
 

 

 

 

  

 

 

                           

MEETING AGENDA 

PLAN COMMISSION 
Wednesday, July 10, 2019  

7:30 P.M. 
MEMORIAL HALL – MEMORIAL BUILDING 

(Tentative & Subject to Change) 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER 

 
2. ROLL CALL  

 
3. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
4. MINUTES - Minutes of June 12, 2019  

 
5. FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

a) Case A-17-2019 – 306 W. Fourth Street – St. Isaac Jogues – 2nd Major Adjustment to Site 
Plan/Exterior Appearance to install an emergency gas generator. 

b)  Case A-18-2019 – 24 W. Hinsdale Ave. – Michael Abraham Architects – Exterior 
Appearance for new storefront façade updates. 

 
6. SIGN PERMIT REVIEW 

a) Case A-21-2019 – 40 S. Washington Street – Alixandra Collections – 1 New Wall Sign 
and 1 Wall Sign Update  

b) Case A-22-2019 – 24 W. Hinsdale Ave. – Michael Abraham Architects – 1 New Wall Sign. 
 

7. EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND SITE PLAN REVIEW 
a)  Case A-04-2019 – 10 N. Washington Street – Eve Assisted Living (10 N. Washington 

Properties LLC) – 2nd Major Adjustment to Site Plan/Exterior Appearance to construct a 
new illuminated ground sign at the entrance. (continued from the April 10, May 8, and 
June 12, 2019 Plan Commission meetings)  

 
8.  PUBLIC HEARING  

a)   Case A-20-2019 – Village of Hinsdale – Proposed Text Amendment to Major Adjustment 
to Planned Development (Section 11-603) and Site Plan Review (Section 11-604) 

 
      9.  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 

June 12, 2019 

MEMORIAL HALL 

7:30 P.M. 

 
Acting Plan Commission Chair Crnovich called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m., Wednesday, June 12, 2019, 

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

 

PRESENT: Julie Crnovich, Troy Unell, Gerald Jablonski, Anna Fiascone, Scott Peterson, Debra 

Braselton and Mark Willobee  

 

ABSENT: Steve Cashman and Jim Krillenberger  

 

ALSO PRESENT:  Chan Yu, Village Planner and applicant for cases:  A-19-2019, A-04-2019, A-17-2019 

and A-18-2019 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Approval of Minutes – May 8, 2019 

The Plan Commission (PC) unanimously approved the May 8, 2019, minutes, as submitted, 6-0, (1 abstained 

and 2 absent).   

 

 

Sign Permit Review - Case A-19-2019 – 21 Salt Creek Lane – Hinsdale Humane Society – Ground Sign 

Update 
 

The sign applicant, Ben Johansen of Landmark Sign Group presented to the PC and reviewed that the proposed 

update will use the same ground sign structure, but is proposing a larger sign face (maximum allowed).  

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if they plan to change the other signs on the site.  The applicant responded no. 

 

Commissioner Willobee asked if there are any timers or illumination restrictions on the ground sign currently. 

 

The applicant was not aware of any timers.  

 

The PC generally expressed the requested modification looked good.  

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked how they like the new location. 

 

The applicant responded they like it a lot, and see about 1,400 visitors a month.  

 

The PC unanimously approved the sign application, as submitted, 7-0, (2 absent).   

 

 

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan - Case A-04-2019 – 10 N. Washington Street – Eve Assisted Living 

(10 N. Washington Properties LLC) – 2nd Major Adjustment to Site Plan/Exterior Appearance 

Application to construct a new illuminated ground sign at the corner of Washington and Maple Street. 

(Continued from the April 10, May 8, and June 12, 2019, PC meetings) 

Approved 
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The President of Eve Assisted Living (applicant) reviewed the revised submittals based on the previous PC 

meeting and neighbor comments. He presented the challenge of the subject property lot lines, and that the entry 

ground sign would be behind the building. Thus, he presented the ground sign at the initial location at the 

corner, however, at a reduced size and removal of all lighting to the sign.  

 

Commissioner Braselton asked if he talked to any of the 3 neighbors that are opposed to the request. 

 

The applicant responded no, he did not know if that would be appropriate.  

 

Acting Chair Crnovich stated that she appreciates that the lights have been removed and the sign size has been 

decreased. However, she questioned that the original purpose of the sign was stated for wayfinding, however, 

tonight is saying the sign is for marketing.  

 

The applicant responded that he said at the last meeting it was for marketing.  

 

Commissioner Braselton stated that the applicant was not present at the first PC meeting. 

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if he considered a sign by the portico. 

 

The applicant responded no, but the issue is that it would be behind the building. 

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if he thought about replacing the existing pillar with the sign by the entrance. 

 

The applicant responded that is a good idea.  

 

Commissioner Willobee asked if he considered a wall sign below the height of the existing wall sign. 

 

The applicant replied yes, but that would look silly. The applicant continued and stated he would present a 

new plan by replacing the existing pillar and reach out to the neighbors. 

 

The PC unanimously continued the sign application for the next meeting, 7-0, (2 absent).   

 

 

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan - Case A-17-2019 – 306 W. Fourth Street – St. Isaac Jogues – 2nd 

Major Adjustment to Site Plan/Exterior Appearance to install an emergency gas generator. 
 

The applicant, Mr. Bill Sturm, on behalf of St. Isaac Jogues Parish, reviewed the plan to install an emergency 

backup generator for the church campus to power emergency lighting, alarm system, heating, pipes, PC data 

and sump pumps. He reviewed the dimensions of the generator as 12’ long, 6’ tall, and 3.5’ wide, and in an 

enclosure to keep the sound contained to approximately 55 decibels. Due to the distance away from the lot 

line, and the proposed screen, the applicant stated that the generator would be, frankly, hard to find he stated.  

 

Plan Commissioner Peterson asked if it is diesel powered. The applicant responded that it is gas powered.    

 

The applicant explained the generator would only operate in the event of an emergency, however, it requires 

a 30-minute test once a month, and once a year test requiring to run for 4 hours. 
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Commissioner Braselton stated that you can’t beat screening on 3 sides already. 

 

Acting Chair Crnovich agreed and stated that she believes the location is a good one and nobody will see it.  

 

Commissioner Jablonski suggested establishing generator test times, for example between 10AM and 2PM.  

 

The applicant stated that they planned to run it during the day during outdoor activities of the church. 

 

The PC unanimously recommended approval for the major adjustment to the exterior appearance/site plan 

application with the condition that the generator testing is done between 10AM and 2 PM, 7-0, (2 absent).   

 

 

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan - Case A-18-2019 – 24 W. Hinsdale Ave. – Michael Abraham 

Architects – Exterior Appearance for new storefront façade updates. 

 

The applicant’s architect, Ms. Margaret Morun, on behalf of the building owner, Mr. Rino Burdi reviewed the 

plans to rehab the front façade of the building to mirror the historic and original architecture of the building.  

Ms. Morun stated the plan is to keep the brick, change the windows, enlarge the existing circular window and 

install a metal canopy.  

 

Mark Willobee asked how far the canopy projects from the wall. 

 

The applicant responded 20 inches.  

 

Mark Willobee asked Chan for clarification, in that the PC is not reviewing the sign at this time. 

 

Chan replied correct.  

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if the PC is looking at the canopy. 

 

Chan replied from an aesthetic point of view, yes, but not the technical data that the building review permit 

would.  

 

Mark Willobee asked if the dropdown section be considered a sign. 

 

Chan replied no, that doesn’t meet the definition of a projecting sign. 

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if all the brick is staying.  

 

The applicant responded yes, but they will replace some of the white perimeter brick to match the rest of the 

façade brick and color.    
 

Mark Willobee asked what the original circular window diameter is. 

 

Mr. Rino Burdi introduced himself, and stated that it is his goal to bring the façade back to what it originally 

looked like.  To answer the commissioner’s question, he stated that you can see the original size from the 

interior of the building, and would like to bring the original size back. Both the owner and architect agreed that  
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it’d also be more proportionate to the proposed new and larger windows.   

 

Acting Chair Crnovich asked if there are plans for the back of the building. 
 

The architect stated they plan to replace the sliding door with a garage door and add an emergency door.   

 

Commissioner Braselton asked what business is locating in the building. 

 

The applicant responded a men’s clothing store. 

 

Acting Chair Crnovich stated that the building is in the downtown historic district, and wishes the Historic 

Preservation Commission would be able to review it.  However, she believes that’s not going to happen.  

 

In general, the PC expressed appreciation for preserving the historical elements of the original building façade, 

that the proposed plans look great, and that the building is being repurposed.  

 

The PC unanimously recommended approval for the exterior appearance plan application as submitted, 7-

0, (2 absent).   
 
 
 

Schedule of a Public Hearing - Case A-20-2019 – Village of Hinsdale – Proposed Text Amendment to 

Major Adjustment to Planned Development (Section 11-603) and Site Plan Review (Section 11-604) 
 

The PC unanimously scheduled a public hearing for Case A-20-2019, 7-0, (2 absent).   

 

 

Adjournment 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:17 p.m. after a unanimous vote.    

 

Respectfully Submitted by Chan Yu, Village Planner 



HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION 
 
 
RE:  Case A-17-2019 – Applicant:  St. Isaac Parish – 306 W. 4th Street 
 
Request:  2nd Major Adjustment to Planned Development/Exterior Appearance/Site Plan in the IB District 
 
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION (PC) REVIEW:  June 12, 2019  
 
DATE OF BOARD OF TRUSTEES 1ST READING:  July 16, 2019 
 

 
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION 

 
 

I.  FINDINGS 
 
1. The PC heard testimony from the applicant’s architect, Mr. Bill Sturm, on behalf of St. Isaac Jogues Parish (306 W. 4th 

Street.). He reviewed the site plan and screening to install an emergency backup generator for the church campus.  He 
reviewed the dimensions of the generator as 12’ long, 6’ tall, and 3.5’ wide, and in an enclosure to keep the sound 
contained to approximately 55 decibels. Due to the distance away from the lot line, and the proposed screen, the 
applicant stated that the generator would be, frankly, hard to find. The generator would only operate in the event of an 
emergency, however, it requires a 30-minute test once a month, and once a year test requiring to run for 4 hours.  
  

2. A Plan Commissioner asked if it is diesel powered. The applicant responded that it is gas powered.    
 
3.       In general, the PC supported the proposed location, commenting that it is shielded by buildings on 3 sides already, and 

hard to see given the far distance from the lot line.  
 
4. There were no neighbors present to comment about the request. The subject property is zoned IB Institutional Buildings 

District and surrounded by R-4 Single Family Residential District. The applicant completed the certified mailing notification 
and the public meeting was notified in the Hinsdalean on May 16, 2019.  

 
5. A Plan Commissioner expressed concern about the test time. The PC recommended and the applicant agreed to run the 

monthly tests between 10 AM and 2 PM. It was also pointed out that this would work for the aforementioned 4-hour 
annual test too. 

 
 
    

II. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

Following a motion to recommend approval of the proposed 2nd major adjustment to the planned development/exterior 
appearance and site plan as submitted, the Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, on a vote of seven (7) “Ayes,” and two 
(2) “Absent,” recommends that the President and Board of Trustees approve the application as submitted. 
 
 
THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION By:              __________________________________, Chairman 

                               
                          

                          Dated this __________ day of ____________________, 2019.   



HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION 
 
 
RE:  Case A-18-2019 – Applicant:  Michael Abraham Architects – 24 W. Hinsdale Avenue 
 
Request:  Exterior Appearance and Site Plan in the B-2 Central Business District 
 
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION (PC) REVIEW:  June 12, 2019  
 
DATE OF BOARD OF TRUSTEES 1ST READING:  July 16, 2019 
 

 
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION 

 
 

I.  FINDINGS 
 
1. The PC heard testimony from the applicant’s architect, Ms. Margaret Morun, on behalf of the building owner, Mr. Rino 

Burdi (24 W. Hinsdale Ave.). She reviewed the plans to rehab the front façade of the building to mirror the historic and 
original architecture of the building.  It should be noted that the applicant included photos of the storefront from 1926 and 
1930.  Ms. Morun stated the plan is to keep the brick, change the windows, enlarge the existing circular window and install 
a metal canopy. It was clarified that the PC is not reviewing the sign shown in the exhibit.  
  

2. A Plan Commissioner asked if all the brick is staying. The applicant responded yes, but they will replace some of the 
white perimeter brick to match the rest of the façade brick and color.    

 
3.       Mr. Rino Burdi stated that it is his goal to bring the façade back to what it originally looked like. In general, the PC 

expressed appreciation for preserving the historical elements of the original building façade.  
 
4. A Plan Commissioner asked why they would like to expand the circular window. The building owner stated that you can 

see the original size from the interior of the building, and would like to bring the original size back. Both the owner and 
architect agreed that it’d also be more proportionate to the proposed new and larger windows.   

 
5. A Plan Commissioner asked if there are plans for the back of the building. The architect stated they plan to replace the 

sliding door with a garage door.   
 
6.   The proposed façade rehab request is to establish (the building owner’s) a men’s retail store to the subject property, 

located in the B-2 Central Business District. The PC in general, supports the plans and complimented the selected 
architectural firm, Michael Abraham Architecture.  

 
 
    

II. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

Following a motion to recommend approval of the proposed exterior appearance and site plan as submitted, the Village of 
Hinsdale Plan Commission, on a vote of seven (7) “Ayes,” and two (2) “Absent,” recommends that the President and 
Board of Trustees approve the application as submitted. 
 
 
THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION By:              __________________________________, Chairman 

                               
                          

                          Dated this __________ day of ____________________, 2019.   



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   July 10, 2019 

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:  40 and 42 S. Washington St. – Alixandra Collections – 1 New non-Illuminated Wall Sign 

and Wall Sign Modification - Case A-21-2019 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received a sign application from Aubrey Sign Co., on behalf of Alixandra 
Collections, requesting approval to install a new non-illuminated wall sign at 42 S. Washington Street and 
a modification to an existing wall sign at 40 S. Washington Street in the B-2 Central Business District. The 
business, Alixandra Collections occupies both locations.  
 
Request and Analysis 
 
The requested new wall sign features dimensional text made from acrylic and two colors, black and pink. 
The proposed location of the new wall sign is above the front entrance, just like the front entrance next 
door. With the wall sign modification to replace the existing logo next door, both wall signs would appear 
the same.  The proposed new wall sign at 42 S. Washington St. is 17” tall and 7’-5” long for an area of 10.5 
SF.  The modified sign request at 40 S. Washington St. is 16” tall, however, according to the sign company, 
the sign with the shorter “AC” logo would still have an area of 10.5 SF when combined with the existing 
wall sign text.     
 
In the B-2 Central Business District, a multi-tenant building is permitted to request up to 25 SF of signage 
per tenant. Thus, the request complies with the Code. There are no additional wall signs on the 
commercial building.  
 
Process 
 
Per Section 11-607(D) and the nature of the request, this application would require a meeting before the 
Plan Commission (PC) and does not require public notification. The PC 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, 
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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: 
Attachment 1 – Sign Application and Exhibits 
Attachment 2 -  Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  Street View of 40 and 42 S. Washington St. 
Attachment 4 -  Birds Eye View of 40 and 42 S. Washington St. 



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 1



Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
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              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   July 10, 2019 

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:  24 W. Hinsdale Ave. – Michael Abraham Architects - 1 New Illuminated Wall Sign   

Case A-22-2019 – B-2 Central Business District 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

The Village of Hinsdale has received a sign application from Michael Abraham Architects on behalf of the 
building owner Rino Burdi, requesting approval to install a new illuminated wall sign at 24 W. Hinsdale 
Avenue for a new retail business. Hartley’s Cycle Shoppe was the former business located in the building 
in the downtown B-2 District.  
 
The requested new wall sign features dimensional text, “BURDI”, made from metal and 1 color, black. The 
proposed location of the wall sign is above a canopy feature.  The proposed new wall sign is 1’-5” tall and 
5’-10” long for an area of 8.3 SF.  The wall sign would project 1’-5” from the wall and features halo 
illuminated text at night. The application is code compliant.    
 
Process 
 
Per Section 11-607(D) and the nature of the request, this application would require a meeting before the 
Plan Commission (PC) and does not require public notification. The PC 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. 
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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: 
 
Attachment 1 – Sign Application (packet) 
Attachment 2 -  Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  Street View of 24 W. Hinsdale Ave. 
Attachment 4 -  Birds Eye View of 24 W. Hinsdale Ave. 
 



Attachment 1



Attachment 1
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Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
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DATE:   July 10, 2019 

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:  10 N. Washington Street  – Eve Assisted Living (10 N. Washington Properties, LLC) 

2nd Major Adjustment to Exterior Appearance and Site Plan for a new Illuminated Ground 
Sign – R-5 Multiple Family District - Case A-04-2019 
*Continued from April 10, May 8, and June 12 2019* 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Summary 

This major adjustment request is to construct a new illuminated ground sign at the corner of N. 
Washington Street and Maple Street. Per the applicant, the proposed ground sign will utilize red brick to 
match the existing building, and would feature a real limestone: base, column caps and sign backing. For 
the revised request for the June 12, 2019, Plan Commission (PC) meeting, the applicant has removed the 
internal illumination and coach lights on the brick columns. The applicant has also reduced the sign face 
area from 21.1 SF to 9.2 SF, and the ground sign structure height from 4’-4” to 3’-1/2”. The applicant is 
requesting the PC to consider the smaller sign at 2 location options at the corner of N. Washington Street 
and Maple Street, as presented on May 8, 2019.  
 
On April 10, 2019, the PC continued the application with the request that the applicant submit exhibits 
showing the sign with the landscaping in the background, and ground sign facing Washington Street. At 
the May 8, 2019, PC meeting, the applicant submitted two colored elevation exhibits, the first showing 
the proposed ground sign facing Washington Street, and the second facing the corner as initially 
requested. Per the applicant, the exhibits show that the current landscaping around the sign would 
remain.  
 
During the discussion on May 8, 2019, the applicant stated that he would consider moving the ground 
sign south, near the entrance of the building. However, this was not feasible due to the lot lines of the 
subject property running along the lines of the east building face.  At the June 12, 2019, PC meeting, the 
PC asked if the applicant would consider signage closer to the building at the front entrance. This would 
alleviate the concerns expressed by three neighbors in opposition of the request.   
 
To consider at the July 10, 2019, PC meeting, the applicant has submitted a proposed location at the front 
entrance (behind the lot line), illuminated illustration at night exhibit, and two (2) letters of support by 
the initial neighbors in opposition (Attachment 1).  The two letters support the proposed location and 
expressed the entrance location is a fair solution and preserves the northeast corner landscaped area.  
 
Ground signs are not permitted in the R-5 Multi-Family District, however, may be requested as a major 
adjustment to the planned development. The proposed dimensions of the sign comply with the Code for 
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the IB Institutional Buildings District (IB). The subject property is adjacent from the IB District to the north 
(Unitarian Church) and east (Hinsdale Public Library). Of note, the Hinsdale Public Library ground sign was 
approved in 2017, and is 4’ tall and 11’ wide, and has 10 SF sign face. 
 

Institutional Buildings District Code Revised June 12 Request 

Max. Ground Sign Height 8 ft. 4'-4" / 3’-1/2”  

Max. Ground Sign Area 50 SF 21.1 SF / 9.2 SF 

 

The surrounding zoning districts include IB to the north and east, O-1 Specialty Office to the west, and B-
1 Community Business to the south (Chase Bank), but should note the R-4 Single Family Residential District 
north east. 
 
On October 24, 2011, the Board of Trustees (BOT) approved Ordinance O2014-48, approving a special use 
permit for a planned development, and site plan and exterior appearance plan to operate a personal care 
facility and senior citizen housing development at 10 N. Washington Street in the R-5 Multi-Family District. 
On October 16, 2012, the BOT approved Ordinance O2012-48, approving a major adjustment to the site 
plan and exterior appearance plan to replace an illuminated wall sign on the east wall of the principal 
building. 
 
On February 5, 2019, the Village Board referred this major adjustment request to the PC for further 
hearing and review. At the March 11, 2019, PC special meeting, staff stated the applicant missed the public 
meeting signage deadline and the request would need to be presented at the April 10, 2019, PC meeting.  
 
Process 
 
Pursuant to Section 11-604, the Chairman of the PC shall at the public meeting on the application for 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 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 or disapproval of the site plan based on the standards set forth 
in subsection F1 of this Section 11-604. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 
Attachment 1 – July 12, 2019, Revised Location and two (2) Letters of Support 
Attachment 2 -  Major Adjustment Application, Sign Application Zoning Map and Project Location 
Attachment 3 -  1st Major Adjustment Approved Ordinance O2012-48 (October 16, 2012) 
Attachment 4 -  Approved Special Use, Site Plans/Exterior Plans Ordinance O2011-48 (Oct. 24, 2011) 
Attachment 5 -  Aerial View of 10 N. Washington Street Sign Location  
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Chan Yu

From: Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 02, 2019 9:43 AM
To: Chan Yu
Subject: Fwd: 10 N. Washington relocated sign

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Chan, 
Please include Michael's response for the next meeting.  I will forward the others to you. 
 
Have a great 4th. 
 
MitchHamblet at Eve 
 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Michael Loughlin <mrloughlin@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Jul 2, 2019, 6:45 AM 
Subject: Re: 10 N. Washington relocated sign 
To: Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org> 
Cc: <verashively2016@u.northwestern.edu>, <bruceadamec@ameritech.net> 
 

Mitch - thx for the note.   Moving the sign to the door area seems like a fair solution.  
 
Thx 
 
On Jul 1, 2019, at 5:24 PM, Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org> wrote: 

Dear Neighbor, 

  

I wanted to reach out and send you our new proposed signage which has been relocated to the 
front of the building (originally proposed on the corner).  The revised sign is smaller than the 
original proposed sign, is now located within to the entrance of the building (approx. 150’ away 
from the corner lot) and will have a soft, warm LED glow behind the letters which will turn off 
each night according to the Village’s policy. 

  

As you can see from the “3 Eve proposed sign located at entrance landscape,” the sign will be 
flush with the building entrance and should not be visible from your property. 
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Again, thank you for your comments and if you have any further questions, please do not hesitate 
to email me. 

  

Thank you, 

  

Mitch Hamblet | President/Founder 

Eve Assisted Living 
1100 Jorie Blvd. Suite 115  Oak Brook, IL  60523 

mhamblet@edenservice.org 

www.livingineve.com 

  

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The materials in this email are private and may contain Protected Healthcare Information. If 
you are not the intended recipient, be advised that any unauthorized use, disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of 
any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, 
please immediately notify the sender via telephone or return mail. 

  

<4 Relocated location of sign from corner to middle of property 6-26-19.pdf> 

<1 Eve proposed sign Day and Night View 6-26-19.jpg> 

<2 Eve proposed sign dimensions 6-26-19.pdf> 

<3 Eve proposed sign located at entrance landscape 6-26-19.pdf> 
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Chan Yu

From: Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 02, 2019 9:45 AM
To: Chan Yu
Subject: Fwd: 10 N. Washington relocated sign

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Here is Vera's. 
 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Vera Shively <verashively2016@u.northwestern.edu> 
Date: Tue, Jul 2, 2019, 8:19 AM 
Subject: Re: 10 N. Washington relocated sign 
To: Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org> 
Cc: <mrloughlin@gmail.com>, <bruceadamec@ameritech.net> 
 

Dear Mr. Hamblet, 
 
Thank you very much for forwarding the image and plans for the relocated sign. The new location should work 
well for all parties concerned. The sign is attractive, and moving it to the location near the entrance maintains 
the beautiful landscaping on the north east corner of the property.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Vera and Tom Shively 
 
On Mon, Jul 1, 2019 at 5:24 PM Mitch Hamblet <mhamblet@edenservice.org> wrote: 

Dear Neighbor, 

  

I wanted to reach out and send you our new proposed signage which has been relocated to the front of the 
building (originally proposed on the corner).  The revised sign is smaller than the original proposed sign, is 
now located within to the entrance of the building (approx. 150’ away from the corner lot) and will have a soft, 
warm LED glow behind the letters which will turn off each night according to the Village’s policy. 

  

As you can see from the “3 Eve proposed sign located at entrance landscape,” the sign will be flush with the 
building entrance and should not be visible from your property. 
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Again, thank you for your comments and if you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to email me.

  

Thank you, 

  

Mitch Hamblet | President/Founder 

Eve Assisted Living 
1100 Jorie Blvd. Suite 115  Oak Brook, IL  60523 

mhamblet@edenservice.org 

www.livingineve.com 

  

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The materials in this email are private and may contain Protected Healthcare Information. If you are not the 
intended recipient, be advised that any unauthorized use, disclosure, copying, distribution, or the taking of any action in reliance on the 
contents of this information is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please immediately notify the sender via telephone or 
return mail. 
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Attachment 2: Village of Hinsdale Zoning Map and Project Location 
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              MEMORANDUM 

DATE:   July 10, 2019 

TO:   Chairman Cashman and Plan Commissioners 

CC:  Kathleen A. Gargano, Village Manager 
Chan Yu, Village Planner  

 
FROM:   Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner 
 
RE:  Public Hearing for Text Amendment to Sections 11-603 and 11-604 Relative to 

Adjustments to Planned Developments and Site Plans                                                      
Request by the Village of Hinsdale - Case A-20-2019 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Request and Analysis 

 
Staff has noted several occasions over the last few years where applicants of Planned Developments and 
other projects have had to come before the Board of Trustees (BOT) for seemingly minor changes to 
approved site plans or building exteriors that deviate from that approved by the BOT and/or Plan 
Commission (PC); the most recent being a window change to the exterior elevations in Hinsdale Meadows.  
This is due to the current language in the code narrowly defining a Minor Adjustment and limiting 
administrative approval to those items only.   
 

Staff was directed by the BOT to define a Major Adjustment rather than a Minor Adjustment.  Making this 
change allows more flexibility at a staff level, save applicants time and money, and keep the BOT from 
having to hear otherwise benign requests.  Language was included to make any administrative approval 
contingent upon Zoning & Public Safety (ZPS) Chair and PC Chair review and approval prior to processing 
to provide oversight. 
 
Any approvals will be included in Managers Notes in order to keep the BOT informed.    
 
Attached is an email from our attorney that further explains the rationale behind the request along with 
a draft ordinance. 
 
Process 
 
On February 26, 2019, the BOT reviewed the referral and recommended that the number of changes be 
pared back and the language be more specific.  In addition, Trustee Byrnes recommended specifically 
including any changes to an approved lighting plan. 
 
On April 23, 2019, the BOT reviewed the referral and recommended several additional changes to the 
draft language further limiting what could be approved administratively. On May 21, 2019, the BOT 
referred this application to the PC for review and recommendation. On June 12, 2019, the PC scheduled 
the public hearing for the July 10, 2019, PC meeting.  
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
              MEMORANDUM 

Within forty five (45) days following the conclusion of the public hearing, the PC shall transmit to the 
Village Board 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. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 

Attachment 1 – Draft Ordinance 
Attachment 2 -  Email from Village Attorney (dated Oct. 9, 2018) 
Attachment 3 -  Plan Commission application 
 
 

http://www.sterlingcodifiers.com/codebook/getBookData.php?ft=10&find=11-103
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  

DEPARTMENT 

 

 

PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION  
  

I. GENERAL INFORMATION 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Name: ___________________________________ 

Address: _________________________________ 

City/Zip: _________________________________ 

Phone/Fax: (___) ___________/______________ 

E-Mail: __________________________________ 

 

Applicant 

Name: ___________________________________ 

Address: _________________________________ 

City/Zip: _________________________________ 

Phone/Fax: (___) ___________/______________ 

E-Mail: __________________________________ 

 

Owner 

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

Name: ___________________________________ 

Title: ____________________________________ 

Address: _________________________________ 

City/Zip: _________________________________ 

Phone/Fax: (___) ___________/______________ 

E-Mail: __________________________________ 

 

Name: ___________________________________ 

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) ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

2) ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

3) ______________________________________________________________________________________ 
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II.  SITE INFORMATION 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Address of subject property: _____________________________________________________ 
 
Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): ____ - ____ - ______ - _______  
 
Brief description of proposed project: ________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
General description or characteristics of the site: ________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Existing zoning and land use: _________________ 
 
Surrounding zoning and existing land uses: 
 
North: _______________________________     South: ______________________________ 
 
East: ________________________________     West: _______________________________ 
 
Proposed zoning and land use: _____________________________ 
 
Existing square footage of property: _____________________ square feet 
 
Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: _____________ square feet Please mark the approval(s) you are seeking and attach all applicable applications and 
standards for each approval requested: 
   
  Site Plan Approval 11-604 

 

 Design Review Permit 11-605E 
 

 Exterior Appearance 11-606E  
 

 Special Use Permit 11-602E 

Special Use Requested: _______________ 
___________________________________ 

     ________________________________________ 

 Map and Text Amendments 11-601E 

Amendment Requested: ______________ 
__________________________________ 

      ______________________________________ 

 

 Planned Development 11-603E 
 

 Development in the B-2 Central Business 
District Questionnaire 

 

 Major Adjustment to Final Plan Development 
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TABLE OF COMPLIANCE 

Address of subject property: ________________________________________________________ 
 
The following table is based on the __________ Zoning District.   
 
 Minimum Code 

Requirements 
Proposed/Existing  
Development 

   
Minimum Lot Area (s.f.)   
Minimum Lot Depth   
Minimum Lot Width   
Building Height   
   Number of Stories   
Front Yard Setback   
Corner Side Yard Setback   
Interior Side Yard Setback   
Rear Yard Setback    
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 
(F.A.R.)* 

  

Maximum Total Building 
Coverage* 

  

Maximum Total Lot Coverage*   
Parking Requirements 
 
 
 

  

Parking front yard setback   
Parking corner side yard 
setback 

  

Parking interior side yard 
setback 

  

Parking rear yard setback   
Loading Requirements   
Accessory Structure 
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: _____________________________________________________________ 
 
________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application 
 

Is this a:   Map Amendment  Text Amendment 
 
Address of the subject property  
 
Description of the proposed request:  
 
REVIEW CRITERIA 
  

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments.  The amendment process 
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in 
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application.  It is not intended to relieve 
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights.  Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust 
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or 
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge.  The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning 
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not 
dictated by any set standard.  However, in determining whether a proposed amendment should be 
granted or denied the Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend 
this Code is not an arbitrary one but one that may be exercised only when the public good demands 
or requires the amendment to be made.  In considering whether that principle is satisfied in any 
particular case, the Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1. The consistency of the proposed amendment with the purpose of this Code.   

 
  
 

  
2. The existing uses and zoning classifications for properties in the vicinity of the subject property.   

  

 
3. The trend of development in the vicinity of the subject property, including changes, if any, such 

trend since the subject property was placed in its present zoning classification.   
 
 
 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT  
DEPARTMENT 
ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP  
AMENDMENT APPLICATION 
 

Below are the 14 standards for amendments that will be the criteria used by the Plan Commission 
and Board of Trustees in determining the merits of this application.  Please respond to each 
standard as it relates to the application.  Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to 
questions if needed.  If the standard is not applicable, please mark N/A. 
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4. The extent, if any, to which the value of the subject property is diminished by the existing zoning 
classification applicable to it.   

 
 
 
 
5. The extent to which any such diminution in value is offset by an increase in the public health, 

safety, and welfare.    
 
 
 
 
6. The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by 

the proposed amendment.  
 

 

7. The extent, if any, to which the value of adjacent properties would be affected by the proposed 
amendment.  

 
 
 
8. The extent, if any, to which the future orderly development of adjacent properties would be 

affected by the proposed amendment.  
 
 
 
 
9. The suitability of the subject property for uses permitted or permissible under its present zoning 

classification.   
 
 
 
 
10. The availability of adequate ingress to and egress from the subject property and the extent to 

which traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the subject property would be affected by the 
proposed amendment.  

 
 
 
 
11. The availability of adequate utilities and essential public services to the subject property to 

accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification. 
 
  
 
 
 
 

Attachment 3



3 

12. The length of time, if any, that the subject property has been vacant, considered in the context of 
the pace of development in the vicinity of the subject property.   

 
 
 
 
 
13. The community need for the proposed amendment and for the uses and development it would 

allow.   
 
 
 
 
14. The reasons, where relevant, why the subject property should be established as part of an 

overlay district and the positive and negative effects such establishment could be expected to 
have on persons residing in the area.   
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