Approved:

Draft MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
PLAN COMMISSION
APRIL 14, 2010
MEMORIJAL HALL
7:30 P.M.

Chairman Byrnes called the meeting to order at 7:34 p.m., Wednesday, April 14, 2010 in
Memorial Hall, the Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.

PRESENT: Chairman Byrnes, Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Stifflear,
Commissioner Sullins, Commissioner Moore and Commissioner Crnovich,

ABSENT: Commissioner Brody, Commissioner Nelson and Commissioner Kluchenek

ALSO PRESENT: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

Approval of Minutes

The Plan Commission reviewed the minutes from the March 10, 2010 meeting. Commissioner
Johnson motioned to approve the minutes of March 10, 2010. Commissioner Moore seconded.

The motion passed unanimously.

The Plan Commission reviewed the minutes from the March 24, 2010 meeting. Commissioner
Johnson motioned to approve the minutes of March 24, 2010. Commissioner Moore seconded.

The motion passed unanimously

Findings and Recommendations

A-01-2010 — 550 Walnut Street (Peirce Park) — Village of Hinsdale Parks and Recreation
Department — Replacement of Certain Existing Dugout Roofs and Installation of New

Dugout Roofs.

Chairman Byrnes provided a brief summary of the discussion that took place on this agenda item

at the last Plan Commission meeting and highlighted the findings and recommendations that
were included based on these discussions. Discussion between the Plan Commission members
took place over the details that were included in the findings language. Commissioner Moore

I h rdings-an scommendatio
(Peirce Park) — Village of Hinsdale Parks and Recreation Department — Replacement of Certain
Existing Dugout Roofs and Installation of New Dugout Roofs. Commissioner Crnovich seconded.

The motion passed unanimously.

B 1IINOIIEsS anid e

Sign Permit Review
13 W. First Street — Sweet Ali’s — One Wall Sign

Mr. Gascoigne stated this sign was code compliant and that it was at the discretion of the Plan
Commission as to whether they wanted a representative present to answer any questions and
ultimately approve the sign. The Commission was comfortable voting without the petitioner



Plan Commission Minutes
April 14,2010
St. —Sweet Ali’s Gluten Free Bakery. Commissioner Stifflear seconded. The motion passed

unanimously.
18 W. First Street — Splendor — One Wall Sign

The Plan Commission discussed the characteristics and design of this sign. Commissioner
Stifflear questioned if different shades of the same color would count towards the total count and
maximum of three colors for each sign. Mr. Gascoigne stated the code does not delineate
between different shades of a color on a sign and it is at the discretion of the Plan Commission
for approval in a case-by-case basis as to whether the use of different shades were appropriate.
Commissioner Crnovich motioned for the approval of one wall sign located at 18 W. First St. —
Splendor. Commissioner Sullins seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

5 W. Second Street — Surjan Dental — One Wall Sign

The sign applicant, Mr. Surjan, presented a brief summary of the sign details and design.
General discussion took place regarding the location, size, and design of the sign. Chairman
Byrnes expressed his concerns with the size of the sign and questioned if the sign was code
compliant. Mr. Gascoigne stated the sign was code compliant and plenty of available signage

her tenants. The Plan Commission continued to discuss the possibility of

was still available for ot.
relocating the sign and also centering it but ultimately chose to let tenant determine between the

two locations. Commissioner Moore motioned for the approval of one wall sign located at 5 W.
Second St. with the condition that the applicant also be approved for his business to be identified
on the tenant sign at the entrance of the building if he so chooses to locate it there as well.
Commissioner Johnson seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

110 Chestnut Street — Velvet Touch Pet Grooming - One Wall Sign

The Plan Commission discussed the details of the proposed sign and questioned why part of the
name of the business was not included. Mr. Gascoigne stated the sign was code compliant he
could only speculate and didn’t really know why the applicant did not include the actual business
name. Chairman Byrnes asked for any objections to the sign before asking for a motion.
Commissioner Sullins motioned for the approval of one wall sign located at 110 Chestnut Street
— The Velvet Touch. Commissioner Stifflear seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Adjournment

Commissioner Johnson moved to adjourn. Commissioner Sullins seconded and the meeting
adjourned at 7:51 p.m. on April 14, 2010.

Respectfully Submitted,

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner



Memorandum- - L
To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %

ce:  Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner%
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: June 9, 2010

Scheduling Public Hearing for Case A-09-2010
- Applicant: Village of Hinsdale
Request: Text Amendment to Section 5-110G (Bulk, Space, And Yard Requirements),
of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it relates to existing non-conforming
structures in the B-2, Central Business District.

g

The Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, has submitted an application to amend Section 5-110G
of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, as it relates to existing non-conforming structures in the
B-2 Central Business District, and the allowance for them to be rebuilt to their current standing.

On April 20®, 2010 a text amendment brought forth by Karl Weber, regarding overall building
height in the B-2 Business District was approved by the Village Board. Following the approval
of this text amendment, concern was expressed and interest shown regarding the ability to :
maintain the current status of the buildings downtown and their ability to be rebuilt to their
current status, regardless of why the structures were being rebuilt or altered. As a result of these
concerns the Village Attorney and staff have recommended the following language to provide
downtown building owners the ability to alter or rebuild their existing buildings to the same

degree that they exist today.

Below is draft language proposed by the applicant that would amend the Zoning Code that would
allow for building owners in the downtown to rebuild a new building to their current standing:

Alteration, Renovation, Repair or Reconstruction of Certain Principal Structures
Existing Before April 20, 2010: A principal structure that as of April 20, 2010 exceeds two
(2) stories and/or thirty (30) feet in height, as that term is defined under the Code, may be
altered, renovated, repaired or reconstructed to the same specifications that existed on April
20,2010, including but not limited to the height, lot coverage and setback of said

structure, notwithstanding the non-conformance o (0 the
alteration, renovation, repair or reconstruction; pro ided, however, the protection afforded
by this paragraph shall no longer apply to any such structure that is brought into
conformance after April 20, 2010.

On May 18th, the Village Board of Trustees moved, on a 6-0 vote, to recommend the
aforementioned request be scheduled for a public hearing at the next regularly scheduled Plan

Commission meeting.



It is requested that the public hearing be scheduled for July 14, 2010.

Attachment

Ce:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook, Village Manager




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

P : DEPARTMENT
o NS T ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
%, onl R e el AMENDMENT APPLICATION
U VILLAGE -
OF HINSDALE FOUNDED IN 1872

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request Text Amendment to
. Article V (Business Districts), Section 5-110G (Bulk, Space, And Yard Requirements) as it relates to

existing non-conforming structures in the B-2, Central Business District

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

that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
e Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
ditions, 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.

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.

the zoning map
particular hardships
the provisions of th
newly important con

1. The consistency of the proposed amendment with the purpose of this Code.
id allow the current structures in the downtown to rebuild

The proposed text amendment wou

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

The proposed text amendment would only affect the B-2 District




cinity of the subject property, including changes, if any, such

3 The trend of development in the vi
t zoning classification.

trend since the subject property was placed in its presen

Recent text amendment approved to reduce overall building height to 30" or two stories

ue of the subject property is diminished by the existing zoning

" 4. The extent, if any, to which the val
the structures to rebuild to their current state should not

classification applicable to it. Allowing

diminish the value of the properties.

The extent to which any such diminution in value is offset by an increase in the public health,
safety, and welfare. N/A

6. The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by
the proposed amendment. The proposed text amendment would provide the building owners in

the B-2 District to maintain the existing character of the ddwntown as it currently exists.

7. The extent, if any, to which the value of adjacent properties would be affected by the proposed
amendment. The proposed text ‘amendment should not affect the value of adjacent properties

and should help to preserve them.

which the future orderly development of adjacent properties would be

8. The extent, if any, fo
affected by the proposed amendment. Future development should not be affected by the

proposed amendment.
The suitability of the subject property for uses permitted or permissible under its present zoning
classification. N/A |

subject property and the extent to

-—

1

__40. The availability of adequate ingress to and egress from the

Ch tramic oo HUC

proposed amendment. N/A

e utilities and essential public services to the subject property to

11. The availability of adequat
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification.

N/A



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. N/A

ed amendment and for the uses and development it would

13. The community need for the propos
t would provide the opportunity to maintain the current

allow. The grogosed text amendmen
conditions of the existing downtown.

14. The reasons, where relevant, why the subject property should be established as part of an
ovenrlay district and the positive and negative effects such establishment could be expected to

have on persons residing in the area. N/A




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

5 DEPARTMENT

VILLAGE

OF HINSDALE FOUNDED IN 1372 GENERAL APPLICATION
1. GENERAL INFORMATION
A p-ﬁcant o - Owner .
Name: Village of Hinsdale Name: N/A
Address: 19 E. Chicago Ave. Address:
City/Zip: Hinsdale, Il. 60521 City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: () -]

Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7030___/
E-Mail:

E-Mail:

Ethers, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Arch-iTect, Attorney, Engineer) -

=

Name: Name:
Title: Title:
Address: Address:
City/Zip: City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: () /

Phone/Fax: ()
E-Mail:

Dlsclosure of Vlllage Personnel (Llst the name, address and Village posmon of any officer or employee
. of thc anlage with an interest in the owner of record, the Applicant or the property that is the sub_]ect of this
e_nature and extent of that interest) —_

1) Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development
2) Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner
3) David Cook, Village Manager

sy p———————




i

II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: N/A

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number):
Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Article V., Section 5-110G (Bulk, Space, And
Yard Requirements), as it relates to existing non-conforming structures in the B-2, Central Business

District.

| General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: N/A South: N/A

East: N/A West: N/A

Proposed zoning and land use: N/A

Existing square footage of 'property: N/A square feet

thl(s) you are seeking and attach all applicﬁ:le applications and

standards for each approval requested:
. . Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
QO Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 Amem;)ment Requested: Article V, Section 5-

110 regarding existing structures in the B-2.

a Planpeq_ Developmer_lt 11-603E_ _'

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

Q Developmént in the B-2 Central Business
District Questionnaire

O Special Use Pemit 11-602E
Special Use Requested:

O Major Adjustment to Final Plan Development
= — O




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: N/A

The following table is based on the N/A Zoning District.

Minirr]um Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area
‘ Text Amendment:

Minimum Lot Depth

Minimum Lot Width .
Building Height Not Applicable
Nurber of Stories
Front Yard Setback
Comer Side Yard Setback
Interior Side Yard Setback
Rear Yard Setback
Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.AR.)"
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

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 tack of compliance:




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowiedges and agrees that.

A

The statements contained in this application are true and comect 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.

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 ftotal 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. o

5. 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.

The Applicants shall make the property that is the subject of this application available for inspection by the Village

at reasonabie times;

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

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.

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. ... S

Onthe dé'“"__ Gy oF 2°Y

to abide by its cond

4

{ ~
Signature of applicanf“oraﬁorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent
BAULD C - COOK— ‘

Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized agent

SUBSCRIBED .AN'D dRN .
bR e e g Eppstzc e

ry Public
4

OFFICIAL SEAL
CHRISTINE M BRUTON
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF iLLINOIS
MY COMMISSION EXPIREE03/A0/14




Memorandum

To: Chairman Byrnes and Plan Commission Members
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %

Date: June 9, 2010

Re: Sign Review — 52 S. Washington Strect — Green Goddess
SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

The applicant is proposing a wall-mounted sign on the subject building. The site is located on
the west side of Washington Street, and is zoned B-2 Central Business District.

The property currently does not contain a sign and is proposing to install one above the entrance
to the tenant space and faces east as depicted in the attached photo. The new sign would be 24
square feet and would be green, brown and cream, as illustrated on the attached exhibits.

Subsection 9-106] of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for wall signage in the B-2
District and allows a maximum of 25square fect for each business. As such, the proposed sign
application meets the requirements of Section 9-106 — Signs of the Zoning Code.

Attachment

Cc:  President Canley and Board of Trustees
David Cook, V_illage Manager
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25% Scale

1548 Ogden Avenue * Downers Grove, IL 60515
P 630.518.1085 + F: 630.518.4087
E-Mail info@signenowdowneragrove.com

CLIENT:

gtiapnie [Gae

Ore-Waire} w
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

] 1 i

Name: DAL A A

Name: Elyce L MBS

Address: i A P Red | ST Address: L3 GS e en  AJE

City/Zip: Flrws dAcE | s City/Zip: Dpitnse s § £ 9206 . 1

Phone/Fax: (&45)  #55 ~ | #5357~ /148
S0 &

E-Mail:

Contact Name:

Phone/Fax: (&30) 93 s o83 ] 575 - /08 7

E-Mail: iafe & Sojas ee ddpone g p il

LAt

Expce  REMES Contact Name: J/m &K&ick

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: ,
Sign Type:

St S, fiAaSavgTed | W Permanent [ Temporary
. Ui Ground Sign
ZONING DISTRICT: % Wall Sign
VS IAIES S O Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): - # (2 Q.S'R 1307) Lot/Street Frontage: _

Overall Height from Grade: RO Building/Tenant Frontage: ¢’
Proposed Colors {Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

(1] brRet (2] L1 &E Business Name:

© Darx Bored Size of Sign: Square Feet
Type of Hlumination: Ve Business Name:

Foot Candles: e v Size of Sign: Square Feet

| hereby acknowledge that [ 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.

oy s/ 7/ 0
-45/?7—&-‘ JEL7E —— Date

Signatufe/f1 Appiisaht -
Pr P N 57 7t e

Sigr:i'aﬁfé of Bujdng/Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, not less than $75.00:per sign

x $4.00=

Total square footage:

Plan Commission Approval Date:
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Memorandum

To: Chairman Byrnes and Plan Commission Members
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner @

Date: June 9, 2010

Re: Sign Review — 21 W. Second Street — US Bank
SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

The petitioner is requesting to switch out existing signage for the purpose of re-branding. The
former Park National Bank is now US Bank and is requesting to replace two wall-mounted signs
and reface an existing monument sign at the property known as 21 W. Second Street. The
property is located in the O-2 Limited Office District and is improved with an existing bank.

The wall signs would be located in the exact same location as the existing Park National Bank
signs but would be significantly smaller, as identified in the attached illustrations. The first wall
sign would be about 3.15 square feet and has an overall height of approximately 18°-0”. The
second wall sign would be about 9.6 square feet and has an overall height of approximately 19°-
0”. The monument sign logo to be replaced is approximately 5.9 square feet. The signage will
consist of the US Bank corporate logo which is red and white, as illustrated in the attached
exhibit. According to the submitted applications, only one of the wall signs is proposed to be

illuminated.
Subsection 9-1067 of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for wall signage in the O-2

District and maximum square footage is one square foot per foot of building frontage, up to a
maximum of one hundred square feet. The maximum overall height of a wall sign is not more

ation meets reql

than 20 feet or no higher than the bottom of any second floor window, whichever is less. As
the proposed sion appli 1 eels INe iirem ntsofSection9-106—Signs ofthe

Cc: President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees

David Cook, Village Manager



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

I Applicant l

Name:

Contractor

Doyle Signs, Inc, Namae: Boyle Signs. Inc,

Address: 232 w. Interstate Road Address: 232 W. Interstate Road

City/Zip: Addison, II 60201 City/Zip: __Addison, IL 60101

Phone/Fax: (630) 543-9490 / 543-9493

Phone/Flax: (630) 543-9490 [ 543-9493

E-Mail: Permits@Doylesigns.com E-Mail: Permits@dovlesigns,com

Contact Name: _Lisa Neal (agent) Contact Name:  Lisa Neal (agent) '

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION:

21 W. 2nd Street f] Permanent U Temporary

Sign Type:

[ Ground Sign
(J Wall Sign
L} Pole Sign

ZONING DISTRICT:

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): 3.15  (3'6%"X 10-3/4) Lot/Street Frontage: 62' 3

Overall Height from Grade: 18" Fi. Building/Tenant Frontage:

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

1] White 12] Red Business Name: Park National Bank

© Size of Sign: 15.07 Square Feet
Type of lllumination: __ Nome Business Name:

Foot Candles: 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 }illagenpf Hinsdale Ordinances.
'\[j

Signature of Applicant  Trea Neal (agenich Date

Please see attached

Signature of Building Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, not less than $75.00 per sign

Total square footage: x $4.00 =

Plan Commission Approval Date:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

[opiomnt |

Name: Doylée Signs, Inc, Name: Doyle Signs, Inc,

Address: 232 w. Interstate Road Address; 232 W. Interstate Road

City/Zip: Addison, IL 60101 City/Zip: __ Addison, IL 60101

Phone/ffax: (630) 543-9490 ] 543-9493 Phone/Fax: (630) 543-9490 [/ 543-9593

BE-Mail: Permits@Doylesigns.com E-Mail: __ Permits@dovlesigns.com

Contact Name:; Lisa Neal (agent) Contact Name: _ Lisa Neal (agent)

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: ;
Sign Type:
41 W. 2nd Street E]l Permanent  [] Temporary
" ; ) &l Ground Sign
ZONING DISTRICT: 0 Wall Sign
{1 Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): 5.9 (41 10"%14-3/4") Lot/Street Frontage: 62" 3

Overall Height from Grade: existing monumefeg, Building/Tenant Frontage:

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

L1 White 2] . Red Business Name: Park National Bank

o a Size of Sign: 9 Square Feet

Type of Hlumination; __None Business Name:

Foot Candles: Size of Sign: Square Feet _il

T 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-llage of Hinsdale Ordinances.

Mayrlh, 2010

ignature of Applicant!  Lisa Neal (agenlth Date

Please see attached

Signature of Building Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, not less than $75.00 per sign

Total square footage: x $4.00 =

Plan Commission Approval Date:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT ¢
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

- Applicant ’ Contractor

1

Name: Dovie Signs, Inc. Name: Doylie Signs, Inc,

Address: 232 w. Interstate Road Address; 232 W. Interstate Road

City/Zip: Addison, 1L 60101 City/Zip: __ Addison, IL_60101

Phone/Fax: (630) 543-9490 /_543-9493 Phone/Fax: (630) 543-9490  /  543-9493

E-Mail: Permits@Doylesigns.com E-Mail: Permits@doylesigns.com

Contact Name: Lisa Neal (agent) Contact Name: __ Lisa Neal (agent)

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: .
Sign Type:

21 W. 2nd Street £l Permanent [ Temporary

. [1 Ground Sign
ZONING DISTRICT: ) Wall Sign

[} Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): 9.6 ( 18-3&%" x &' 1-%/pd.ot/Street Frontage: 62' 3"

Overall Height from Grade: __ 19 Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage:

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

o White B  Red Business Name: Park National Bank

© Size of Sign: 15,07 Square Feet
Type of Hlumination: LED Business Name:

Foot Candles: Size of Sign: Square Feet

I hereby acknowledge that I have 1 is application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct
and agree to comply with all Vilfage of Hinsdale Ordinances.

/%/301 (ﬂﬁ Q 2\ May_14, 2010

Signature of Applicant Lisa Neal (agenld) Date

Please see attached

Signature of Building Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, not less than $75.00 per sign

x $4.00 =

Total square footage:

Plan Commission Approval Date:
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“Slgns, Service & Project Manuagement Natlonally Since 1953" , &}g '

-—r ”ﬂ‘-& Ny
g

!!!5

MC SIGN COMPANY

8959 Tyler Bivd
Mentor, OH 44060

Letter of Authorization

Property Address:

#4393 Hinsdale
21 W. 2" Street
Hinsdale, IL

To Whom It May Concern:

As owners /| Owners representative of the above referenced branch [ grant

. permission for MC Sign and its authorized agents to install signage at this
jocation. MC Sign and its authorized agents may also secure any necessary
permits for the proposed slgnage in the County / CHy that this property Is focated.

el

i‘\__,f

-
Printed Name: e /- T enkinly

Titte: < S¢7° fwﬂwﬁ{w e

Michael P, Rensing

Senior Vice Presidant

U.8, Bank Corporate Real Estate
4480 Emeraid Ave.

Cincinnati, Ohio 45242
513-794-.8785 - :

Exacubive Oitices, Seles, Service & Manofocturing
8359 Tyler Boulgvard
Wantor, Ghin 44060
Fhope 440.206.6200 s Fax 440.2096277
Tob Fee, 800827 4450
AN INCREIN £OM




LED RAGEWAY MOUNTED CHANNEL LETTERS

6'-1-5/8” FACES: 3/16” White acrylic w/ surface applied Trans. Red viny}
24.3/4" | 47-3/8" @ overlay leaving white “us” copy show thru White
[ TRIMCAP: 1" Red jewelite to match PMS 193
RETURNS: 5" deep .063 alum, - painted to match PMS 193 Red
FACES: 3/16” White acrylic
T [Eﬁ;]f 1344
K14 TRIMCAP: 17 Blue jewelite to match PMS 2748
18-3/4" ust1.1/8" RETURNS: 5" deep .063 alum. - painted to match PMS 2748 Blue
logo us=ti
- BACKS: 063 Alum. - pre-painted White
T ILLUMINATION: White LED's as required by manufacturer
A MOUNTING: 8" x 8" alum. raceway painted to match building
PROPOSED SIGNAGE ___{ LED CHANNEL - RACEWAY MOUNT ]__
= N Aluminum returns
TO BE BREMOVED Blocking as )
EXISTING CONDITIONS | °=5TASE? king as ’F < Tim cap
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Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %

ce:  Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner ¢
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: June 9, 2010

Public Hearing for Case A-03-2010

Applicant: Unitarian Church of Hinsdale '

Request: Special Use Permit to aliow a Planned Development and Site Plan/Exterior
Appearance Approval for the construction of a new landscape feature in the

front yard

#

REQUEST

The Applicant, Unitarian Church of Hinsdale, has submitted an application for a Special Use for a
Planned Development and Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review to allow for the construction of a
of a new landscape feature in the front yard of the Unitarian Church located at 11 W. Maple Street. -
While the applicant would typically be reguired to obtain Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review
approval for the proposed landscape feature, the Hinsdale Zoning Code identifies this structure as a
io” by definition, and as such would not be permitted in the front or corner side yard. As
stated in the applications, the applicant feels that the addition of this landscape feature would be a
good addition to both the Church and the community. Because the proposed feature is closer than
permitted, the applicant has opted to apply for a Special Use for a Planned Development and
request a waiver from the setback requirement (rather than applying for a variation) due to the fact

-that it is not only common for multi-building uses such as this to be Planned Developments, but

also to encapsulate all previous approvals, current non-conforming conditions and moving
forward, allow for more flexibility with potential expansion options. _

While the Planned Development approval would include waivers to any existing non-conforming
conditions (attached as an “Index of Waivers” herein), the only waiver request not already
existing, would be the corner yard setback waiver for the newly proposed landscape feature to
allow it with a corner side yard setback of 5°-3 %” instead of the required 22°-11 '4”. Ris. _
:mportant to note that any deviations or changes to the proposed landscape feature, as well as any

__proposed modifications to any portion of the property in the future, would require the applicant to

go back through the entitlement process as an amendment to the Planned

ZONING HISTORY/CHARACTER OF THE AREA

The subject property in total is approximately 35,475 square feet or .81 acres and is generally
located along Maple Street between Lincoln and Washington Streets. The site is located in the IB
Tnstitution Buildings District. The property to the north, east and west is zoned R-4, Single Family
Residential District and the properties to the south are zoned O-1 Specialty Office District and R-5,
Multi-Family Residential District (Washington Square).



GENERAL STAFF COMMENTS
Subsection 11-603B Planned Developments of the Zoning Code states that the planned

development technique is intended to allow the relaxation of otherwise applicable substantive
requirements based upon procedural protections providing for detailed review of individual
proposals for significant developments and outlines the objectives that are desired for a planned
development project. Subsection 11-603E outlines the standards for a planned development.
Under Section 11-603H, the Plan Commission may recommend and the Board of Trustees may

approve to vary regulations as part of the planned development.

A Planned Development provides for greater control over the project and stronger enforcement
options because the applicant must build what was approved by the Planned Development. Items
such as building setback, building design and landscaping improvements must be completed in
accordance with approved plans. As stated previously, the petitioner has applied for a Planned
Development due to the fact that it is not only common for multi-building uses such as this to be
Planned Developments, but also to encapsulate all previous approvals, current non-conforming
conditions and moving forward, allow for more flexibility with potential expansion options.

In review of the application submitted the Commission must review the following criteria as stated

in the Zoning Code: _
Subsection 11-602E pertaining to standards for special use permits;

1.

2. Subsection 11-603E pertaining to Standards for planned developments;

3. Subsection 11-604F pertaining to Standards for site plan disapproval; and

4, Subsection 11-606E pertaining to Standards for building permits (exterior appearance
review), which refers to Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design
review permit.

Attachment

Ce:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

19 East Chicago Avenue

_ Hinsdale, inois' 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:
Owner's name (if different): _Uniitavjzn Chordn of Binsdale

Property address:
Property legal description: |atta
Present zoning classification: T B I ftituhéowal Building

: ~ .
Square footage of property: EA ST PAgceL: 2062% + WEST PAReE) 14,8590= 25475 ToTAL

Lot area per dwelling:

Lot dimensions:

Current use of property:

Proposed use:

Approval sought:

| EAST: 1267166 WeST d0'xle5

Chackes Fisocher  Chorles Fischer, RLA, P.C.

L} ansd 11 W. Maple Streed
enﬁch to this é)rm] nelnded w balants of Subvwidtal.

NA -

O Single-family detached dwelling
B Otherr ChWurcgh- NO chanse

& Building Permit(fvré) O - Variation -

. Special Use Permit 5~ Planned Development
2 Site Plan X5 Exterior Appearance

Brief description of request and proposal:

Approval is sought to construct a “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” that consists -
of a nearly full cirdle arc of a low “wall “ of mortared, stacked flagstone that harmonize:
with the church building and invites people to sit, pause and relax. See attached plans

proval that enable

777777 and see the several applications that accompany this application. Ap
t_he P 'fl- P et 2 Fhe- 2376% O ideYaradottheea Darcel—
Maple, is what is sought.
- Pians & Spetifications: [submit with this form] macivded wi balonce of mbm'-H'a‘
|| West Maple (EAST 'PAEE%\{', ed: Required by Code:
. Yards:
front: e WA B 438" Block Averiets
interior side  Building 2.8V -{1 Yo Excr. 28" e
Garage G Existing

oF 4



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521-3489
630.789.7030

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

information is not
space, then attach sepsarate sheets to this form.

You must complefe all portions of this application. If ybu think certain
plicable, then write ‘N/A.” If yoli need additional

Applicant’s name:
Owner’s name (if different): \ /

Property address: \ /

Property legal description: [attach to\?fony
Present zoning classification: X

Square footage of property:

Lot area per dwelling:. - // \\

Lot dimensions:

Current use of property: / \
Single-family detached\dwelling
[0 Other:

Proposed use:

Approval sought: [0 Building Permit 0 Vagiation
[J Special Use Permit [ Planned Development
[J Site Plan O Exterior Appearance
[0 Design Review
(1 Other:

Brief d' cription of request and proposal:

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]

7 West earcel (west tagess) o
ards:
front: 29-1{A" e 42" 14" Block aven2qe
interior side Uo*l) Y Existing 5"
~1-

oF 4



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side 12 Bstin '2.2" 4 Buock average
rear o ’I‘/&“f, S T =3 ' 3

Setbacks (businesses and offices): NA b&:au?;; is 2 chuyth
front: 7
interior side(s)
corner side
rear
others:
Ogden Ave. Center:

York Rd. Center:

' Forest Preserve:

Building heights:
principal building(s): 2.1’ Existing 40 n:!)?(_
accessory building(s): 8' E,c,-g-,-,v 15" M2

Maximum Elevations:  5%- Q"m%margf(gs-r) 715’ M W mivaret
™ax 40

principal building(s): 290 roed ridg 2(Ext) ﬂ: Ea as
accessory building(s): ~ m m (;ﬂ) 15 ' vax
Dwelling unit size(s): NA N ﬁ

Total bullding coverage: Fxt Wf (o4 609 :(—‘? _
tcoverage Ada). o‘i‘é ¥ :35 % P,,,Pogu*“l’eg"'":r:éhr Londscape Cardon Element"

pa ratio: C!-’.;'b ('b’aﬁlﬁms-hng 0.5 (307N mx.

ory building(s): Ex+.240 sf 92rdge included wifn bmlqu 4a above

B Spacmg between buildings:[depict on attached plans] area calonahons.
" principal building(s): 3-8 €xists petween due one principd bulding
accessory building(s): and e one Q(@SS@(‘# bq;ld,ﬂg /3 N3 3‘5

Number of off-street parking spaces required: T hir-d~- e.&qhi- (3
fNumber of loading spaces required: _One ({—5 ’ _

11 swear/affirm_thatthe information provided in this form is true mplete. |
understand thal any omissien. of applicable or relevant informati m this form could
be a basis for denial or revocation of ertificate of Zoping Compliance.

By:
APPlicant’s Signaty

\pplicant’s printed name
— — " 3-
OF 4




117 west Moaple (WEST pPApcgL)

Provided: Required by Code:
corner side Lo'10) "t L2 Y " Block verdge
rear - 10-T" Exet: 15’

Setbacks (businesses and offices): NA because is 2 cnavrch
front: — —_—
interior side(s) i1 / '
corner side
rear
others: - Nﬁ
Ogden Ave. Center:

York Rd. Center:
—_—

Forest Preserve:

Building heights:

principal building(s): '1‘1"2' " Bising 40! M
accessory building(s): _NA 16! may

Maximum Elevations:

principal building(s): 25" 4 nidge (6xt) 40" vaay,
_NA

accessory building(s): 15 w2y
_ Dwelling unit size(s): NA NA
Total building coverage: Ext 30% (4,451 s¢) —
: o BerGOp (83798 T
Fioor ares ratior - 061 (Gl%) Bxistiny 05 (50%) 2%
Acce __"'S'Ory-buildihg(s): NA ’
Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]
principal ba.t;ilt_ilidn.g(s():) dmr-e {§ onily onie building on ¥his 'parae,l, hw
accessory building(s): i stanct, fron Er‘mpg bulldiBa on 17 W. Maple 40 prncip?
Number of off-street parkin'ﬁ"é'ﬁgé@ D R f‘;';wa ".)’b') W ey
Number of loading spaces required: _Owe (1) Tf-six (%) ..

Statement of applicant:
| swear/affim_that the_information _provided in_this form is true_and complete. |

understand that any omission of applicable or relevant information from this form could
be a basis fordenial or revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

'.'-";iénature
harles Brscndy




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
- Hinsdale, Illinois 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: Chackes Fischer  Choarles Fischar, RLA P.C.
Owner's name (if different): _Uniitariann Chordn of Binsdale '

Property address: _ !;TM T W. Maple Streed | |
Property legal description: [attach to this fg)ma] weluded m balante of subrmtal.

Present zoning classification: 1B _InStituhswal Build ing
Square footage of property: EAST PARCEL: 20,625 + WEST PARcE). 14,850 2% 4-7,5.“1“‘_

Lot area per dwelling: NA . .
Lot dimensions: EA 5.1-: |g§ Y ]@gl . WESTCID‘FlGG' L o
Current use of property: ch"rgh et i R TR B S

O Single-family detached dwelling
‘B Otherr CWurch - No cvanep

™ Building Permit(r+wrd) O Variation -
R Special Use Permit B~ Planned Development
2 Site Plan F Exterior Appearance
Brief description of request and proposal:
Approval is sought to construct a “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” that consists’ -
of a nearly full circle arc of a low “wall “ of mortared, stacked flagstone that harmonizes
* with the church building and invites people to sit, pause and relax. See attached plans
and see the several applications that accompany this application. Approval that enables

OTrRer-Sic

Proposed use:

Approval sought:

construceamt 23 2]

b e

| Maple, is what is sought.
" ‘Plans & Specifications: _ [submit with this formlwzluded wa balonice, of Swomirta).
|| West Maple (€AST pagrguigeds Required by Code:
- Yards:
front: o WA e A3NB/R" Blouc Aversge
7 e

interior side B’uﬂﬁinj A8V BPEvs. _a5T
Garage 3G Y Existg_
oF 4



i

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521-3489
630.789.7030

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

You must complele all portions of this application. If you think certain
information is not ‘spplicable, then write “N/A.” If yoli need additional
space, then attach seperate sheets to this form.

Applicant’'s name:
Owner’s name (if different): \ /

Property address:
Property legal description: [attach to\wforry
Present zoning classification:

Square footage of property:

Lotas o i / \
. '\

Current use of property:

Single-family detached\dwelling
(0 Other:
O Building Permit 0 Vagation

O Special Use Permit O Planged Development
[ Site Plan 0O Exteriogf Appearance
[1 Design Review
0O Other:

Proposed use:

Approval sought:

Brief de§cription of request and proposal:

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form})

{(’7 c\'Nes‘r Prcel (wgsf%ﬁ!’éi‘*gh Required by Code:

aras.
front: _ﬂ_\_l'é_'.&d' 424" Block avex29e
interior side- Uo") Yo Existing ~ a5’

-1~
oF 4




I West Moaple (BAST ParceL)

Provided: Required by Code:

corner side 19" Egstin 22'- 4" Block sverage

rear BV gt o 28° | !
Setbacks (businesses and offices): NA b&caus’e is_a chuyth

front: { '

interior side(s)

corner side

rear

others:

Ogden Ave. Center:
York Rd. Center:
' Forest Preserve:
Building heights: _
principal building(s): 2| ' Existing 40 'wmax.
accessory building(s): 3’ Excisting 1S wax.
Maximum Elevations:  5%- Q"ﬂ%inargy(ac-r) 75! WY W mivaret
principal building(s): %2 - & ma"g{?,d e(Ext) ft max
accessory building(s): ~ 12! £2% ;&50 er) 19! max

Dwelling unit size(s): NA N ﬁ

Total building coverage: £x+ V1% (o440 543) —

_/’.T’mé )
T 1 lot coverage: Ada. O‘l‘é 1 VIS proposed 'Péd‘vfouf Londsoape Garken Elemevt"

' ratio: O%’ﬁ (":")%lﬁxrs-hng 0.8 (807N mxc.

‘Accessory building(s): Ex+.246 st 92ral ichuded with bmld-wq ia above
' area calcmrbons.

| -‘-,Spai:mg petween buildings:[depict on attached plans]
" 'principal building(s): 23" eyists petween tue one principd! bulding
- accessory building(s): nd dwe one gg,g&S)or;l bmldn_f@ [ 32(‘3 j‘ﬂ
- Number of off-street parking spaces required: _ 'Thﬂ'tl:v- eiqn ¥ (%)
=Number of loading spaces required: _C?__e ,

mplete. | |

n this form oould

By: _
. Applicant's signaty
-_;7:7 A ) lica printed name

Z3-
oF 4




111 west Maple (WEST PapcglL)

Provided: Required by Code:
corner side L0 et A2 ‘ | /4 " Biovk verdge
rear e QPN Eree - o R

Setbacks (businesses and offices): NA because i 2 chaych
front: - \
interior side(s) /. /
corner side
rear
others: NP—‘

Ogden Ave. Center:
York Rd. Center:
Forest Preserve: »

Building heights:
principal building(s): 114" Bviisking  _40" midc
accessory building(s): _INA G may

Maximum Elevations:
principal buiiding(s): 25-G"4v ridge (Ex*) 40" vwax,

accessory building(s): _ NA 15 _moax
 Dwelling unit size(s): NA NA

p———

Total building coverage: Ext 20% (4,451 ¢)
Total lot coverage: ~ Ext-Gop (3979s) T

%) Exisding Q.é (co) max.

Acce! _.oijfbﬂildiﬁg(é): NA
" Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]
i, howevey

principal building(s):  Thace (S ovnly ong building o ¥nis povee

accessory building(s): "l.u.b?&”.z.:ﬁﬂm tﬁ:"mpl buflldma on 1T w.Maple 40 prncipd
' ' . buﬂl v o U WL Mbvlﬁ i§ 2loow* Hhi, _BP s
Number of off-street parking space$ required: ~Thy 1y-s v (36D _

Number of loading spaces required: __Cwe 59) Ty-six (%)

Statement of applicant:

_I_swear/affirm_that the information provided in_this form is true and complete. |
understand that any omission of applicable or relevant information from this form could
be a basis for.denijal or revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

-

d signature

harlgg Fiscndy

printed name




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that, based
on the information included in Application # A-03-2010 for a Certificate
of Zoning Compliance, the proposal described in this certificate appears
to comply with the standards made applicable to it by the Hinsdale

Zoning Code.

This certificate is 1ssued to:
Unitarian Church of Hingdale

Address or description of subject property:
11-17 W. Maple Street, Hinsdale Illinois 60521

Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:

Planned Development for the construction of a landscape feature.

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any. — PC Case A-03-2010

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

e The petitioner must obtain approval for the requested Plan
Development, including all waivers for any existing non-conforming

conditions, as listed and attached hereto, as well as a reduction in the
corner side yard sethack requirement from 22-11 1/4” to 5’-3-1/4” for

the newly proposed landscape structure and any other waivers as

determined for said approval.

The Board of Trustee’s adopt an Ordinance that grants the following

requests:
eSubsection 11-602E pertaining to Standards for special use permits (which

planned developments— -~ —-————

(which includes all waivers).
«Subsection 11-604F pertaining to Standards for site plan disapproval; and

eSubsection 11-606E pertaining to Standards for building permits (exterior
appearance review), which refers to Subsection 11-605E Standards and

considerations for design review permit.

Note: other conditions may be attached to approval of any pending
zoning application.



NOTE ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CAREFULLY:

This approval granted in this certificate has been granted based on
the information provided tothe Village and the Village’s
understanding of the facts and circumstances related to the proposal
at this time. If (a) any information provided to the Village changes,
(b) any new information is becomes available or is discovered, or (c)
the Village’s understanding of the facts and circumstances otherwise
changes, then this certificate may be rescinded.

This certificate does not signify Building Code Review or approval
and is not authorization to undertake any work without such review
and approval where either is required. See the Hinsdale Building

Code for details.

Before any structure to which this certificate is applicable may be
occupied or used for any purpose, a Certificate of Occupancy must
be obtained. See Section 11-402 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code and the

Hinsdale Building Code for details.

Subject to an extension of time granted pursuant to the Hinsdale
Zoning Code, this certificate shall become null and void six months
after the date on which it was issued unless construction,
reconstruction, remodeling, alteration, or moving of a structure is

commenced or a use is commenced.

If this certificate is issued in violation of the provisions of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code, whether intentionally, negligently, or
innocently, then it shall be void ab initio and shall give rise fo no

rights whatsoever.

By: Wé"

Village Manager
Dated: 572 2000




Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. » Registered Landscape Architect
" “Embracing the World's Greas Garden Traditions” SM

507 Willowcreek Court
Clarendon Hills, Illinois 60514-1691
(630) 734-8279 » cf.la@sbcglobal.net

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
Pervious Landscape Garden Element
25 April 2010-

| INDEX OF WAIVERS
Proposed Waiver

11. W. Maple (EAST PARCEL) :
s The “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” illustrated on the drawings is proposed to
encroach on the 22-11 1/4” Required Corner Yard Setback by 17'-8” and be set back from
the Maple Street corner side yard property line by 5-3 1/4”. The circular arc of the Element
is proposed to include an arc of impervious mortared stone augmented by a large stone slab
step, totaling 90 impervious square feet. Center to be pervious turf. If foot traffic on turf
proves the need, up to 250 square feet of irregularly-shaped flagstone “pavement” with
ervious turf joints may be introduced. Overall result: 0.4% to maximum 1.75% additional

ot coverage.
uest ivers / Existi iti ime of Application

W. Maple (EAST PARCEL)
Existing lot area is 20,625 square feet while the minimum required by code is 50,000 square .

feet.

11
1.
2. Existing lot depth is 165 feet while the minimum required by code is 250 feet.

3. Existing lot width is 125 feet while the minimum required by code is 200 feet,

4. Existing church/principal building is set back 19-0” from the corner side property line while

the block average corner side yard setback is 22-11 1/4".

5. Existing church/principal building is set back 5-7 1/8” from the rear property line while the
6

7

8

9

minimum rear yard setback required by code is 25°-0”.

. E)dsﬁnﬁarage occurs within the 25'-0” rear yard setback required by code; éncroaching on
rear yard by ~4'-7 3/4", set back from rear property line by 20°-51/2” (to 21'-7").

. Existing garage occurs within the 25-0” interior side yard setback required by code;
encroaching on side yard by 15’-1 7/8”, set back from side property line by 9'-8”.

. Existing space between garage and church building is 3'-8”. :

. Two (2§par1dng spaces exist while 38 are required by code.

10. Zero loading spaces exist while one (1) is required by code.

17 W. Maple (WEST PARCEL) i
1. Existing lot area is 14,850 square feet while the minimum required by code is 50,000 square

feet.

Existing lot depth is 165 feet while the minimum required by code is 250 feet.

Existing lot width is 90 feet while the minimum required by code is 200 feet.

cipal building is set back 39-11 1/2” from the front property line while the

Existing prin g-o
block average front yard setback is 4241 1/4”.

Existing principal building is set back 16’-11 3/8” from the interior side property line while
the minimum interior side yard setback required by code is 25°-0.

Existing principal building is set back 10%7 1/4” from the rear property line while the
minimum rear yard setback required by code is 25’-0".

Existing F.A.R. is 61% while the maximum F.A.R. required/allowed by code is 50%.

Fifteen (15) parking spaces exist while 38 are required by code.

Zero loading spaces exist while one (1) is required by code.

WHON o8 O bwn



OF HINSDALE o oo -

I. GENERAL INFORMATIO

N .
Aeoriondion completed by Chavies Fisener; see Fhivd Yoox

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

GENERAL APPLICATION

—

Owner

Name: Unitarion Chuceh o Wvcdabe
Address: 177 West qu:ol-éz

Name: Unitanidn Chucch 4 Yincdsle
Address: 17 West Vla?Le

City/zip:_Hinsdale GO DL Cityzip: Hinsdale  (OD2!
Phone/Fax: 30) 323-2865/ — Phone/Fax: () 323-2%85 [ ——
E-Mail: E-Mail:

E)thers, if any, involved in the_l;'oject (i.e. Architect, Attorney, EnginE) j
Name: Charles FiSoh-ev:?L/‘}; P.e. Name: Il B
Title:_Peesidemt /L-andse ope Aceilect Title:

Address: 507 Willowereek Courd Address:
City/Zip: C\oremdon Hil{ € (0S4 | LAl City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (10) 194841 9/ Phone/Fax: (__ )
E-Mai: ¢F.12@ Gbcglobal. Vet 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)

n _NA
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1. ° SITE INFORMATION

Anddress of subject property: ” ind T West+ Moaple
Il W.Mapb 0901-%19-012-0000

er (P.L.N. or tax number). W, Mapies 06,01-%25 - 00k ~000C
« Planved Developmeént hat wirh

Property identification numb

Brief description of proposed proje
nelude a " Pevviovs Lmdmg&é«amw Zloppnt " Ytk consists of o 10
Atawngtly  Stons \own 4lope. See deawmgs

ription or characteristics of the site: C \M){'O\/l Use W kH/I F\a\/ aeas,

e ‘m%@gwawd Wwrio ewm'\nj

General desc

aordens, opev Spaw, oad Seme \oaﬂcma -
T 7 ‘ L] J
Existing zoning and land use: 1% st i'HOWB' B’Uudi\ﬂgj

_ o Zourn ef L1 W.Mople: .
 Surrounding zoning and existing land uses: . D% MUH’I"FQMH\/ Ragdw—h)\
| e v Bacidemdial Soypn of V], W, Map Le:
North: Rﬂ Q;rﬂl& Fl\wn\y Raﬁd,&whal. South: O~ {oecxafw @@\66

R4 Single Eanily Cosidona!  west R 93%\% Fawily Regitheitnd )
and use: TR \hSﬁW’]‘{enM BU\L‘Q‘IM :

East:

‘ Proposed zoning and |

l ——

Please mark the approvali(s) you are seeking and attach all applicable applications and

standards for each approval requested:
O Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

- Site Plan Disapproval 11-604
Amendment Requested:

[ Design Review Permit 11-605E

¥ Exterior Appearance 11-606E
ﬁ. Planned Development 11-603E

pe -602E
Special Use Requested: O Development in the B-2 Central-Busi
District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: . W. MAF le, ( EAST tA FQ@,\I

The following table is based on the _l&__ Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area

50 000 Souare fevt

.0,615 se - Existing

Minimum Lot Depth 180 feot |5 fegt: Bxistiig

Minimum Lot Width 100 feet 126 Peer- Exicting

Building Height pringipal | 40 Loe4 max. 21 feet Existing
Accessons Svuptuce |5 _feod max B Leot : Bxisting

W=%'4"  gxisting

Front Yard Setback AV GY8" Bloole Avorsae

Corner Side Yard Setback 12 [4" Blocke Avecaae | 190" < Existing ¥

Interior Side Yard Setback 15 feet . 25 14" Existing

Rear Yard Setback 05 feek gl Yg"« Existing

?ga/):ll";l.)lil’\ Floor Area Ratio o5 [5 °%) on (2% ) Existims

Maximum Total Building L vA4e 6 V1%

Coverage* ' Existing

Maximum Total Lot Coverage* | —— ABT5 s¢_L1% Bxisting

Parking Requirements | -
.59 spaces 1 space,s Existing

( grw&\ - pave d)

Parking front yard setback

Nope exists

Parking corner side yard

May travérse req'd ?Wﬁ\ |

[ Y u ]

It v

setback
Parking interior side yard Packing exists i
setback " h " " intetior svde yavd,

Parking rear yard setback

H h 1} L

P?fklr” %ISTS W reXx Yard.

Loading Requirements

Ove (N

Zeyo +Existing

Accessory Structure

code 3llowS

6"3\"33& aud Fence

Information

. E\('_f';"l";m_a‘

*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: M R
See “dex of Woaivers”

%3 “ervious Landscage Garden Elewent” 1§ proposed 4o be
se4 back 5_"4'3‘/%1."Fr‘0m corver Side pmperhf Iine

?




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request:

The following table is based on the 1 @ Zoning District.

17_W. Maple.  [WeST PARCEL)

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

Minimum Lot Area

50,000 Sause fot

Vf §50 sg - EX\S‘hM

Minimum Lot Depth 160 feeq |65 Lepr - Exicting
Minimum Lot Width 100 feet 010 feet B s-lwg_
Building Height A0 feet max. l7 -Q" - Existing

Number of Stories

Front Yard Setback [42- 14" B),odc. average GM Wt Existing

Corner Side Yard Setback 12 1V'A" Bldde sveczge | 1060 14" Existing

Interior Side Yard Setback | 25 feet (@)1 Yp": Existivia_

Rear Yard Setback 25 Leert 1O T4" - Exi S..»,mq

. Rat .

?ﬁa:urgt;:n Floor Area Ratio 0.5 (5o */,) 0.6\ (c,,_w,,) Exisheg

Maximum Total Building 4457 s %0%

Coverage* — Existivia

Maximum Total Lot Coverage® | —— 8,919 ¥ GO9, Exisring

Parking Requirements | IYCS Excistivt 9 Spaces ™
3 spaces i3 asphaie- 3ved

7 3ravel paved

Parking front yard setback

May travevie veq 'd yord

Nopne existg

Parking corner S|de yard
setback

Pirkin -e:g;gits P
corner S14L Y ovd.

Parking interior side yard
setback

Pasking existe v
v reno- Sidg yavd-

Parking rear yard setback

1t i ]} Ll

foricing exists wm e yovd

Loading Requirements one (V) Zeyo « Exifting
Accessory Structure code dllows A fonce exists ,Ylﬂ

Information

*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village’s authonty, if any, to approve the

application despite such lack of compliance:
See. \udex of Waiver("




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
A The statements contained in this application are true and comrect 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 fallowing 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.

5, 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 iess 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.

W@-&%ﬁl—,%mmmmmmwmwm
{o abide W%
= OWNER AVTHORITY ASIGNED

Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent  AfPL} gﬂn\rj’
Charles Fischoyr SEE 3 I[1d LETIER PRON oNYNEP-
Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicaht or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN M é@ ./
to before,me this 523 day of
Q.fkﬂ i) " ROIO Q% s
Notary Public

4



e,
iy COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
A DEPARTMENT

LR e EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND
VILLAGE SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

VI ANSDALE s o

\ddress of proposed request: \ \ pmdl \/I We. 6"{’ Ma P [e

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 beritage and
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and ephance property yalues, 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*** Ifthisis a pon-residential property within 250 feet of 2 single-family
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village

Planner for a description of the additional requirements.

FEES for Exterior AnnearanceISite Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00

‘Within 250 feet of 2 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 {0 each criterion as it relates to the application. Piease use an additional sheet of paper

to respond to guestions if needed.

1. Open spaces. The quality of the open space between puildings and in setback spaces
between street and facades. 2¢€¢€ -}\f F—@d abtaih ment

2. Materials. The qualiy\'of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent

structures. _S22. ’\‘oed aHocmménias

3. General desiQn. The quality of the design in general and its retationship to the overall

character of neighborhood. Sels "\'\-II }o-ﬁ, 4 oo gt

e ——

4. General site development. The quality of the site development in terms of landscaping,
recreation, pedesirian access, auto access, parking, servicing of the property, and impact on
vehicular traffic pattemns and conditions on-site and in the vicinity of the site, and the retention

of trees and shrubs to the maximum extent possible. 37 “"f?{?/d aHaM

—

-1-



5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. L2, -ij,d ¥ wenit

6. 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. U '

—. "

7. 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.

8. 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. t :

9. 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. N A

10. Rhythm of entrance porch and other projections. The r,elationshipr of‘entrances and other
projections to sidewalks shall be visually compatible with the buildings, public ways, and
places to which it is visually related. _

11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the
fagade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings
and structures to which itis visually related. N I_\ '

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

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
:sual compatibility with the buildings, public ways, and places to which such

elements are visually related.

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. _\j;

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,

_9.



whéther this be vertical character, horizontal character, or nondirectional character.

NA

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
c:ﬁftsmanship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing.

REVIEW CRITERIA - Site Plan Review

- 4. The proposed site planis u reasonably injurious or
surrounding property.wd Attt Achwaont

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees in
determining is 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. ‘ -

1. The site plan fails 10 adequately meet specified standards required by the Zoning Code with
respect to the proposed use of development, including special use standards where
applicable._S£L :{ﬁfg,d 2 chvvient ) g

2. The proposed site plén interferes with ea_sements and rights-of-way.
Se0s 4«1?!,(-1 g bimont ;

3. The proposed site plan unreasonably destroys, damages, detrimentally modifies, or interferes
with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the site.
' f\-\nflﬂ,fl abiﬂ

detrimental to the use and enjoyment of

L)
1

5. The proposed site plan creates undue traffic congestion or hazards in the public streets, or the
circulation elements of the proposed site pian unreasonably creates hazards to safety on or
off site or disjointed,c{nefﬁcient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths on or off the site.

D, X QLA 2dawazut
v R

6. Tr&s}ireening of the site does not provide adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.
.jl—\ﬁge_fL atbd o bptagade
-3-




7. The proposed structures or landscaping are unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or are
incompatible with, nearby structures and uses. 5 00 4 4 %epj AAd chavirent

8. In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit,
the proposed site plan makes inadequwovision for the creation or preservation of open

space or for its continued maintenance. -l‘vg‘ \Pe,d méolvnent

9. 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. rga@ —k\{{é&d dhduareit

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.
Sl A\zll Pa,gl MAAL fn vertand

11.The proposed site plan does not provide for required public uses designated on the Official
Map. ) J«hﬂ@d xA-d cMinegan

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or general
welfare. _&e_,&_—_t‘_-{_@( AttAnpad -




Charles Fisher, RLA, P.C. ¢ Registered Landscape Architect
“Embracing the World’s Great Garden Traditions ” SM

507 Willowcreck Court
Clarendon Hills, [llineis 605141691 —— "~ =
(630) 734-8279 = ¢f la@sbeglobal.net

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
Pervious Landscape Garden Element
12 March 2010

Attachment to
Village of Hinsdale's
Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Application

EXTERIOR APPEARANCE REVIEW CRITERIA

1. Open spaces

The setback most critical to the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is the Corner
Side Yard Setback of 11 W. Maple. That setback is 23.-6” based on the average of the two
church buildings that comprise the whole block of Maple Street. The fact that the “Pervious
Landscape Garden Element” encroaches on that setback is the main reason for this application

and its associated applications.

2, Materials
The stone material of the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” harmonizes with

the material of the existing historic church building and other materials existing on the
property(ies) and the turf at its center ties in visually, functionally, and materially with the
surrounding expanse of lawn.

3. General Design

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is planned as a memorial to a beloved
member of the church. In honor of her devotion to the larger community it is designed as a
quasi-public amenity that harmonizes with the nearby historic church and neighborhood homes,
aesthetically enhances the property and local community, and offers warm welcome to church

patrons and public alike.

4. General site development

The design of the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is woven info the fabric of

an overall landscape garden design plan for the grounds of the Unitarian Church of Hinsdale. It

is an update on the "council ring" concept made popular by famed landscape architect Jens

Jensen in the early 20th century. Itis designed to be substantially tucked into the hillside,

giving ita velairunderstated presence. The center of the circle, flatter and at a lower grade than
orthern three quarters of the surrounding slope, is designed to be soft - planted with turf.

—‘ﬁﬂ——qr—ﬁﬁf—ﬁmm&ﬂﬁmﬁdwmm
|+ 15 designed to befit the American Arts an S M If of

the 19th century when the Unitarian Church of Hinsdale was designed and built. Pedestrians
will be able to readily access the proposed elementi]arr‘lld, from it.engagingly proceed to the larger
expanse of the church lawn. No existing trees or shrubs will be removed to accommodate it,
and turf will be restored to its center. There are no impacts on auto access, parking, servicing of
the property, or vehicular patterns,

5. Height
The height of the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Design Element” in relation to existing

surrounding slope is very “low-slun *, varying from a maximum of '-9” to nearly zero inches.
By comparison, the peak of the nearby church tower is approximately 45’ above grade.



Village of Hinsdale

UNITARTAN CHURCH OF HINSDALE ¢ Pervious Landscape Garden Element
Attachment to Village of Hinsdale’s

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Application

March 12, 2010

Page2of3

SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

1.
The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” occurs within the Corner Side Yard

Setback of 11 W. Maple,]. However, an application for Planned Development accompanies
this application and the process of Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review will notify
property owners within 250 feet of the church property. If the Planned Development and
Appearance/ Plan Review processes enable the element to be interpreted as permissible, it will
not fail to meet specified standards required by the zoning code.

2.
The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” does not occur in an easement or right-

of-way. Therefore it will not interfere with easements and rights of way.

3,

The proposed “Pervious LandscaEe Garden Element” is designed to nestle into the existing
mowed Jawn turf slope. The pitch of its central topography will be eased, enabling people to
readily enjoy gathering within. Therefore the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element”
will not unreasonably destroy, damage, detrimentalty modify, or interfere with the enjoyment of
significant natural, topograp. ical, or physical features of the site.

4-

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is limited to its locale and will serve to
invite people to enjoy the surrounding property. Therefore the proposed site plan is not
unreasonable detrimental to the use and enjoyment of the surrounding property.

5.

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is located in a expanse of lawn away from
all circulation elements whether public or on the property. it does not encroach on any such

such circulation element. Therefore the proposed site plan does not create undue traffic
congestion or hazards to safety on or off site or disjointed, inefficient or vehicular circulation

paths on or off the site.

6.

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is designed to be understatedly nestied
into the surrounding landscape garden, and there is potential to further soften and/ or conceal it
with additional plants. Therefore the screening of the site does not not provide adequate
shielding from or for nearby uses.

Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. * Registered Landscape Architect



Village of Hinsdale

UNITARIAN CHURCH OF HINSDALE e Pervious Landscape Garden Element
Attachment to Village of Hinsdale’s

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Application

March 12, 2010

Page 3 of 3

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is very significantly intended as an
amenity to church patrons as well as the public, and is design to aesthetically and functionally
harmonize with the surrounding landscape garden and nearby historic church building,.

Therefore, the proposed structure or landscaping are not unreasonably lacking amenity in
relation to and are not incompatible with nearby structures and uses.

8.
The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” preserves all surrounding open space

and invites users to enjoy it even more. The Unitarian church owns and cherishes its open
space and 80 will continue to heartily preserve and maintain it. Therefore, in the case of this
site plan submitted in connection with an application of special use permit, the proposed site
plan does not make jnadequate provision for the creation or preservation of opens space or its

continued maintenance.

9, . :

While the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” will slightly modify the to ography
of its interjor, rain water will be able to permeate into turf and flow off the surface of the lawn
and out of the zone of the circle just as it currently does. No more surface runoff will be yielded
than is currently yielded, and, asis currently the case, none of what runoff is yielded will go to
neighboring properties. Therefore the proposed site plan does not create unreasonable drainage
or erosion problems and does not fail to fully and satisfactorily integrate the site into the overall
existing and planned ordinance system serving the community.

10.
The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” has no impact on any known utilities.

Therefore the proposed site plan does not place unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on
specified utility systems serving the and site and does not fail to fully and satisfactoril
integrate the site’s utilities into the overall existing and planned utility system serving the

Village.

11.
The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” does not interfere with the use by the

public of the nearby municipal sidewalk and has no impact on the use of any other elements of
the public right of way. Therefore the proposed site plan does not not provide for required
public uses designated on the Official Map.

172
Lilaw
T

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element”, well integrated into the surrounding
landscape garden and specified to be well-crafted, is designed to be as un-injurious as possible.
Therefore t%\e proposed does not otherwise affect the public health, safety, or general welfare.

Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. = Registered Landscape Architect



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

SPECIAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

anied by completed Plan Commission Application

ddress of proposed request ) awth T W. M%P V&
st: Garden Blevnowt W covndy Side yard of 11 W, Mapie

B Yes (If so this submittal also

'roposed Special Use reque

Planned Development? CINo

s this a Special Use fora
d Development Application)

equires a completed Planne

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-602 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Special use permits. Standard for Special
sed special use permit should be granted or denied the

Use Permits: In determining whether a propo

Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend this Code is not an

arbitrary one but oné 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
ther factors, the below criteria Please

Plan Commission and Board of Trustees should weigh, among O
respond to each criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to

respond to questions if needed.

Il be in harmony with the

oses. The proposed use and development wi
d and for which the

1. Code and Plan Purp
general and specific purposes for which this Code was enacte

regulations of the district in question were established. . )
oovsed "Pexviows LovdScapl rdan Eloment " 15 umgu€ N i
it would 061 wirfhin 4he 13 -0" coir Tie v ovd ot TW. Maple.
The Unidavov Ciraved o Kinsdile considers 1t ¥° be a_quali=
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3. No Interference with Surrounding Development. The proposed use and development will be
constructed, arranged, and operated so as not to dominate the immediate vicinity or to
interfere with the use and development of neighboring property in accordance with the
applicable district regulations oroposed Borvicys Lnds ope Cwte,, Elavient
S underSyafed ™ F3 d&?\c{'h omd witeqroted mio S Sivvounds Mad
S whl) pot dominate dhe wanediote_ Viewity, Beeddge i+ S Ao
remoudd frow~ Weighporivy mearft-‘\eﬂ, 1+ will aet Yrgerfene wiHa e
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4. Adequate Public Facilities. The proposed use and development will be served adequately by
essential public facilities and services such as streets, public utilities, drainage structures,
police and fire protection, refuse disposal, parks, libraries, and schools, or the applicant will
provide adequately for such services. The n,@grh?Lmum icipd ] svdein e witd

a.awc?uath Sty the Pmpa%d "Dprvio VS Landsepe Cardén
% levnent " . '

5. No Traffic Congestion. The proposed use and development will not cause undue traffic

congestion nor draw significant amounts of traffic through residential streets. ced
“Pepyrous Landscd G den Bloret" 13 oesthehe My pedesdram-
NCeSsed  BVnemiN, Sianificomt neyeale in yviear by vehicidlaC
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6. No Destruction of Significant Features. The proposed use and development will not result in
the destruction, loss, or damage of any natural, scenic, or historic feature of significant _
importance. Whyle the peppesed " Poyious Londd oape Covien, Blagpnt” will
Shahtly wweddy Yhe' teggrrphy I s mTes0r, B The whiokg \t uall
wot rebuit in S déStetien, loss o dovnaae of My natugal, Souyie,
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7. Compliance with Standards. The proposed use and development complies with all additional
standards imposed on it by the particular provision of this Code authorizing such use.
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- 9 Considerations. In determining whether the applicant’s evidence establishes that the foregoing
standards have been met, the Plan Commission shall consider the foliowing:

Public benefit. Whether and to what extent the proposed use and development at the particular
location requested is necessary or desirable to provide a service or a facility that is in the
interest of the public convenience or that will contribute to the general welfare of the
neighborhood or community. ThWe oyowo sed "Povvous LrndScdpe Cadon Elewa'
is placed nesc e muniopl Sifewalle o offor wanh welcome +o
the Jr’azb 1.

Alternate locations. Whether and to what extent such public goals can be met by the location
- of the proposed use and development at some other site or in some other area that may be
more appropriate than the proposed site. The pméoosed locdtion_1$ opdvina ) foc redsuds
ot Jopogrd pawivnity o mimig pal Sideiue e and coVgygvt yelahon -
s’h\}o 4o m-’)iwfc &huvt:{{/z lomldﬂfg ’

Mitigation of adverse impacts. Whether and to what extent all steps possible have been taken
to minimize any adverse effects of the proposed use and development on the immediate
vicinity through building design, site design, landscaping, and screening. Mpvp@ ted
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PLANNED DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA

GE - - _:-. :‘.. .' - B R ——_———
VL AGE S ALE oo, COMMunity Development Department

*Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application
Address of proposed request: I\ pud 7 W. M ‘3!? 1€

Proposed Planned Development request: [ VW2 ke bot prope Ties 2

v
REVIEW CRITERIA: planned developriont

Section 11-603 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Planned developments. The Board of
Trustees, in accordance with the procedures and standards set out in Section 11-603 and by
ordinance duly adopted, may grant special use pemnits authorizing the development of planned
developments, but only in the districts where such developments are listed as an authorized special
use. Planned developments are included in the Zoning Code as a distinct category of special use.
As such, they are authorized for the same general purposes as all other special uses. In particular,
however, the planned development technique is intended to allow the relaxation of otherwise
applicable substantive requirements based on procedural protections providing for detailed review of
individual proposals for significant developments. This special regulatory technique is included in the
Code in recognition of the fact that traditional bulk, space, and yard regulations of substantiaily
developed and stable areas may impose inappropriate pre-regulations and rigidities upon the
development or redevelopment of parcels or areas that lend themselves to an individual, planned

approach.

1. Special use permit standards. No special use permit for a planned development shall be
recommended or granted pursuant to this Section unless the applicant shall establish that the
proposed development will meet each of the standards made applicable to special use pemits
pursuant to Subsection 11-602E of the Zoning Code i ' o

The Unitarian Church of Hinsdale feels that the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden !
Element” meets the standards of Special Use. It is unique in that it would occur within the 23'- :

¢ corner side yard of 11 W. Maple. The church considers it to be a quasi-public amenity,
aesthetically enhancing the property and welcoming passersby. See also Special Use Permit

Application.

2. Additional standards for all planned developments. No special use permit for a planned
recommended or granted unless the applicant shall establish that

the proposed development will meet each of the following additional's :
Bovn propevties, Ul s 177 W. Maple
a. Unified ownership required. 202 _ow/ne d Yoy Wadtarian clucdn of,

v
b.  Minimum area. Combined PQQM'\"V SAURE 'Evg_ﬁ'aa-é s 35, A415.
Church bdildm’@eg Exist NAU '

c. Covenants and restrictions fo be enfo able by village.

vinggdale

d. Public open space and contributions. N Pj

-1-



e.  Common open space.

Amount, location, and use. 6‘6@ ‘]’7!’3@5, 2 H‘ﬁ chiment
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Ownership and maintenance. ,

The proposed “Pervious Lod Scape Gardes Element” will/would bz
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Property owners’ association. NA

f. Landscaping and perimefer treatment. "érf‘é& 5. 9dvdens and €xrpai se5 of [dun
oxiot Hlinpughont Lot properfies The pmposed 'Porvious Landscdp0
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Additional standards for specific planned developments.

See W?ed o chvnents

List all waivers being requested as part of the planned development. The Pre pgS&d
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Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. » Registered Landscape Architect
“Embracing the World’s Great Garden Traditions” SM

507 Willowcereek Court
Clarendon Hills, Illinois 60514-1691
(630) 734-8279 » cfla@sbeglobal net

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
Pervious Landscape Garden Element
12 March 2010

Attachment to
Village of Hinsdale’s
Planned Development Application

Item 1le:
Common Open Space * Amount, location, and Use

The proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is planned as a memorial to a beloved.
member of the church. In honor of her devotion to the larger community it is designed as a
quasi-public amenity that harmonizes with the nearby historic church, aesthetically enhances
the property and local community, and offers warm welcome to church patrons and public
alike. Placed relatively close to the municipal sidewalk, it is intended to welcome passersby
and serve as something of a promontory from which to repose and enjoy views of the nearby
neighborhood, including the Village of Hinsdale’s beautiful Library, Village Hall and
surrounding greensward. 20’ in diameter, the circle is designed to have a bit of substance,
however have minimal impact on the overall scene and be very unimposing.

Unnumbered Item
Additional standards for specific planned developments

The design of the proposed “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” is woven into the fabric of
an overall landscape garden design plan for the grounds of the Unitarian Church of Hinsdale. It
is an update on the "council ring"” concept made popular by famed landscape architect Jens
Jensen in the early 20th century. Jensen’s philosophies endure at renowned parks, institutions
and residences throughout the Chicago region and the Midwest. The circle is designed to befit
the American Arts and Crafts movement that began during the latter half of the 19th century
when the Unitarian Church of Hinsdale was designed and built.

The perimeter of the circle - of mortared flagstone - is designed to be substantially tucked into
the hillside, giving it a very understated presence. The center of the circle, flatter and at a lower
grade than the northern three quarters of the surrounding slope, is designed to be soft -- planted

with turf. Over time it may prove necess to add flagstones with i

of the circle if turf becomes eroded by foot traffic or if aesthetics dictate. Proportionate plants
are envisioned to possibly further sotten and conceal the exposed edges of the southern outside
of the circle in the future. Such plantings may or may not prove desirable or necessary.

A generous opening is designed in the south "side" of the circle to welcome people in from the
public sidewalk along Maple Street, encouraging patrons and passersby to gather and repose.

A stone slab step is proposed inside the north edge of the circle to enable people to advance to
the main Jawn of the east garden and stroll its pastoral expanse.

Rain water will be able to permeate into turf and flow off the surface of the lawn and out of the
circle just as it currently does.
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Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
17 West Maple Street Hinsdale, Illinois

Charles Fischer, RLA P.C. Registered Landscape Architect
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Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. * Registered Landscape Architect

“Embracing the World’s Great Garden Traditions” M

507 Willowcreek Court
Clarendon Hills, [llinois 60514-1691
{630) 734-8279 « cf.la@sbeglobal.net

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
Pervious Landscape Garden Element
25 April 2010

INDEX OF WAIVERS

Proposed Waiver

11.
[ ]

" Re \
11 W. Maple (EAST PARCEL)

1
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W. Maple (EAST PARCEL) .
The “Pervious Landscape Garden Element” illustrated on the drawings is proposed to
encroach on the 22°-11 1/4” Required Corner Yard Setback by 17’-8” and be set back from
the Maple Street corner side yard property line by 5-31/4”. The circular arc of the Element
is proposed to include an arc of impervious mortared stone augmented by a large stone slab
step, totaling 90 impervious square feet. Center to be pervious turf. If foot traffic on turf
proves the need, up to 250 square feet of irregularly-shaped flagstone “pavement” with
pervious turf joints may be introduced. Overall result: 0.4% to maximum 1.75% additional

lot coverage.

es iv Existi onditi t Time of lication

Existing lot area is 20,625 square feet while the minimum required by code is 50,000 square .
feet.

Existing lot depth is 165 feet while the minimum required by code is 250 feet.

Existing lot width is 125 feet while the minimum required by code is 200 feet.

Existing church/ principal building is set back 19'-0” from the corner side property line while
the block average corner side yard setback is 22’-11 1/4".

Existing church/principal building is set back 5-7 1/8” from the rear property line while the
minimum rear yard setback required by code is 25’-0”.

Existing garage occurs within the 25"-0” rear yard setback required by code; éncroaching on
rear yard by ~4'-7 3/4”, set back from rear property line by 20"-5 1/2” (to 21°-7").
Existing garage occurs within the 25’-0” interior side yard setback required by code;
encroaching on side yard by 15'-1 7/8”, set back from side property line by 9-8".

Existing space between garage and church building is 3'-8".

Two (2§parking spaces exist while 38 are required by code.

Zero loading spaces exist while one (1) is required by code.

: >ARCEL)
Existing lot area is 14,850 square feet while the minimum required by code is 50,000 square
feet.

Existing lot depth is 165 feet while the minimum required by code is 250 feet.

Existing lot width is 90 feet while the minimum reg_uired by code is 200 feet.

Existing principal building is set back 39’-111/2” from the front property line while the
block average front yard setback is 4241 1/4”. |

Existing principal building is set back 16’-11 3/8” from the interior side property line while
the minimum interior side yard setback required by code is 25"-0".

Existing principal building is set back 107 1/4” from the rear property line while the
minimum rear yard setback required by code is 25-0”.

Existing F.A.R. is 61% while the maximum F.A.R. required/allowed by code is 50% .
Fifteen (15) parking spaces exist while 38 are required by code.

Zero loading spaces exist while one (1) is required by code.
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SETBACKS CALCULATION WORKSHEET @ ¥ o
Washington Street
Therefore:

11 W. Maple: 111.27 LONGEST; not included in average, below.

112 N. Washington: 26.90° SHORTEST; not included in average, below.

120 N. Washington: 28.73"

126 N. Washington: 38.00

130 N. Washington: 48.00/

136 N, Washington: 60.00’

43.68' (43-8 1/8) is the block average setback from the property line along Washington Street.

Maple Street

11 W. Maple: 19.00°
17 W. Maple: 26.87’

Therefore:
22.94' (2211 1/4") is the block average setback from the property line along Maple Street.

Lincoln Street

17 W. Maple; 39.96'

111 N. Lincoln: 47.00' LONGEST; not included in average, below.
117 N. Lincoln: 46.76

119 N. Lincoln: 40.58’

125 N. Lincoln 41.1Y

137 N. Lincoln: 27.42 SHORTEST; not included in average, below.
Therefore:

42,10 (421 1/4”) is the block average setback from property line along Lincoln Street.

Sources of the above distances:

« Plats of Survey provided by the Village of Hinsdale & verified by observation.
« Phone calls made to property owners asking owners to find Plats of Survey.

« Plats of Survey provided by property owners.

« Measurements made with the permission of property owners.
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Clarendon Hills, Illinois 60514-1691
(630) 734-8279 cf la@sbeglobal.net

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
Pervious Landscape Garden Element
25 April 2010

FLOOR AREA RATIO WORKSHEET
11 W. Maple (EAST PARCEL)

Basement (more below grade than above): 3,200 square feet
Main floor, incdluding auditorium/sanctuary: 3,200 square feet
Tower: 500 square feet

TOTAL: 6,900 square feet

F.A.R. _ ,
6,900 square feet of floor area / 20,625 square feet of lot area = 0.33 (33%)

17 W. Maple * (WEST PARCEL)

Lower/basement $loor, including elevator wing: 4,457 square fee
Upper/second floor, including elevator wing: 4,457 square feet
Flevator wing at pavement level: 155 square feet

TOTAL: 9,069 square feet

FAR.:
9,096 square feet of floor area ] 14,850 square feet of lot area = 0.61 (61%)

N 1y, "

NN

S,

..
&
W
wt

S,

DAVID L.
- POTTHOFF
9917

L)
o -~
C......-

"OW A \\\\‘\

@ bt
o

£ 4 .....-o...

LTI

33

j; -
;,%'d'-[

3,

i

k>
t?




Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. * Registered Landscape Architect
“Embracing the World’s Great Garden Traditions” SM
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Unitarian Church of Hinsdale iRy 917 S ms
Pervious Landscape Garden Element 2 %, o~ 'b,_-f.':"
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EXISTING BUILDING COVERAGE i EPE
EXISITNG LOT COVERAGE WORKSHEET sv ¥ ole
11 W, Maple (EAST PARCE

Church Building 3,200 square feet
Garage: 246 square feet
TOTAL BUILDING COVERAGE: 3,446 square feet

Lot Coverage:

Building Coverage: 3446 square feet

South Steps and Entry “Porch”: 126 square feet

Other Pavement: 266 sf + 18 sf + 84 sf + 36 sf + 399 sf
TOTAL EXISTING LOT COVERAGE: 4,375 sf

7W.M . PAR

Building Coverage:
4,457 square feet

Lot Coverage:

Building Coverage: 4,457 square feet

South Stoops: 63 sf + 55 sf

Northwest Steps: 35 sf

Northeast Basement Steps: 55 sf

Other Pavement: 4,081 sf + 118 sf +115 sf
TOTAL EXISTING LOT COVERAGE: 8,979 sf




Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. » Registered Landscape Architect
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Unitarian Church of Hinsdale

Pervious Landscape Garden Element §= cza ¢ DAVID L. .'._ %?5:

25 April 2010 T POTTHOFF : m:

"-;% y 997 ¢ ful

REQUIRED PARKING WORKSHEET % ‘u%. et o ¥ $§

W. Ma 1 AST P. : L ‘t.,-.__.m{ gﬂﬁm_g— ‘q‘.\

Auditorium capacity: 150 people ”'Q ,b"

150 / 4 = 38 " Db’b
OR /;l/

Net Floor Area 6,900 square feet [ 250 = 28

Greater of the two:
38 Spaces required

17 W, Maple * TP L

Auditorium capacity: 100 people

100/ 4 =25

OR

Net Floor Area 9,045 square feet / 250 = 36

Greater of the two:
36 Spaces required
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i W. Maple

Church Building:

Northwest carner: 16”-9”above grade.

Northeast corner: 15'-10” above grade.
Southwest corner: 22°-8” above grade.
Southeast corner: 28-9”above grade.

Mean/average height of 210 is less than the 40° permitted maximum.
The greatest height of roof ridge of 38’6 is also less than the 40’ permitted maximum.
Existing tower steeple/minaret height of 53'-9”is less than the 70’ maximum height permitted for minarets, steeples and such.

Garage (A Structure):
Average/mean of corners s about -0 height and peak of structure about 12-0” height, both within the 15’ perinitted maximum,

17W. Maple

Bducation Bullding:
Northwest cormer: 17’-6"above grade.
Southwest corner: 17°-10" above grade.
Southeast corner: 17’-8”above grade.
Northeast corner: 16'-11 above grade.

Mean/average height of 17-6* is less than the 40" permitted maximum.
The roof ridge height of 25°-6” is also less than the 40" permitted maximum.

17 W. MAPLE ¢ RELIGIOUS EDUCATION BUILDING

25 April 2010

Existing Building Height Worksheet

Unitarian Church of Hinsdale
17 West Maple Street  Hinsdale, lllinois

Charles Fischer, RLA, P.C. » Registered Landscape Architect

“Emlracing the Worldy Gras Gardem Trackvions *SAf 507 Willoweretk Cout » Clavendan Hitly, illinois 60514 » ofis@arocr (630} 348279

Unitatian Church of Hiradala
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' Memorandum

To: Chairnan Byrnes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %
Date: June 9, 2010

Re: Public Hearing for Case: A-08-2010
Applicant: PNC Bank/Icon Identity Solutions
Location: 920 N. York Road
Request: Design Review Permit for Signage

REQUEST ,
The petitioner is requesting design review approval, to allow for the refacing of the monument sign

for the PNC Bank building at 920 N. York Road, which is located in the O-2 Limited Office
District. The building is located on the west side of York Road, just north of Ogden, and is located
within the “Historic Graue Mill Gateway” Design Overlay District, which requires a public hearing
for any exterior alteration to the property. Article VIII of the Zoning Code provides information
regarding the purpose of the district and Section 11-605 provides additional information for

procedures and review criteria.

" For the purpose of rebranding, the petitioner is proposing to reface the existing National City Bank
sign with a sign for PNC Bank. In addition to the refacing of the existing monument sign, the
applicant is also proposing to reface the existing exterior ATM machine. This is the same property
that received approvals to reface the ATM and rebuild the monument sign in 2009 but has since
been replaced with PNC Bank.

SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

Subsection 9-106] of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for signage in the O-2 Limited
Office District. The code provides for one ground sign, having a maximum overall height of eight
feet and not exceeding 50 square feet per sign face. As such, the proposed sign application meets
the requirements of Section 9-106 — Signs of the Zoning Code.

Review Criteria

. Inreview-of the-application submitted the Commission must review. the following criteria as stated .

in the Zoning Code:
1. Subsection 11-605E Standards for Design Review Permit.

Aftachment

Cc:  President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees
David Cook



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, Illinois 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: Professional Permits
Owner’s name (if different): PNC Bank
Property address: 920 N. York Rd.

Property legal description: [attach to this formj

Present zoning classification:
Square footage of property:
Lot area per dwelling:

Lot dimensions:

Current use of property:  Bank

Proposed use: (1 Single-family detached dwelling
Other: Bank
Approval sought: 0O Building Permit 0 Variation
[ Special Use Permit [ Planned Development
O Site Plan o Exterior Appearance
(1 Design Review
00 Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
Reface of existing monument sign and one ATM surround cabinet.

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards:
front: 57’ 25’

T

interior side(s) 132’ /39.6° 10" /10’
-1-



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side N/A N/A
rear 83.6' 20’
Setbacks (businesses and offices):
front: 57’ 25
interior side(s) 13.2' /39.6' A0 /10
corner side N/A 25’
rear 83.6° 20’
others: N/A N/A
Ogden Ave. Center: N/A : N/A
York Rd. Center: 91’ 200°
Forest Preserve: N/A N/A
Building heights:
principal building(s): 36’ 40
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:  11.156 sf - _N/A
Total lot coverage: 25,995 ‘ 80%
Floor area ratio: 50 50
Accessory building(s): N/A

Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]
principal building(s): N/A
accessory building(s):

Number of off-street parking spaces required: _ N/A
Number of loading spaces required: N/A

Statement of applicant:

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

By: % Tl

Applicant’s signature

Applicant’s printediame
Dated: APF:'J 29  2000.

2.



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that, based on
the information included in the Plan Commission File for 920 N. York Road —

PNC Bank regarding Design Review Permit in 2010, for a Certificate of
Zoning Compliance, the proposal described in this certificate appears to

comply with the standards made applicable to it by the Hinsdale Zoning
Code.

This certificate is issued to:
PNC Bank

Address or des'cription of subject property:

920 N. York Road, Hinsdale, II, 60521
Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate 1s issued:

Refacing of an existing ground sign and exterior ATM Machine.
Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any.- See Plan Commission File

for 920 N. York Road — PNC Bank, regarding Design Review Permit in 2010.

Conditions of approval of this certificate:
The Board of Trustee’s adopt an Ordinance that grants the following

requests:
e Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the
Exterior Appearance Review.
e Section 11-605 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Design

Review Permit.

e Section 11-604 of the Zoning Code governing Exterior
Appearance/Site Plan Review in 2010.

Note: other conditions may be attached to approval of any pending
zoning application.



NOTE ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CAREFULLY:

This approval granted in this certificate has been granted based on
the information provided to the Village and the Village’s
understanding of the facts and circumstances related to the proposal
at this time. If (a) any information provided to the Village changes,
(b) any new information is becomes available or is discovered, or (c)
the Village’s understanding of the facts and circumstances otherwise
changes, then this certificate may be rescinded.

This certificate does not signify Building Code Review or approval
and is not authorization to undertake any work without such review

and approval where either is required. See the Hinsdale Building
Code for details.

Before any structure to which this certificate is applicable may be
occupied or used for any purpose, a Certificate of Occupancy must
be obtained. See Section 11-402 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code and the

Hinsdale Building Code for details.

Subject to an extension of time granted pursuant to the Hinsdale
Zoning Code, this certificate shall become null and void six months
after the date on which it was issued unless construction,
reconstruction, remodeling, alteration, or moving of a structure is

commenced or a use is commenced.

If this certificate is issued in violation of the provisions of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code, whether intentionally, negligently, or
innocently, then it shall be void ab initio and shall give rise to no

rights whatsoever.

w (el

Village Manager




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT
VILLAGE .
s OP ,HINSDALE, rtiiise o PLAN COSSION-APP—I:IGAT*IGNW”
FOR OFFICE DISTRICTS
1. GENERAL INFORMATION
Applicant ] H Owner

Name: Melissa Toby / Professional Permits Name: York and Ogden LLC
Address: 1 E. Oak Hill Drive. Ste. 100

City/Zip: Westmont, IL,

Address: 113 S. Main St. Suite 201
City/Zip: Mishawaka, IN 46544

Phone/Fax: (574) 257-2954 /257-2724 Phone/Fax: (630) 455-2945  /
E-Mail: mt@p_rofessionalpermits.com l E-Mail:

Name: | Name

Title: | Title:

Address: Address:

City/Zip: City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (__) / | Phone/Fax: (__ ) /
E-Mail: | 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)

| H _ Na

 2)

1 3)




II.  SITE INFORMATION

p—

Address of subject property: 920 N. York Rd.
Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): 09 -_01 -_201 - _010

Bnef descnpt:on of proposed pro;ect Reface of Monument s:gn and ATM surround

| General description or characteristics of the site: Site is currently National City Bank with one

monument sign and one ATM containing the National City Bank name.

{ Existing zoning and land use: _O-2

{ Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:
South: _ B-3

| North: _0-2
West: 0-3

| East: _ K4

| Proposed zoning and fand use: __O-2

Please mark the a-pproval(s) y_orl are seeking and attach all applicable application_s and
I standards for each approval requested:

QO Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604
Amendment Requested:

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

K Exterior Appearance 11-606E
Q Planned Development 11-603E
Q Special Use Permit 11-602E e

Special Use Requested: O Development in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: _920 N. York Road

The following table is based on the

0-2 _ Zoning District.

Minimum Code
Requirements

ProposedlEiiéﬁﬁé |

Development

: 0-1 0-2 0-3
Minimum Lot Area (s.f.) 8,500 | 25,000 | 20,000 |25 995 s.f.
| Minimum Lot Depth 125 125 125 | 228’

Minimum Lot Width 60 100 80 120’
Building Height 30 40 60 36’

Number of Stories 2.5 3 5 3
Front Yard Setback 35 25 25 57
Corner Side Yard Setback 35 25 25 N/A
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 Y 13.2'/39.6’
Rear Yard Setback 25 20 20 836"
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 40 .50 .35 58
(F.AR)
Maximum Total Building 80% 80% 50% | 11,156 s.f.
Coverage”
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 80 % 25,995
Parking Requirements. 45 41

Parking front yard setback 10° 15’

Parking corner side yard N/A N/A
setback

Parking interior side yard N/A N/A
setback

Parking rear yard setback N/A N/A
lLoading Requirements N/A N/A
Accessory Structure 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:




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
A 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 foilowing 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.
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 foliowing 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.
Onthe L9 +h  dayof ﬂi’)ﬂ! 2876, 1Wg
to abide by its conditions. J

G

Signature of applicant or authorized agent

Mel:ssa_Toby

Name of applicant or authdrized agent

& Tead the above certification, understand it, and agree -

4

97 7
ighapfire of appiicant or authorized agent

S ,I/I/\H/

idant or authorized agent

SUBSCRIBED AND §VKORN

to before me this_J9' day of , %,,
e 0 | LA ;
! " Notary/Public
4




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND
SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

OF HINSDALE . |

Address of proposed request: 920 N. York Road

REVIEW CRITERIA

‘Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance
freview process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
jquality 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
E'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. _There is sufficient space between building and in setback
spaces between street and facades.

2. Materials. The quality of materiais and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. __The quality and type of material will be similar to what is existing.

3. General design. The quaiity of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. __The proposed design is in harmony with the character of the

neighborhood.

4. 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. Every measure will be made to maintain the
quality of the site development in ferms of tandscaping. recreation, pedestrian access, etc.

-1.




5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatibie with
adjacent buildings. _The proposed signage will be visually compatible with adjacent buildings.

8. 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 visuaily
related. _The proportion of the front facade will be visually compatible with the surroundings.

7. 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.
The proportion of openings will be visually compatible with the surroundings.

8. Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front
fagade of a building shali be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related. _The rhythm of solids to voids will be visually compatible with the

surroundings

9. 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. _The rhythm of spacing
and buildings on streets will be visually compatible with the surroundings.

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. __The rhythm of entrance porch and other projections

will be visually compatible with the surroundings.

11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the _
fagade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings
and structures to which it is visually related. __The relationship of materials and texture will

be visually compatible with the surroundings.

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

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. __The Building Facade will be visually compatibie with

surrounding buildings.

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. _ The scale of the
Building will be visually compatible with the surrounding area.




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 front
elevation will be visually in tune with the surrounding area.

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 overali detailing. The
existing building pattern, texture, detailing, etc., will remain the same.

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

determining is 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.

1. 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. N/A

2. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way. N/A

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

surrounding property. N/A

5. The proposed site pian 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.

N/A




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

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

. 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.
N/A

. 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. N/A

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. _ N/A

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

Map. N/A

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public heaith, safety, or generai

welfare. N/A




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

oo ]
| 1| I Name: lcon Identity Solutions
Address: 1418 Elmhurst Road.
City/Zip: Elk Grove Village, IT, 60007
Phone/Fax: (847) 631-3128/ 631-3848
E-Mail:

Contact Name:

Namei--ﬁél-issa Toby / PfaféSéionai Permits

Address: 118 S. Main Street, Suite 201
City/Zip: Mishawaka, IN 46544
Phone/Fax: (5874) 257-2954 / 257-2724

E-Mail: mt@professionalpermits.com
Contact Name: Melissa Toby

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: . .
Sign Type:
920 N. York Road X Permanent [ Temporary

. % Ground Sign
ZONING DISTRICT: [ Wall Sign
0-2 [1 Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): _24.7 ( 3’-6 3/8” x 7-0") Lot/Street Frontage:

Overall Height from Grade: Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage:

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

© PNC Blue 6 PNC Orange Business Name: National City Bank

e Size of Sign: _ 24.7 Square Feet
Type of lllumination: _Internally Lit Business Name:

Foot Candles: 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.

Vhisan. Torbsr— 4-29-/0

Signature of Applican\t/ Date

Signature of Building Owner Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, not less than $75.00 per sign

Total square footage: x $4.00=

Plan Commission Approval Date:
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	1.	Minutes – Minutes of April 14th, 2010 
	2.	Scheduling of Public Hearings – No discussion will take place except to determine time and date of hearing.
	a.	A-09-2010 – Village of Hinsdale – Text Amendment to Section 5-110G as it relates to existing non-conforming structures in the B-2, Central Business District.                     

	3.	Sign Permit Review - Plan Commission has final authority, if approved permit is issued.  This is not a public hearing, the applicant makes their presentation and the Chair can recognize audience to speak.
	a.	52 S. Washington Street – Green Goddess – One Wall Sign
	b.	21 W. First Street – US Bank – One Ground and Two Wall Signs 

	4.	Public Hearings – Recommendations forwarded to next Zoning & Public Safety Committee Meeting. 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.	A-03-2010 – 11-17 W. Maple Street (Unitarian Church) – Special Use Permit for a Planned Development and Exterior Appearance Site Plan Review Approval for a New Patio Along Maple Avenue.
	b.	A-08-2010 – 920 N. York Rd. – PNC Bank – Signage in the Design Review Overlay District 




