Approved:

DRAFT MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
PLAN COMMISSION
JULY 14, 2010
MEMORIAL HALL
7:30 P.M,

Chairman Byrnes called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m., Wednesday, July 14, 2010 in
Memorial Hall, the Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.

PRESENT: Chairman Byrnes, Commissioner Stifllear, Commissioner Crnovich,
Commissioner Sullins, Commissioner Kluchenek, Commissioner Moore and
Commissioner Nelson

ABSENT: Commissioner Brody and Commissioner Johnson

ALSO PRESENT: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

Approval of Minutes

The Plan Commission reviewed the minutes from the June 9th, 2010 meeting. Commissioner
Nelson motioned to approve the minutes of June 9%, 2010. Commissioner Moore seconded. The
motion passed unanimously.

Findings and Recommendations

A-03-2010 - 11-17 W. Maple Street (Unitarian Church) - Exterior Appearance/ Site Plan
Review Approval for a New Patio Along Maple Avenue.

Chairman Byrnes provided a briel 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, Chairman Byrnes summarized the Commission’s
discussion from the June 9th meeting. Commissioner Moore motioned to approve the findings
and recommendations for case A-03-2010 - 11-17 W, Maple Street (Unitarian Church) — Exterior
Appearance/Site Plan Review Approval for a New Patio Along Maple Avenue. Commissioner
Nelson seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

A-08-2010 - 920 N. York Rd. - PNC Bank - Signage in the Design Review Overlay
District.

Chairman Byrnes provided a brief summary of the discussion that took place on this agenda item
at the lagt Plan Commission meeting and highlighted the findings and recommendations that
were included based on these discussions. Commissioner Crnovich motioned to approve the
findings and recommendations for case A-08-2010 — 920 N. York Road (PNC Bank) — Signage in
the Degign Review Overlay Distriet. Commissioner Nelson seconded. The motion passed
unanimously.
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Scheduling of Public Hearings

A-13-2010 - John Weinberger/Continental Motors - Special Use Permit for a Planned
Development and Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review approval for Facade
Improvements to the Existing Car Dealership.

Chairman Byrnes stated the public hearing would be scheduled for September 8, 2010.

A-17-2010 - Village of Hinsdale - Text Amendment to Provide Limited Authority to the
Village Board for Variations.

Chairman Byrnes stated the public hearing would be scheduled for September 8, 2010.

Sign Permit Review
48 S. Washington - M Homes Design - One Wall Sign

Mr. Gascoigne state that the applicant was aware of the meeting and that it was the Plan
Commigsion's discretion as to whether they wanted to continue without the applicant present,
He then went on to explain why the sign was coming back in front of them even though it was
technically approved as part of the Exterior Appearance approval on a previous date.
Commissioner Kluchenek moticned for the approval of signage for 48 S. Washington Street - M
Homes Design — One Wall Sign. Commissioner Nelson seconded. The motion passed

unanimously,

Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review

18-20 E. First Street (Nabuki) - Peter Burdi - Facade Improvements for a New
Restaurant

Chairman Byrnes introduced the case and asked if the applicant was present. Peter Burdi,
applicant and owner of the proposed restaurant, summarized the request. Commissioner Moore
expressed some concerns that arose with IL Poggiolo regarding the vestibule. Mr. Burdi
indicated that conditions for this building were not the same as IL Poggiolo and that this site
actually has a permanent indoor vestibule where patrons can gather. Discussion ensued
regarding the specifics of the project and the materials proposed. Commissioner Moore
confirmed the projection and clearance of the proposed awning with the project’s architect who
confirmed that the requirements were met in both aspects.

Commissioner Kluchenek motioned for the approval of Exterior Appearance for the Facade
Improvements [or a New Restaurant at 18- 20 E. First Street (Nabuki). Commissioner Nelson

seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Commissioner Stifflear motioned to disapprove the Site Plan for the Fagade Improvements for a
New Restaurant at 18- 20 E. First Street (Nabuki). Commissioner Kluchenek seconded. The

motion failed unanimously and the site plan was approved.
2
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Public Hearings
A-03-2010 - 11-17 W. Maple Street (Unitarian Church) - Special Use Permit for a

Planned Development.

Chairman Byrnes opened the public hearing for case A-03-2010. Chairman Byrnes summarized
the request, for the Commissioners and the audience and explained how the approvals for
Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review were separated from the request for a Special Use for a
Planned Development. He confirmed that all the Commissioners that were not present for the
public hearing in June had read the transeripts. All Commissioners confirmed they had. Charles
Fischer RLA, Landscape Architect and member of the Unitarian Church introduced himself as
representative for the Unitarian Church and further summarized the request. He then
introduced David Lloyd, President of the Unitarian Church of Hinsdale, who addressed why the
applicant chose to pursue the Planned Development rather than a Variation request.

Chairman Byrnes questioned what the plans for the religious education center were. Mr. Lloyd
identified that Head Start was a long time tenant but due to budget cuts, they will have to move
out. He indicated that they were looking for a similar type use to fill that vacancy because he
understands the need for it to be non-profit use. He also indicated that the church was aware of
the Special Use that Head Start was required to obtain and understood that any future tenant
would also be required to obtain a Special Use approval.

Mr. Byrnes asked Mr. Lloyd if they had any plans to expand. Mr. Lloyd indicated that they had
no desire at this time to expand any of the buildings. Chairman Byrnes identified other locations
on the church’s property where the landscape feature could be located without the need of a
Planned Development or a Variation. Mr. Lloyd confirmed but indicated that they have several
functions throughout the year that utilize other areas of the property and make the proposed

location more ideal.

Commissioner Moore posed additional questions in regards to the exact location of the landscape
feature, its proximity to the sidewalk and some of the materials to be used for it. Mr. Fischer
responded to Commissioner Moore's concerns.

As a result of Mr. Fischer’s response, Commissioner Moore expressed concern with drainage.
Mr, Fischer responded and satisfied any concerns Commissioner Moore had.

Commissioner Crnovich questioned an alternative location and Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Fischer again
identified why they would prefer the proposed location.

Bill Haarlow, resident and Chairman of the Zoning Board of Appeals, identified himself and
identified his concerns with the applicant’s request and expressed his objection to the request
stating that the request being made at this time is not appropriate for the degree of work that is
proposed to be completed. Mr. Haarlow then stated that his concerns and objections are based
on the same reasons he provided in June and summarized what those reasons were.

Commissioner Kluchenek asked Mr. Haarlow how what was being requested would fit under the
jurisdiction of the ZBA.
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Mr. Haarlow indicated that this is a setback issue and that the ZBA would be the appropriate

Commission to address setback issues,

Commissioner Kluchenek then asked it Mr. Haarlow felt that requests like these should have
some jurisdictional overlap or if he felt the ZBA had exclusive jurisdiction over cases like these.

Mzr. Haarlow indicated that it depended on the particular case, but in this instance he felt that
gpecific sections of the code were being violated that would normally give the Plan Commission

the jurisdiction to take action on the request.

Commissioner Kluchenek asked Village Planner Gascoigne whether the Plan Commission was
the appropriate body and even had the jurisdiction to hear this case.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that the applicant certainly has the right to request waivers such as
these as part of a Planned Development, but it is the discretion of the Plan Commission as to
whether or not the requested waivers are appropriate within the scope of the Planned

Development proposal,

Commissioner Kluchenek indicated he is still trying to analyze who should have the jurisdiction
to hear the request and whether the Plan Commission is able to hear it.

Chairman Byrnes acknowledged the points brought forward by Commissioner Kluchenek and
Mr. Haarlow,

Commissioner Kluchenek generally questioned if anyone knew of a situation such as this where
a Planned Development was approved retroactively to approve several existing conditions,

Discussion ensued and the Commissioners identified several other churches that were Planned
Developments but that they could not think of any that did not do major renovations as part of

the PD request.

The Commission discussed what they felt was the standard for a Planned Development request
and were generally in agreement that the Unitarian Church had not satisfied what should be

considered to request a PD.

Mr. Haarlow addressed some final thoughts before the Plan Commission deliberated.

Mr. Fischer offered additional thoughts on the conversation and indicated that he felt based on
the request, the Commission does in fact have the authority to hear and vote on the request.

Commissioner Crnovich offered her thoughts on Planned Developments and indicated that she
felt the request in front was more appropriate to be heard by the ZBA.

Chairman Byrnes summarized his thoughts and generally agreed. He then opened the
discussion up to the other Commissioners. Discussion ensued and the Commission generally
agreed that the landscape feature was a beautiful addition to the church, but that the proposal
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currently being requested by the applicant does not merit a request for a Planned Development

and should be heard by the Zoning Board of Appeals.
Mr, Fischer offered some final thoughts and thanked the Commission.
Chairman Byrnes asked if there was any additional business to discuss.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that either the applicant had to formally withdrawal the application or
that a vote needed to be made.

Chairman Byrnes explained that he felt that the Plan Commission did not have the appropriate
jurisdiction to take a vote.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that while the Plan Commission may agree that the request does not
merit a Planned Development, they may certainly use there diseretion to recommend for the
denial of the project on that basis, but that he felt they still needed to take a vote. He explained
that he would be happy to get a position from the Village’s attorney if that was the direction
provided. He went on to state that the applicant had legally filed an application for the Planned
Development and while the Plan Commission may feel justified in their position as to whether
the standards have been met for a Planned Development or not, it is a subjective set of standards
and their position should be memorialized in a vote and used to recommend the denial of the

request if that is the recommended path.

Discussion ensued regarding the options the applicant had and whether a vote was necessary if
the applicant chose to withdraw the application,

Mr. Gascoigne confirmed that if the application was withdrawn a vote was not necessary, but a
decision by the church to pursue the PD after the withdrawal would result in them starting over

from square one.

Mr. Lloyd offered his position and indicated that while it seemed unanimous amongst the
Commission that this request was not an appropriate Plan Development, there was a Planned
Development application submitted and that he felt they certainly had the jurisdiction to vote on
the matter even if the vote was “no”. He then identified that based on the circumstances that
that was his preferred choice rather than withdrawing the application,

Discussion ensued and the Commission deliberated. Commissioners Moore and Nelson
identified their comfort in taking a vote and Chairman Byrnes indicated that in an effort to keep

things moving, he would ask for a motion.

Commissioner Nelson motioned for the approval of a Special Use for a Planned Development for
the Unitarian Church. Commissioner Moore seconded. The motion failed unanimously and the

Planned Development was denied.
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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.

Chairman Byrnes opened the public hearing for case A-09-2010. Mr. Gascoigne summarized the
request and opened it up for public discussion.

Discussion ensued regarding the text amendment. The Commission generally supported the
amendment but agreed that they would like to see the language in the context of an ordinance
before acting on it.

Commissioner Moore motioned to continue public hearing A-09-2010 until September 14th, when
a dralt ordinance can be provided to the Commission. Commissioner Sullins seconded.

Discussion ensued regarding the language in the amendment. Commissioner Kluchenek
expressed his interest in going on the record as unofficially supporting the text amendment, but
thought it would be beneficial to see everything in the context of the ordinance before taking a

vote,

Commissioner Moore again motioned to continue public hearing A-09-2010 until September 14t
when a draft ordinance can be provided to the Commission. Commissioner Sullins seconded.

The motion passed unanimously.

Adjournment

Commissioner Kluchenek moved to adjourn. Commissioner Nelson seconded and the meeting
adjourned at 8:40 p.m. on July 14, 2010.

Respectfully Submitted,

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner



HINSDALE PLAN COMMISTION

RE: 18-20 East First Street — Peter Burdi - Exterior Appearance and Site Plan
Review

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW:  July 14, 2010

DATE OF ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: July 26, 2010

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION
1. FINDINGS

Peter Burdi, (the “Applicant™) submitted an application to the Village of Hinsdale
for the property located at 18-20 East First Street (the “Subject Property™).

The Subject Property is zoned in the B-2 Central Business District and improved
with a one-story commercial building.

The applicant is seeking approval exterior appearance and site plan review
approval for exterior fagade changes including the installation of an existing cloth

awning, with signage, over the windows and entrance.

"The applicant is proposing several changes to the existing building fagade, with
the major changes being the application of a new fagade treatment above the
existing windows, aforementioned lagade treatment and existing vertical piers at
both ends of the tenant space, Lo be painted white; horizontal mullions to be
placed in the existing windows and all window treaiments and surrounds to be
painted black and removal/relocation of the existing entrance to the west end of

the tenunt space.

The applicant is also proposing to install 4 new black awning to run the length of
the tenant space, including signage on the valance, for the restaurant.

The Plan Commission finds that the plan submitted by the Applicant complies
with the applicable bulk, space and yard requirenients of the Hinsdale Zoning

Code.

The Plan Commission finds that the application complies with the standards set
forth in Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the exterior

appearance review,

The Plan Commission finds that the plan submitted by the Applicant complies
with the standards set forth in Section 11-604 of the Zoning Code governing site
plan review, There arc no changes proposed Lo the site plan.



1. RECOMMENDATION

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, on a vole of 7 “Ayes,” 0 “"Nays,” 2 “Absent”
recommends that the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale approve
the exterior appearance/site plans with related signage at 18-20 East First Streel.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of , 2010,




Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planmer — < _
Cc: Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: Seplember 8, 2010

Re: Scheduling Public Hearing for Case A-25-2010
Applicant:  Inland Commercial Property Management
Location: 777 N. York Road — Gateway Square
Request: Design Review Permil for Exterior Improvements

The petitioner is requesting design review approval to allow for the installation of a covered stairway
on the roof of the tenant space at 777 N. York Road. The space currently contains a usable rooftop
which the applicant would like to utilize as a part of the proposed restaurant use. The roofiop has
been used in the past by tenants, but due 1o changes in the current building codes, the roofiop
requires a second means of egress from the roof to the lower levels. Beyond requiring the second
means of egress, the building code also requires that the egress be “protected from the elements™
which requires the stairway to be covered and enclosed. Due to these requirements, the applicant is
obligated to obtain design review approval because it would be visible from the street. The tenant
space is located within Gateway Square which is located in the B-1 Community Business District.
As illustrated in the altached drawings, the petitioner proposes to match the architecture and
materials already used within the shopping center. The building is located on the east side of York
Road, just south of Ogden, and is located within the “Tlistoric 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.

It is requesicd that the public hearing be scheduled for October 13, 2010

Attachment

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees



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

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

You must complete all portions of this application. If you think certain
information is not applicable, then write “N/A.” If you need additional
space, then attach separate sheets to this form.

Applicant’'s name: ___Inland Commercial Property Management
Owner's nama (If different): Same as above
Property address: 777 N. York Rd
Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: B-1 Retail / Restaurant
Square footage of property: | o) A2
Lot area per dwelling:
Lot dimensions: NULTH Os' WO 4=\ I} sum_a74
Current use of property: Lerrd] LESTARONT
Proposed use: L1 Single-family detached dwelling
M Other: Espu i T
Approval sought: [1 Building Permit Ll Variation
[l Special Use Permit || Planned Development
LI Site Plan % Exterior Appearance
[1 Design Review
[1 Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
Nen sz apoingl \LD Se FT g THe -0 STORY PURne) of
CXISTING SHorPiVG [ enyrest

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]

Provided: Required by Code:

Yards:
YA

front:
interior side(s) / _Mﬁ_ /

e



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side P
rear

Setbacks (businesses and offices): (
front: bledung 25
Interlor side(s) h o’ 1 g0’
corner side | 24!
rear — 2!
others:

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

Building heights:
1
principal building(s): 26" ¢ I
accessory building(s): A h'Jl §1§
Maximum Elevations:
principal building(s): L7 >0
accessory building(s): E! EZ

Dwelling unit size(s): N /A AL/A
Y/

Total building coverage: 564(0
Total lot coverage: AN/4Q
Floor area ratio: 0.5 0,35
Accessory building(s):
Spacing between buildings: [depict on attached plans]

principal bullding(s):
accessory building(s):

Number of off-street parking spaces required: Fn:fl.éhg-. V.
Number of loading spaces required: __BAsky .{j :

7

Statement of applicant:

I swear/affirm thal 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 denial or revocation of the Cerlificate of Zoning Compliance.

By: /f:ﬁ""""ﬁb""‘-"' &73;/

Applicants signature

Ernrvaus Caspe
Applicant's printed name

Dated: 4 ! [ .20 fo .
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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 777 N. York Road

(A-25-2010) — Gateway Square regarding Design Review Permit in 2010, for a
Certificate of Zoning Comphance, the proposal described in this certificate

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

Thas certificate is issued to:
Inland Commercial Property Management

Address or description of subject property:
777 N. York Road, Hinsdale, I, 60521

Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:
Installation of a new covered stairway to access rooftop

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any.- See Plan Commission File
for 777 N. York Road (A-25-2010) — Gateway Square, 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:
s Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the

Exterior Appearance Review.
* 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.

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 11402 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 om 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.

By: M

Village Manager

Dated: . 20




" B, VILLAGE OF HINSDALLE
v s e Ry AT COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
g ;ﬁ; DEPARTMENT
VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION

FOR BUSINESS DISTRICTS
I. GENERAL INFORMATION

Applicant Owner

MName:  Inland Commercial Properly Managment l Mame: Samo as applicant

Address: 2901 Bulterfield Rd Address: -
City/Zip: Oakbrook, I 60523 City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (630 ) 218-5262 / 218-5270 ) bl Phone/Fax: () / -
E-Mail: _lev@inlandrealestals.com E-Mail:

Others, if any, involved in the project (i.c. Architect, Attorney, Engincer)

Name: Enrigue Castel - JTS Architects N 1 MName:
Title:  Associale - Title:
Address: 450 E. Higgins Rd, Sulte 202 Address:
City/Zip: Elk Grove Village, IL 60007 l City/Zip;
Phone/Fax: (847) 952-9970 {  952-8974 Phone/Fax:( ) !/ )
E-Mail-  eoriguecastel@jlsarch.com E-Mail:
|

Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Village position of any officer or emplhyee
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)

] —

2)

1)




L1. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: 777 N. York Rd

Properly identificalion number (P.|.N. or tax number), 09 -01 -209 - 007

Brief description of proposed project: _ A new 168 sq ft exil slaircase addition on the exlerior of

the two story portion of the existing shopping center at the above address

General descriplion or characteristics of the site: _There are lwo existing one story masonry retail

buildings with central courtyard. The parking lol is located just south of the building

Existing zoning and land use: B-1 Retail/Restaurant

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

MNorth: B-3 Gas Station Soulh: _R-4  Residential

East: R-4 Residenlial West: _ 0-2  Office/Relail buildings

Proposed zoning and land use: No Changes

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

1 Sile Plan Disapproval 11-604 1 Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Ameandmenl Requested:

Design Review Permit 11-605E

a

A Exterior Appearance 11-606E
[ Planned Development 11-603E

[ Special Use Permil 11-802E

Special Use Requested: 0 Development in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire

(s




TABLE OF COMPLIANCI

Address of subject properly.

777 N. York Rd

Infarmation (height)

The following table is based on the _ B-1 Zoning District.
Minimum Code RIGposetMExisting
Requirements B Development
B-1 [ B-2 B-3 |
Minimum Lot Area 6,250 2,500 | 6,250 161,172
Minimum Lot Depth 125' 125 125 North 275' / South 474"
Minimum Lot Width 50' 20° 50' 431" O
Building Heighl 30 35 30° 26'-7" |
Number of Stories 2 3 2 2 -
Front Yard Setback - 25' 0 25 | SEG arriemen suiey
Comer Side Yard Selback 25 0 25’ "
Interior Side Yard Setback 0 [0 [ 10 I
Rear Yard Setback 20 20' 20° .
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 35 2.5 50 |40,338/161,172=0.25
(F.AR.)" ] Orig bldgs 40,170 sq ft
Maximum Total Building N/A 80% N/A N/A
Coverage"
Maximum Total Lot Coverage® | 90% | 100% | 90% [127740/w\, N2> 85.5%
Parking Requirements 9 oyl gl o i
__Parking front yard setback See Armoten swever
Parking corner side yard o
setback . ) B
Parking interior side yard 0
setback i
Parking rear yard selback o
Loading Requirements | | H
Accessory Structure 15' 19’ 15°

* Must pmvidé actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance i= shown, state the reason and explain the Village's
application despile such lack ol compliance:

witharity, if any, to approve the




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certilies and acknowledges and agrees that:

A
B:
Cc.
0.
E
E

The slalements contained in this application are true and correct lo the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
belief. The owner of the subject property, If dilferant from Lhe applicant, statas that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and thal all information contained In this applicatian is true and correct ta he best afl hisor her
knowladge.

The applicant understands that an Incamplete or nonconforming application will nat be considered. |0 addition,
the applicant understands that the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may Include, bul is not limited to, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, whera relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
lo the height, width, and depth of any struclure,

2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedeslrian circulation elements including rights-af-way and streels; driveway
antrances, curbs, and curb ctts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and clroulalion aislas; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and otal ol coverage of all cireulation alements divided as belween
vahicular and pedaslrian ways,

3. All existing and proposed surface and subsuriace drainage and retention and detention Tacilities and
all existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, telephane, and cable communications lines and
easemenls and all othar wility facilities.

4, Location, sizae, and arrangement of all outdoar signs and lighting,

5. Location and height of fences or screen planlings and the type or kink of building matenals or
plantings used for fencing or scraening.

&. A ditailed landscaping plan, showing localion, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and alher plant
malerial.

e A traffic study If required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

The Applicants shall make he property that is the subject of Ihis application available for inspection by the Village
al reasonable times;

It any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any 2asan
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submil a supplemental application or othor
acceplable wrillen statement cantaining the new ar correctod information as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days following the change, and thal failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

The Applicanl understands thal hefshe |s respansible for all application fees and any other fees, which the Village
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-2010 of tha Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as ameanded April
25, 19849,

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT FROPERTY AMD, |F DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOIMTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APFLICABLE APPLICATION FEE.  BY SIGNING THE
AFPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILIMG AMD
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 DEMAMD FOR
PAYMEMT.

.
i the / 7 cdayof _ Aueusi 28240 | 1/We have read the abova cerlificatian, understand it, and agree

to abide by ils conditions, -
f;f%?";g”ﬁz‘f‘l- 4 b:é’%cqé.ﬁ_”:) :
'E.’lgn:aluryﬁ'.-appliﬂanl or aulharized agent Signature af applicant or autharized agen!
Frmapes  Castee CAun?z)
Name ol applican! or aulhorized agent MName of applicant or autharized noonl
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN , A =] -7
to befora me this /2 day ol £ P Y 4V i A
ey o 5 p 2T I I ﬂ'fz/(/_«ﬁ;’z/vif{"_/{/ P .-"‘:-_vpjvu/ﬁ?—"-—'“ p
yd Nolary Pubfic ’ COFFICIAL SEAL
4 MICHAEL COLOMBO

NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF iLLINOLS
MY COMBMBSION EXPIRET Q40212




§ L Lud (EICK 6 e COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

TR AT %uf DEPARTMENT

GE EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

LLA SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA
OF HINSDALE .

Address of proposed request: 777 N.YORKRD

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section | 1-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review, The exterior appeanince
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and enhanee property values, and to promote the health, safety, and
wellare ol 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,

TFPLEASE NOTE*** If this is a non-residential property within 250 fect of a single-faimnily
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village
Planner for a description of the additional requirements.

EBelow are the eriteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Publie Safety
Comunittee 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 Lo questions if neaded,

1. Open spaces. The qualily of the open space between buildings and in selback spaces
between slreel and facades. _ No changes to existing conditions

2. Materials. The quality of malerials and their relationship lo those in existing adjacent

structures. _Exterior malerials of addition will match existing masonry as close as possible

using eilher thin brick or full size brick

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship lo the overall
character of neighborhood. _the design in general will remain virtually intact

4. General site development, The quality of the site development in terms of landscaping,
recreation, pedeslrian access, auto access, parking, servicing of the property, and impacton
vehicular traffic patterns and conditions on-site and in the vicinity of the site, and the retenlion
of trees and shrubs to the maximum extent possible, Mo changes

5. Height. The heighl of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compalible with
adjacent buildings.  Proposed addition will malch existing height of existing building




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,

7. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to the height of windows shall be visually
compatible with buildings, public ways, and places lo which the building is visually related,
No openings will be modified

8. Rhythm of solids to voids in fronl facades. The relationship of salids to voids in the frant
fagade of a building shall be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related. relationship of solid to void on front facades at grade will remain

9. Rhythm of spacing and buildings on streets. The relationship of a building or structure to lhe
open space between it and adjoining buildings or struclures shall be visually compatible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it Is visually related. the relationship of open
space to slructure will not change

10. Rhythm of entrance porch and other projections. The relationship of entrances and other
projections to sidewalks shall be visually compalible with the buildings, public ways, and
places lo which it is visually related. _addition will be visually compatible with the building

11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the
fagade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials lo be used in the buildings
and structures lo which it is visually related. __material and textures used on addition will

match existing

12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible wilh the buildings fo
which it is visually related. _The existing roof of the second floor is flal and we are maintaining
the same level with addition

13. Walls of continuity. Building facades and appurtenances such as walls, fences, and landscape
masses shall, when it is a characlerislic of the area, form cohesive walls of enclasure alorg a
streel to ensure visual compatibility with the buildings, public ways, and places to which such
elements are visually related. N/A

14. Scale of building. The size and mass of buildings and structures in relation to open spaces,
windows, door openings, porches, and balcanies shall be visually compatible with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which lhey are visually related. The size and massol

the building will remalin visually compatible with the open space

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 addition will continue the character of the bullding verically, horizontally and nendirectional




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, lexlures, and overall delailing.

The addilion is providing secondary egress from the upper floor and the exterior material

will match and duplicate the current existing conditions of the rear and side walls

REVIEW CRITERIA - Site Plan Review (Not applicable)
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 nol do the below criteria. Please respond to each crilerion as i
relates to the application. Please use an additional sheel of paper lo respond to queslions if
needed.

Section 11-604 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Site Plan Raview. 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 enacled unless careful consideration is given to critical design
elements.,

1. The site plan fails to adequately meel specified standards required by the Zoning Code with
respecl lo the proposed use or developmenl, including special use standards where
applicable,

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

3. The proposed site plan unreasonably destrays, damages, detrimentally modifies, or inteferes
with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical fealures of the site.

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

2. The proposed site plan creates undue Iralfic congestion or hazards in the public streets, or the
circulation elements of the proposed sile plan unreasonably creates hazards to safelyon ar
off site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths on or off lhe sile.

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

/. The proposed slructures ar landscaping are unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or are
incompalible with, nearby struclures and uses.
- o




8. In the case of site plans submilted in connection with an applicalion for a special use permit,
lhe proposed site plan makes inadequate provision for the creation or preservation of open
space or for its conlinued maintenance.

9. The propesed sile plan creates unreasonable drainage or erosion problems or fails to fully and
satisfaclorily integrate the site into the overall existing and planned ordinance system serving
the community. i i

10.The proposed site plan places unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on specified utility
syslemns serving the site or area or fails to fully and satisfactorily integrate the sile’s utilities into
the averall exisling and planned utility syslem serving the Village.

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

12. The proposed sile plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or ganeral
wellare, B ) B
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Memorandum

TJo: Chairman Byrmes and Plan Commission Members
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

Date: September 8, 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 Ceniral 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. The
applicant was originally approved for a sign on June 9™ but has since decided to propose an

alternate sign.

Subsection 9-1067 of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for wall signage in the B-2
District and allows a maximum of 25square feet for each business. As such, the proposed sign
application mects the requirements of Section 9-106 — Signs of the Zoning Code.

Attachment

Ce: President Cauley and Board of Trustess
David Cook, Viliage Manager



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

Applicant
¥ s s e . T ES Name: _ %
Address: ,i,{.g‘ jz, ékﬁ,{{ﬁ; & Address:

City/Zip: / , City/Zip

Phone/Fax: &X0)) Mﬁéw ¥ <. /)4

E-Mail:

Contact Name:

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: .
Sign Type:

ore. 6 wﬂ&fﬂffé’)@ ‘Sy' i Permanent ~ Temporary
ZONING DISTRICF ’éf'ﬂﬁf?ﬂfqh [l Ground Sign

- Wall Sign
Qéjuj {Q Eg_ E [l Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Owverall Size (Square Feet): ﬂf ( _@él X _ﬂ@_ ) l.ot/Street I'rontage:

Overall Height from Grade: /é/ {Ig Fl. Building/Tenant Frontage:
Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:
0 W)‘U a Wﬁ)ﬁg Business Name:
e _’]E&QWE ] Size of Sign: Square Feet
Type of Mlumination: Ao - Business Name:
Foot Candles: O L Size of Sign: Square Feet

[ hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and the attached mstruction sheet and state that it is correct
and agree to comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

_ P2/ 0
2z //o

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

Da

[rate

Total square footage: x $4.00 =

Plan Commission Approval Date:



& e

The Green Goddes: [ERAREE T

e LU Sl o
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36"%x96" = 245q ft. *brown border is a wood frame Colors: Green, Dark Brown, Turquolse
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Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commission Members

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %

Date: September 8, 2010

Re: Sign Review — 130 W. Chestnut Street — Iinsdale Bank and Trust
SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

The petitioner is requesting 1o modify existing signage at the Hinsdale Bank and Trust at 130 W.
Chestnut Streel. The property is located in the B-3 General Business District and is improved
with an existing bank.

The existing sign is a wood monument sign with individual blue letters and up-lit using ground
lighting. Most of the work proposed by the applicant is general maintenance and clean-up of the
sign however the applicant would like to remove the wood panel containing the individual letters
and replace it with a lit box sign. The size of the proposed box sign would match the dimensions
of the existing panel that currently contain the bank’s name. The applicant has indicated that the
colors would be the same with a white background and blue letters and also that the ground

lighting would be removed.

Subsection 9-106] of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for monument signs in the B-3
District. Monument signs are to be a maximum of 50 square feet per sign face and an overall
permitted height of 8°-0". As such, the proposed sign application meets the requirements of
Section 9-106 — Signs of the Zoning Code.

Attachment

Cc: President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees

David Cook, Village Manager
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT
Applicant Sign Contractor
Name: Hindale Bank and Trust Sign Identity, Inc
Address: 25 E. 1st. Street Ton Van Winkle
City/Zip: Hinsdale, IL 60521 415 Taft Ave.
Phone No.; _ 630-920-2700 Glen Ellyn, IL 60137
Fax No.: 866-955-2170 630-942-1400
T30 -533-019]
Contact Person: Lynn Caolby, Prop. Manager
SIGN ADDRESS: 0V Chest St ZONING DISTRICT:
Type of Sign: Ground sign LoVstrest frontage:
Building frontage: _— sl _ Total square footage of sign: _ 25 s.f.
Dimensions of Sign: Length? ~ 3" Wide x 5"-0"high — pgjgpt;
Overall height of sign (grade to top of sign): __> >
Proposed colors used in sign (max. three): ___ White With blue letters
Type of flumination: larsoont bulbs Foot-candles:
EXISTING SIGN _INFUHMATIDN
Business Name g . Size of Sign
Hinsdale Bank & Trust Company 5 "E' wide x 57-0" high
(existing sign is rotting and needs replacement)

| hereby acknowledge that | have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and
dale Ordinances.

state that it is corgect and agreg,to comply with all Village of Hi
Ao @/MZ:
Date’

Signature of Applicant
7/2 {/ o

Fapy & CGlly 45 dquat
Siganugrfpgf Bﬁm%arg iﬁ v Tiwaf Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee: $3.96 per square foot, not less than $72.00 per sign

x $3.86 =

Total square footage:

Plan Commission Approval Date:

Pearmit No.:

Date of Permit:




HINSDALE
BANK & TRUST
COMPANY

Lighted bax sign 40" x 2-6" x |-0"
Installed between existing posts, 4-0 /2"
Copy - Houted letters

Cabinet white w/disconnect

26

Existing Post
Existing Post

mhu .Q__ﬁ.- Client: Hinsdale Bank & Trust | have reviewed the above specifications and understand the scope of
==l l|

e L) , - the waork to be performed and approve this project to begin:
Hﬁ&m:ﬁ.ﬁg _d._m:__wmmw_mmmﬁ_ﬂ:ﬁ Ave, Client Approval: Landlord Approval:
A15 Taft Ave, Glan Ellyn, IL 60137 3

630-942-1400 Fax: 630-842-8400 | pate: V1Y 20,2010 Date: / / Date: / /

This drawing is the property of Sign Identity, Inc. and has been made available to the client to illustrate design, materials and manufacturing detail. Any alternations, reproductions
in whole ar part, ar distribution for bid are prohibated without written approval and consent of Sign [dentity, Ine. Copyright 2010




gty g g
WS TS

™

E xisting Woed sign. 4-0" x 2'-6" and wood pest sign

. - Client: ; | have reviewed the above specifications and understand the scope of
4 H
m__ﬁ@ i Q W_ﬁﬂﬂm im_MmMﬂ_Mﬂm__.m.__.___WwMEm# the wark to be performed and approve this project to begin:
= | | C i ; :
kgLl LU Hinsdale, IL Client Approval: Landlord Approval:
415 Taft Ave. Glan Ellyn, IL 60137
F30-042-1400 Fax: 530-942-8400 | pate:  SUY 20,2010 Date: / / Date:

!

!

This drawing is the property of Sign Identity, Inc. and has been made available to the client to illustrate design, materials and manufacturing detail. Any alternations, reproductions

in whole or part, or distribution for bid are prohibated without written approval and consenl of Sign Identity, Inc. Copyright 2010




Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commission Members

From: Sean Gascoipne, Village Planner %

Date: September 8, 2010

Re: Sign Review — 500 W, Chestnul Street — First Merit Bank
SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

The petitioner is requesting to switch out existing signage for the purpose of re-branding. The

former Midwest Bank and Trust is now First Merit Bank and is requesting to replace one wall-
mounted sign and reface an existing monument sign at the property known as 500 W. Chestnut
Street. The property is located in the B-3, General Business District and is improved with an

existing bank.

The existing wall sipn is a cabinet sign located on the west elevation of the building and would
be removed entirely. The newly proposed wall sign would be located on the north elevation
facing Chestnut and would be a raceway with channel letters, as identified on the attached
illustrations. The wall sign would be about 35 square feet and has an overall height of
approximately 14°-0”. The monument sign would be a direct replacement of the acrylic panel
and would be approximately 33 square feet. The signage will consist of the First Merit corporate
loga which is blue, white and gold, as illustraicd in the attached exhibit. According to the
submitted applications, both signs are proposed to be illuminated.

Subsection 9-106) of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for wall signage in the B-3
District and maximum square footage is one square foot per foot of building frontage, up to a
maximum ol one hundred square feet, The maximum overall height of a wall sign is not more
than 20 feet or no higher than the bottom of any second floor window, whichever is less.
Monument signs are 1o be a maximum of 50 square feet per sign face and an overall permitted
height of 8’-0”. As such, the proposed sign application meets the requirements of Section 9-106
— Signs of the Zoning Code.

Attachment
Cc:  President Cauley and the Village Board of 'I'mustees

David Cook, Village Manager
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FIRSTMERIT

MIDWEST BANK CONVERSION
SIGN PACKAGE

#59380 HINSDALE
500 West Chestnut Street

M SIGN Hinsdale, IL 60521 REVISION HISTORY:

8959 TYLER BLVD.
MENTOR, OHIO 44060
PH. 440-209-6200 FAX 440-209-6277

Aug. 4, 2010




SITEPLAN |
SIGN CALLOUT \ SIGN LEGEND
ldentifier’ Descriplion Quantity.  Snuare Foolage _

_ Realacement faces | . . o ..- =
il ground sign 3.3 w100 [2) twa facas 25

@. [ [hannal latiars FrAIH-18 (1) nan 7.4

Trailic - ) :
Confrollers 7" %18 i4) three 0

[imectinnal 18" % 20° | (1) ong 25

@ Diracfinnal [ 187 % 20" i) e 25

@ Diractional 18" x 20" i1 one 25

b —

T mam e TR TICKET #: DRAWING #: DATE: REVISION HISTORY

SI : -~ 184778 | 1847705 | 7114710 -arqlipﬁTE: T = - CHANGESMADE: - - ==

 ORTHARY FTRST‘.“[ER[T PROJECT MANAGER: CETEEI it vie | hooet Bl e ——— ——
AIVIPANY

L TR0 Vi shawed celated sign - :
| STERAMIE DEMISTON Wiv | 1 i Partner with 1t The bes’r
T , 1 —
8059 TYLER BILVD. SR iR FIRTAIERIT 201 MIDWEST GONVERSIONISH380 HINGDALE A - - S : .
: : b = ——— = EE—
MENTOR, OHIO 44060 SO0 W, CHESTHUT ST REVIEWED BY: paTE. o
3 TINSDALE, 1L 60524 . === = i_

PH. 440-209-6200 FAX 440-209-6277

HGTJCE PRINTS ARE THE EXCLUSIVE PROPERTY OF ‘MC SIGN COMPANY"ANY UN AUTHORIZED USE OR DUPLICATION WILL RESULT IN A 20% CHARGE PER OCCURRENCE PER THE VALUE OF THE DISPLAY® MC SIGN CO. 1998



REPLACEMENT FACES

Seale: 1/2"=1-0"  32.5 square feet

‘_ 9-11-1/2° —_— ]
| - | REPLACEMENT FACES:

cut sizg
| | CABINET:  Existing 10" deep cabinet w/ 1-1/2" retainers - all

B (I ! be repainted FM Gray
-~ FACES: Flat solar grade White polycarbonate w/ franslucent
' vinyl overlays (2) two required
3-2-1/2" F M
cuf pize IRST ERIT o _
POLE COVER: Existing to be repainted FM Gray

Bank

CABINET SIZE: 3'-3" x 100" o
- COLOR MATCHING

Fandone G600 (- Blug - .
- MG-2314 Trans. Yy - Panioun 43V G-y
Peatane 572 £~ Geid
- 131 layer 3M Scolehes 220625 Suntinvear Fullow
L 2nd layo 30 Bedd Nugoel # 3630-141

Proposed signage

gxisting conditions

FIRSTMERIT

Bank

TICKET #: DRAWING # DATE: REVISION HISTORY
== warre L g [ 7n4na | {@-%Eﬂ s I s _ CHANGESMADE: T 4= =
|' |’. W

I -iE'.li'SE" gize & heiphl of gig _
e =) FTRSTMER[T PROJECT MANAGER: SDESENEE: TR | Gttt :
COMPANY Baik _STFFAME DERISTON 1 v i — — - 3 Pariner w1’rh the best.
i : I— : : === B, 1T SIGNATURE & APPROVAL DATE:
8959 TYLER BLVD. | P— | FIRSTEAI1 2010 MIDHEST CONVERSIDN 59450 HINEAL & it I I - — ;
DATE —e—— == = I I

MENTOR, OHIO 44060 & 500 0. CHESTHT &1 REVIEWED BY: _ _
'H. 440-209-6200 FAX 440-209-6277 B 1 == —
USRI CI BN | o o USIVE PRORERTY OF MG SIGN COMPANY* ANY UN-AUTHORIZED USE OR DUPLICATION WILL RESULT IN A 20% CHARGE PER OCCURRENCE PER THE VALUE OF THE DISPLAY® WC SIGN CO. 1998




LED ILLUMINATED CHANNEL LETTERS - Raceway mounted FMIS-18

Soale: 3/8"=1'-0"  84.7 square feat RACEWAY MOUNTED CHANNEL LETTERS:

FACES: 316" #2447 White acrylic w/ vinyls overlays as shown
TRIMCAP: 1" jewelite trimcap painted to match light tan of stucco/dryvit

0 10°-3-3"
| . - . | RETURNS: 5" Deep .040 alum. painted to match light tan of stucco/dryvit
I

ILLUMINATION: White LED's as required by manufacturar

| oy
P Q; MOUNTING:  Low profile raceway 4” x 8" painted to match bullding

N
(PRTL | L QUANTITY: (1) one set required
_ 1 r
| I-ﬁ. mﬂmm -I..:l.ﬂllllt.
11 A 1
| COLOR MATCHING |
| [k o
— Pnnturaﬂ?ﬂﬂ-ﬂuld. _ RACESAY
note: Existing s/f wall sign to be removed completely - ey LN - COLOR T BE FIELD

VERIFIED

in order to install new proposed channel letter set #E-02 as shown

ey TRINMGAP & RETURNE
e I COLOR 70 BE FIELTD
VERIFIED

— LED CHANNEL - RACEWAY MOUNT
PROPOSED NORTHEAST ELEVATION Scale: 1/8”"=1"-0"

= I
Hinckiivg a5 e | LJ N o T cap
Y
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Memorandum

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

Date: September 8, 2010

Re: Sign Review — 108 Chestnut — Fodeo

SIGN PERMIT REVIEW

The petitioner is requesting a wall sign at the property known as 108 Chestout Street. The
property is located in the B-3 General Business District and is a tenant within a multi-tenant

commercial building,

The sign would be located along the north elevation of the building and would be 19.25 square
feet (7°-0" x 2°-9") and has an overall height of approximately 16 leel. The signage will consist
of individual red channcl letters taking the form of their corporate logo, as illustrated in the
attached exhibit.

Subsection 9-106] of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for new wall signage in the B-3
District and allows a maximum of 25square feet for each business and an overall height of no
more than 20 feet. 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 Trustess
David Cook, Village Manager



VILLAGL OF ITINSDALE
CONMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APTLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

[Applicant

ame: Fones ?C:lme:
Address _lof w - GrestruT Address.
City/Zip: _Hiwsvare 1L poS2 /) City/Zip:
Phone/Fax. (k8 ) 579 - 13kl [/ 708-S79-/36# Phone/Fax: ()
E-Mail; _ VM Crooes neT | C-Mail:

Contact Name.  Vewweie nleose }-} Contact Name:

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: Sign Typo:
JOB . CresTriur " H,uﬁnmc IL Los2] X Permanen i Temporars
ZONING DISTRICT: {{{}“;‘fl";::f"

. Pole Sipn

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Squate Feet): [9.25  ( 2715'x 71 ) Lot/Street Frontage:

Overall Ieight from Grade: 1 Tt Building/Tenant Frontage:

Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:
0 Kep [ 1] Business Name:

L1 Size of Sipn: Square Feet

Type of Mumination: _Erectric | upnt BULE

Business Namg:

Foot Candles: Size of Sign: ___ Square Feet

| I hereby acknowledpe that | have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that it is correct
| end ngree 10 comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

| ot #--< 8/ [ro7e

Signature of Applicant g Daw

Signature of ]iu[lding Owney Date

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

Total square footage: ___ x %400

Plan Commission Approval Date:



F: 19 3/4 tall, 14 wide

0: 15 3/4 tall, 15 1/4 wide
D: 20 tall, 15 wide

E: 33tall, 14 7/8 wide

0: 15 3/4 tall, 15 1/4 wide

All are 5” deep.

260.92 in




Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners
From: Scan Gascoigne, Village Planner%
Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: Seplember 8, 2010

Re: 18 S. Blaine Street

g

REQUEST

The petitioner, Mary Alice and Dennis Fitzpatrick, are requesting exterior appearance
and site plan review to allow for a 6-foot privacy fence along Chicago Avenue which
runs along the north portion of the subject property. The property is zoned O-1, but is
a single family residence and as such requires site plan/exterior appearance approval
for any improvements made on the property. It should be noted that this request is
after-the-fact as the applicant has already installed the fence and is requesting the
approval as a result of being cited by the Village for doing the work without the
appropriate Village approvals. On a non-residential lot, the building code permits an
8-foot fence, whereas the applicant has only installed a 6-foot fence. As such the
fence meets the requirements of the Village’s Building Code. The style and size of the
fence can be identified in the attached documents provided by the applicant.

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



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

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

You must complete all portions of this application. If you think certain
information is not applicable, then write "N/A.” If you need additional

space, then attach separate sheets to this form.
._Mﬂ'r?‘ Alice 4 Dennis Fi%zpa’rﬁtk

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

1p 5. Blaine St ; Hinsdale, 7t @os521

Property address:
Property legal description: [attach to this form]

Present zoning classification: O~ 1
Square footage of property: __

Lot area per dwelling: -
E’F} i 'y (5);
Lot dimensions: 62 X 133 25 «x 23

Current use of property: 5['[!9[3 [Multi | Business OFfice Use
[] Single-family detached dwelling

Proposed use:

¥ Other:

Approval sought: [0 Building Permit _l Variation
[0 Special Use Permit 1 Planned Development
[] Site Plan Tl Exterior Appearance

~1 Design Review
M Other: Replacing existing fence with same hgijht
& cedar Fence

Brief description of request and proposal:
ReFlaca rotten old fence with new fence tu match existing.

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards:
front: 597 _Ji__
interlor side(s) W/ N|A 6 /NIA

395’ L



Provided: Required by Code:

35'

corner side
15’

rear
Setbacks (businesses and

uﬂ'lces’)
front: _L\LEL_
d

interior side(s)
corner side
rear

others:
Ogden Ave. Center:

York Rd. Center:
Forest Preserve:

Building heights:
principal building(s): < ho' 30!
accessory building(s):

Maximum Elevations:

principal building(s):
accessory building(s):

Dwelling unit size(s):
Total building coverage:

i

ii

<
AL
T

AL

.|
i

pof
e B

Total lot coverage: 50 't

Floor area ratio: . ﬂ:Q

Accessory bullding(s): M /A

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

Number of off-street parking spaces required: _ /4

Number of loading spaces required: N /A

Statement of applicant:

| 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 denial or revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.
By: rh - .{;lﬂ%gﬁcﬂ WF ; '

Applicant’s sijn%;ﬁre

AT /- Mapy Alice Ftzpatrie
Rt ol it e Moty patrick

Dated: g‘) ¥ ?7 i d .
ate % 20/

2.



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that,
based on the information included in Plan Commission File for 18 S,
Blaine Street, regarding Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review 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:

Mary Alice and Dennis Fitzpatrick

Address or description of subject property:

18 S. Blaine Street, Hinsdale, IL. 60521

Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:
Installation of a 6'-0” privacy fence

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any - See Plan

Commission File for 18 S. Blaine Street, regarding Exterior

Appearance/Site Plan Review in 2010.

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

The Board of Trustee's adopt an Ordinance that granis the following requests:
e Scction 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Exterior

Appearance Review.

e Section 11-604 of the Zoning Code governing Site Plan Review.

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 (¢) 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 inifio and shall give rise to

no rights whatsoever.

o (LA

Village Manager

Dated: & // &, 2010




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

VILLAGE
0}' HINSDALE FrYINIEL S5 1T GENERAL APPIJEATION

1. GENERAL INFORMATION

Fleasse Not?‘r’nu MUST cnmsplete and attach all appropriate applications and standards
applicable to your specific request to this application.

Applicant _ Owner

Name: Devnis 4 Mar}r Alice I:Hzi:!ai riek
Address: 18 5. Blaine st
City/Zip: Hinsdale, t. €osz{ M

Phone/Fax: (630) 225-¢ {4 [
E-Mail: maryalice @dctitz, com

Name: Pevinis ¢ Mm":.f Alice Fi*l‘zpaln'::l(

Address: 18 & Blawne St.

City/Zip: Hipsdale, 7t @052/

Phone/Fax: (&30) 225- ¢4 /
E-Mail: mnaryalice @& deditz, com
L

r—— —— — - —‘ m —— = ——— ——— = - ——— ;ﬁ]
Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)
Name: N /A Name: _ N/A
Title: Title:
Address: Address:
City/Zip: City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (___) / Phone/Fax: (___) !
E-Mail: E-Mail:
B — — — —— —— ——— —

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

1) _ Nene
2)
3)




1I.  SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: |8 5. Blaine St Hinsdale, 71 Gos52.|

Property identification number (P..N. or tax number): 09 - 12 - 20f - CO&

Brief description of proposed project: Ke placed ex 15t ag fence witdl same he f}lrrf'_

edar fen

General description or characteristics of the site: _Houme | OFfice r[ 2 -Flat Apariment Em'idmj
e e — e
. ) M this way in 19084
Garha%e 4 R’er_‘};clmﬁ contamers in baeh}xard. Bi'f'qch S ay. :

Boulltin 1908 — Restored Vietoriavi [no garage.

Existing zoning and land use: _ O~ 1

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: Koad + Railroad Tracks South:  Dentist OFfice
East: Blaine &t Residents West: E mlofz,r Lot
Proposed zoning and land use N /A

(8quare feolage of property | coe3  sguare Feet )

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

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

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

& Exterior Appearance 11-606E
O Planned Development 11-603E

O Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: 0O Development in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: & S Blaine St

The following table is based on the 0 - { Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
O-1 0-2 0O-3
Minimum Lot Area (s.1.) 8,500 | 25,000 | 20,000 L. 7ed €£
 Minimum Lot Depth 126 | 125 | 125 12645 '
Minimum Lot Width 60 100 80 a5\ !
Building Height 30 40 60 420"
Number of Stories 2.5 3 5 7
Front Yard Setback 35 25 25 7527
Corner Side Yard Setback 35 25 25 (2"
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 10 10 295
Rear Yard Setback 25 20 20 =
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 40 50 35
(F.A.R.)” . 4o
Maximum Total Building 35% N/A N/A
Coverage™ 20%
Maximum Total Lot Coverage” | 80% 80% 50% S /o
Parking Requirements
NIA | |
Parking front yard setback LA — —
Parking corner side yard '
setback MIA | ——— T
Parking interior side yard s
setback N A —T1
Parking rear yard setback A ] — —
Loading Requirements W A Fp—
Accessory Structure
Information N ’A D

*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,

On the

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 praperty, if different from the applicant, states that he ar 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 vard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.
2. A vehleular 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
enlrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage ol 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 ather utility facilities.

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

8. 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 localtion, 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 |s the subject of this application available for inspection by the Village
at reasonable 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 correcled information as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days following the change, and thal failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

The Applicant understands that hefshe [s 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, 1889,

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROFERTY AND, |[F DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE FPAYMENT OF THE AFPLICABLE APPLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
AFPPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SA|ID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROFERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30} DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

FAYMENT. -
, day of J ey , 2870 . IWe have read the above certification, understand It, and agree

to abide by,its condition

- 2O

r=—— g G
gnature of aﬁpuqﬁnt ar authorized agent Signatupe of aphﬁﬁn authorized agent

ZZ/&’LS_H‘- & eLe ‘MQ%AJ'{CL EE’tL;gaﬁ:a'c i<
Mame of applicart or autMorized agent Name dof a ant or autharized agent

SUBSCRIBED AND-SWORN

“!o before me this day of

£
J




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT
EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

VILLAGE -
OF HINSDALE — SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

Address of proposed request: |8 5 DPlaine 5t Hiﬂ:ﬁddfe; Ti

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and enhance property values, and (o promote the health, safety, and
welfare of the Village and its residents, Please note that Subscction Standards for building permits refers to
Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design permit review.

*#*PLEASE NOTLE##% If this is a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village
Planner for a description of the additional requirements.

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00
Within 250 feet of a Single-Family Residential District: $800

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Public Safety
Committee and Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requests. Please
respond lo each criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper

to respond to guestions if needed.

1. Open spaces. The quality of the open space between buildings and in setback spaces
between street and facades. [+ £its.

2. Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. |t Fits.

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

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. M /A

-1-



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

. 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. M /A

. 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 buildLng is visually related.
A

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

. 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 enirance 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. N /A

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

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

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

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. I+ Fits.

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. N/A

15. Directional expression of front elevation. The buildings shall be visually compalible with the

buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related in its directional character,
-9



whether this be vertical character, horizontal character, or nondirectional character.
N

18. Special consideration for existing buildings. For existing buildings, the Plan Commission and
the Board of Trustees shall consider the availability of materials, technology, and

craftsmanship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing.
MJA

REVIEW CRITERIA - Site Plan 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 sile 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.

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

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.

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

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

6. The screening of the site does nol provide adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.

= s



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

8. 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.

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.

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.

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

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

To: Chairman Byrnes and Plan Commissioners
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner @
ce:  Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner

David Cook, Village Manager
Date: September 8, 2010

Re:  Memorial Hall Generator Fence — 19 E. Chicago Avenue

REQUEST

The petitioner, the Village of Hinsdale, is requesting exterior appearance and site plan
review to allow [or a 6-foot ornamental fence to be located around the existing generators
on the south side of the Villages' Memorial Hall. The property is zoned 1B, Institutional
Buildings and as such requires site plan/exterior appearance approval for any
improvements made on the property. While the fence is permanent in material, it will be
temporary in nature as George Franco, Director of Public Services has indicated that the
fence is an affordable alternative intended to provide security and protect individuals
from the existing generators until the Village is able to secure funds to place a more
permanent fence around the site. The Village has had several problems in the recent past
where individuals have breached the existing cloth fence thereby creating unnecessary
lighilities for the Village. The proposed ornamental fence would alleviate that concern
until the Village is able to secure the appropriate funds for a permanent structure. While
the proposed fence does not attach to the building and therefore does not require a
Certificate of Appropriateness from the Historic Preservation Commission, Mr, Franco
has indicated that the intent is to eventually secure funding to build a permanent, masonry
fence that will tie inte Village Hall both physically and aesthetically, which would
ultimately require approval from both the Historic Preservation Commission and the Plan
Commission. Tn addition, Certificates of Appropriateness are not required in connection
with any permit necessary (o correct what is determined to be an immediate health or

safety problem.

On a non-residential lot, the building code permits an 8-fool fence. As such the fence
meets the requirements of the Village's Building Code. The style and size of the fence
can be identified in the attached documents provided by the applicant.

Ce: President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees



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

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

You must complete all portions of this application. If you think certain information
is not applicable, then write "N/A." If you need additional space, then attach

separate sheets lo this form.

Applicant’s name: Village of Hinsdale

Owner’s name (if different):
Property address: 19 E. Chicago Avenue
Property legal description: [attach to this form]

Present zoning classification: IB, Institutional Buildings

Square footage of property: 158, 400 square feel

Lot area per dwelling: N/A
Lot dimensions: 330" x 480’
Current use of property: Village Hall and Hinsdale Public Library
Proposed use: _1 Single-family detached dwelling
L Other:
Approval sought: "l Building Permit [l Variation
I Special Use Permit ] Planned Development
[l Site Plan _ Exterior Appearance
Ll Design Review
| Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
Install a 6'-0" ornamental fence around existing generators on south side of building.

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards:
front: 185’ 35’

interior side(s) N/A / N/A /
g



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side 162'/40' 35'/35'
rear 110 25

Setbacks (businesses and offices):

front: PEN——
interior side(s) _( . R
corner side N .
rear — [NMA P
others: . -
Ogden Ave. Center:

York Rd. Center: —
Forest Preserve:

Building heights:

principal building(s): Existing 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: N/A N/A
Total lot coverage: IN/A N/A
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): N/A

Number of off-street parking spaces required: Approx. 100 (based on gross square footage).
Number of loading spaces required: 1

Statement of applicant:

| 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 denial or

revocation of the Ce

ificate of Zoning Compliance.
ﬁ’}"//!ﬁ dﬂé - g P
By: s ——
Applicant's signature
— 2
C@“j o % .
Applicant's printed name
Dated: &6  20r0




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that,
based on the information included in Plan Commission File for 19 E.,
Chicago Avenue, regarding Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review 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:

The Village of Hinsdale

Address or description of subject property:

19 E. Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, IL 60521

Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:
Installation of a 6-0” ornamental fence around the existing

generators for the Memorial Building

Plans reviewed, il any: See attached plans, if any - See Plan

Commission File for 19 E, Chicago Avenue, regarding Exterior
Appearance/Site Plan Review in 2010.

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

The Board of Trustee's adopt an Ordinance that
e Scction 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Exterior

Appearance Review.
e Section 11-604 of the Zoning Code poverning Site Plan Review.

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 circumstiances 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 (¢) 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.
P o a1
By: / /é CJ%‘*‘(_J
Vil\ﬁgg Manager
‘t's"//n.

Dated: , 2010




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

_ | DEPARTMENT
U LLAGE
OF HlNSDALE GENERAL APPLICATION

L GENERAL INFORMATION

Please Note: You MUST complete and attach all appropriate applications and standards
applicable to your specific request to this application.

Applicant
Name: _Village of Hinsdale — Public Works

Name: _ Same as applicant

Address: 19 E. Chicago Ave. Address:
City/Zip: __Hinsdale, 11. 60521 City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (__)
E-Mail:

Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7090 /

E-Mail: gfranco@villageofhinsdale.org

i

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

i

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)

1} _George Franco, Director of Public Works

27 _Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commisioner

3) _Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner




I1. SITE INFORMATTON

Address of subject property: _18 E. Chicago Avenue (Memorial Hall)

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): 08-01-332-001, -002, -003 and -004

Brief description of proposed project: Installation of new €'-0" ornamental fence arcund the existing

generators on the south side of Memorial Hall.

General description or characteristics of the site: Memorial Hall containing Village Hall and the Hinsdale

Public Library

Existing zoning and land use: __|B — Institutional Buildings District

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: _R-4, Single Family Residential South: _0OS, Open Space District (Burlington Park)

East: _R-4, Single Family and Post Office ~  West: B-5, Multi Family & B-1, Business District

Proposed zoning and land use: __No Change

Existing square footage of property: 3.64 acres

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: 25,000 square feet

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

\i Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 O Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested:

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

X Exterior Appearance 11-606E
I O Planned Development 11-603E

O Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Reguested: O Development in the B-2 Central Business

ﬂ District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: _ 19 E. Chicago Ave.

The following table is based onthe __IB  Zoning District.

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

Minimum Lot Area

50,000

158,400 sq. ft.

“Minimum Lot Depth 250 480 feet
Minimum Lot Width 200 330 feet
Building Height 40 N/A (Existing Building)

Number of Stories N/A 3
Front Yard Setback 35 185 feet
Corner Side Yard Setback 35/35 162 feet/ 40 feet
Interior Side Yard Setback N/A N/A
Rear Yard Setback 25 110 feet
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 50 < .50
(F.A.R.)"
Maximum Total Building Coverage* | N/A N/A
Maximum Total Lot Coverage” N/A N/A
Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback N/A N/A

Parking corner side yard setback | N/A N/A

Parking interior side yard setback | N/A N/A

Parking rear yard setback N/A N/A
Loading Requirements N/A N/A
Accessory Structure Information 15-0" N/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, lo 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 o the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
belief. The owner of the subject property, il different from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all infarmation contained in this application is lrue and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.
The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. |n addition,

the applicant understands thal the Village may require additional Information prior to the consideration of this
application which may include, but is nol limited to, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setbhack 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 alsles; sidawalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as belwean
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.

Loecation and height of fences or screen planlings and the type or kink of bullding materials or
plantings usead for fencing or screening.

B. 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 ar Commission hearing the application.

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

It 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 ather
acceptable written statement containing the new or corrected |nformation as soon as practicable but not less than
ten days fellowing the change, and that failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the appllcation; 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, 1988,

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 AGCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT. "

On the f Qﬂ , day of _141{ 5;&-1; -;'*F’ 2 0o | \"We have read the above certificalion, understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN

to bifure me this _I%zgi}'ﬂm M Jfa M/’Ii ]

“Cepl
Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signalture of applicant or authorized agent
Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized agenl

OFFICIAL SEAL
] KELLY U ANBACH

b NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS
MY COMMIESION EXPIRES 0801113

oo
-
=
-
=
=
o



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT
EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE e SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

Address of proposed request: _ 19 E. Chicago Avenue (Memorial Hall)

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
quality of the Village, (o protect, preserve, and enhance property values, and to promote the health, safety, and
wellare of the Village and its residents. Please note that Subsection Standards for building permits refers o
Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design permit review.

##+PLEASE NOTE#**# If this is a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village
Planner for a description of the additional requirements,

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00
Within 250 leet of a SlllglE 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 reguests. 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. N/A

2. Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. The fence would be an ornamental aluminum fence with the appearance of

wrought iron which would replace the existing fabric fence

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. __Again, the fence is intended to replace the existing fabric fence
and will look like wrought iron until the Village can secure sufficient funds to install a masonry

fence,

4. General sile 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. N/A

1




5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. The proposed fence would be 6'-0" In height

6. Proportion of front facade. 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. N/A

7. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to the height of windows shall be visually
compalible with buildings, public ways, and places to which the building is visually related.
N/A

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

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 compalible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. _N/A

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. N/A

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. While the proposed fence will not be made of the
same materials as Memorial Hall, its appearance should be visually compatible and appealing.

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

13. Walls of continuity. Building facades and appurtenances such as walls, fences, and landscape
masses shall, when it is a characterislic 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. N/A

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 compatitle with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which they are visually related. N/A

B



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 non-directional character.

IN/A

16. Special consideration for existing buildings. For existing buildings, the Plan Commission and
the Board of Trustees shall consider the availability of materials, technology, and
craftsmanship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing.

REVIEW CRITERIA — Site Plan Review
Below are the criteria thal 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 sheel of paper to respond to questions if

needed.

Section 11-604 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Site Plan Review. The sile 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 slandards 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.
Installation of the fence will not interfere with any of the above

4, The proposed site plan is unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of
surrounding property. The proposed fence will replace the existing fabric fence and will be
far more appealing. Beyond that, it will provide security and protection from the existing

generators.

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

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. The proposed fence will be compatible with
Memorial Hall.

. 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 satisfaclorily 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 health, safety, or general

welfare, _ The proposed fence will actually improve these factors as it will protect individuals
from getting in _and around the existing generators which _has been a problem to
date.
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Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners
From: Secan Gascoigne, Village Planner

Ce: Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: September §, 2010

Public Iearing [or 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
struectures in the B-2, Central Business Disiricl.

7

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,

At the Plan Commission meeting of July 14”1, the Commission was generally in support of the
amendment, but wanted to see it within the context of an ordinance to offer suggestions for
tightening up some of the language. Attached is the requested ordinance for comments and any
suggeslions regarding the language should be forwarded on as part of the recommendation to the
7PS and Village Board.

Attachment

Cec:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees



DIRAFT

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE V (BUSINESS DISTRICTS),
SECTION 5-110 (BULK, SPACE AND YARD REQUIREMENTS)
SUBSECTION A (MAXIMUM HEIGHT) AND SUBSECTION G
(“EXCEPTIONS AND EXPLANATORY NOTES”) OF THE
HINSDALE ZONING CODE REGARDING OVERALL BUILDING
HEIGHT IN THE B-2 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
(Plan Commission Case No. A-09-2010)

WHEREAS, the Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, seeks to amend Article V
(Business Districts), Section 5-110 (Bulk, Space and Yard Requircments),
Subsection A (Maximum Height) and Subsection G (Exceptions and Explanatory
Notes) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regarding maximum building height in the B-2
Central Business District for principal structures in existence prior to April 20,
2010 (“the Application”); and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing to
consider the Application on July 14, 2010 and September 8, 2010, pursuant to
notice thercof properly published in the Hinsdalean on June 24, 2010, and, after
considering all of the testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing, the
Plan Commission recommended approval of the Application subject to numerous
conditions and recommendations, all as set forth in the Plan Commission's Findings
and Recommendations for Plan Commission Case No. A-09-2010; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, at a public meeting on
2010, considered the Application and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan
Commission and made its recommendation to the Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission and all
of the facts and circumstances affecting the Apphcation, and the President and
Board of Trustees have determined that it i1s appropriate to amend the Hinsdale
Zoning Code as provided in this Ordinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of Illinois,

as fTollows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.




Section 2. Amendment of Section 5-110. Article V (Business Districts),
Section 5-110 (Bulk, Space, and Yard Requirements), Subsection A ("Maximum
Height”) and Subsection G ("Exceptions and Explanatory Notes”) of the Hinsdale
Zoning Code are amended by adding the following underlined language to read as

follows:

Sec. 5-110. Bulk, Space, And Yard Requirements:

The bwlding height, lot, yard, setback, floor area ratio, and coverage
requirements applicable in the business districts are set forth in the
following table. Footnote references appear in subsection G of this
section at the end of the table.

B-1 B2 B-3
A. Maximum Height!:

1. Principal structures:

(a) Feet 30 30214 30
(b) Stories (whichever is less) 2 214 2
& * *® *

G. Exceptions And Explanatory Notes:

* * ¥ L]

14. Height Increases For Principal Structure Existing Before April 20,
2010, In The B-2 District: A principal structure in the B-2 district that

as of April 20, 2010, exceeds two (2) stories andfor thirty (30) feet in

“height,” as that term is defined in section 12-206 of this code, as
amended, may be altered, renovated, replaced. maintained, repaired or

reconstructed to the same condition that existed as of said date,
including, but not limited to, the number of stories, height, lot
coverage and sethack of the principal structure, notwithstanding the
non-conformance of the principal structure before and after the

alteration, renovation, replacement. maintenance, repair or

reconstruction; provided, however, the protection afforded by this note
shall not apply to any such structure that is brought into conformance
after April 20, 2010.

Section 3. Severability and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. If
any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid,

the invalidity thereof shall not affect any of the other provisions of this Ordinance.

-2~



All ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed (o the extent of such
conflict.

Section 4, Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the manner
provided by law.

PASSED this __ day of 2010.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this ______ day of 2010.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk

ZAPLEVillsge of Hinsdale’Ordinances 2010% 10-xx Sec. 5-110 08-18-10.doc



Memorandum

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

Cc: Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: September 8, 2010

Public Hearing for Case A-13-2010

Applicant: John Weinberger/Continental Motors

Request: Special Use Permit to allow a Planned Development and Site Plan/Exterior
Appearance Approval for facade improvements to the existing car dealership
at 420 E. Ogden Avenue

g

The applicant, Continental Motors is requesting a Special Use Permit to allow a Planned
Development and Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for exterior work to the fagade of the
existing car dealership at 420 E. Ogden Avenue. In 2007, Continental Motors came before the
Village Board to request various approvals, which included text amendments to allow a Planned
Development providing for the expansion of the existing car dealership along Ogden Avenue, as
well as the actual Special Use for the Planned Development and Site Plan/Exterior Appearance
approval for the expansion of the existing car dealership. On August 27", 2007 the ZPS
forwarded this request on to the Village Board meeting of September 4™ with a favorable and
unanimous vote where il was then approved unanimously by the Village Board as Ordinance
#02007-62 (attached herein). Recent structural issues prompted the applicant to apply for
permits to make these repairs and use this opportunity io request a Major Adjustment to the
Planned Development and propose the fagade changes to the Village Board. It was at this time
that staff identified an error made during the initial approval process in 2007. While the text
amendment allowing the dealership 1o request the Planned Development was approved, the latter
requests which included the Special Use for the Planned Development and Exterior
Appearance/Site Plan Review, were erroneously dropped from the request during the process,
and subsequently never approved. While two motions and two approving ordinances should
have been executed (one for the text amendments and one for the remaining approvals). only the
ordinance regarding the text amendment was ever adopted leaving all remaining requests
unapproved. The applicant has agreed to come back and obtain the approvals for the processes
which they assumed had already been in place, however due to the severity and risks involved
with the existing damage they requested that the Board discuss and consider the possibility of
allowing them to move ahead with repairs, including the minor modification to the fagade
(illustrated in the attached documents) while they come back through to redo the processes that
were inadvertently not included as part of the approval in 2007.

On May 10, 2010 and May 18, 2010, the EPS and Village Board, respectively, discussed the
issues above and unanimously agreed that they were in favor of allowing the applicant to move
forward with obtaining conditional permits to make the necessary repairs, including the proposed



alterations, while they resubmit and go through the process to secure approval for the Planned
Development.

Attachment

Cc:  President Canley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook



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

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

You must complete all portions of this application. If you think certain
information is not applicable, then write “N/A.” If you need additional

space, then attach separate sheets to this form.
Applicant’s name: [}vf{ lns, Capoce)
Owner's name (if different): \Tﬂhn F. H'a hbﬂ;r‘:L’Zcm}'LtﬂﬁL ( fgﬁrc{ﬂa}wj
Property address: 4 y4e) E. Ojc(m vEe

Property legal description: [attach to this form]

Present zoning classification: B-2
Square footage of property: 4 S,027

Lot area per dwelling: U[ A
Lot dimensions: /SO X 300
Current use of property: A}'_J‘!‘h Dealersh: .Ip
Proposed use: [1 Single-family detached dwelling
{_Other:
Approval sought: [l Building Permit [0 Variation
W Special Use Permit X Planned Development
P(.Site Plan X{ Exterior Appearance
[0 Design Review
Other:
Brief description of request and proposal: y '[
QEMl X FEF’Q(‘E Nm‘?‘L easle Fn Seglmﬂ o‘l( Exisimng

hoilding
)

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards:

front: L |4 4
724.4' 1 0" f

xinterior side(s)



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side [:ué bl ! A

rear (.9 _Zo'
Setbacks (businesses and offices!” |

front: 4107 iho'

interior side(s) 2941 pt o' 1 ot

corner side

rear bo: 49"

others: WA

I

B I

SEFHE O ‘%F%F%F

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

Building heights:

principal building(s):
accessory building(s):

Maximum Elevations:

principal building(s):
accessory building(s):

Dwelling unit size(s):
Total building coverage:
2 Total lot coverage:
Floor area ratio: 44 _L_
Accessory building(s):
Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]
principal building(s): A _é,é,_
accessory building(s): N A
4 Number of off-street parking spaces required: |20 (ut | Ij'n o)
st-Number of loading spaces required: i

Statement of applicant:

| swear/affirn 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 denial or revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

By:
Dw-—.\as F Cﬂ-ﬂﬁr{'l
Applicant’s printed name
Dated: _ 5_/5 ,20.10).

2



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that, based on the
information included in Application # A-13-2010 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:

John Weinberger/Continental Classic Motors

Address or description of subject property:

420 E. Ogden . Hinsdale Ilinois 60521
Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:

Special Use Permit for a Planned Development and Exterior Appearance/Site Plan
Review for Repair and replacement of portions of the existing car dealership.

Plans reviewed if any: See attached plans, if any. — PC Case A-13-2010

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

e The petitioner must obtain approval for the requested Plan Development.
including the following waivers for existing conditions:
Reduction in the number of required parking spaces from 100 spaces to 40

spaces;

o Reduction in the number of required loading spaces from 1 space to 0
spaces;

o Reduction of the front yard setback from 100 feet to 91.07 feet;

o Reduction of the (east) side yard setback from 10 feet to O feet;

o Allow a total lot coverage of 100% in lieu of the required 90%;

and any other waivers as determined for said approval.

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

e Subsection 11-602E pertaining to Standards for special use permits (which includes the
following conditions);

¢ Subsection 11-603E pertaining to Standards for Planned Developments; and

e Subsection 11-604F pertainmg to Standards for site plan disapproval

s 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.

=



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 Villages’ 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.

Village Manager

Dated: 7/:? , 2079




& :
S5 B ;ﬁ VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
o 8 R -.- e Y 4 ¥ COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
R 2Ny ﬁ’t DEPARTMENT
; VI GE =3
OF HINSDALE wwowone:  PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION
FOR BUSINESS DISTRICTS
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
AEEIiﬂHﬂt L&Mﬂ-hha. C_E’P'f" ri.d:lm
Name: _[ovalas E. cha::qc.d Name: _ John £ Weinberqer
Address: den Ave Address:
City/Zip: Rrookfreld , Il 60513 City/Zip: / bos2/
Phone/Fax: (28) 906- 4356/ 208-485-2023 Phone/Fax: (630) £S5-35357
E-Mail: _d ca [ : E-Mail:
= - |
! Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)
— == : = - ——
Name: 1 kel Archi Name:
Title: __jAi fﬂl;fz}ms .' Title:
Address: PO Be ¥ [25 Address:
City/Zip: D:ynﬁ-rf\ Grm.t éﬁﬁ-.‘ﬂ_ 9 City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (630) 789-2513 /£30-724-0983 Phone/Fax: () /
E-Mail: aws@ Swa— ﬂu.h'.‘,l\ | 43:.’;}‘5 -Com E-Mail:
Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Village position of any officer or employee
of the Village with an interest in the owner of record, the Applicant or the property that is the subject of this
application, and the nature and extent of that interest)
1)
2)
3)




II.  SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: 420 E. Oqc{m Amﬂ H!ﬂjrézlﬂ
J  o09-0j- 212 - 009
Property identification number (P.I.N, or tax number): 0% - 0 - _Z1Z - Q0S~

Brief description of proposed project: )Emn‘lt chﬂrldﬂ EEIPR!'F‘ 4 gm{

]’"E{ZDHS'J'E'UG‘}I'U""!

General description or characteristics of the site: A m[ﬂ C} Eal ek _C.Lu ’._D

Existing zoning and land use: C', 0 ¥ memm.{

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:
North: C.-’.‘)m ""”TE'.t’Cier[ ' South: 2&5 Id\"ﬂ ’Aa[

East: CD mmMme H:ltcL , West: Co mmercia ,

Proposed zoning and land use:

e ——— —

Please mark the a;:raual{s] vou are seeking and attach all applicable applications and
standards for each approval requested:

}i’ Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 H’ Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested;

B Design Review Permit 11-605E md.i to allow deal%ﬁ:_-, :Ez 1
development o a.ll*llmu b ldis

W Exterior Appearance 11-606E + Stductuml repaig
O Planned Developrnent 11-603E

X Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: O Development in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: 4‘20 5 Qja{f;ﬂ A\/E.

The following table is based onthe % -3 Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development - 5
B-1 B-2 B-3
Minimum Lot Area 6,250 | 2,500 | 6,250 A5 027 4
Minimum Lot Depth 125’ 125' 125’ 200
Minimum Lot Width 50 20 50 50 p9
Building Height 30 35’ 30' LA " Mo Add * o1
Number of Stories 2 3 2 i
Front Yard Setback 25' 0" |jgp' 267 Al.01
Corner Side Yard Setback 25' 0 25' M A
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 0 10' 74, AT p o
Rear Yard Setback 20’ 20’ 20' L. (%'
Maximum Floor Area Ratio .35 2.5 50
(FAR.) Al e
Maximum Total Building N/A 80% N/A
Coverage* i l A
Maximum Total Lot Coverage® | 90% | 100% 90% 100 Lo
Parking Requirements
r }zuo
Parking front yard setback (8o 40
Parking corner side yard
setback /A N f A
Parking interior side yard f '
setback N ) A A
Parking rear yard setback A A
Loading Requirements f o
Accessory Structure 18’ 15’ 15’
Information (height)

* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state t

application despile such lack of compliance:

hireaﬁﬂn and explain the Village's autharity, il any, to approve the

[ AT e hc}




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 10 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 noncanforming 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 ol yard and sstback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.
2, A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the |ocation, dimenslions, gradient, and number of

all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, locading spaces, and clrculation 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 waler, 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 bullding materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening.

&. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
material.

T A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

C. The Applicants shall make the property that Is the subject of this application available for inspection by the Village
at reasonable times;

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

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

F. THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROFERTY 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 COLLECTICN,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT.
On the i sT , day of J- une 2010, I"We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

to abide by ltmndlti

Signature

Signature of pplicant or aythorized agent

Duuq oS E Pocc|
Name of a,gﬁricant or authoriﬁéd agent Name of applicant or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED A ORN Q 3
to beigre me this day of -
,SED . PLE eyl P, .
i Notary Public OFFICIAL SEAL E
4 CHRISTINE M BRUTON

NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINGIS :
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 03014 :

-



PLANNED DEVELOPMENT CRITERIA

OFLLAHINSD ALE o Community Development Department

*Must be accompanled by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: 420 E O:’{j C!&ﬂ A VE.

Proposed Planned Development request:

REVIEW CRITERIA:
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 permits 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 substantially
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 permits

pursuant to Subsection 11-602E of the Zoning Code
1 5 |
We Wil 1meel  Standards

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

proposed development will meet each of the following additional standards:

a. Unified ownership reguired. Agree
b. Minimum area. A j reé
c. Covenants and restrictions to be enforceable by village. N r//“i
d.  Public open space and contributions. N / A

-1-




e. Common open space.

Amount, location, and use. N / A

Preservation.

Ownership and maintenance.

Property owners' association.

f. Landscaping and perimeter treatment. E X1 5“ 1ng -n(\ enceg Snu#\

LD+ Z_'.-nE 1[;”’ thr-'eenr'nj
g.  Building and spacing. Aclcj 11L:'nn n 2004 & 2007 are

I'JI-DDDSEA ,Slmi'ékf ma"’ﬂrlﬁis AEJ ‘37[

h. anate smaars. N / A

i  Sidewalks. N ,/ A

. Utities. £ x fS‘l ng

Additional standards for specific planned developments. N / A

List all waivers being requested as part of the planned development. 714 N u

ex:snlmq non-con ormmlres ',—o he Mcjvo/ﬂ:/m Waivers




~  COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
X<, SPECIAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

_,V_,L G il _‘_
OF HINSDALE FOUNIED IN 1873

Must be accompanlied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: 420 E . O:}C[En A Ve
Proposed Special Use request: iolckn Daue' c}'}amm’! 1[\(:”* .Facckc/ € rm{nmue ﬂ?gﬂ[S

Is this a Special Use for a Planned Development? L[] No )E‘(Yes (If so this submittal also
requires a completed Planned Development Application)

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-6802 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Special use permits. Standard for Special
Use Permits: In determining whether a proposed special use permit 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
Plan Commission and Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, 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.

FEES for a Special Use Permit: $1,225 (must be submitted with application)

1. Code and Plan Purposes. The proposed use and development will be in harmony with the
general and specific purposes for which this Code was enacted and for which the

regulations of the district in question wer estahlishqd[ L ;
will aive the dront of the bus C}I'ﬂﬂ Symefry + Fepoit

J 7 7
SJU'UG‘{‘U#GI [)Z‘[\ff:!ﬁ. The huj {erhj AQRJ heen o Car CI/EG/@.JJP
WQ’T’ 20 yre

2. No Undue Adverse Impact. The proposed use and development will not have a substantial
or undue adverse effect upon adjacent property, the character of the area, or the P blic

health, safety, and general welfare. )‘l d\a ; J\
O NGe 1in  C harac e
J




&

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 6 Tn jr:r erence .

The 107} Pa‘m Cx“ﬁwgcl, fur‘ more UE|'\|.C.|1‘.S -Lo BE S‘LWECJ ':"t{-"'JAC-
T he 5]4‘6 i PAFL;hj W-Il\ Fe man "LLG Same

Adequate Public Facilities. The proposed use and development will be served adequately by
essential public facilities and services such as streets, public utilities, drainage struclures,
police and fire protection, refuse disposal, parks, lipraries, and schools, or the applicant will

provide adequately for such services.

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

congestion nor draw significant amounts of traffic through residential streets.

No Cl\anq €
J

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.
Nﬂ C,I’\qnf: e
J

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.

It CI(QES

Special standards for specified special uses. When the district regulations authorizing any
special use in a particular district impose special standards to be met by such use in such

district.
N /A




9. Considerations. In determining whether the applicant’s evidence establishes that the foregoing
standards have been met, the Plan Commission shall consider the following:

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. /

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.

Mitigation of adverse impacts. Whether and to whal 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 screerjrg.

No Ac[uerse .lmlpac




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
_ AL LR DEPARTMENT
AR EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

V LLAGE SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA
OF HINSDALE FOULNDEDR IN 15873 T

420 E. Ojc{&n /L/f'nSc{a/e'

Address of proposed request:

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and enhance property values, and to promote the health, safety, and
welfare of the Village and its residents. Please note that Subsection Standards for building permits refers to
Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design permit review.

+#+PLEASE NOTE*#* If this is a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family
residential district, additional notification requirements are necessary. Please contact the Village
Planner for a description of the additional requirements.

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00
Within 250 feet of a Single-Family Residential District: $800

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission. Zoning and Public Safety
= ; - " Please

Committee and Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requests.
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 t}uf ings and i |? jetback spaces
LLd

between street and facades. _Same as ex(sfing _
e are only acssting the fron- J;acfe v kot Fo mateh

2. Malerials. The g.xality of materials and eir relatfmjih'p to those in existing adjacent
structures. ame as 2 xXisting vileling

3. General design. The quality of the deslgn in general and ijs relatlonshl? n? the overall
character of neighborhood. ame a5 EXiS1i1nq

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 patierns and conditions on-site and in the wclnfty of the 51te and the rete-n i n
of trees nd sh ubs to the maximum gxtent puss in
E.nd exis mq bcu

:—dif




5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shal be visuglly compatible with

adjacent buijldings. T
The, 04" odd Fion

6. Proportion of front fagade. The relationship of the width to the height of the front elevation
shall be visually compatible with buildings, public wayrs and places to which it is visually
related. Same _as f1DoOVE

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 theﬂnldmg is visually related.
ome_ 08 ex|’s Mq bui

8. Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front
facade of a building shall be wsuall comp tihla with buildings, publig ways, and pl GE}? to

which it is visually related.
+he  lee Side

8, Rhythm of spacing and buifdings on streets. The relationship of & 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.

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.

11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the
fagade shall be visually compatible with the predomingnt materials to be used in the I:;uz.llldlngs
and structures to which it is visually related. Nf Same as ex/)s

12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the buildings to
which it is visually related. __Seme g4 exis5Tiag

/

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 by‘idings, public ways, and places to which such

elements are visually related. Hf A

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 place Jo which they are visually related. _Mqg

X (ST InG et Faca

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,

= G



whetherthi be verlica character hori Dnlgr character, or nondirectional character.,
EXIS81 w: LJea Focaode

16. Special consideration for existing buildings. For existing buildings, the Plan Commission and
the Board of Trustees shall consider the availability of materials, technology, and
craftsmanship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing.

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

determining is the application does nol meet the requirements for Site Plan Approval. Briefly
describe how this application will nol 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 guestions 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. i\f'(

2. The proposed site plan lntﬂrferits }-.rith easements and rights-of-way.
A
7

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
7

4. The proposed site plan is unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of
surrounding property. u!/' A

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

N/A
7

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




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

. In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit,
the proposed site plan makes inadequate provision for the creation or preservation of open
space or for its continued maintenance. y 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. H; 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 fhe site's utilities into
the overall existing and planned utility system serving the Village. M! A

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

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or general
welfare. NJ’ZA
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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: Seplember 8, 2010

Public Iearing for Case A-017-2010

Applicant: Village of Hinsdale

Request: Text Amendment to Section 11-503 (Variations), of the Hinsdale Zoning
Code to pive the Board of Trustecs the authority to grant certain variations.

7

The Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, has submilted an application to amend Article X1
(Zoning Administration and Enforcement), Part V (Interpretations, Appeals and Variations),
Section 11-503 (Variations), of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, Lo give the Board of
Trustees the authority to grant certain variations.

Currently the zoning code grants the Zoning Board of Appeals the authority to hear applications
for variations on a limited number of conditions, while Illinois State Statute affords
municipalitics the authority for their Village Board to hear variations not otherwise authorized by
the Zoning Board of Appeals. The proposed text amendment is intended to bring the current
zoning code more in line with current state statutes while still maintaining the Zoning Board of
Appeals as an integral part of the process. If approved, the amendment would allow an applicant
the abilily to request a variation not specifically listed in Section 11-503E, by first receiving a
recommendation for approval from the Zoning Board of Appeals, which would then be
forwarded on 1o the Board of Trustees for final action. The proposed process would be very
similar to the entitlement process currently being used for almost all Plan Commission cases with
the exception that only recommendations for approval would be forwarded on to the Board of
Trustees. The ZBA would maintain final authority should the recommendation be to deny the
requested variation. The process would only be utilized for variation requests that the ZBA is
not currently authorized to hear. The process for all other variation requests would remain the
sole authority of the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Attachment

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



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request: Text Amendment to
Article XI (Zoning Administration and Enforcement), Part V (Interpretations, Appeals and Variations).

Section 11-503 (Variations). to give the Board of Trustees the authority to grant certain variations.

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-801 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not
dictated by any set standard. However, in determining whether a proposed amendment should be
granted or denied the Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend
this Code is not an arbitrary one but one that may be exercised only when the public good demands
or requires the amendment to be made. In considering whether that principle is satisfied in any
particular case, the Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria.

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. Ifthe standard is not applicable, please mark N/A.

1. The consistency of the proposed amendment with the purpose of this Code.

The proposed text amendment would bring the current zoning code more in line with lllinois State

Statutes.

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

N/A




w

10.

11.

12.

The trend of development in the vicinity of the subject property, including changes, if any, such
trend since the subject property was placed in its present zoning classification.
N/A

The extent, if any, to which the value of the subject property is diminished by the existing zoning
classification applicable to it. N/A

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

The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by
the proposed amendment. N/A

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

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

affected by the proposed amendment. The proposed text amendment would only allow an

applicant the ability to request a variation not currently authorized by the zoning code. The

applicant would still be required to meet all standards currently authorized through the variation

rocess.

The suitability of the subject property for uses permitied or pemmissible under its present zoning
classification. N/A

The availability of adequate ingress to and egress from the subject property and the extent to
which traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the subject property would be affected by the

proposed amendment. N/A

The availability of adequate utilities and essential public services to the subject property to
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification.

N/A

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

2



13. The community need for the proposed amendment and for the uses and development it would
allow. The proposed text amendment would bring the current zoning code more in line with

Iinois State Statutes. Currently, the only option for an applicant to be heard for a variation not

authorized for the zoning code is {o file it in Wheaton with the Circuit Courts.

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

have on persons residing in the area. N/A




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

s DEPARTMENT
'VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE FUOURED W 18T GENERAL APPLICATION

1. GENERAL INFORMATION

Iicants L B Owner
Name: Village of Hinsdale Name: N/A
Address: 19 E. Chicago Ave. Address:
City/Zip: Hinsdale, 1l. 60521 City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: ( }

Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7030  /

E-Mail: E-Mail:

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

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 ‘iub_]E'.U. of this
| application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

1) Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner

2) Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

e ——————

LB} David Cook, Village Manager



1I. SITE INFORMATION

rﬂ\ddress of subject property: N/A i

I Property identification number (P.L.N, or tax number):

Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Article XI, Section 11-503 {Variations), of the
I Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, to give the Board of Trustees the authority to grant certain variations.

General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

South: N/A

North: N/A

West: N/A

East: N/A

Proposed zoning and land use: N/A

square feet

Existing square footage of property: N/A
square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property:

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

¥ Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 Amendment Requested: Article XI, Section 11-
) , i 503 regarding the Board of Trustee's authority
O Design Review Permit 11-605E to granl certain variations.
O Exterior Appearance 11-606E O Planned Development 11-603E
Q Special Use Permit 11-602E O Development in the B-2 Central Business
Special Use Requested. District Questionnaire

O Major Adjustment to Final Plan Development




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: N/A
The following table is based on the N/A Zoning District.

| Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area

Minimum Lot Depth Text Amendment:
Minimum Lot Width Not Applicable

Building Height

Number of Stories
Front Yard Setback
Corner Side Yard Setback
Interior Side Yard Setbhack
Rear Yard Setback
Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.A.R.)"
Maximum Total Building
Coverage”
Maximum Total Lot Coverage
Parking Requirements

*

| Parking front yard setback
Parking corner side yard
setback
Parking interior side yard
setback
Parking rear yard setback
Loading Requirements
Accessory Structure *

Information
* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reasan 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

Onthe ¢

SUBSCRIBED A WORN

to hefore me this da; of

The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
bellef. The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, states that he ar she cansents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application is trug and correct to the best of his or her
knowledge.

The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. |n 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 structura.

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
gasements and all other utility facllities,

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

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

B. 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 reasonable 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 submil & 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, 1988.

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND, IF DIFFERENT, THE AFPLICANT 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.
/7o, dayof T E/ .2 &/0 , |/\We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

to abide by its cnndltl
Vst P e

Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent

Davt ot _

MName of applicant or authorized agent MName of applicant or authorized agent

oeben_

BRI SEAL T
CHF? Hfrrxc M BRUTON

NOTAR™ PUBL 1. - 5T4TE OF ILLINGIS
MY COMMISSION ExPIRES: 03730/14

-




DRAFT

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.
(Revised)

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE X1 (ZONING ADMINISTRATION
AND ENFORCEMENT), PART V (INTERPRETATIONS, APPEALS, AND
VARIATIONS), SECTION 11-503 (VARIATIONS) OF THE HINSDALE
ZONING CODE TO GIVE THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
THE AUTHORITY TO GRANT CERTAIN VARIATIONS
(Plan Commission Case No. _ )

WHEREAS, the Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale (“Village™), secks to
amend Article XI (Zoning Administration and Enforcement), Part V
(Interpretations, Administration and Enforcement), Section 11-503 (Variations) of
the Hinsdale Zoning Code to give the Board of Trustees the authority to grant

certain variations (“the Application”); and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing to
consider the Application on , 2010, pursuant to notice thereof
properly published in the Hinsdalean on , 2010, and, after
considering all of the testimony and evidence presented at the public hearing, the
Plan Commission recommended approval of the Application subject to numerous
conditions and recommendations, all as set forth in the Plan Commission’s Findings
and Recommendations for Plan Commission Case No. ; and

WHEREAS, the Zoming and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, at a public meeting on , 2010,
considered the Application and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan
Commission and made its recommendation to the Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission and all
of the facts and circumstances affecting the Application, and the President and
Board of Trustees have determined that it is appropriate to amend the Hinsdale
Zoning Code as provided in this Ordinance.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the President and Board of
Trustees of the Village of Himsdale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of Illinois,

as follows:

Section 1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.



Section 2. Amendment of Section 11-503. Article XI (Zoning
Administration and Enforcement), Part V (Interpretations, Administration and
Enforcement), Section 11-503 (Variations) of the Himsdale Zoning Code 1s amended
by deleting the overstricken language and adding the underlined language to read

as follows:

Sec. 11-503. Variations.

A. Authority. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall have the authority to
grant variations from the provisions of this Code, but only in
compliance with the procedures set forth in Subsection D of this
Section and in those specific instances enumerated in Subsection E of
this Section and then only in accordance with each of the standards
enumerated in Subsection F of this Section. The Board of Trustees
shall have the authority to grant variations from the provisions of this
Code that are not specifically reserved with the Zoning Board of
Appeals pursuant to Subsection E of this Section in accordance with
each of the standards set forth in Subsection E2 and Subsection F of

this Section, but only after a public hearing before the Zoning Board of
Appeals pursuant to the requirements of Section 11-301 of this Code
and a recommendation by the Zoning Board of Appeals to grant the
requested variation. In such instances, the Zoning Board of Appeals
shall issue its recommendation within 35 days of the close of the public
hearing in the manner and form specified by Subsection 11-102H of
this Code.

B. Purpose. The variation procedure is intended to provide a narrowly
circumscribed means by which relief may be granted from unforeseen
particular applications of this Code that create practical difficulties or
particular hardships. When such difficulties or hardships are more
appropriate for remedy, if at all, pursuant to other provisions of this
Article XI, the variation procedure is necessarily inappropriate.

C. Parties entitled to seek variations. Applications for variations may
be filed by the owner of, or person having a contractual interest in, the

subject property.
D. Procedure.

1. Application. Applications for wvariations shall be filed in
accordance with the requirements of Section 11-301 of this Code.

2.  Public hearing. A public hearing shall be set, noticed, and
conducted by the Zoning Board of Appeals in accordance with
Subsection 11-303 of this Code.

2



3. Action by zoming board of appeals. Within 35 days following the
close of the public hearing, the Zoning Board of Appeals shall render
its decision granting or denying the variation, in the manner and form
specified by Subsection 33-102F 11-102H of this Code. The failure of
the Zoning Board of Appeals to act within 35 days, or such further time
to which the applicant may agree, shall be deemed to be a decision

denying the variation.
E. Authorized variations.

1. Permuited variations. The Zoning Board of Appeals may vary the
provisions of this Code only as provided in this Paragraph Subsection
E1. The authority of the Zoning Board of Appeals to vary the
provisions of this Code are subject to the prohibitions set forth i
Paragraph Subsection E2 of this Section and proof by the applicant of
each of the standards set forth in Subsection F of this Section.

Under no circumstances shall the list of permitted variations in this
Paragraph Subsection E1 be construed as an entitlement, right, or

claim for any applicant.

The Zoning Board of Appeals may vary the provisions of this Code in
the following cases and in no others:

(a) To reduce the dimension of any required yard, setback, or building
spacing, and to allow structures and uses to be located in any required
yard in addition to, and to a greater degree than, those authorized by

applicable district regulations.

{b) To reduce by not more than 10 percent (10%) the required lot width
or lot depth of any lot; provided, however, that no such varation shall
permit either the development of more than one dwelling unit in
addition to the number of dwelling units that could be developed in the
absence of such a variation or any increase in the otherwise permitied

maximum floor area ratio.

(¢) To reduce by not more than 10 percent (10%) the required lot area
of any lot, and to reduce by 15 percent {15%) the lot area of any lot
meeting all of the following criteria: (i) the subject lot is a legal
nonconforming lot of record created by plat or deed recorded before
1923; (ii) the subject lot was vacant on January 1, 1991, or became
vacant thereafter by reason of demolition or destruction of a pre-code
structure that is not authorized to be rebuilt or replaced pursuant to
Subsection 10-104C of thus Code; (1) the subject lot has not, at any

8



time after 1960, immediately abutted a vacant lot with the same owner
as the subject lot when the combination of the vacant lot with the
subject lot would have created a lot meeting the lot size standards then
applicable to the subject lot; and iv) the subject lot has not immediately
abutted any vacant lot since January 1, 1991. No variation pursuant to
this subsection shall permit either the development of more than one
dwelling unit in addition to the number of dwelling units that could be
developed in the absence of such a variation or any increase in the
otherwise permitted maximum floor area ratio.

(d) To increase by not more than ten percent (10%) the maximum
allowable height of a structure in a nonresidential district, but only
where necessary to accommodate variations in grade.

() To reduce by not more than twenty percent (20%), or one space,
whichever is greater, the minimum number of off-street parking spaces
or loading spaces otherwise required.

() To vary the number of parking or loading spaces required in
connection with a change of use or an increase in use intensity.

(g) To increase by not more than twenty percent (20%) the maximum
distance that required parking is permitted to be located from the
zoning lot of the use for which such parking is provided.

(h) To allow an increase in height by not more than twenty percent
(20%) of the maximum allowable height for the illumination of
residential recreational facilities.

(i) To allow the moving of a preeede pre-code structure to an extent or
in a manner not permitted by subseetion Subsection 10-104E of this

eade Code.

G) To allow the otherwise prohibited restoration of a partially
damaged or destroved precoede pre-code structure or structure devoted
to a nonconforming use.

(k) To vary the bulk, yard, and space requirements when a zoning lot,
whether vacant or legally used, is reduced in size, by reason of the
exercise of the rnght of eminent domain by an authorized governmental
body or by reason of a conveyance made under the specific threat of an
eminent domain proceeding, so that the remainder of said zoning lot,
or any structure or use on said zoning lot, does not conform with one or
more of such bulk, yard, or space requirements of the district in which

said zoning lot 1s located.
= 3



(1) To allow, for a period not to extend beyond four (4) years following
the effective date of this eede Code:

(i) The storage in a parking area in a residential district of more than
the maximum number of class I or II vehicles specified in subseetion

Subection 9-101D4(e) of this esde Code; or

(1) The storage in a parking area in any required yard in a residential
district of class 11 vehicles; or

(1ii) The storage in a parking area in a residential district of no more
than one class III vehicle; or

(iv) The provision of buffers and landscaping for class II vehicles other
than those required by sabseetion Subsection 9-107D of thas eede Code.

Every variation granted pursuant to this subseetion Subsection E1(1)
shall run only to the applicant, as a personal privilege, and only with
reapect to the specific vehicle that is the subject of the application.

(m) To increase by not more than twenty percent (20%) the maximum
floor area ratio permitied in the R-1 single-family residential district
for any proposed development that was the subject of a vanation
application filed with the village and approved by the zoning board of
appeals after January 1, 1989, but before the effective date of this esde

Code.

(n} To increase by not more than ten percent (10%) the maximum floor
area ratio permitted in the B-2 central business district.

(0) To increase by not more than ten percent (10%) the maximum
building coverage permitted in the B-2 central business district.

(p) To increase the maximum elevation permitted in the R-1, R-2, R-3
and R-4 single-family residential districts.

(q) To increase by not more than fifteen percent (15%) the maximum
allowable height of a personal wireless services antenna support

structure that is of a tower design.

(r) To allow the front of a single-family dwelling to be developed to
face a frontage other than the frontage it is required to face pursuant
to subseetion Subsection 3-1101 of this esde Code.

B



(s) To reduce by more than ten percent (10%) the required lot width
and area of any lot created concurrent with and as part of the terms of
an annexation agreement for the land of which the lot is a part. No
variation pursuant to this subsection shall permit either the
development of more than one dwelling unit in addition to the number
of dwelling units that could be developed in the absence of such a
variation or any increase in the otherwise permitted maximum floor

area ratio.

(t) To increase the maximum floor area ratio not more than the
minimum amount required to authorize construction on property in
the B-1, R-2, R-3, or R-4 districts of a four hundred forty (440) square
foot detached garage accessory to an existing single-family detached
dwelling on the subject property, but only to replace an existing
attached garage and only if all of the following criteria are met: i) the
existing garage 18 the only parage on the subject property, ii) the
existing garage is unusable as a garage, in the determination of the
director of public services based on reasonable evidence provided by
the applicant, because of flooding outside of the reasonable control or
correction of the subject property owner, iii) the proposed detached
garage will not exceed a total floor area of four hundred forty (440)
square feet and will comply with every other applicable provision of
this eode Code, iv) the floor area ratio and building coverage of the
subject property has not been increased by expansion of the single-
family dwelling for at least ten (10) years prior to the date of
application for the variation.

2. Prohibited Variations: Notwithstanding any other provision of
this section, no variation shall be granted that:

(a) Is intended as a temporary measure only; or

(b) Is greater than the minimum variation necessary to relieve the
particular hardship or practical difficulty demonstrated by the

applicant.
F. Standards For Variations:

1. General Standard: No variation shall be granted pursuant to this
gection unless the applicant shall establish that carrying out the strict
letter of the provisions of this eede Code would create a particular
hardship or a practical difficulty. Such a showing shall require proof
that the variation being sought satisfies each of the standards set forth

in this subseetion Subsection F.



2.  Unigue Physical Condition: The subject property is exceptional as
compared to other lots subject to the same provision by reason of a
unique physical condition, including presence of an existing use,
gtructure, or sign, whether conforming or nonconforming; irregular or
substandard shape or size; exceptional topographical features; or other
extraordinary physical conditions peculiar to and inherent in the
subject property that amount to more than a mere inconvenience to the
owner and that relate to or arise out of the lot rather than the personal

situation of the current owner of the lot.

3. Not Self-Created: The aforesaid unique physical condition is not
the result of any action or inaction of the owner, or of the owner's
predecessors in title and known to the owner prior to acquisition of the
subject property, and existed at the time of the enactment of the
provisions from which a variation is sought or was created by natural
forces or was the result of governmental action, other tham the
adoption of this esde Code, for which no compensation was paid.

4. Denied Substantial Rights: The carrying out of the strict letter of
the provision from which a variation is sought would deprive the owner
of the subject property of substantial rights commonly enjoyed by
owners of other lots subject to the same provision.

6. Not Merely Special Privilege: The alleged hardship or difficulty is
not merely the inability of the owner or occupant to enjoy some special
privilege or additional right not available to owners or occupants of
other lots subject to the same provision, nor merely an inability to
make more money from the use of the subject property; provided,
however, that where the standards herein set out exist, the existence
of an economic hardship shall not be a prerequisite to the grant of an
authorized vaniation.

6. Code And Plan Purposes: The variation would not result in a use
or development of the subject property that would be not in harmony
with the general and specific purposes for which this eede Code and
the provision from which a variation is sought were enacted or the
general purpose and intent of the official comprehensive plan.

7. Essential Character Of The Area: The variation would not result
in a use or development on the subject property that:

(a) Would be materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially
injurious to the enjoyment, use, development, or value of property or
improvements permitted in the vicinity; or
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(b) Would materially impair an adequate supply of light and air to the
properties and improvements in the vicinity; or

(c) Would substantially increase congestion in the public streets due to
traffic or parking; or

(d) Would unduly increase the danger of flood or fire; or
(e) Would unduly tax public utilities and facilities in the area; or

(f) Would endanger the public health or safety.

8. No Other Remedy: There is no means other than the requested
variation by which the alleged hardship or difficulty can be avoided or
remedied to a degree sufficient to permit a reasonable use of the

subject property.

G. Varnation Less Than Requested: A variation less than or different
from that requested may be granted when the record supports the
applicant's right to some relief but not to the relief requested.

H. Conditions On Variations: The zening beard eof-appealse Zoning
Board of Appeals, or the Board of Trustees as the case may be, may
impose such specific conditions and limitations concerning use,
construction, character, location, landscaping, screening, and other
matters relating to the purposes and objectives of thas eede Code upon
the premises benefited by a variation as may be necessary or
appropriate to prevent or minimize adverse effects upon other property
and improvements in the vicimity of the subject property or upon public
facilities and services. Such conditions shall be expressly set forth in
the resolution granting the variation. Violation of any such condition
or limitation shall be a violation of this eede Code and shall constitute

grounds for revocation of the variation.

1. Affidavit Of Compliance With Conditions: Whenever any variation
authorized pursuant to this section is made subject to conditions and
limitations to be met by the applicant, the applicant shall upon
meeting such conditions file an affidavit with the village manager so

stating.

d. Effect Of Grant Of Variation: The grant of a variation shall not
authorize the establishment or extension of any use nor the
development, construction, reconstruction, alteration, or moving of any
building or structure, but shall merely authorize the preparation,
filing, and processing of applications for any permits and approval that
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may be required by the codes and ordinances of the village including,
but not limited to, a certificate of zoning compliance, a building permit,
a certificate of occupancy, subdivision approval, and site plan approval.

K. Limitations On Variations: Subject to an extension of time granted
by the village manager pursuant to subseetion Subsection 11-101K of
this article, no variation from the provisions of this eede Code shall be
valid for a period longer than one year unless a building permit is
issued and construction is actually begun within that period and is
thereafter diligently pursued to completion or unless a certificate of
occupancy 18 issued and a use is commenced within that period.

A variation shall be deemed to authorize only the particular
construction or development for which it was issued and shall
automatically expire and cease to be of any force or effect if such
construction or development shall be removed and not replaced within
six (6) months following such removal.

Section 3. Severability and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. If
any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held invalid,
the invalidity thereof shall not affect any of the other provisions of this Ordinance.
All ordinances m conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such

conflict.

9.



Section 4. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the manner

provided by law.

PASSED this __ day of 2010.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of 2010.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk
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	1.	Minutes – Minutes of July 14th, 2010 
	2.	Findings and Recommendations –  
	a.	18-20 E. First Street (Nabuki) – Peter Burdi – Façade Improvements for New Restaurant.

	3.	Scheduling of Public Hearings – No discussion will take place except to determine time and date of hearing.
	a.	A-25-2010 – 777 N. York Road (Gateway Square) – Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review in the Design Review Overlay District

	4.	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.	25 E. First Street – Hinsdale Bank and Trust – One Ground Sign.
	c.	500 W. Chestnut Street – First Merit Bank – One Ground and One Wall Sign.
	d.	108 W. Chestnut Street – Fodeo – One Wall Sign
	d.	108 W. Chestnut Street – Fodeo – One Wall Sign

	5.	Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review - Recommendations forwarded to next Zoning and Public Safety Meeting.  This is not a public hearing, the applicant makes their presentation and the Chair can recognize the audience to speak.
	a.	18 S. Blaine – The Fitzpatrick’s – New Privacy Fence in the O-1 District.
	b.	19 E. Chicago Avenue – Village of Hinsdale Memorial Hall – New Decorative Fence Surrounding the Existing Generators

	6.	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-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.                     
	b.	A-13-2010 – John Weinberger/Continental Motors – Special Use Permit for a Planned Development and Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review approval for Façade Improvements to the Existing Car Dealership.
	c.	A-17-2010 – Village of Hinsdale – Text Amendment to Provide Limited Authority to the Village Board for Variations.


