Approved:
DRAFT

MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
PLAN COMMISSION
DECEMBER 8, 2010
MEMORIAL HALL
7:30 P.M.

Chairman Byrnes called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m., Wednesday, December 8, 2010 in
Memorial Hall, the Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.

PRESENT: Chairman Byrnes, Commissioner Crnovich, Commissioner Stifflear, =
Commisgioner Nelson, Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Moore

and Commissioner Brody

ABSENT: Commissioner Sullins and Commissioner Kluchenek

ALSO PRESENT: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

Approval of Minutes

The Plan Commission reviewed the minutes from the November 10, 2010 meeting.
Commissioner Nelson motioned to approve the minutes of November 10, 2010.
Commissioner Crnovich seconded. The motion passed unanimously.,

Findings and Recommendation

303-315 W, 57th Street (Hinsdale Central High School) - Map Amendment from R-a,
Single-Family Residential to IB, Institutional Buildings

Chairman Bymes provided a brief summary of the discussion that took place on this
agenda item at the last Plan Commission meeting and highlighted the findings and
recommendations that were included based on these discussions. Commissioner Moore
motioned to approve the findings and recommendations for 303-316 W. 67th Street
(Hinsdale Central High School) for a Map Amendment from R-3, Single-Family Residential
to IB, Institutional Buildings. Commissioner Nelson seconded. The motion passed

unanimously.

Scheduling of Public Hearings
A-37-2010 - 5891-5911 County Line Road - Special Use and Site Plan/Exterior

Appearance Review for Paddle Courts and Associated Structures.

Chairman Byrnes stated the public hearing would be scheduled for January 12, 2011.
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Public Hearings
A-28-2010 - 722-728 N. York Road - Map Amendment from 0-2, Limited Office

District to B-1, Community Business District.
Chairman Byrnes opened the public hearing, introduced the case and asked if the applicant

was present.

Kim and Bob Brockman, owners of the building, introduced themselves and summarized
the request.

Chairman Byrnes asked Village Planner Gascoigne to summarize how the request changed
from a text amendment and special use request, to a rezoning.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that originally the applicant had requested a text amendment to
allow specific uses, as special uses, in the O-2 District per the direction of the Village
Attorney. He then explained that as the applicant began the process of referring the text
amendment on, the Village Board expressed concerns with the complexity of the proposed
process and recommended the current request as an alternative and confirmed with the

Village Attorney that the alternative was acceptable.
Chairman Byrnes questioned the history of the property.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that he didn’t have a whole lot of history on it other than the
building was built by the Brockman’s and has remained in the family.

Ms. Brockman provided the Plan Commission with some additional background
information.

Commissioner Moore expressed some concerns regarding the parking situation, including
the condition of the existing parking lot, should different users occupy the building.

Ms. Brockman indicated that the square footage of the tenant spaces, as well as other
marketing factors, would not lend itself to uses that would generate the additional traffic

that Commissioner Moore was concerned about.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that the property was large enough to accommodate almost all of
the required parking for these uses, and while the parking lot was not currently in the best
shape, he felt that the Board's direction to rezone the property was to work with the
property owner to get appropriate users in the spaces that would hopefully generate the
revenue required to make some improvements to the building and the site, which would

in¢lude the parking lot.

Commissioner Stifflear questioned if the rezoning would make the existing building
compliant.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that the applicant would still be required to obtain a couple of
variations from the Zoning Board, but that the number of nonconforming conditions,
including uses, would be reduced as a result of the rezoning.
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Commissioner Johnson asked how to address the fact that neither the O-2 nor the B-1 allow
for dwelling units.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that staff had several conversations with the Village Attorney and
the existing dwelling uses would be permitted as pre-existing nonconformities, provided
they didn’t increase the nonconformity in any way.

Commissioner Johnson questioned the applicant as to how they could refer to their property
as being contiguous to B-1, when the properties immediately north and south of the subject
property are zoned O-2. She then asked what the applicant was trying to accomplish with
the new zoning district, if they already have uses in place.

Mr. Brockman indicated that the desire was to be able to have flexibility wath the allowed
uses, should any of the existing uses cease.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that the existing nonconforming situation does not provided the
applicant the ability to fill those spaces with any retail use should they become vacant. It
only provides for the existing uses and any uses outside of those would not be permitted by

right unless otherwise permitted in the O-2 District.
Commissioner Moore asked what types of uses were typical in the B-1.

General discussion ensued regarding the allowed uses in the B-1 District and concerns
regarding the circulation issues that may be created as a result of those allowed uses.

Commissioner Nelson confirmed that the applicant’s intent was to give themselves more
flexibility on the retail side.

Ms. Brockman confirmed.

Commissioner Stifflear addressed the Commission in regards to handling the concerns
regarding parking and circulation. General discussion ensued.

Chairman Byrnes closed the public hearing and asked if there were any additional
comments or questions.

Commissioner Brody motioned for the approval of a Map Amendment from O-2, Limited
Office District to B-1, Community Business District. Commissioner Nelzon seconded. The
motion passed unanimously.

A-36-2010 - Village of Hinsdale - Text Amendment to Section 9-106, as it relates to
projecting signs and staff review of code compliant signs.

Chairman Byrnes opened the public hearing and Tim Scott, Director of Economic
Development introduced himself,

)
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Chairman Byrnes confirmed that the text amendment contained two parts.

Mr. Scott indicated that it was one text amendment with two components, He stated that
the proposed amendment was a result of comments he had received personally and those
that President Cauley and the Chamber of Commerce had received over a period of time.

Mr. Scott began his presentation and introduced the slides as he went through them,
including samples of projecting signs. He explained that we currently permit projecting
signs, just not for businesses on the first floor.

Mr. Scott then moved into slides identifying the proposed changes to the text in the
ordinance.

Chairman Byrnes gave specific examples for Mr. Scott to apply the proposed guidelines so
that he could better understand how the regulations would apply to multi-tenant buildings.

Mr. Scott explained using the former Schoen’s building as an example and discussion
ensued regarding how the proposed changes would impact the current code and how they

could potentially impact the number of permitted signs.

Mr. Scott confirmed that the potential number of signs would not increase with the newly
proposed language.

Commissioner Stifflear asked Mr. Scott to elaborate on the proposal to allow and increased
square footage and confirmed that it would be very rare that it would actually happen.

Mr, Scott confirmed and then proceeded to his presentation regarding the process. He
indicated that this came about as a result of trying to be more business friendly. He then

provided slides identifying examples of where staff’ approval could apply.

Commissioner Stifllear asked Mr. Scott to explain the current process from a business
owner’s perspective so that he could better understand all of the steps that they would go

through,

Mr. Scott explained and then stressed that in addition to the Plan Commission meeting
itself, there are submittal deadlines and production time after the approval that could be

significantly shortened if certain signs could utilize this process.

Chairman Byrnes identified additional time constraints that arise when meetings get
cancelled.

Mr. Scott continued with his presentation and explained how the proposed process could
work and the different options.

Commissioner Johnson confirmed that no sign would get approved without at least the
Chair approving it.
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Mr. Scott confirmed and continued with his presentation. He emphasized that the purpose

of this text amendment was for the purpose of procedure and not enforcement as that is
handled at a different level.

John Karstrand, Chair of the Economic Development Commission introduced himself and
expressed their support of the proposed changes due to the challenges they face with
prospective businesses and the need to make things easier for them.

Chairman Byrnes closed the public hearing and asked which part they would like to discuss
first.

Commissioner Moore indicated she would begin the discussion on the blade signs and
expressed her frustrations with businesses that get a sign approved and then put up several

other window signs without approval.

Mr. Scott responded and questioned if Ms. Moore's concerns would be lessened if the Village
could somehow step up enforcement.

Commissioner Nelgon indicated he thought it would because he would hate to take away a
tool to make a business successful due to the fear that someone is going to misuse or abuse

the tool. He then asked what the enforcement procedure was.

Mr. Scott explained enforcement procedures as best he could but indicated that
unfortunately his understanding was limited because enforcement is handled by our
Building Department as opposed to himself or Mr, Gascoigne.

Commissioner Johnson suggested this be continued until next month when that could be
better explained.

Commissioner Crnovich concurred and indicated she liked the idea of the blade signs but
didn’t like all of the temporary signs.

Mr, Scott agreed that there was certainly a proliferation of signs and explained that their
concerns regarding enforcement could be passed along to the Village Board.

Commissioner Johnson indicated that while she liked the idea, she would like to hear how
these and all other signs were going to be enforced. '

Commissioner Crnovich expressed her comfort with Neale approving signs, and gave
examples of different communities and how they approve signage.

Mr. Scott indicated that there were several examples across the country where historical
areas have their signage approved at a staff level.

Commissioner Stifflear confirmed his support of the blade signs but also didn't want to lose
track of the enforcement aspect.
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Commissioner Nelson indicated that he would be in support of moving the blade signs

forward with the stipulation that code enforcement needed to be enhanced.

Commissioner Brody concurred.

Commissioner Stifflear wanted to clarify that at the risk of back tracking, that he supported
the other Commissioners who believed this should be continued until the next meeting. He

then asked Mr. Karstrand if the process could afford a 30 day delay.

Mr, Karstrand indicated that with this proposal’s remaining process, the timing was such
that the delay would end up being greater than 30 days. He appreciated the Commission’s
concerns but indicated that he would like to see this move forward. He indicated that the
Village Board was going to look very closely at the Plan Commission’s recommendation so if
they formulated their recommendations as to detail all of their concerns, those could also be

addressed at those levels,

Commissioner Nelson stated that due to all the vacant stores downtown he felt that the risk
was far outweighed by the potential gain.

Commissioner Johnson agreed with Commissioner Nelson but felt that there has been such
a lack of diligence in enforcement and that now was the opportunity to try and correct that.

Commissioner Crnovich and Moore concurred with Commissioner Johnsaon.

Chairman Byrnes addressed the staff review and Chair approval process and identified his
support for it.

Chairman Nelson indicated it made perfect sense and that he had absolutely no objections
to it.

Commissioner Brody concurred as did several other Commissioners.
Commissioner Stifflear agreed but felt that some of the language could be tightened up.

He felt that before the Chairman made a decision, the signs should be distributed to the
Commission for comments before approval. He also indicated that he thought it would be
helpful to provide a complete packet al every Plan Commission meeting of the signs that
were approved since the previous meeting. His final thought was to identify a time frame

in which the Chair had to approve a sign, before it automatically gets sent on.

Chairman Byrnes expressed his thoughts.

General discussion ensued regarding the concept and concerns regarding the distribution of
all sign applications to the remainder of the Commission.

Mr. Karstrand expressed his concerns with the distribution to all Commissioners.
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Chairman B}rmea agreed and expressed some additional concerns.

Commissioner Stifflear clarified his points and general discussion ensued.

i s
Commissioner Mom‘g,ﬂhed if the intent was to only forward on the small percentage that
could potentially be an issue or all of them.

e
The Commission discussed different optiong as to how to accomplish these objectives and
concurred that the next step was to present this issue to the Village Attorney.

i

Chairman Byrnes exp E‘eﬂ‘hls support. for the text as it is written and if the Commission

felt at any time thnt 1t was not working, they could revisit it.

The Commission furth&r discussed specifics on the language.

Commissioner Stifflear asked Mr. Scott what his thoughts were on the Commission’s
concerns and Mr. Scott provided his thoughts.

Chairman Byrnes expressed his desire to bring this to a vote tonight and offered some
additional thoughts which included a discussion item on the agenda for each month’s

administratively approved signs.
Mr. Gascoigne identified his concern with discussion signs that had already been approved.

The Commission agreed with Mr. Gascoigne and indicated that staff could just put a packet
of the approved signs in their monthly packet for informational purposes only.

Commissioner Brody agreed with staff’s position and stated that bringing these case back
up for discussion would defeat the purpose of the administrative approval.

Commissioner Crnovich questioned whether putting the signs up on the Village website for
review by the Commissioners rather than circulating them through e-mail would be a

violation of the Open Meetings Act.

Discussion ensued regarding suggestions for circulating the information and how to ensure
appropriate decisions are being made under future administrations. While there was a
general comfort level regarding the current decision makers, concern was raised as to how

the checks and balances would work in the future.

Mr. Karstrand indicated that providing the Commission with a monthly packet of the
approved signs would minimize the possibility of that happening.

Mr. Gascoigne summarized the concerns and provided the options for moving forward.

The Commission continued to deliberate on how to best proceed.
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Discussion ensued and the Commission identified the allowances with the Open Meetings

Act and enforcement of signage as the two areas to get resolution on for next month’s
meeting,.

Chairman Byrnes appreciated the Commissioner’s concerns regarding enforcement but
indicated that the Commission is not responsible for enforcement and he couldn’t see using

that to hold up this process.
Discussion ensued regarding the Open Meetings Act.

Commissioner Brody stated that he felt there were enough safe guards to move the text
amendment on tonight.

Commissioner Nelson concurred.

Chairman Byrnes expressed his agreement with Commissioners Nelson and Bredy, but
indicated that he would like to send it forward with a positive vote.

Commissioner Moore indicated her support of the administrative review but expressed her
concerns with the approval of the blade signs.

Mr. Scott provided a suggestion of producing written records summarizing the Commissions
concerns with enforcement to the ZPS and Village Board to ease the concerns of some

members.

Commissioner Johnson questioned the urgency and indicated that she didn’t feel that 30
days was that substantial to make sure it was something they could all support.

Mr. Scott clarified Commissioner Johnson’s comments.

Commissioner Johnson stated that she would like to see a revised ordinance taking into
account the comments made tonight,

Commissioner Stifflear indicated his desire to be pro-business, but that he too felt it was in
the Commission’s best interest to take their time so that nothing is missed.

Commissioner Crnovich concurred.

Chairman Byrnes stated that he was still not clear on how those looking to continue the
proposal to next month would modify the language.

Discussion ensued regarding what the Commission would like to see happen and which
Commissioner’s were in favor of moving the request forward and those that would prefer to

see it continued.
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Chairman Byrnes stated that as much as he would like to see it moved forward tonight,

they would continue it and that he would be remiss to not include thoughts from the absent
Commissioners.

Mr. Karstrand approached and summarized what he believed the Commission was in
support of and those items which needed clarification before the next meeting.

General discussion ensued regarding brackets for the blade signs.

Mr. Gascoigne indicated that staff had originally began an initiative to standardize
brackets however variations to the building scales and architecture in the downtown made

it impossible to pick a consistent bracket style and size for every building.
Discussion ensued regarding brackets and general sign allowances in the current code,

Commissioner Moore expressed her support of the blade signs provided the Findings and
Recommendations adequately reflected the concerns she had with enforcement.

Discussion ensued regarding an appropriate window of time for administrative approval
with 10 or 14 business days being the suggested timeframe.

Discussions continued regarding outstanding items that still needed to be addressed before
the next Plan Commigsion meeting.

Commissioner Moore made a motion to continue Case A-36-2010 to January 12, 2011.
Commissioner Brody seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

Adjournment

Commigsioner Brody moved to adjourn. Commissioner Nelson seconded and the meeting
adjourned at 2:29 p.m. on December 8, 2010.

Respectfully Submitted,

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner



RE: A-28-2010 - 722-728 N. York Road — Kim Brockman ~ Map Amendment
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW:  December 8, 2010

DATE OF COMMITTEE REVIEW: December 14, 2010

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

I. FINDINGS
1. Kim Brockman, (the “applicant™), submitted an application to the Village of Hinsdale for the property
located at 722-728 N. York Road (the “subject property”).

2.  The subject property is currently zoned 0-2, Limited Office District and is currently improved with a
two-story building with first story retail and second floor apartments.

3.  The first floor uses include a dry cleaner, a plumbing business, a barbershop and a real estate office.

4,  The applicant is proposing to rezone the property to B-1 Community Business District which they feel
is more suitable to this location given that the building has always contained retail uses and is directly
across the street from Gateway Square which is zoned B-1.

5. Certain members of the Plan Commission expressed concerns regarding parking issues and the
condition of the existing parking lot to the rear of the building and how that would potentially be

impacted by the uses permitted in the B-1 zoning.

6. The Plan Commission specifically finds that the Application satisfies the standards in Section 11-601
of the Zoning Code applicable to approval of the amendments.

IL RECOMMENDATION
The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven {7) “Ayes"”, zero {0) “Nays"”, two (2) “abzent”,

recommends to the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale to approve the map
amendment at 722-728 N. York Road.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:
Chairman

Dated this day of , 2010.




Memorandum

To:

From:

Ce:

Date:
Ae

Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners

s

Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

Robb McGinnis, Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

January 12, 2011
Scheduling of Public Hearings for Cases A-33-2010 and A-34-2010

Applicant: Doug Fuller
Request: Text Amendment to Section 6-106, to allow Real Estate Offices with a
Maximum of 10 Agents, in the O-1 District as Special Uses and a Special Use

to Allow a Real Estate Office with a Maximum of 10 Agents at 22 N. Lincoln
Street.

The Applicant, Doug Fuller, has submitted an application to amend Article VI (Office
Districts), Section 6-106 (Special Uses), of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, to allow
Real Estate Offices, with a Maximum of 10 Agents, in the O-1 Specialty Office District as
Special Uses. In addition 1o the text amendment, the applicant is also requesting the
necessary special use 1o allow a real estare office, with a maximum of 10 agents at 22 N.

Lincoln Street.

The applicant is requesting the text amendment along with a special use permit, which if
approved would allow them to maintain the current business at the subject property. The
applicant has indicated that they feel a realtor is suitable in the O-1 District given that the
profession of real estate has evolved dramatically and most realtors now work
independently, rather than in a large office setting with several other agenis, and rarely
meet with clients in the office, but convene off site to discuss their business. The O-1
currently allows insurance agents, medical offices, legal services and accounting services
as permitted uses. The applicant feels that the requested use for a realtor's office is now
more in line with these professions due to the aforementioned reasons. The proposed
process would allow the Plan Commission and Village Board to hear all cases
independently and establish the appropriateness of the use based on the location and the

individual circumstances of the property in guestion.

On September 21%, the Board of Trustees approved a temporary use to allow ERA Realty
to occupy the space and operate their business there while the building owner went through
the necessary processes of obtaining the text amendment and associated Special Use. At
that time, the Board of Trustees had concerns with the potential size of the business, so as
such, the Board advised the applicant to further limit the request to a maximum of 10
realtors. The building owner agreed to this condition and is now requesting lo make this

use legal and conforming.

Below is draft langnage proposed by the applicant that would amend the Zoning Code so
that Real Estate Offices with a maximum of 10 agents would be Special Uses in the O-1,

Specialty Office District:



Section 6-106 Special Uses O-1 Q-2 0-3
A. Finance, Insurance and Real Estate:

3. Real Estate Offices (65) with a Maximum of 10 S
Agents

On December 14, 2010, the Village Board of Trustees moved, on a 6-0 vote, to recommend the
aforementioned text amendment be scheduled for a public hearing at the next regularly
scheduled Plan Commission meeting.

It is requested that both public hearings be scheduled for February 9, 2011.

Attachmen!

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook, Village Manager
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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 cerain
information is not applicable, then write “N/A.” If you need additional

space, then aftach separate sheets to this form.

Applicant's name: Dju-i, IAS Suitle —

Owner’s name (if different): -f> A Foiler Famm v Pansae-SH. #
Property address: 27 N Cintoin

Property legal description: [atftach to this form]

Present zoning classification: o=t

Square foolage of property: /1S j2.S

Lot area per dwelling: nJ /A

Lot dimensions: KA-5 ¥ /CS

O\Cice  [Frtac Esrare)
O Single-family detached dwelling

Current use of property:

Proposed use:

7 Other: Sh4me¢ AS ColaLenir
Approval sought: (0 Building Permit [0 Variation

[# Special Use Permit (0 Planned Development

[1 Site Plan [0 Exterior Appearance

(I Design Review

[0 Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
SPerinae USe o Allew 4 flewt £S7aT1c  Offree

(WJiTH MU morc THe~ )0 AtLenTS, JdIaA Q-

C}-ﬂ:‘rr.c DESTIr -

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Provided: Required by Code:
Yards: _
front: i/g&_é? 55

interior side(s) N/ G i JCH [ C
S, 41

_S'pffe.q-l:T *r



Provided: Required by Code:

29.53 3<

corner side

rear /2- S 25
Setbacks (businesses and offices):

front: S8 55

interior side(s) AA e _Joil /e

corner side 29.5%2 35

rear Z Z < 25

others: A nin

Ogden Ave. Center: ~ A A

g
York Rd. Center: ﬂj.ﬂ ~MiA
Wa'kV: N A

Forest Preserve:
Building heights:

principal building(s): .[E)ﬂ FXoSrng 2 Stocas
accessory building(s): A A

Maximum Elevations:

principal building(s): /U/;q /4
accessory building(s): _/v/4 erﬁ

Dwelling unit size(s): W'f}— ,Uf,q
Total bullding coverage: 09 59 i
Total lot coverage: 2S5 e X0 gl
Floor area ratio: A  He
Accessary bullding(s): N 1A

Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]

principal building(s): rln
accessory bullding(s): ~in

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

gﬁﬁj’r- At

Statement of applicant:

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

By: J\’Mﬁ L L

Applicant’s signature

K Dovtins o fwce T2

Applicant's printed name

Dated: \/’2-!0* 2 20 /0.




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-34-2010 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:
Doug Fuller

Address or description of subject property:

29 N. Lincoln Street, Hinsdale Illinois 60521

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

Operation of a Real Estate Office with a Maximum of 10 Agents, in the
-1 Office District.

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any. — See Case A-34-2010
— Special Use Permit

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

s The petitioner must apply for and obtain the necessary text

amendment as it relates to the proposed use.

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

requests:

¢ Subsection 11-602E pertaining to Siandards for Special Use
permits as found in the Zoning Code;

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 initio and shall give rise to no

rights whatsoever.
oy /4
-{5,- F _.". & /_,
By: J’{%M
Village Manager

Dated: /243 ,207¢




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

FA : DEPARTMENT
CVILLAGE .~ |
OF HINSDALE wuen  PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION
FOR OFFICE DISTRICTS

1. GENERAL INFORMATION
Appfican? — Owner —
MName: _-EIL \e € "‘: Sevice Cﬂu\i‘ .y Namc::DSjLAQ]QS_ﬁ.ALCL,W-—_
Address: lo2-_L. C.L\trﬁ-.fe A Address: _|O2~ (- C,"-\-'L.m._c:m A
City/Zip: _trinsAale  (oS2 City/Zip: __thwnsdole @ (oos2-|
Phone/Fax: (b%) 325 -008%((:20) 375 -3 o7 Phone/Fax: (628) B4 — oS /(€30 )B2S -3 7
E-Mail: E-Mail: da.. ‘pu,ﬂer @iitahﬂb Covn

I Others, if any, involved in Epmject (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)

Name: g — Name:

Title: Title:

Address: Address:

City/Zip: City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (__) / Phone/Fax: {__) /
E-Mail: E-Mail: _

Disc]ﬂm;rﬂ 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)




I.  SITE INFORMATION

—_——

Address of subject property: 39 AR Liw(@\n

Property identification number (P.L.N. or tax number): 09 .0\ -220 . cole
Y‘LI‘DCXI'.(_:J\CE lﬁ_\“ﬂ Nl ;}"? bufki(nr;‘]

Brief description of proposed project:

= Soc dFice Sgace

Dlue two SW\.}I Ldeden

General description or characteristics of the site:

Croome \ouse

Existing zoning and land use: 1@ O -\

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: ‘QL{ South: C - \
O- \ West: €= \

East:
Proposed zoning and land use: ()‘Q—CLL Spale Qw’ (ecdte O

i = —

Please mark the appraual(s} you are seeking and atta::h all applmable applications and
standards for each approval requested: B

Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604
Amendmeni Requested:

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

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

;ﬂ: 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: -*-'%9\ n . (./l'm::.,alk

The following table is basedonthe _0 = | Zoning Distriet. { Al ¢ (S$t1ng)

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

i 0O-1 0-2 0-3
Minimum Lot Area (s.f.) 8,500 | 25,000 | 20,000
Minimum Lot Depth 125 | 125 | 125 l?g,%“l'g—
Minimum Lot Width 60 100 80 QE
Building Height 30 40 60 et ina
Number of Stories 2.5 3 5 )
Front Yard Setback 35 25 25 Ug.5g
Corner Side Yard Setback a5 25 25 79 62
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 10 10 (L (b
Rear Yard Setback 25 20 20 2.5
Maximum Floor Area Ratio A0 50 .35 )
(F.AR)* A8
Maximum Total Building 35% N/A N/A
Coverage* .09
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* | 80% 80% 50% 25%
Parking Requirements
|\ | %
Parking front yard setback w4
Parking corner side yard L
setback IA l A
Parking interior side yard T
setback p\l A
Parking rear yard setback a
L oading Requirements A Yo
Accessory Structure !
Information I\.] | A

Where any
application despite such lack of compliance:

- Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

lack of compliance is shown, slate the reason and explain the Vlillage's authority, if any, to approve the




CERTIFICATICON

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
A, The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and

belief. The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this appllcation is true and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.

B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addition,
the applicant understands that the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this

application which may include, but is not limited 1o, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and selback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.
2, A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of

all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way. and sireets; driveway
entrancas, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and lotal lol coverage of all circulation elements divided as between

vehicular and pedesirian ways.

3. All existing and proposed surlace and subsurface drainage and retention and detention facilities and
all existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, 1elephone, and cable communications lines and

easements and all other utility facilities.
Location, size, and arrangement of all outdoar signs-and lighting.

5. Location and height of fences or screen plantings and the type or kink of building materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening. '
6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing localion, 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.
L= The Applicants shall make lhe property thal is the subject of this application available for insper.:tiuh by the Village
al reasonable times; :
0. 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 tha failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

E. The Applicant undersiands thal he/she is responsible for all application fees and any olher fees, which the Villaga'
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-301D of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as amended April

25, 1989.

E. THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND, IF DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY: LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APPLICABLE APPLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (20) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT.
, day of DC:'(DW , 2010 | /We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

On the
to abide by its nd.i_liun_s A i
/gidnatlre of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authogzesl&ge
Lizolet Koumin L SEA
Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized a5maRY PUBLIC - STATE OF
MY COMMSSION EXPRES. 101711
SUBSCRIBED AND.SWORN 7 G ét ;
10 befare me this day VB
Exrfeloc A O. "/l ey é\zt__
Notary Public

4



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE FooED 4 1873

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request:

22 N. Lincoln

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not
dictated by any set slandard. 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 lo respond to
questions if needed. If the standard is not applicable, please mark N/A.

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

\ﬁ\t?_ .Q(DOO‘:»@A ASe. 'S MoV In ‘i'me_ L:ﬁH’\ 'ihf;,LL,ro,hc_a

whicdaxe Pu"m tled Ta e N bt::J‘.‘er’r e cxe ltmn’rmg o o G_rd'&.
2. The existing uses and zoning classifications for properties in the vicinity of the subjecl prope
The Popecty 1S Subunded onthice sides by ©-\ o

r&‘:léﬁwxﬂai ey e Side.. \wa_ E)Ci‘:f{‘wxﬁ buddmo‘. b\yndg G S e
15 (esidential n nattuce..




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

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

Nowne .

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

ND C,\/\mge, L WS €.

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

the proposed amendment. N {‘I\H,\ i W*“:} IO kld C‘V\&_Fgﬁ R

7. The extent, if any, to which the value of adjacent properlies would be aﬂ‘ected by the proposed
amendment.

fﬂsc‘;_}at:e_.nﬂ' Drepeftie s LWsLld not e atferted .

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

None - Zi}h'uni} el c,bmifmg

9. The suitabllity of the subject property for uses permitted or permissible under its present zoning
classification. D isstvicdt g llewes inSiavance GGe S, wedic all

ofRees , 9ol servies and C&-::Lf_'j‘pudwxﬁ Seqvices.
We el a realler s simlar




1ﬂ.*T¢1¢a availability of adequate ingress lo and egress from the subject property and the extent to

11.

12.

13.

14.

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

?;miciwj, and f‘:)mrbu‘ﬁ cleeady exist

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.

Al ﬁ)(?&‘ﬁuxi‘; :

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.

%xmk A L\r’\gi a\C ec\ ! A AR

The community need for the proposed amendment and for the uses and development it would
allow. Howw u'ﬂéj a yeoltoc L J_l“..’;"‘\.t [z Hh'lld*.‘ni:}

7
Wil Keep Hheir buswess i the U{\\agf. of Binsdale
and not lead tiem 1o \eae o

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
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
SPECIAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE o

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: ;‘)’9 . Lo Ct-luf\

Proposed Special Use request: _DE(I e ‘:3{96&_[_&_ Em (ea ol

Is this a Special Use for a Planned Development? EINo [ Yes (If so this submittal also
requires a completed Planned Development Application)

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-602 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 lo 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 il relates o 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

reguiatmns of the district in question were established.
o8 or = 2utable tn the O b. St becapse

ey vow wirk wore ndegende ud-l\_u 200 Conely wWeer with

Chonts e Eﬁiﬁq'»;ﬁ e {-;)p | Hae U hone becowa? mal@ Stale
e grofessionals olweady Vi?r W Hed |

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 public

eglth, safety, and general welfare. .
:ﬁ}n,_ 195 svmdlay e ~thoese . alyveody (24 i Hed




. 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

%L\f{d{ﬂi} evists . No ¢ sete 1 o 'H.r\.r\;'_:af o WAy IS Gve

?m\:am@d .

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

?}Lu\d'm{ﬁ €.x1 <, . ot el WA ol loud 'Ld.‘w‘xf} o\ p'\iu'{'

L‘L\/kﬂ_x‘\sz“__.

. No Traffic Congestion. The proposed use and development will not cause undue traffic
congestion nor draw significant amounts of traffic through residential streets.

S* i lae Lses e@xXisT, L.qu\-(v'qi:} c‘:‘qﬁf_ e Jo usc O(

lt‘- CLCJ EnlsS AS YZlowwage U'\dﬁd b";i Vﬂ“ﬂfj#_’ f_d;ﬂc:l_.f’ d

. 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

imporiance. — —__

B \C.\luij‘ exists .

. Compliance with Standards. The proposed use and development complies with all additional
standards imposed on it by the paricular provision of this Code authorizing such use.
The use S n Luwne wiitth Yhose (LJW’E.G\d\}.r

el mitled T &the G-\ Disteoc

. 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

ist I'ICT.I\J X F)ﬁ




9. Considerations. In determining whether the applicant's evidence establishes that the foregoing
standards have been mel, the Plan Commission shall consider the lollowing:

Fublic 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. £ lcw ing G Cealdner to oc¢ -:'_u_r-?\# “Hae

Yuidding will keep e \auzmi"vb 10 the Village of Husdale

dnd  wotr fead “'Hf\m Yo leavie touon .
Alternate locations. Whether and to what extent such public goals can be met by the location

of the proposed use and development at some DthEr site or in some other area thal may be
more appropriate than the proposed site. {13¢ -V ee L Mok (eallods

CNe wade o_p,c,wm)f iccde. inthis  locotion Han | ac o tne

dow nrausn.
Mitigation of adverse impacts. Whether and to what extent all steps possible have been taken
to minimize any adverse effects of the proposed use and development on the immediate

vicinity throqgh building design, site design, landscaping, and screening.

N /’Lk = EMde“L’? f’i)’f_t b,\_::_)




Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymnes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner g‘

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

Date: January 12, 2011
Ra:

Scheduling Public Hearing for Case A-38-2010

Applicant: Village of Hinsdale

Request: Text Amendment to Section 9-104 F3(c),of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it
relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses

For many years staff has taken the position that residential driveways were limited to 1/3" of the
lot width and no greater than 20" at the lot line based on the language in 9-104F 3(c).

Recently, an argument was made that this limitation should only apply in cases of driveways
leading to detached garages based on the verbiage “no single family detached driveway”. As the
zoning code does not define “detached driveway™, the village attorney has recommended that
staff pursue a text amendment to remove the word *detached” from this provision in order to

minimize the chances for challenges moving forward.
Staff is recommending that the Code be amended for the following reasons;

1. Without the 20’ limitation in place, anyone with a wide lot and an attached garage would
have no limitations on driveway width at the lot line other than 1/3™ lot frontage. In the
case of a 200” deep corner lot with & driveway in the corner sideyard, an applicant could
build a driveway with a width of 60’ at the lot line.

2. Without the 20" limitation in place, permitees will be able to install wider driveways. With
wider driveways comes a preater chance of off street parking in required front yards. The

Code does not presently permit this.

Wider driveways and more impervious surfaces in the front yards is generally frowned upon due
to the sterile streetscape it creates as well as the potential drainage problems created by
additional stormwater runoff.

Tt is requested that the public hearing be scheduled for February 9, 2011.

Attachment

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



~ EDRAFT
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE IX (DISTRICT REGULATIONS OF
GENERAL APPLICABILITY), SECTION 9-104 (OFF STREET PARKING),
SUBSECTION F (RESIDENTIAL USE REQUIREMENTS),
SUBSECTION 8 (PARKING AND DRIVEWAYS FOR RESIDENTIAL USES),
SUBSECTION (C) (WIDTHS) OF THE HINSDALE ZONING CODE
(Plan Commission Case No. A-__-2011)

WHEREAS, the Applicant, the Village of Hinedale (“Village”), seeks to
amend Article IX (District Regulations of General Applicability), Section 9-104 (Off
Qtreet Parking), Subsection F (Residential Use Requirements), Subsection 3
(Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses), Subsection (c) (Widths) of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code (“the Application”) to delete the word “detached” from said_ . __ .

subsection; and
WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing to
consider the Application on , 2011, pursuant to notice thereof

properly published in the Hinsdalean on , 2011, 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-__ -2011; 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 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 Hinsdale, 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 39-104. Article IX (District

Regulations of General Applicability), Section 9-104 (Off Street Parking),
Qubsection F (Residential Use Requirements), Subsection 3 (Parking and
Driveways for Residential Uses), Subsection (c) (Widths of the Hinsdale Zoning
Code are amended by deleting the following overstricken language to read as

follows:
Sec. 9-104. Off Street Parking:

* * * *
F. Residential Use Requirements:
w * * *

3. Parking And Driveways For Residential Uses: Notwithstanding any
other provision of this code, driveways serving single-family dwellings
may traverse any required yard and shall conform to the following
regulations:
* W * *

(c) Widths: The total width of driveways measured at the lot line on a
parcel of property used for residential purposes shall not. exceed one-
third (1/8) the lot frontage and no single-family detaehed driveway
shall exceed twenty feet (20") when measured at the front and/or
corner side lot line. In the case of a detached garage located not more
than ten feet (10" from public alley Jot line, the driveway shall not
exceed the width of the detached garage. The width of the driveway
approach measured at the curb shall in no case be greater than five
feet (5') more than the width measured at the property line.

* * * 2

Section 8. 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 in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to 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 manmer

provided by law.

PASSED this day of 2011.
AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
APPROVED this ____ day of 2011.
Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President
ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk

Z:\PLS\Village of Hinsdale®Ordinancea™2010%10-xx Bec. §-104 11-18-10.doc



) 4 ; COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

35“ s T ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
5 Sl TR ol AMENDMENT APPLICATION
" " VILLAGE
OF HINSDA]—E FOUMDED W LETA

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request: Text Amendment to
Section 9-104F3{(C), as It relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses,

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendmenis. The amendment process |
established is intended fo provide a means for making changes in the lext of the Zoning Code and in |
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to 1elieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is inlended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning

newly important
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trusiees 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 amendmenis that will be the criteria used by the Plan Commission
and Board of Trustees in determining the merits of this application. Please respond {o each
standard as It relates 1o the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond fo

questions if needed. If the standard is not applicable, please mark N/A.

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

The proposed text __amendmeni was a recommended course of action by the Village Atlomney {o
further clarify a position regarding driveways that staff has always enforced procedurally, I
approved, the text amendment would not change anything in terms of code requirements, but

rather would clearly establish staff's existing position on driveway width and hopefully eliminate

unnecessary misinterpretations.

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

N/A



3.

10.

7.

The trend of development in the vicinity of the subject pro i i i
A perty, 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.
The proposed text amendment is not site specific, bul it should not diminish any value as it will

not change anything the Village is currently requiring.

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

The exient, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be aflected by

the proposed amendment,
Aqain, nothing would change as to how interpretation of this section currently functions

The extent, if any, 1o which the value of adjacent properties would be affect

. ed by the pro
amendment. The proposed text amendment should not affect the value of any Ei:ngerl:iagpqsed
The exient, if any, to which the future orderly development of adjacent properties would be

affected by the proposed amendment.
The proposed text amendment would cut down on polential issues regarding lot coverage as well

as using driveways for off-street parking. Staff believes that the Village has always viewed this
type of use for driveways fo be discouraged and also believes the intent was to always minimize

the amount of coverage in the front yard of a single-family residence.

The suitability of the subject property for uses permitled or permissible under its present zoning

classification. N/A

The availability of adequate ingress lo and egress from the subject pro
; _ _ . perty and the exten
which traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the subject property would be affected l!-::c;he

proposed amendment. N/A

The availability of adequate ulilities and essential public services to the '
. subject property 1
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classiﬁgliorﬁ. P

IN/A



L

me, if any, that the subjec! property has been vacant, considered in the context of

12. The length of i
lopment in the vicinity of the subject property. N/A

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

allow.
Stafi feels that if approved, the amendment of this language would only solidify what was always
the intent of not only the code, but also Village officials.

14. The reasons, where relevant, why the subject property should be established as pan 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

o B SR ARy COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
E H{;yﬁ,ﬁg, XL el DEPARTMENT
e -_-;-. oL oAt 2 5 :_ -:'r
“ VILLAGE et
OF HINSDALE e GENERAL APPLICATION
1. GENERAL INFORMATION
Applicant . Ow.ner
Name: Village of Hinsdale Name: N/A .
Address: ]_g_E-___ChMgQA—“‘— Address:
City/Zip: Hinsdale, 1. 60521 _ City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7030 __/ Phone/Fax: (__) /
E-Mail: : E-Mail:
I' Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Auorn;, Engineer)
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) Robert McGinnis, Direct of Community Development/Building Commissioner
2) Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

3)




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: N/A

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

Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Section 9-104 F3(c) of the Hinsdale Zoning

Code as it relates to Parking and Driveways for Residential Uses.

General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: NfA South: N/A .
East: N/A West: N/A
Proposed zoning and land use: N/A_
Existing square footage of property: N/A square feet
Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: square feet
—— — —— = — -
Please mark the approval(s) you are seeking and attach all applicable applications and o
standards for each approval requestied:
, . @ Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
O Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 Amendment Requested: Section 9-104 as it
lates to Parking and Dri i i
O Design Review Permit 11-605E e S for Residential

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

0O Development in the 8-2 Central Business

O Special Use Permit 11-602E
District Questionnaire

Special Use Requesied:

O Maijor 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 f
Front Yard Setback
Corner Side Yard Setback
Interior Side Yard Setback
Rear Yard Setback
Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.A.R.)*
Maximum Total Building

Coverage”
Maximum Total Lot Coverage*

Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback
Parking corner side yard

setback
Parking interior side yard

setback .
Parking rear yard setback

| oading Requirements

Accessory Structure

Information
- Musl provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance Is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, it any, 40 approve the

application despile such lack of compliance:




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certiflies and acknowledges and agrees that:
The slatements contained in this applicalion are frue and correcl 1o the best of the Applicant's knowledge and

belief, The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, stales thatl he or she consents 1o the filing
of this application and that all information contained In this application |s true and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.

B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addilion,
the applicant understands that the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may include, but is not limited 1o, the following ilems:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.
2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of

all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including righis-of-way and sireets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb culs; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and fotal lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedesirian ways.

a. All existing and proposed surlace and subsuriece drainage and relention and detention facilities and
all existing and proposed waler, sewer, gas, electric, telephone, and cable communications lines and
easements and all other utility facilities.

4, Location, slze, and arrangement of all ouldaor signs and lighting.
E. Location and height of fences or screen plantings and the type or kink o building materials or
plantings used for fencing or screening.
6. A detalled landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all irees, shrubs, and other plant
material,
7. A traffic study Iif required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.
C. The Applicants shall make the property that is the subjecl of this applicalion available for inspection by the Village

at reasonable limes;

if any information _pmand in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this spplication, the Applicants shall submil & supplemenial application or other
acceplable written statement containing the new or conrected information as soon as practicable but nol 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 APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE AFPLICABLE AFFLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO FAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTSOF COLLECTION,
IF THE ACCOUNT I8 NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

PAYMENT.
On ihe 2wl , day of A oscnben , 22/ < |\We have read the above cerlification, understand it, and agree

to abide by s condilions. /24 ag #* Ao (&
7~
Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or aulhorized agent
Name of applicani or authorized agent Name of applicani or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN

lo before me this ZAzn,Jday of

Notary Public
4

CHRISTINE M BRUTON
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOHS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 03/3014




MaLorandLm

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

Date: January 12,2011
Re: Sign Review — 24 W. Chicago Avenue — Village Cellar

The applicant is requesting review of one awning sign and one wall sign. The awning sign
would be located on an existing awning, directly above the storefront of their business and
the wall sign would be located on the east elevation of the building, which is located at 24 W.
Chicago Avenue. This site is zoned B-1, Community Business District.

The existing awning is located on the north facing elevation of the building, is red in color
and would contain the same white letier color and font as the existing valance, with the new
business name on it. The proposed wall sign would have a white background and contain the
business’ logo, including a wine glass, grapes and the business name. Both of the proposed
signs would direct replacements of the cxisting signs that were for the previous business, A
Taste of Vino. The proposed signage on the front valance would be approximately 3.26
square feet and the total square footage for the wall sign would be approximately 23 square

feet.

Subsection 9-106] of the Zoning Code provides the requirements for signage in the B-1
Community Business District. The Code allows two wall or awning signs with a maximum
square footage of five percent of the square footage of the wall to which the signs are affixed.
As such, the signs meet the requircments of Section 9-106 — Signs of the Zoning Code.

Cc:  President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees

David Cook, Village Manager



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
[-'FLICATIDN FOR SIGN PERMIT

[Aopticant [Comrsewor |

| Name:r 74Atclenx  Onpks
Address:c?‘/ o 64/7':4?44’ Ave. | Address: 7/5 M%&V’Mﬁ
| City/Zip: zﬁdsd{a(z o=

| City/Zip: __54}’7/;0!' J'/ Gol> €
Phone/Fax: (__) | Phone/Fax: {éi}fﬂ- 57o0s | I33-<43894
E-Mail:

E-Mail:
Contact Name:

i Contact Name:g’;ﬂ @%J

I ADDRESS OF SIG_N LOCATION: Sigm Tope: L fatce 2
_(_;'_]'L/ L ﬂ%@ -éltfur_. i Permanent [J Temporary Desnia g
' : [ Ground Sign —_—
ZONING DISTRICT: 0 Wall Sign
[ Pole Sign

Sign Information: e Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): /¢  (_& x /¢ "y m@mnmgc:

Overall Height from Grade: _ F// ¢ Ft. Building/Tenant Frontage:

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

1] %D a G—%‘Zy% Business Nmne:"?/%}é ﬂ[ 14-" >

© Size of Sign: 85 _S;44_  Square Feet
Type of llumination: AJA‘ Business Name:

Foot Candles: Size of Sign: Square Feet

1 hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and the atiached instruction sheet and siate that it is correct
e-ta,comply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordimances.

/)28 7o
Date

Date

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

x $4.00 =

Total square footage:

Plan Commission Approval Date:
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

I [

: Namé%ﬂé’ﬂ e f,,ma
Address: 3‘/ t«U Crcaso 4. | Adaress: /35 ,ﬁ,»’{,g,;,m T,
Cityzip: _AAiselafe Cos> | | Gityrzip Dax Tms  foos&
Phone/Fax: &M . [T | Phone/Fax: 47 370- 0350

E-Mail: _f2Zonre @ Yahoa. com E-Mail: TGilmere E‘C?{:Jr'f'd Lir 251510
Contact Name:% mef,q

Contact Name: j,:-.-. 'ﬁa{wﬂ are

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: Sign Type:
> ‘/ L CHtaéo 4ue M Permanent  [] Temporary
s L] Ground Sign
| ZONING DISTRICT: % Wall Sign
{1 Pole Sign

Sign Information: Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Fcet}:'aa-# b (423 x Sds) treet Frontage:

Overall Height from Grade: 3,58 }:L__ hBuiIangf"I‘ enant Frontage: 1S3 s &R
Proposed Colors (Maximum of Three Colors): Existing Sign Information:

ol eo @ éIZE\-’ Business Name: 1ashs & Viwe

o [/l Size of Sign:_S2'x &' Square Feet
Type of llumination: Sver- badD L . Business Name:

Foot Candles: Size of Sign: Square Feet

to cc:-mpl_v with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

//1;57—{@

Date

[/ 25~/o

Date

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: Fee:  $4.00 per square foot, nol less than $75.00 per sign

x $4.00=

Total square footage:

Plan Commission Approval Date:
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Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commission Members
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner ‘%’
Ce: Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner
Dave Cook, Village Manager
Date: January 12, 2011
Re: Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review — 8 E. First Street — IL Poggiolo
REQUEST

The petitioner is requesting exterior appearance and site plan review to allow for a temporary, seasonal
vestibule on the exterior fagade of the commercial building located at 8 E. First Street. The building is

located in the B-2 Central Business District.

On November 17, 2009, the Village Board of Trustees approved the seasonal vestibule as a temporary use,
but informed the business owner that he would need to obtain approval for exterior appearance and site plan
review to allow the vestibule to be constructed in future years. If approved, the requirement for exterior
appearance would be a one-time obligation provided the vestibule maintained the same color, size and

configuration of the existing vestibule.

Review Criteria

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

Zoning Code:
1. Subsection 11-604F pertaining to Standards for site plan disapproval; and

7. Subsection 11-606E pertaining to Standards for building permits (exterior appearance review), which
refers 1o Subsection 11-605E Standards and considerations for design review permil.

Cec: President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees
David Cook
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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: EL Q:‘:)Cﬁ[gl @) Qkémmwx'l—

Owner's name (if different): D E Bt LLO f‘lu &)e;\eq @ uch
Property address: g Lo T ek '
Property legal description: [attach to this form]

Present zoning classification: (o pamen el

Square footage of property: AYo0s4

Lot area per dwelling: :

Lot dimensions: (3 > HO

Current use of property: B e vant

Proposed use: Single-family detached dwelling
Other: Yo

Approval sought: Building Permit Variation
Special Use Permit Planned Development
Site Plan Exterior Appearance
Design Review
Other: ".E'.w-\gvvau{wj \jfﬂ.]\-"\!“luf t)S( :

Brief description of request and proposal:
To wved (empory \esh L\—q
v

Plans & Specifications: [submit with this form]
Kt ; Prjvided: Required by Code:
. iy L‘[if S v
Yards: ) ) ' By eon o0 N N
front: p'y” o6 :

interior side(s) pl gt o AR
i



Provided: Required by Code:

dge

0 Ll

corner side
rear 1]

Setbacks (businesses and offices): x5ty
front:
interior side(s)
corner side
rear
others:
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):

...
r-.:_
= ks

b
-
-

ré

%

L
A

Total building coverage: €0,
Total lot coverage: 419
Floor area ratio: .21 2.%
Accessory building(s): I | A
Spacing between bulldings:[depi\‘m on attached plans]

principal building(s): A [ 2

accessory building(s): vl I

—

Number of off-street parking spaces required: o
Number of loading spaces required: s
Statement of applicant:
I swear/affi .'nfnnﬂarmn provided in this form is true and complete. |
understarid that 5 f applicable—qr relevant information from this form could

tficate of Zoning Compliance.

pplicant’s signature

Voley Lol

Applicant’s printed name
Dated: __\\- 24 L2000 .




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 8 East
Firs IL Poggiolo, regarding Exterior Appearance/Site Plan

Review in 2011, 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:

IL Poggiolo — Peter Burdi

Address or description of subject property:

8 E. First Street, Hinsdale, IL 60521

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

Installation of a seasonal vestibule for inclement weather.

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any See Plan
ommissgion File for 8 E. First Street — IL Po re in
Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review in 201 1_1

Conditions of approval of this certificate:
The Board of Trustee's adopt an Ordinance that grants the following reguests:
s Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Exterior

Appearance Review.
o 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 (c) the Village’s understanding of
the facts and circumstances otherwise changes, then this
certificate may be rescinded.

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

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

details,

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

If this certificate is issued in violation of the provisions of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code, whether intentionally, negligently, or
innocently, then it shall be void ab initio and shall give rise to

no rights whatsoever.

Village Manager
i
Dated: /7 201




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND
SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

VILLAGE -
OF HINSDALE [EASRIED I 3837
Address of proposed request. 8 &ﬁ;\vﬁrg%mﬁ_

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 11-60SE Standards and considerations for design permit review.

*x#*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 deseription of the additional requirements.

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00
Within 250 feet of a Single-Family Residential District: 5800

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
h criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper

respond to eac
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. r &

2 Malterials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. Canva™

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. \Jeshdnole  orad cles ('qm@_{‘hj

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. _ tN\




5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. Y o<,

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. V-ﬁh

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

Yeo

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 cnr‘n?e:ﬁhle with buildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related. N |

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 gompatible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. ‘\F, }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. Ves

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. }({ <

12.Roof shapes. The roof shape of a bu”diﬁ shall be visually compatible with the buildings to

which it is visually related. I ‘h,.’ aa

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. \
=

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. o

e /

15. Directional expression of front elevation. The buildings shall be visually compatjble with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related in its directional character,

_2_




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

]
in-
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.

o

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 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.

2. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way. &m:} ﬁ;k LM L Vo

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.

dg;k nﬂ‘f
4. The proposed site plan is unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of
surrounding property. A\ NP

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.

Y docs rov

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

.3_



T Qpﬂ& not

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 submitied 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. x4 does n

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. J4 dug}-

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. —1.{ Zlgeg nsY

11.The proposed site plan d:}es\nm provide for required public uses designated on the Official
Map.

A ]

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the public health, safety, or general
welfare. +4 Aoe, vk




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
IR DEPARTMENT
VIL I_AGE
OF HINSDALE ....... PLAN COMMISSION APPLICATION
FOR BUSINESS DISTRICTS
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
App!;cant - _ ] Owner_‘
Name: M Name: ?E:knu’ 'ESI.- r-cQL
Address: B E. St SF Address: B €.5%ant S‘\
City/Zip: City/Zip s 1 LAY

Phone/Fax: (20 T3%- 2 Yoo (3D T3 ‘{"CH’D( Phone/Fax: 312) ¢ 7-9 91K /

E-Mail: E-Mail:

Others, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer) J
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)
2)

3 _ _




1. 'SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: % 'f-: @m} 3\;1{{_&-

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): 0"! - [2 - 150 - OO—-]'

Brief description of proposed project: E te ke ﬂkﬁa \)t‘;}n\w‘\ e A\~ ot ol
Q\eﬁﬂu o

General description or characteristics of the site: 19_"%“5&/—%\&:3

Existing zoning and land use: C Sy o € -.u,ul;l

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

L

North: OD‘-’T\M-HCH:Q- South: Cbmmtﬁ,{cﬁ\
g \

East: West:

Proposed zoning and land use: C_Dm A Cut w&,[é

Please n:ark th: approval(s) yuu?ra seeking. and attach all applicable aﬁﬁicaﬁuns and T

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

% xterior Appearance 11-606E

Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested:

O Planned Development 11-603E

District Questionnaire

O Development in the B-2 Central Business




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE
Address of subject property: 8 z. \:\fg} S\—:—e&}(

The following table is based on the & @-— Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
B-1 B-2 B-3
Minimum Lot Area 6,250 | 2,500 | 6,250 LS50
Minimum Lot Depth 125 125’ 125’ 72
Minimum Lot Width 50’ 20’ 50" ¢ jdo
Building Height 30' 35' 30’ leg (1"
Number of Stories 2 3 2 =
Front Yard Setback 25' 0 25' g°
Corner Side Yard Setback 25' 0 25° g
Interior Side Yard Setback 10° o 10 !
Rear Yard Setback 20° 20° 20' glau
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 35 2.5 .50
(F.AR.)" {5 T
Maximum Total Building N/A 80% N/A
Coverage* 0o
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* | 90% | 100% 0% 172 *fo
Parking Requirements
Ao
Parking front yard setback - ala
Parking corner side yard . )
setback In [ A
Parking interior side yard ;
setback i ( A
Parking rear yard setback [ 2
Loading Requirements i o
Accessory Structure 15’ 15 15’ T
Information (height) ol &
1

- Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve the
application despite such lack of compliance.




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
A The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and

belief. The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.

B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or 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 of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.
2 A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of

all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb culs, parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lol 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.

4, Location, size, and amangement of all outdoor signs and lighting,

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

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

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

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

D. If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission aof this application, the Applicants shall submil 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 that failure to do so shall be grounds for denial of the application; and

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

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

day ufw 2 QU |/we have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

i

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

s D08l

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

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN -

to be.fure_ :2& this __%Fg Df %%Qf{%%ﬁ/ﬁﬁ‘g%
eSS ot '

HOFFICIA_L SE.A.L"

KATHRYN G. REYNOL
OTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF FLL?NSUIS
Commission Ex Ires 04/13/2071




Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner &

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

Date: January 12,2011
Re

Public Hearing for Case A-36-2010
Applicant: Village of Hinsdale
Request: Text Amendment to Section 9-106, as it relates to projecting signs and staff

review of code compliant s1gns

The Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, has submitied an application to amend Section 9-106
(Signs) of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, as it relates to projecting signs and staff review

of code compliant signs.

At the Plan Commission meeting of December 8", 2010, the Commission was generally in
support of the amendment, but wanted to see more specific language regarding the timeframe in
which the Village Manager and Plan Commission Chair were required 1o take action on a sign

request. Attached is the requested ordinance

Attachment

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trusiees



DRART

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE IX (DISTRICT REGULATIONS OF
GENERAL APPLICABILITY), SECTION 9-106 (SIGNS), SUBSECTION J
(DISTRICT REGULATIONS FOR ALL OTHER DISTRICTS) AND
ARTICLE XI (ZONING ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT), PART
VI (AMENDMENTS AND SPECIAL APPROVALS),

SECTION 11-607 (SIGN PERMIT) OF THE HINSDALE ZONING CODE
(Plan Commission Case No. A-36-2010)

WHEREAS, the Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale (*Village”), seeks to
amend Article IX (District Regulations of General Applicability), Section 9-106
(Signs), Subsection J (District Regulations) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code to amend
certain provisions regarding signs in the B-2 Central Business District and Article
XI (Zoning Administration and Enforcement), Part VI (Amendments and Specal
Approvals), Section 11-607 (Sign Permit) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regarding the
processing of sign permit applications (“the Application”); and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing to
consider the Application on December 8, 2010, pursuant to notice thereof properly
published in the Hinsdalean on November 18, 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-36-2010; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale, at a public meeting on .
201, 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 Hinedale, DuPage and Cook Counties and State of Illinois,

as follows:

Section1. Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance as findings of the President and Board of Trustees.



Section 2. Amendment of Section 9-106. Article IX (District
Regulations of General Applicability), Section 9-106 (Signs), Subsection J (District
Regulations for All Other Districts) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code is amended by
deleting the following overstricken language and adding the underlined language to
read as follows:

Sec. 9-106. Signs:
o * * *
J. District Regulations For All Other Districts: In all districts other

than the residential districts, the open space district, the B-1 district,
and the O-1 district, signs shall be permitted as follows:

L] * * *

3. Number Of Signs Permiited Per Lot:

w L W w

(e) One projecting sign, consisting of not more

than two {2) faces, for
each building in the B-2 district, for-thes senes Jocated-abeve

= ot M =i

.........
..... H

ET o

ber of

- which shall be counted toward the maximum num
signs allowed; plus
E * * W

4. Maximum Gross Surface Area Of Signs Permiited:

(f) Projecting signs: Not to exceed three (3) square feet per sign face,
with each face having a horizontal dimension of twenty four inches
(24" and a vertical dimension of eighteen inches (18"), nor more than

two (2) faces per sign. For buildings with multiple businesses or
tenants, not to exceed the sum of three (3) square feet per sign face,

lus the square footage equivalent of five percent (5%) of a building’s
linear fronta not to exceed a total sien face area of five (5) square
feet, with nor more than two faces per sign and no more than two (2

business or tenant names per sign face; plus

w k3 * *

Section 3. Amendment of Section 11-607. Article XI {(Zoning
Administration and Enforcement), Part VI (Amendments and Special Approvals),

2




Section 11-607 (Sign Permit) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code is amended by deleting
the following overstricken language and adding the underlined language to read as

follows:

Sec. 11-607. Sign Permit:

A. Authority: The plancommission village may, in accordance with the
procedures and standards set out in this section, grant sign permits
authorizing the construction and maintenance of signs subject to the
regulations of seetion 9-106 of this code and the standards stated in

this section.

B. Purpose: The sign regulations and standards set forth in this code
are intended to protect the health, safety, and welfare of village
residents by establishing specific conditions and limitations on
development of all signs in the village. The sign permit process is
designed to ensure that all such regulations and standards have been
satisfied.

C. Parties Entitled To Seek Sign Permits: An application for a sign
permit may be filed by the owner of or any person having a
contractual interest in, the property on which the sign is proposed to be

located.
D. Procedure:

1. Application: Applications for sign permits shall be filed in
accordance with the requirements of section 11-301 of this article.

9 Administrative Approval Of Signs: Sign permit applications that
meet the requirements of this section and Section 9-106 of this
may be approved by the village manager, subject to the review and

consent_of the plan commission chairperson. The plan commission
chairperson may forward a sign permit application to the plan

commission for further review and approval pursuant to this secti

the chairperson’s discretion. If an application is not forwarded to the

lan commission by the irperson, the village manager shall

action on _an application within ten (10) business days. If the village

manaper does not act on_an application within said time, the
application shall automatically be referred to the plan commission for
action,

2. 3. Action By Plan Commission: Within sixty (60) days following the
proper—filing referral of a completed application to the plan
commission, the plan commission shall either grant the sign permat or,

-3-



by written resolution stating the reasons therefor, deny the application
or grant the application with modifications or conditions. The failure of
the plan commission to act within sixty (60) days, or such further time
to which the applicant may agree, shall be deemed to be a decision
granting the sign permit.

E. Standards For Sign Permits: No sign permit shall be granted
pursuant to this section unless the applicant shall establish that:

1. Visual Compatibility: The proposed sign will be visually compatible
with the building on which the sign is proposed to be located and
surrounding buildings and structures in terms of height, size,
proportion, scale, materials, texture, colors, and shapes.

2. Quality Of Design And Construction: The proposed sign will be
constructed and maintained with a design and materials of high
quality and good relationship with the design and character of the

neighborhood.

3. Appropriateness To Activity: The proposed sign is appropriate to and
necessary for the activity to which it pertains.

4. Appropriateness To Site: The proposed sign will be appropriate to its
location in terms of design, landscaping, and orientation on the site,
and will not create a hazard to pedestrian or vehicular traffic, detract
from the value or enjoyment of neighboring properties, or unduly
increase the number of signs in the area.

F. Authority To Modify Certain Sign Regulations:

1. Authority: Subject to the standards and limitations set forth in this
subsection F, the plan commission shall have the authority, in
connection with the granting of a sign permit pursuant to this section,
to modify the provisions of section 9-106 of this code in those specific
instances enumerated in subsection F2 of this section and in
accordance with each of the standards enumerated in subsection F3 of

this section.
2. Permiited Modifications: The commission may modify the provisions
of section 9-106 of this code only as follows:

(a) To decrease to any degree, or to increase by not more than twenty
percent (20%), the minimum or maximum allowable height from grade

of any sign.



(b) To increase by not more than five percent (5%) the maximum area
of signage otherwise allowed.

(¢) To increase by not more than one sign the maximum number of
signs of any functional type otherwise allowed.

(d) To allow not more than one of the following signs to be located on a
lot where signs of such functional types are not otherwise allowed:
business sign, identification sign, joint identification sign, off premises
identification sign, and public service sign.

(e) To adjust the required spacing between any signs or structures.

3. Standards For Modifications: No modification shall be granted
pursuant to thie subsection F unless the applicant properly applies for
the specific relief required and the applicant establishes compliance
with all of the following standards:

(a) General Standard: Carrying out the strict letter of the provisions of
section 9-106 of this code would create a particular hardship or a
practical difficulty not caused by an act or omission of the applicant.

(b) Unusual Physical Limitations: The subject property or the
structure on which the sign is proposed to be located is burdened with
an unusual physical limitation, such as an irregular shape, unusual
geographic location, exceptional topographical feature, or other
extraordinary physical condition, that is peculiar to the subject
property and that is more than merely an inconvenience or cost
consideration to the applicant.

(c) Adverse Impacts: The modification, if granted, would have no
adverse impact on any abutting or adjacent property and no adverse
impact on the essential character of any part of or all of the

neighborhood of the subject property.

(d) Public Health And Safety: The modification, if granted, would have
no adverse impact on, and would not endanger, the public health or

safety.

(e) Compliance With Permit Standards: The application satisfies the
standards of subsection E of this section.

G. Conditions On Sign Permiits: The willage manager or the plan
commission, as applicable, may impose such conditions and limitations
concerning the construction and maintenance of a sign upon the grant
of a sign permit as may be necessary or appropriate to ensure

-5-



satisfaction of the standards set forth in this section and the purposes
and objectives of this code and to minimize any adverse effects upon
other property in the vicinity. Such conditions shall be expressly set
forth in the permit issued by the village manager or the written
resolution granting the sign permit by the plan commission. Violation
of any such condition or limitation shall be a violation of this code and
shall constitute grounds for revocation of the sign permit.

H. Effect Of Issuance Of A Sign Permit: The granting of a sign permit

by the village manger or the plan commission shall not authorize
construction or maintenance of any sign, but shall merely authorize
the preparation, filing, and processing of applications for any other
permits or approvals that may be required by the codes and ordinances
of the village, including, but not limited to, a building permait.

Section 4. 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 in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of such

conflict.

Section 5. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the manmer

provided by law.

PASSED this ___ day of 2011.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this_____ day of 2011.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Deputy Village Clerk
ZAPLS\Village of Hinsdale\Ordinances\2011\11-xx signs amendment 01-06-11.doc

-6-



Memorandum

To: Chairman Bymes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner ‘?fs
ce:  Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner
David [Jouk,_.ViIlnge Manager
Date: January 12,2011
Re Scheduling Public Hearing for Case A-37-2010
Applicant: Village of Hinsdale — Parks and Recreation Department
Request: Special Use Permit and Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for Paddle
Courts and Associated Structures.

The petitioner, Village of Hinsdale’s Parks and Recreation Department, is requesting a special use
and exterior appearance/site plan review 1o allow for a total of six paddle courts and associated
structures at KLM Park. The proposal is to locate, two new courts in addition to the four existing
courts which also includes the associated paddle hut. The two new courts would be located in the
same general location as the four existing courts. As part of the request the Village is also
proposing 5 new parking spaces which would satisfy the requirement for all six paddle courts. The
layout for both the courts and the proposed parking spaces can be scen on the attached illustrations.

The paddle courts are generally located in the southeast corner of KLM Park which is on County
Line Road, just south of 55 Street. KLM Park is located in the OS Open Space District.

Attachment

Ce:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, lllinois 60521-3489
5_30.739.‘?{]30

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

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

space, then aitach separate sheets to this form.

Applicant’s name: Village of Hinsdale — Parks and Recreation Dept,
Owner’s name (if different):
Property address: 5891-5911 County Line Road {KLM Park)

Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: OS
Square footage of property: __52 acres
Lot area per dwelling: N/A
Lot dimensions: 1750’ x 1280°

Current use of property:  Park containing various structures and uses

[0 Single-family detached dwelling
] Other: Park (same as existin

Proposed use:

Approval sought: O Building Permit O Variation
@ Special Use Permit O Planned Development
i Site Plan @ Exterior Appearance
O Design Review
[0 Other:

Brief description of request and proposai:

The Village of Hinsdale is seeking Site Plan Review and Exterior Appearance approval
as well as a Special Use Permit for public sports and recreation buildings and facilities

to allow for six paddle courts and associated structures at KLM Park.




Plans & Specifications:

[submit with this form]

Provided: Required by Code:

Yards:

front: i 1012' 100'-0"

interlor side(s) 90' /1538 50'/50'

Provided: Required by Code:

corner side 5 N/A N/A

rear " 60'-0" 50'-0"
Setbacks (businesses and offices): N/A

front: e N/A N/A

interior side(s) N/A N/A

corner side N/A N/A

rear N/A N/A

others: N/A N/A

Ogden Ave. Center: N/A N/A

York Rd. Center: N/A N/A

Forest Preserve: N/A N/A
Building helghts:

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

accessory bullding(s): 25’ 60’
Maximum Elevations:

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

accessory bullding(s): _N/A N/A
Dwelling unit size{s): N/A N/A
Total bullding coverage: N/A N/A
Total lot coverage: N/A N/A
Floor area ratlo: .08 .20

Accessory hulldfng{:}:

Existing paddle court lights are 25-0" tall
Proposed paddie court lights would be 25'-0" tall

Existing height of paddle courl building is 18'-10 %"

Spacing between bulldings:[depict on attached plans]

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

N/A
N/A

Number of off-street parking spaces required: _5

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 retevant information from this form could

be a bas!s r enfma;zgcatmn of the Ceriificate of Zoning Compliance.
ol el -

Appilcant‘s signature

Appllcant's printed name
/2/3 2042

Dated:




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 A-37-2010 for

5891-5911 County Line Road — Village of Hinsdale/KLM Park
regarding Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review and a Special Use for

regarding Exterior Appearance/site Flan heview
Paddle Clourts with associated structures in 2010, for a Certificate of

Zoning Compliance, the proposal deseribed in this certificate appears to
comply with the standards made applicable to it by the Hinsdale

Zoning Code.

This certificate is issued to:
Village of Hinsdale, Parks and Recreation Department

Address or description of subject property:

5891-5911 County Line Road. KLM Park

Use or proposal for subject property for which certificate is issued:
A total of 6 paddle courts and associated structures

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

Commission File for 5891-5911 County Line Road, Village of

Hinsdale/KLM Park, regarding Special Use and Exterior

Appearance/Site Plan Review in 2010.

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

e Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Exterior

Appearance Review.
e Section 11-604 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 (c)
‘the Village’s understanding of the facts and circumstances otherwise
changes, then this certificate may be rescinded.

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

Code for details.

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

Hinsdale Building Code for details.

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

commenced or a use is commenced.

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

Village Manager

/J—/g , 20,0

Dated:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

;., g A - Wy _',.f COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
# el IR RS - ) DEPARTMENT
4 :l.___- ""‘ L1 - ".—‘ r'. CRLET :‘
OF HINSDALE e GENERAL APPLICATION
I. GENERAL MDWON
Please Note: You MUST complete and attach aﬁppruﬁiat& aﬁicatlons and standards
applicable to your speclific request to this application.

= = e E—— — e i
Applicant Owner
TS = —
Name: _Village of Hinsdale — Parks and Rec. Dept Name: __Same as applicant

Address: _19E. Chi ve. Address:
City/Zip: _ Hinsdale, 1l 60521 City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7090 /. Phone/Fax: (__) /
E-Mail: ghasset@vi]lagcgﬂ]insdnle.n_rg E-Mail-
— = e —— — e e ————

- e —— —— e

o - : e — == - - S ey
E}-lhcrs, if any, involved in the project (i.e. Architect, Attorney, Engineer)

Name: e : _ Name:

Title: Title:

Address: Address:

| Cityfz:ip:' City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: (___) J Phone/Fax: (___) f
E-Mail: E-Mail:

: : = e — s
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) _Gina Hassett, Director of Parks and Recreation

2) _Dan Deeter. Villa Engi

3) _Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner
4) _Robb McGinnis — Directar of Community Development/Buildin Commissioner

e m—— __ __



II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: _5891-5911 County Line Road (KLM Park)

Property identification number (P.LN. or tax number): 18-18-300-001 and 18-18-108-001

Brief description of proposed project: Special Use and Exterior Appearance/Site Plan review for a total
of 6 paddle courts and associated structures at KLM Park.

Park with various structures and uses.

General description or characteristics of the site:

Existing zoning and land use: __OS — Open Space District

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:
South: _Burr Ridge (King Bruwaen House)

North: _R-2, Single Family Residential
West: _R-3 and B-5 Residential Districts

East: _Single Family (Burr Ridge)

Proposed zoning and land use: __See Below

Existing square footage of property: __52 ___ acres
square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: __ 15,700

Please mark the approval(s) you are seeking and attach all eﬁrlil:ahla applications and

standards for each approval requested:
0O Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

& Site Plan Disapproval 11-604
Amendment Requested:

O Design Review Permit 11-605E

& Exterior Appearance 11-606E
0O Planned Development 11-603E

71 Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: public sports and O Development in the B-2 Central Business
recreation buildings & facilities District Questionnaire
— m— —— —




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: __5891-5911 County Line Road (KLM Park)

The following table is based onthe _OS _ Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
Minimum Lot Area 40,000 52 Acres
Minimum Lot Depth 250 1,290 feet
Minimum Lot Width 150 1,750 feet
Building Height 30-0" All buildings existing
Number of Stories N/A N/A _
Front Yard Setback 100°-0” 1,012 feet
Comer Side Yard Setback N/A N/A .
Interior Side Yard Setback 50'-0"/50"-0" 90' (south)/1,538' (north)
Rear Yard Setback 50'-0" 60’
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 20 08
(F.A.R)*
Maximum Total Building Coverage® | N/A N/A
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* N/A N/A
Parking Requirements 5 5
Parking front yard setback No setback required per 7- N/A
210E(2)
Parking corner side yard setback | No setback required per 7- N/A
210E(2)
Parking interior side yard setback No setback required per 7- N/A
210E{(2)
Parking rear yard setback No setback required per 7- N/A
210E(2)
Loading Requirements N/A N/A
Accessory Structure Information 60’-0" per 7-210-E(1) 25'-0" (lights)

* Musl 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, 1o approve the
application despite such lack of compliance:

n-conforming situations may exist ‘the buildings or structures are all existing.

Where any no :
Per Section 7-210E(10), “any and all light poles, fixtures or recreational structures not Iin
conformance with the provisions of this code as of Februa 3, 2009, shall after said date be in

s deemed 1o be in compliance and conformance with this code”.

all respect



CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:

A,

On the

The statements contained in this application are true and correct 1o the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
belief. The owner of the subject property, il different from the applicant, stales that he or she consents 1o 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, bul is not limited to, the following items:

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation ol yard and setback dimensions
to the helght, 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 sireets; driveway
enirances, curbs, and curb culs; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lol coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways.

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

Location, size, and arrangament of all outdoor signs and lighting.

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

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

7. A traffic study f 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 {imes;

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 stalement conaining the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not less than
1en days following the change, and that failure 1o do so shall be grounds for denial ol the application; and

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

25, 1989.

THE OWNER OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY AND, IF DIFFERENT, THE APPLICANT ARE JOINTLY AND
SEVERALLY LIABLE FOR THE PAYMENT OF THE APFPLICABLE AFPPLICATION 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.
BalL day of > 2 s 2.9/ OlWe have read the above certification, understand It, and agree

Signature of epplicant oramiharized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent

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

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN -
betore me this ay of f} ? - m M\J

Notary Fublic

CHRISTINE M BRUTON
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINDIS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 033014




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
SPECIAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

T R T b

OF HINSDALE FOUNDED IN 1573

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: 5891-5911 County Line Road (KLM Park])

Proposed Special Use request: Recreation Facility in the OS District
[ Yes (If so this submittal also

Is this a Special Use for a Planned Development? # No
requires a completed Planned Development Application)

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section'11-602 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 fo 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 were established.
The site already contains four paddle courts. The two proposed courts would be in addition

to those already existing.

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 public

health, safety, and general welfare.

The Parks and Recreation Department does not see any undue adverse impacts as paddle

courts already exist in this location.




_No Interferenice 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
Both the proposed and existing courts are inc

not interfere with surrounding development.

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

provide adequately for such services.
All existing services are adequate. In addition the Parks and Recreation Department would

work closely with the Village's Engineering Depariment to ensure that all drainage and
stormwater management are sufficient.

 No Traffic Congestion. The proposed use and development will not cause undue traffic
congestion nor draw significant amounts of traffic through residential streets.

No additional impacts should be created

. No Destruction of Significant Features. The proposed use and development will not resultin
the destruction, loss, or damage of any natural, scenic, or historic feature of significant

importance. :
The location of the two proposed courts has been carefully chosen to ensure the maintain of

these issues.

. 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.

The proposed courts will meet all standards.

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

orporated within the 52 acre KLM Park and do

. Special standards
special use ina pa
district.

No special standards are required.

ning whether the applicant’s evidence establishes that the foregoing
he Plan Commission shall consider the following:

. Considerations. In determi
standards have been met,

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.
The Parks and Recreation D

paddle courts and adding two more courls would provide the benefit of more availability to

epartment has seen an increased demand for the availability of




residents and_non-residents alike. The general location was chosen due to the location of the
existing paddle cours.

Alternate locations. Whether and to what extent such public goals can be met by the location
of the proposed use and development al some other site or in some other area that may be

more appropriate than the proposed site.
We feel that the proposed location of the two new courts is appropriate given the current

location of the existing paddle courts and paddle hut. The paddle hut is instrumental fo the
sport and an alternate location would increase the cost and the size of the project to build an

additional hut.

Mitigation of adverse impacts. Whether and to what extent all steps possible have been taken
to minimize any adverse effects of the proposed use and development on the immediate

vicinity through building design, site design, landscaping, and screening.

Several locations were considered and the Parks and Rec Department feels that the current
proposed location best minimizes any potential impacts. In addition, we will be working closely

with the Engineering Depariment to mitigate and manage any potential stormwater issues.
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5891-5911 County Line Road (KLM Park)

Address of proposed request.

REVIEW CRITERIA

lates 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
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 permil review.
++*PLEASE NOTE*** If thisis a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family
residential district, additional notification reguirements are necessary. Please contact the Village

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 1o 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

Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regu

Planner for a

o Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent

structures. The same as the existing paddle courts that already exist

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. __ The same as the existing courts

ality 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

4. General site development. The qu

=




5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. The same height as the existing paddie courts

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. _N/A

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

8. Rhythm of solids fo 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

9, Rhythm of spacing and buildings on streets, The relationship of a building or structure to the
open space between it and adjoining buildings or structures shall be visually compatible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. _N/A

entrance porch and other projections. The relationship of entrances and other

10. Rhythm of
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. The paddle courts that are proposed to be
constructed will be exactly the same as what currently exists and the courts will be constructed

with identical materials to those that are already there.

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 s 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. 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 compatible with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which they are visually related. Mo larger than the

existing structures.




15: Direclional 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.
N/A

16. Special consideration for existing buildings. For existing buildings, the Plan Commission and

the Board of Trustees shall consider the avallability 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 Cormmission 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 1o the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond 1o questions If

needed. °

Section 11-604 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Site Plan Review. The site plan review
process recognizes that even those uses and developments that have been determined to be
generally suitable for location in a particular district are capable of adversely affecting the
purposes for which this code was enacted unless careful consideration is given to critical design

elements.

1.

The site plan fails to adequately meet specified standards required by the Zoning Code with
respect fo the proposed use or development, including special use standards where

applicable. N/A :

N/A

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

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

Paddle cours already exist on the site and the introduction of two additional should not affect
any of the above conditions.

The proposed site plan is unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of
surrounding property. __Paddle courts already exist in this location and should not affect the

enjoyment or use of any other areas of the park.

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 oroff

site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths on or off the site. -
N/A




¥ Ll

. B.'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 paddle courts will be

identical to those already there.

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. The Parks and Recreation Department intends to work closely with the

Village’s Engineering Department to ensure that all drainage and stormwater management is

sufficiently mainiained.

10.The proposed site plan places unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on specified utility
systems serving the site or area or fails to fully and satisfactorily integrate the site's utilities into

the overall existing and planned utility system serving the Village. ___ N/A

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

Map. N/A

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affecls the public health, safety, or general
welfare. Parks and Rec does not believe that the addition of two additional paddle courts

would adversely affect and of these.




	1.	Minutes – Minutes of December 8, 2010 
	2.	Findings and Recommendations –  
	a.	A-28-2010 – Kim Brockman – Map Amendment for the property located at 722-728 N. York Road

	3.	Scheduling of Public Hearings – No discussion will take place except to determine time and date of hearing.
	a.	A-33-2010 – Doug Fuller – Text Amendment Section 6-106, to allow Real Estate Offices with a Maximum of 10 Agents, in the O-1 District as Special Uses.
	b.	A-34-2010 – Doug Fuller – Special Use Permit to allow a Real Estate Office, with a Maximum of 10 Agents, in the O-1, Specialty Office District.
	c.	A-38-2010 – Village of Hinsdale – Text Amendment to Section 9-104 as it relates to driveway width

	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.	24 W. Chicago – The Village Cellar – One wall sign and one awning 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.	8 E. First Street – IL Poggiolo – Seasonal vestibule

	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-36-2010 – Village of Hinsdale – Text Amendment to Section 9-106, as it relates to projecting signs and staff review of code compliant signs.                                          
	b.	A- 37-2010 – 5891-5911 County Line Road (KLM Park) – Special Use and Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Review for Paddle Courts and Associated Structures


