC the basis for the request. 
 
The application also includes the Planned Development Concept Plan. The purpose for the Planned 

Development Concept Plan is to provide the applicant an opportunity to show the basic scope, 

character, and nature of the entire proposed plan without incurring undue cost. It is the initial step 

towards many public hearings, for the applicant to present the plan and allow for changes based on the 

input throughout the process of approval. Contingent on an approved Concept Plan, the Planned 

Development Detailed Plan will be submitted to refine the elements of the Concept Plan. 

The Planned Development Concept Plan and Special Use permit application reflects a 59-unit residential 
development, featuring 27 age-targeted single family homes, 2 traditional single family homes, and 30 
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duplex homes on a 24.5 acre site. Two pocket parks and a sidewalk connection to Katherine Legge Park 
are also illustrated on the site plan. 
 

Process 
 
Pursuant to Article 6, Section 11-601(D)(2)(a) of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Ordinance, every properly 
filed and completed application for an amendment to this code, before being processed in any other 
manner, shall be referred to the BOT for a determination as to whether the application merits a hearing 
and consideration by the PC or should be summarily denied. 
 
On July 12, 2016, the applicant, Edward James, presented to the BOT as a discussion item, the initial 

concept site plan with individual home elevation illustrations and floor models. The presentation 

material has since been posted on the Village’s website and in the lobbies of Village Hall and the 

Hinsdale Public Library for feedback to the BOT.  

On August 9, 2016, the BOT (First Reading item) reviewed the application and summarized the main 

issues for further PC discussion including: age-targeted versus age-restricted, architecture of the homes, 

price point of the homes, public benefits and green space. The applicant, Edward James, presented to 

the BOT a summary of the proposal and spoke to some of the concerns raised by the BOT.  

At the September 6, 2016, meeting, the Board unanimously approved to refer the application packet to 

the PC for a hearing and consideration of a text amendment to Section 3-106: Special Uses, to allow a 

Planned Development in any single-family residential district, subject to the issuance of a special use 

permit, and subject to a minimum lot area of 20 acres.  On September 14, 2016, the PC scheduled the 

public hearing for October 12, 2016, to consider the application packet. 

Within forty five (45) days following the conclusion of the public hearing(s), the PC shall transmit to the BOT 

its recommendation in the form specified by subsection 11-103(H). The failure of the PC to act within forty 

five (45) days following the conclusion of such hearing, or such further time to which the applicant may 

agree, shall be deemed a recommendation for the approval of the proposed amendment as submitted. 

Please note, the PC may continue the application for additional public hearings if necessary. 

Attachments: 
Attachment 1 – Hinsdale Meadows Fiscal Analysis (October 3, 2016) 
Attachment 2 – Planned Development Common Open Space (September 22, 2016) 
 
The following related materials were provided for the scheduling of this item on September 14, 2016, 
and can be found on the Village website at: 
http://www.villageofhinsdale.org/document_center/PlanCommission/2016/Sept/pc091416packet.pdf 

– Hinsdale Meadows Development Concept Plan Review Package (August 9, 2016) 
– Sample Timeline of Public Approval Process (Revised for 09/06/16 BOT Meeting 2

nd
 Reading) 

– Proposed Text Amendment Language for Section 3-106: Special Uses 
– August 9, 2016, BOT Special Meeting Minutes 
 

http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/getBookData.php?ft=10&find=11-103
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