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MINUTES

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
PLAN COMMISSION
MAY 8, 2013
MEMORIAL HALL
7:30 P.M.

Chairman Byrnes called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m., Wednesday, May 8, 2013 in
Memorial Hall, the Memorial Building, 19 East Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.

PRESENT: Chairman Byrnes, Commissioner Crnovich, Commissioner Stifflear,
Commissioner Johnson and Commissioner McMahon and Commaissioner
Brody

ABSENT: Commissioner Sullins, Commissioner Cashman and Commissioner
Nelson

ALSO PRESENT: Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Buﬂding
Commissioner, Lance Malina, Village Attorney and Sean Gascoigne,
Village Planner

Chairman Byrnes opened the meeting and took a moment to acknowledge that this was the
last meeting for Commissioner Brody. He thanked him for hlS commitment and
participation and wished him well.

Commissioner Brody thanked the Commission and expressed his appreciativeness for the
experience.

Approval of Minutes

The Plan Commission reviewed the minutes from the April 10, 2013 meeting.
Commissioner McMahon motioned to approve the minutes of April 10, 2013. Commissioner
Crnovich seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Findings and Recomméndations.
26-32 E. First Street — Garfield Crossing — Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval

for a New Two-Story Development with a Surface Parking Lot.

Chairman Byrnes provided a brief summary of the discussion that took place on this
agenda item at the last Plan Commission meeting and highlighted the findings and
recommendations that were included based on these discussions. The Commission
discussed changes to the findings as it related to the language regarding the potential for
an alley, the responsibilities of the electrical service and the signage on the second floor.
Commissioner Stifflear motioned to approve the findings and recommendations for 26-32 E.
First Street — Garfield Crossing — Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for a New Two-
Story Development with a Surface Parking Lot, as amended. Commissioner Brody
seconded. The motion passed unanimously.
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30 S. Lincoln - Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for Facade
Improvements.

Chairman Byrnes provided a brief summary of the discussion that took place on this
agenda item at the last Plan Commission meeting and highlighted the findings and
recommendations that were included based on these discussions. Commissioner McMahon
motioned to approve the findings and recommendations for 30 S. Lincoln — Site
Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for Facade Improvements. Commissioner Crnovich
seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review
12 Salt Creek - Site Plan/Exterior Appearance Approval for Exterior
Modifications and Facade Improvements.

John George, attorney for the applicant, introduced himself and summarized the request |
which included various improvements to the facade, as well as parking lot improvements.

Steve Saunders, project architect, introduced himself and summarized the proposal. He
discussed several of the major changes proposed which included enclosing the entrance,
increasing the amount of landscaping and increasing the size of the existing parking spaces
to make them code compliant.

Mike Tripetti, landscape architect, presented the landscape improvements proposed. He
acknowledged the substantial amount of existing vegetation due to the lot’s location, but
identified where the property could use some improvement and what they were proposing to
do that. ‘

Mr. Saunders offered some final thoughts regarding the improvements and welcomed any
questions.

Commissioner Brody clarified that the third floor cantilevered, creating an element of
overhang.

Mr. Saunders confirmed this and indicated that they would in fact be cantilevering the
third floor, while offsetting the floor area by removing portions of the second floor directly
below the overhang.

Chairman Byrnes questioned how the parking lot improvements would affect the parking
counts.

Mr. Saunders indicated that the requirement was 204 spaces and they currently had 192
non-conforming spots. He then stated that the proposed changes would result in 204 code
compliant spaces and increase the number of handicap spaces.

Commissioner Stifflear identified some concerns regarding parking lot landscaping and
asked if the applicant had availability for additional parking spaces to offset the potential
for parking lot islands.
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Mr. Saunders indicated that while they did, they were hoping that given the number of
mature trees and extensive vegetation surrounding the parking lot, plus the new peninsula
running through the middle of the lot, that would satisfy any concerns the Commission may
have had regarding the parking lot landscaping.

General discussion ensued regarding the existing vegetation and the Commission agreed
that they were comfortable with not requiring additional landscaping islands due to the
extensive number of trees and existing landscaping already on the property.

Chairman Byrnes requested some additional clarification regarding the drive aisle.

Commissioner Crnovich motioned for Site Plan Approval for Exterior Modifications and
Facade Improvements at 12 Salt Creek Lane. Commissioner Johnson seconded. The motion
passed unanimously.

Commissioner Stifflear suggested that the Findings and Recommendations document that
the Commission’s comfort with not requiring additional parking lot islands, was due to the
extensive landscaping and the number of trees existing within and around the site already.

Commissioner Johnson motioned for Exterior Appearance Approval for Exterior
Modifications and Facade Improvements at 12 Salt Creek Lane. Commissioner Brody
seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Public Hearing ‘ ,
A-04-2013 - 302 S. Grant Street — Hinsdale Historical Society - Amendment to
Special Use Ordinance (Transcript of the following Public Hearing on file).

Chairman Byrnes introduced the case and summarized the request. He indicated that the
request was specifically to amend the existing Special Use and was not related to site plan
or exterior appearance issues. He then opened the public hearing and suggested that
anyone intending to comment, be sworn in at this time.

Cindy Klima, President of the Hinsdale Historical Society, introduced herself and summarized the request
which included amending the existing Special Use for Immanuel Hall. She indicated that this request was
a result of direction from the Village and that they were not looking to intensify the existing uses
currently in practice. She then went on to further summarize their request and explain the need for the
amendment. ' '

Chairman Byrnes requested that the applicant clarify how they intended to amend the request and then
welcomed comments from the public.

Jane Coyne introduced herself and expressed her support for the request. She summarized some of the
financial obligations of the Society and how the amendment would allow them to continue using the hall
as they always have to support those costs.



Plan Commission Minutes

May 8, 2013

Mark Alder introduced himself and expressed some of the concerns of the neighbors, including certain
areas where he felt there were specific conflicts with the Special Use standards such as the adverse impact
to the neighbors.

Jan Grisemer stated her support for the proposal. She identified several points for the Commission to
consider, which she believed garnered support for the request.

Maria Banks and Maria Baksay, both spoke in opposition to the request stating several reasons why they
felt the application should not be approved.

Frank Gonzalez introduced himself and asked for clarification regarding the language and what exactly
was changing.

Chairman Byrnes summarized the list of existing uses and some examples of the functions held over the
past couple of years. He indicated that the only item he identified on the list of activities currently taking
place that he didn’t see in the ordinance was weddings, and there had only been three.

Commissioner Stifflear requested some clarification on the history of Immanuel Hall and the Historical
Society. He clarified his thoughts and his understanding of the existing allowances, based on the history
of events. '

General discussion ensued amongst the Commission regarding the history of Immanuel Hall, as well as
other zoning requests the Hall had received approval for.

Karen Lopez introduced herself and identified herself as a member of the Historical Society’s Board. She
offered her support for the request and indicated that her family lives in a different area of Hinsdale, but
deals with what she felt were comparable conditions and didn't understand why the Historical Society was
being held to greater restrictions.

Ms. Banks offered additional thoughts regarding why she did not feel they were comparable situations.

Tom and Ann Smith introduced themselves. They provided several examples of positive aspects of
Immanuel Hall and also identified what their concerns were regarding the existing request. Ms. Smith
explained some of the history and indicated that while the Society feels that nothing is changing, the
proposed language does not reflect that. -

Discussion ensued regarding the Robert Crown event and the Smith’s offered their thoughts on the event.
She went on to say that while they don’t necessarily take issue with many of the Society’s events, they
have real concerns regarding the elimination of pertinent language that currently exists regarding the
frequency of events. Ms. Smith explained that they have always supported Inmanuel Hall’s uses and
ancillary impacts, but has serious concerns now that the language being proposed is so broad.

Lance Malina, Village Attorney, offered a legal position and case law on the interpretation of specific
areas within the agreement that posed some confusion amongst the Commission and neighbors relating to
an agreement between Immanuel Hall and an individual neighbor.

Barb Thayer introduced herself and summarized the Robert Crown event. She expressed the several
benefits that the event provided for Hinsdale and explained that it would be a shame if they were not able
to use the Hall for this function in the future.

4
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Doug Bemiss introduced himself and expressed his opposition to the proposed changes and cited several
examples of why he didn’t feel the request was appropriate. He indicated that when they built their house,
Immanuel Hall was only a construction site and they weren’t aware of the uses. He suggested that the
uses being held there were not in keeping with the documents filed with several various agencies.

Chairman Byrnes informed Mr. Bemiss that all of the uses he is providing were all in place and had
already been approved at the time they moved in.

Mr. Malina suggested that the construction Mr. Bemiss was referring to was for an addition, but the
ordinance and the uses precede that by several years. He then stated that while he can’t speak to whether
the Society is holding uses inconsistent to those in the ordinance, he can say that the uses being held at
Immanuel Hall are consistent with those generally operated by a not-for-profit with tax exempt status.

General discussion ensued regarding the types of uses and the frequency.

Mr. Alder re-approached and expressed some additional concerns in response to the comments made by
the representative of Robert Crown.

Randi Bemiss introduced herself and offered her thoughts regarding the requested proposal. She
suggested that the frequency of the events actually being hosted by the Hall were not as presented and that
much of the information they had retrieved, had been kept from them. She continued to summarize much
of the information she was able to obtain generally regarding historical preservation and accessibility.

Chairman Byrnes clarified the Commission’s purview and explained that many of her comments were
relevant to site plan review and their only function tonight was for the uses.

Mr. Malina further explained why it was not the Plan Commission’s responsibility to enforce or discuss
many of the suggested issues Ms. Bemiss was referencing.

Ms. Bemiss continued her presentation summarizing her findings and suggested involvement of specific
Village officials.

Commissioner Stifflear suggested that the applicant not use this opportunity to make the volunteers of the
community scapegoats and asked if she could please limit her comments to issues related specifically to
the uses.

Ms. Bemiss requested to continue her presentation and general discussion ensued regarding the relevance
of the information being presented and the request before the Commission. Certain Commissioners
cautioned Ms. Bemiss against making mischaracterizations and debating personal issues.

Ms. Bemiss continued her presentation and provided the Commission additional documentation she had
obtained.

Commissioner Stifflear asked Ms. Klima to respond to some of the claims that the Society’s functions
would have an adverse impact on the neighborhood.

Ms. Klima reiterated that they were not looking to intensify the existing uses, only to continue operating
as they have for the past 12 years.



Plan Commission Minutes
May 8, 2013

General discussion ensued regarding the clarification of the proposed language and the frequency of the
scheduled events. '

Commissioner Brody expressed some concerns with wedding receptions and general discussion ensued
regarding the frequency of larger events.

Ms. Smith expressed the desire to protect the neighbor’s interests and concerns with the ambiguity of the
language and suggested that while the current board may be well intentioned, future boards may not.

General discussion ensued regarding the existing traffic and parking situations in the neighborhood.

Commissioner Stifflear questioned potential implications with closing the public hearing and Mr. Malina
suggested keeping the hearing open due to the number of uncertainties.

General discussion ensued amongst the Commission, which identified both public benefits of the site as
well as concerns regarding the ambiguity of the proposed changes to the language for the proposed uses.

Commissioner Johnson stated that she believed the Society provided a very inherent value to the
community and although she felt the language as proposed was too general, the Commission needed to
work with them on language to afford them the opportunity to be a viable organization. She then
suggested taking the existing allowances, adding the additional uses to them and coming to an agreement
with the neighbors.

Chairman Byrnes expressed his thoughts and general discussion ensued how to best accomplish the goals
of the Historical Society while being sensitive to the concerns of the neighbors.

Certain Commissioners agreed that time was not necessarily of the essence and Commissioner Stifflear
suggested that they could ask the Board to extend the temporary use to get it done correctly.

Mr. Malina provided suggestions to consider that may accomplish the goals and desires of both the
Commission and the neighbors, which included oversight on all non-Society sponsored events and a
special Board approval for events that would exceed the maximum allowance for the building’s capacity.

General discussion continued regarding suggested considerations to be taken when working to establish
any changes to the existing language and/or uses in the ordinance. The Commission generally agreed that
the language and uses should not be as broad as it currently was proposed, but at the same time shouldn’t
be so onerous and restrictive that it provided the applicant no flexibility to maintain a viable organization.

Commissioner Crnovich provided some additional thoughts regarding her experiences with living across
the street from a property in the Institutional Buildings District. She suggested how the parking may be
handled as well implementing a plan for frequency. She offered some final thoughts and hoped the two
sides could work together to find a compromise.

Ms. Lopez indicated that they have a parking contract with Zion to manage the parking issues for large
events.



Plan Commission Minutes

May 8, 2013 ,

General discussion ensued regarding how the current language could potentially be changed to include
special events, which the Commission agreed was the only use not currently addressed in the ordinance,
as well as frequency.

Mr. Malina made some additional suggestions based on the Commissions conversation.

Amy Haybek offered some thoughts regarding how to potentially address some of the concerns brought
forward.

General discussion continued regarding potential language.
Maria Banks presented some final thoughts regarding the Commission’s discussion points.
Other residents also offered final thoughts and suggested taking some time to develop language.

Commissioner Stifflear suggested that a subcommittee be formed with a Plan Commission member, a
Historical Society member a resident to discuss and present at next month’s meeting.

Commissioner Brody made a motion to continue case A-04-2013 — 302 S. Grant Street — Hinsdale
Historical Society — Amendment to Special Use Ordinance, to the June 12th, 2013 meeting.
Commissioner Crnovich Seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

Adjournment
Commissioner Brody moved to adjourn. Commissioner Crnovich seconded and the meeting
adjourned at 10:15 p.m. on May 8, 2013.

Respectfully Submitted,

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner



HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION
RE: 12 Salt Crgek Lane — Med Properties — Exterior Appezirance/Site Plan Review
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: May 8, 2013
DATE OF ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: May 20, 2013

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION
I. FINDINGS

1. Med Properties (the “Applicant”) submitted an application to the Village of Hinsdale for
exterior appearance and site plan review at 30 S. Lincoln Street (the “Subject Property”).

2. The Subject Property is located in the O-3 General Office District and is improved with a
multi-story office building.

3. The applicant is proposing the following changes to the property:
e Enclose the existing entrance with glass to create an atrium
e Resurface and restripe the existing parking lot
e Install additional landscaping throughout the site and parking lot to enhance and improve
the appearance of the site ’

4. The Commission generally discussed parking requirements and were satisfied that the
applicant was creating code compliant spaces and increasing handicap accessibility.

5. The Commission was complimentary of the landscape improvements and indicated that given
- the extensive perimeter landscaping that already existed, and the improvements being proposed
to the center island, they were comfortable with interior parking lot landscaping and did not see
a need to provided additional islands.

6. The Plan Commission finds that the plan submitted by the Applicant complies with the
standards set forth in Section 11-604 of the Zoning Code governing site plan review.

7. The Plan Commission finds that the plan submitted by the Applicant complies with the
standards set forth in Section 11-606 of the Zoning Code governing exterior appearance
review.

II. RECOMMENDATION
The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, on a vote of six (6) “Ayes,” zero (0) “Nays,” and three (3) “Absent”
recommends that the President and Board of Trustees approve the site plan and exterior appearance plans for 12
Salt Creek Lane. :

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:
Chairman

Dated this day of ,2013.




Memorandum

To: Chairman Byrnes and Plan Commissioners

From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

ce:  Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

Date: June 12,2013

Re:  Scheduling of Public Hearing for Case A-18-2013

Applicant: Village of Hinsdale -
Request: Text Amendment to Section 11-103 (Plan Commission), as it relates to Term

Limits.

On April 3, 2012, the Village Board passed Ordinance No. 02012-14 removing term limits
for specific Commissions within the Village. While the direction of the Board was to also
remove term limits for the Plan Commiission, these administrative responsibilities were
codified in the Zoning Code as a result of Ordinance No. 02001-39, which requires it to be
amended as a text amendment to the Zoning Code. In addition to the requirement for term
limitations, the section also poses several requirements for Commissioners appointed after
dates that have since expired and are no longer applicable to this section of the code. As
such staff, is recommending that the Plan Commission consider amended language for the
removal of term limits for its Commission.

It is requested that the public hearings be scheduled for July 10, 2013.

Attachment

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook
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I. GENERAL INFORMATION

r_;&pglicant N -

Name: Village of Hinsdale

Address: 19 E. Chicago Ave.

City/Zip: Hinsdale, Il. 60521

Phone/Fax: (630) 789-7030__ /

E-Mail:

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

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

GENERAL APPLICATION

|| Owner

Name: N/A

Address:

City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: () /

E-Mail:

I Name:
Title:

Address:

City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: () /

E-Mail:

| So—

Name:

Title:

Address:

City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: () /

E-Mail:

2) Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

—

e —

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, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner

3)

=l

1




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: N/A

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

Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Section 11-103 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code

as it relates to Term Limits for Plan Commissioners.

General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: N/A South: N/A

East: N/A West: N/A

Proposed zoning and land use: N/A

Existing square footage of property: N/A square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: square feet

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

standards for each approval requested:
) ) M Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Q Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 Amendment Requested: Section 11-103 as it

relates to Plan Commission Term Limits.

O Design Review Permit 11-605E
_ @ Planned Development 11-603E
Q Exterior Appearance 11-606E
) _ Q Development in the B-2 Central Business
Q Special Use Permit 11-602E District Questionnaire
Special Use Requested:

O Major Adjustment to Final Plan Development




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: N/A

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

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/EXxisting
Development

Minimum Lot Area

Minimum Lot Depth

T

Minimum Lot Width

Building Height

ext Amendment:
Not Applicable

Number of Stories

Front Yard Setback

Corner Side Yard Setback

Interior Side Yard Setback

Rear Yard Setback

Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.A.R)*

Maximum Total Building
Coverage*

*

Maximum Total Lot Coverage

Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback

Parking corner side yard
setback

Parking interior side yard
setback

Parking rear yard setback

Loading Requirements

Accessory Structure
Information

* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

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

application despite such lack of compliance:




CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
The statements contained in this application are true and correct to the best of the Applicant's knowledge and
belief. The owner of the subject property, if different from the applicant, states that he or she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of his or her

knowledge.

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

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

all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways. - '

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

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

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

6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
. material.
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

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

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

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

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

PAYMENT.
On the , day of , 2 . I/We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions.

Signature of applicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent
Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN
to before me this day of
' Notary Public

4



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

DEPARTMENT
;’;“ ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
. AMENDMENT APPLICATION

VILLAGE -
@F EN@DAE—AE FOUNDED IN 13723

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of the subject property or description of the proposed request: Text Amendment to
‘Section 11-103, as it relates to term limits for the Plan Commission.

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-6801 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, it is intended as a tool to adjust
the provisions of the Zoning Code and the zoning map in light of changing, newly discovered, or
newly important conditions, situations, or knowledge. The wisdom of amending the text of the Zoning
Code is a matter committed to the sound legislative discretion of the Board of Trustees and is not
dictated by any set standard. However, in determining whether a proposed amendment should be
granted or denied the Board of Trustees should be guided by the principle that its power to amend
this Code is not an arbitrary one but one that may be exercised only when the public good demands
or requires the amendment to be made. In considering whether that principle is satisfied in any |-
particular case, the Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria.

Below are the 14 standards for amendments that will be the criteria used by the Plan Commission
and Board of Trustees in determining the merits of this application. Please respond to each
standard as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to respond to
questions if needed. 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 amendment is recommended by the Village Board of Trustees to allow
Commissioners that have exhausted the existing allowance of a two-term limit (6 years), to remain
on the Commission in an effort to minimize the number of vacancies and quorum issues currently

being experienced on many of the other Commissions.

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

N/A

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.

1



10.

11.

12.

N/A

The extent, if any, to which the value of the subject property is diminished by the existing zoning

classification applicable to it.
N/A

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

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

the proposed amendment.
N/A

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

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

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

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

proposed amendment. N/A

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

N/A

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




i

13. The community need for the proposed amen

allow.
N/A

dment and for the uses and development it would

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

have on persons residing in the area. N/A




Memorandum

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

Cc: Robb McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner
David Cook, Village Manager

pate: July 10, 2013

Re:  Scheduling Public Hearing for Case A-26-2013
Applicant:  AT&T :
Location: 333 W. 57 Street — Hinsdale Central High School
Request: Special Use Permit for Wireless Antennas and Site Plan/Exterior Appearance
Approval

The applicant, AT&T, is proposing to co-locate a total of nine new cellular antennas on the existing
water tower with the associated e%uipment to be housed in a ground level facility, at the base of the
water tower located at 333 W. 57 Street in the IB Institutional Buildings District. The site was
originally approved for a total of 36 new antennas, for four wireless providers. Since that approval,
Clearwire has opted not to co-locate on the water tower. AT&T would be replacing Clearwire and
while 36 antennas were originally approved, the applicant has stated that they require 3 additional
(for a total of nine) and as such, are required to obtain an amended special use permit and site
plan/exterior appearance approval since it is not in keeping with the originally approved number of
antennas. Subsection 7-3051 states that personal wireless services antennas of this nature are special

uscs.

It is requested that the public hearing be scheduled for September 11, 2013.

Attachment

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
David Cook
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I. GENERAL INFORMATION

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

GENERAL APPLICATION

Applicant

Owner

Name: Mastec on Behalf of AT & T

Address: 3100 Tollview Drive

City/Zip: Rolling Meadows 60008

Phone/Fax:404-725-1260/

E-Mail: Tom.Ebels@mastec.com

Name: Village of Hinsdale (Water Tank

Address: 19 E Chicago

City/Zip: Hinsdale 60521

Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail:

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

Name: Forge Services, Inc.

Title: Engineering Consultant

Address: 2210 Midwest Road, Ste. 213

City/Zip: Oak Brook, IL 60523

Name:
Title:
Address:
City/Zip:

' Phone/Fax: 630-264-6485/630-206-0119

E-Mail: - staniceforge-inc.com

Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail:

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

application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

2) N/A
N/A

3)




'
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[ SITE INFORMATION

339 West 57th Street/Hinsdale Water Tank.

Address of subject property:

Property identification number (P.L.N. or tax number): 09 _ 13 _100 . 006

Brief description of proposed project: Install nine (9)antennas around the rim of the

water tank and associated telecommunications equipment in the existing
building as per the attached set of plans.

General description or characteristics of the site: The site is located on the Village

Water tank, on the grounds of Hinsdale Central High School.

Existing Zoning and land use; I-B Institutiomnal Building/High School and Water Tank

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: R-1/R-4 Single Family Res. South: R-5 Multi Family/R-3SF Res.

East: R-3-8ingle family Res. West: R-6 Multi Family Residential

Proposed zoning and land use; No Zoning change is requested.

20,808.92

Existing square footage of property: square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: square feet

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

@ Site Plan Approval 11-604 O Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested:

@ Design Review Permit 11-605E

@ Exterior Appearance 11-606E
Q Planned Development 11-603E
@ Special Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: Special Use to O Development in the B-2 Central Business
install 9 antennas on Water Tank. District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: 339 West 57th Street

The following table is based on the 1-B Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area N/A

Minimum Lot Depth N/A

Minimum Lot Width N/A

Building Height N/A

Number of Stories N/A

Front Yard Setback N/A

Corner Side Yard Setback N/A

Interior Side Yard Setback N/A

Rear Yard Setback N/A

Maximum Floor Area Ratio N/A

(F.AR.)*

Maximum Total Building /A

Coverage”

Maximum Total Lot Coverage® N/A
Parking Requirements

N/A
Parking front yard setback N/A
Parking corner side yard
setback N/B
Parking interior side yard N/
setback
Parking rear yard setback N/A
Loading Requirements N/A
Accessory Structure
Information

*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve the
application despite such lack of compliance: AT & T's application for a SUP compEies with the

existing SUP,except that AT & T is requesting nine (9) antennas, which ig three
(3) more than allowed under the existing SUP for wireless carriers.

AddTtTonatty—the proposedarrtennas are dpproxXximately 37 targer—thamattowed
under the Code. Approval of a new SUPgwill bring the request into complete
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.

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

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.

2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways.

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

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

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

6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
material.
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

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

If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other

acceptable written statement containing the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not less than

~“ten days following the change, and that failure t5do s6 §hall be grounds for denial of the application; and

On the

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 APPLICABLE APPLICATION FEE. BY SIGNING THE
APPLICATION, THE OWNER HAS AGREED TO PAY SAID FEE, AND TO CONSENT TO THE FILING AND
FORECLOSURE OF A LIEN AGAINST SUBJECT PROPERTY FOR THE FEE PLUS COSTS OF COLLECTION,

IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR
PAYMENT.

249 dayof f') Une 2013 I\We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree

to abide by its conditions.

A g 1AM ]

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN
to before me this &f Hh day of
Sune. ,_Rold

Signature of applicant o orized agenty ~  Signature of applicant or authorized agent

‘T:w\ A, fbals J(-

Name of applicant or @uthorized agenﬂ”, Name of applicant or authorized agent

OFFICIAL SEAL

LYNETTE K GILBERT
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:04114/14

A ARIAAANAANS
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
SPECIAL USE PERMIT CRITERIA

VILLAGE
@F HENSDALE FOUNDED IN 1873

Must be accompanied by completed General Application

Address of proposed request: 339 West 57th Steet

Proposed Special Use request: Install 9 antennas on water tank

Is this a Special Use for a Planned Development? @ [ 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 to be made. In considering whether that principle is satisfied in any particular case, the |
Plan Commission and Board of Trustees should weigh, among other factors, the below criteria Please
respond to each criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper to
respond to questlons 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.

Please see attached Statement of Support

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 -
health, safety, and general welfare.

Please see attached Statement of Support




B.

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
intetfere with the use and developmerit of neighboring property in accordance with the
applicable district regulations

Please see attached Statement of Support

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

Please see attached Statement of Support

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

Please see attached Statement of Support

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

importance.___ ..

Please see attached Statement of Support

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.

Please see attached Statement of Support

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

Please see attached Statement of Support




9. Considerations. In determining whether the applicant’s evidence establishes that the foregoing

standards have been met, the Plan Commission shall consider the following:

Public benefit. Whether and to what extent the proposed use and development at the particular
location requested is necessary or desirable to provide a service or a facility that is in the
interest of the public convenience or that will contribute to the general welfare of the
neighborhood or community. _Please see attached Statement of Support

Alternate locations. Whether and to what extent such public goals can be met by the location
of the proposed use and development at some other site or in some other area that may be
more appropriate than the proposed site. Please see attached Statement of Support

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.

Please see attached Statement of Support




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: Mastec on behalf of AT & T

I vill i
Owner’s name (if different); - +129° °F Hinsdale

Property address: 339 West 57th Street

Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: 1-B Institutional Building

Square footage of property:  +/-20,808.92 SF

Lot area per dwelling: N/A

Lot dimensions: 129' 7" X 160' 7"

Current use of property: Public Water Tank

Proposed use: - Single-family detached dwelling
0 Other:

" Approval sought: =~ ] Building Permit O Variation

x Special Use Permit 1 Planned Development
K Site Plan L] Exterior Appearance
& Design Review
00 Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
AT & T respectfully requests approval of a Special Use Permit and any
other necessary approvals to install, operate, and maintain a wireless

facility consisting of 9 antennas, coaxial cable, and telecom. eqguipment.

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

interior side(s) / o/



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side
rear

Setbacks (businesses and offices):
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):
Total building coverage:
Total lot coverage:
Floor area ratio:

Accessory building(s): The existing structure will house the equipment and

its size will not be altered by

Spacmgbetween bt'j-ivldings:[depict on attached plans] h Lioati
: 1s application.

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

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

Statement of applicant:

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

By: (’“\Z%m /4 /%&é‘ -

Applicant’s signature As”Agent for AT & T

(»Y:ZA %?, Z;é%bz5 ()f,

Applicant's printed name

Dated: 2Y Joumpg 20/3.

-



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

DEPARTMENT
EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND
SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

OF HENSDALE FOUNDED !N 1873

Hinsdale Village Wat T
Address of proposed request: 339 West 57th Street/ J er Tank

REVIEW CRITERIA

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

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

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

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Public Safety
Committee_and Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requests. Please

““respond to each criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of paper
to respond to questions if needed.

1. Open spaces. The quality of the open space between buildings and in setback spaces
between street and facades, N/A-the existing structure will house all equipment

and the exterior will not be altered; therefore, this application will
have no effect on the quality of open space.

2. Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. N/A-the existing structure will house all equipment and will not
be altered, nor will the existing chase that houses the coax be changed.
Therefore, this application will have no effect on the existing screening.

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. The existing structure and chase will be utilized.
The addition of 3 antennas will be negligible. The design is consistent
with the existing SUP for wireless antennas, and will not negatively

4. Generatsite development. The quality of the site development in terms of landscaping,
recreation, pedestrian access, auto access, parking, servicing of the property, and impact on
vehicular traffic patterns and conditions on-site and in the vicinity of the site, and the retention
of trees and shrubs to the maximum extent possible. N/A-No additional trees will be
removed, nor will access be impeded in any way by the installation of

equipment and antennas.

-1-
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5. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with

adjacent buildings. _The height of the proposed antennas will be consistent
with the existing antennas on the water tank.

8. Proportion of front fagade. The relationship of the width to the height of the front elevation
shall be visually compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually
related. N/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the existing

relecommunications stricture

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

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 buijldings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related.,
N) -0 exterior changes are proposed to 'the exiSTINg

telecommunications structure.

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. o
N/A-no exterior chdmnges are pProposed TOo the exiscing

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

. .mfagade.shallﬁbeavisua.lIy_»compatible_with—thepredominant-materialsftowbe;used-in»-the-»bui|d-ings~--w —

and structurei\? /Eg_\ylgicg}i{ttlg 1_\p/isourallg related. L

hanges are—proposed O the—extsting

felecommunlicatlois structure.

12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visually compatible with the buildings to
which it is visually relatedN/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the existing

relecommunications atructure

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. N/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the existing

rolecommunications structure

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

N/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the exilsting
telecommunications structure.

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

-9 .




whether this be vertical character, horizontal character, or nondirectional character.
N/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the existing

telecommunications structure.

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.
N/A-no exterior changes are proposed to the existing

relecommunications structure

REVIEW CRITERIA - Site Plan Review
Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees in
determining if the application meets the requirements for Site Plan Approval. Briefly describe how
this application will meet 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 adequately meets specified standards required by the Zoning Code with respect

to the proposed use or development, including special use standards where applicable.
Please see the attached Statement of Support.

. The proposed site plan does not interfere with easements and nghts -of-way.

lease see the attached Statement of Support

The proposed site plan does not unreasonably destroy, damage, detrimentally modify, or
interfere with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the
site, Please see the attached Statement of Support

The proposed site plan is not unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment
of surrounding property. Please see the attached Statement of Support

The proposed site plan does not create undue traffic congestion or hazards in the public
streets, or the circulation elements of the proposed site plan do not unreasonably create
hazards to safety on or off site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths

on or off the ‘
site. Please see the attached Statement of Support

The screening of the site provides adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.
Please see the attached Statement of Support

.3.



7. The proposed structures or landscaping are not unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or
are incompatible with, nearby structures and uses._ Please see the attached Statement of
Support.

8. In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit,

the proposed site plan makes adequate provisions for the creation or preservation of open
space or for its continued maintenance. _Please see the attached Statement of

Support.

9. The proposed site plan does not create 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. Please see the attached Statement of Support.

10.The proposed site plan does not place 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.
Please gee the attached Statement of Support.

11.The proposed site plan provides for required public uses designated on the Official Map.
Please see the attached Statement of Support.

12. The proposed site plan does not otherwise adversely affect the public health, safety, or general
welfare. Please see the attached Statement of Support.




_ PROJECT DESCRIPTION. .

PROJECT SUMMARY

SITE SELECTION

Currently, AT & T is in the process of leasing sites to construct wireless communication facilities
in order to provide its 4G wireless service. The number and location of these sites throughout the
service area are based on:

¢ Technical feasibility and engineering requirements.
o Topography and terrain features.

s Zoning requirements.

» Service capacity needs.

o The ability to lease desired sites.

AT & T, whenever possible, will locate its equipment on existing buildings and
telecommunication facilities to reduce the need for building new telecommunication towers.
Only as a last resort does AT & T opt to construct a new telecommunications facility.

SITE DESCRIPTION

o Applicant: Mastec on behalf of AT & T (“New Cingular Wireless”)
e Location: 339 West 57" Street

o Property Identification Number: 09-13-100-006

e Property Owner: Village of Hinsdale (Water Tank)

e Zoning District: I-B Institutional Building District.

AT & T is proposing the installation of nine (9) wireless telecommunications antennas on the
Hinsdale Village Water Tank below the height of the structure, as depicted on the elevation plan.
The site would consist of a three (3) sets of flat, panel antennas composed of three (3) antennas
each. All radio equipment would be located inside the existing structure that houses three (3)
other wireless carriers, as per the site plan.

Each antenna is approximately ninety-seven ( 97) inches tall and fourteen (14) inches wide. The
Code allows for 5-foot antennas; however, AT & T is proposing the larger antennas in lieu of
being able to install twelve antennas as Verizon Wireless is allowed to do under the existing SUP.
The larger sized antennas will reduce or eliminate the need for an additional facility in the area.
The larger antennas will still be well below the height of the water tank, as depicted on the
elevation plan. The supporting electronic equipment will be located within the existing structure
and out of public view. Fiber optic cable will connect each antenna set to the equipment cabinets.
The Fiber Optic cable will be in an existing cable tray running up the side of the tank, which is
currently painted to match the color of the water tank.



STATEMENT SUPPORTING REQUEST FOR A SPECIAL USE PERMIT

NATURE OF APPLICATION & REQUESTED ACTION

AT & T Wireless respectfully requests a Special Use Permit for its antennas and radio equipment,
and any other relief necessary to accommodate the installation of telecommunications facility on
Hinsdale Village Water Tank located at 339 West 57th Street in Hinsdale. The property is zoned
I-B Institutional Buildings. These requests are made based on the following sections of the
Village of Hinsdale’s Zoning Ordinance: 1. Subsection II-602E pertaining to Standards for
Special Use Permits; 2. Subsection II-604F pertaining to Standards for Site Plan Approval; and 3
Subsection II-606E pertaining to Standards for Building Permits (Exterior Appearance Review),
which refers to Subsection I-605E Standards and Considerations for Design Review.

Village of Hinsdale

Subsection II-602E pertaining to Standards for Special Use Permits:

1.General Standards: No special use permit shall be recommended or granted pursuant to this
section unless the applicant shall establish that:

(a)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 and with the general purpose and intent of the

___official comprehensive plan.

The proposed use will be consistent with the goals and policies set forth in
Hinsdale’s Zoning Ordinance and Comprehensive Plan.

The Hinsdale Water Tank is located in the I-B Institutional Buildings Zoning
District, where antennas are permitted with a Special Use Permit. There is
an existing Special Use which established the water tank as a suitable
location for wireless carriers to provide service. All of the proposed AT & T
telecommunications equipment will be located inside of the structure that
houses the existing telecommunications equipment. Further, all fiber optic
cable, which connects the ground equipment to the antennas, will be
contained within the existing cable tray, which is painted to match the
exterior color of the tank. For the above reasons, the proposed addition of
antennas will be consistent with the existing Special Use Permit; the
requirements of the Hinsdale Zoning Ordinance; and the Hinsdale
Comprehensive Plan.



(b)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 establishment, maintenance and operation of this wireless telecommunication
facility will not have an undue adverse effect on the adjacent property, character of
the area or the public health, safety, morals, comfort, or general welfare.

The wireless telecommunications facility will be wholly contained within the existing
structure on site that houses existing wireless telecommunications carriers. The
Hinsdale Water Tank is located in the I-B Institutional Buildings Zone, at 339 West
57th Street in Hinsdale.

The proposed facility consists of antennas, radio equipment cabinets, and fiber optic
cables. AT & T proposes to install three (3) sets of flat, panel antennas composed of
three (3) antennas to the side of the Hinsdale Water Tank, below the height of the
structure. All of the equipment is housed inside of the existing structure and out of
public view. All cables will be routed through the existing cable tray which is
painted to match the exterior color of the water tank, in order to minimize any
visual impact. The radio equipment cabinets will be located inside the existing
structure, as depicted on the site plan.

AT & T is licensed and regulated by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC), which imposes strict health and safety standards. These standards are set by
independent safety and standard groups such as the American National Standards
Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical Electronics IEEE). AT & T intends
to comply with these standards. AT & T also intends to comply with applicable
FAA guidelines.

The power generated from the proposed antennas is very low by radlo frequency

--standards-and-will-pose no public health-concerns:——————--—--

Wireless telecommunication technology does not interfere with any other form of
communication, whether public or private. To the contrary, AT & T’s 4 G wireless
technology provides vital communications in emergency situations and will
commonly be used by local residents and emergency personnel to protect the
general public’s health, safety and welfare.

(c)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.

This facility will not impede, hinder or discourage the development and use of
adjacent land and buildings in accordance with applicable district regulations. In
order to encourage telecommunications facilities on municipal facilities,
Hinsdale established that telecommunications facilities are allowed to operate
in the I-B Institutional Buildings District, by the issuance of a Special Use
Permit. The issuance of a Special Use Permit to add three additional



antennas will not dominate or interfere with the use and development of the
neighboring property, in that it will be consistent with the existing Special
Use Permit, which has been conditioned to mitigate impacts on surrounding
properties.

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

The proposed wireless telecommunications facility will be unmanned and entirely
self-monitored. The only utilities necessary for this facility are telephone and
electricity; both of which are readily available. Because the facility is unmanned,
there will be no impact to the existing traffic patterns, nor will there be any need for
additional access roads. No drainage, sanitation, refuse removal, parks, library, or
school services will be necessary for this facility. Existing police and fire protection
are more than adequate to provide security for the facility.

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

The proposed installation is an unmanned facility. The existing entrance to the
Hinsdale’s Water Tank will be utilized. No additional access is required or
proposed. Periodic maintenance visits by a single engineer are expected to occur
once or twice a month. Therefore, this facility will have a negligible impact on
traffic flow in the surrounding area.

(f)No destruction of significant features. The proposed use and development will not result in
the destruction, loss, or damage of any natural, scenic, or historic feature of significant
importance.

The equipment will be located inside the existing structure that houses three
other wireless carriers, as a result the installation of equipment inside the shelter
and on the water tank will not cause the loss or damage to any natural, scenic, or
historic feature of significant importance. To the contrary, in utilizing the tallest
structure in the area, the need for an additional site in the area will be reduced or
climinated. Mounting the antennas to the existing structure offers the most
unobtrusive way for AT & T to provide its 4G wireless service to the area.

(g)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.



As stated above, the proposed application complies with the existing Special Use
Permit for wireless carriers, except for the number of antennas and the antenna
dimensions.

AT & T is proposing the installation of nine (9) wireless telecommunications
antennas on the Hinsdale Village Water Tank below the height of the structure, as
depicted on the elevation plan. The existing SUP for wireless carriers allows for 36
antennas. The addition of nine (9) AT & T antennas will exceed the number of
antennas by three (3). However, if a Special Use Permit is granted that allows for
the installation of nine (9) antennas, the need for an additional facility in the area
will be reduced or eliminated, which is in the spirit of the Zoning Ordinance.

Each antenna is approximately 97 inches tall and 14 inches wide. The Code allows
for 5-foot antennas; however, AT & T is proposing the larger antennas in lieu of
being able to install twelve antennas as Verizon Wireless is allowed to do under the
existing SUP. The larger sized antennas will reduce or eliminate the need for an
additional facility in the area. Further, the larger antennas will still be well below
the height of the water tank, as depicted on the elevation plan. The supporting
electronic equipment will be located within the existing structure and out of public
view. Fiber optic cable will connect each antenna set to the equipment cabinets.
The Fiber Optic cable will be in a covered in an existing cable tray running up the
side of the tank, which is painted to match the color of the water tank

2.Special standards for specified special uses. When the district regulations authorizing any
special use in a particular district impose special standards to be met by such use in such
district, a permit for such use in such district shall not be recommended or granted unless the
applicant shall establish compliance with such special standards.

If the Special Use for nine (9) antennas that measure approximately 97°X14” is granted, all
-.......special standards will-be complied-with.-The-current-application-complies-with-the-existing

Special Use for Wireless carriers in all other respects.

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

(a)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.

As stated above, AT & T’s 4 G wireless technology provides vital communications in
emergency situations and will commonly be used by local residents and emergency
personnel to protect the general public’s health, safety and welfare.

(b)Alternative locations. Whether and to what extent such public goals can be met by the
location of the proposed use and development at some other site or in some other area that
may be more appropriate than the proposed site.



The Hinsdale Water Tank is the highest structure in the area that is capable of
supporting antennas without constructing a new facility. As such, it represents the best
location in the area, in that the visual impacts of adding a new facility can be avoided
entirely. Since there are no other tall structures in the area, affixing antennas to the
Water Tank is the best alternative in the vicinity.

(c)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.

The conditions attached to the existing Special Use Permit granted to Verizon Wireless,
U.S. Cellular, Clearwire, and T-Mobile ensure that all equipment is housed inside; all
cables are routed through a covered cable tray, and all antennas are mounted below the
height of the Water Tank; thereby, mitigating visual impacts on surrounding
properties. AT & T’s proposed equipment and antennas will be consistent with the
existing Special Use Permit; thus, the visual impact of AT & T‘s antennas and
equipment will be negligible, and mitigated in a similar fashion to the existing antennas.

Subsection II-604F pertaining to Standards for Site Plan Approval:

1.Standards: The board of trustees shall not approve, and the plan commission shall not
recommend approval of, a site plan submitted pursuant to this section except on the basis of
specific written findings establishing that the applicant has met all of the following standards:

(a)The application is complete in specified particulars and does not contain or reveal violations
of this code or other applicable regulations that the applicant, after written request, has failed
or refused to supply or correct. :

AT & T’s application is complete; however, if any deficiencies are discovered during staff’s
t=1

—review, they will be addressed inan expedient manner.

(b)If the application is submitted in connection with another application, the approval of which is
a condition precedent to the necessity for site plan review, the applicant has secured
approval of that application.

AT & T will not proceed with Site Plan review until all prerequisite approvals are properly
obtained.

(c)The site plan adequately meets specified standards required by this code with respect to the
proposed use or development, including special use standards where applicable.

As stated above, the proposed application complies with the existing Special Use Permit for
wireless carriers located on the tank, except for the number of antennas and the antenna
dimensions.

AT & T is proposing the installation of nine (9) wireless telecommunications antennas on
the Hinsdale Village Water Tank below the height of the structure, as depicted on the
elevation plan. The existing SUP for wireless carriers allows for 36 antennas. The addition
of nine (9) AT & T antennas will exceed the number of antennas by three (3). However, if a



Special Use Permit is granted that allows for the installation of nine (9) antennas, the need
for an additional facility in the area will be reduced or eliminated, which is in the spirit of
the Zoning Ordinance.

Each antenna is approximately 97 inches tall and 14 inches wide. The Code allows for 5-
foot antennas; however, AT & T is proposing the larger antennas in lieu of being able to
install twelve antennas as Verizon Wireless is allowed to do under the existing SUP. The
larger sized antennas will reduce or eliminate the need for an additional facility in the area.
Further, the larger antennas will still be well below the height of the water tank, as depicted
on the elevation plan. The supporting electronic equipment will be located within the
existing structure and out of public view. Fiber optic cable will connect each antenna set to
the equipment cabinets. The Fiber Optic cable will be in a covered in an existing cable tray
running up the side of the tank, which is painted to match the color of the water tank.

(d)The proposed site plan does not interfere with easements or rights of way.

The proposed site plan does not interfere with any easements or rights of way. The
equipment will be housed in an existing structure. The antennas will be on the water
tank, and all utilities will be extended through existing utility easements, as depicted on
the site plan and elevation plans contained in this application.

(e)The proposed site plan does not unreasonably destroy, damage, detrimentally modify, or
interfere with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the
site.

N/A-the proposed telecommunications equipment and cable will not require any grading

or destruction of significant natural, topographical, or physical features. The proposed

telecommunications equipment will be housed inside the existing structure and will not
__require any alterations to the exterior of the structure. The fiber cable that connects the.

equipment to the antennas will be buried underground and enclosed in the existing cable
tray that extends up the side of the tank. The buried portion of the cable can be trenched
in and will not require any long term disturbance to the natural features of the property.

(f)The proposed site plan is not unreasonably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment
of surrounding property.

The proposed wireless telecommunications facility will have no adverse impact on the use
and enjoyment of other property in the immediate vicinity of this facility. AT & T has been
sensitive in selecting and designing a site so that it can minimize the visual impact on the
surrounding properties.

The fiber optic cable, which connects the radio equipment to the antennas, will run in an
existing painted cable tray from the radio equipment up the side of the water tank as
depicted on the elevation plan. The antennas will be mounted below the height of the water
tank, which will minimize the visual impact of the additional antennas.

AT & T’s operations are passive in nature, in that they produce no traffic or air emissions.
For the above reasons, AT & T’s proposed installation will not be injurious to the use and
enjoyment of surrounding property for the uses permitted in the zoning district.



(9)The proposed site plan does not create undue traffic congestion or hazards in the public
streets, and the circulation elements of the proposed site plan do not unreasonably create
hazards to safety on or off site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation
paths on or off site.

The proposed installation is an unmanned facility. The existing entrance to the Hinsdale’s
Water Tank will be utilized. No additional access is required or proposed. Periodic
maintenance visits by a single engineer are expected to occur once or twice a month.
Therefore, this facility will have a negligible impact on traffic flow in the surrounding area.

(h)The screening of the site provides adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.

The conditions attached to the existing Special Use Permit granted to Verizon Wireless, U.S.
Cellular, Clearwire, and T-Mobile ensure that all equipment is housed inside; all cables are
routed through a covered cable tray, and all antennas are mounted below the height of the
Water Tank; thereby, mitigating visual impacts on surrounding properties. AT & T’s
proposed equipment and antennas will be consistent with the existing Special Use Permit;
thus, the visual impact of AT & T¢s antennas and equipment will be negligible.

(i) The proposed structures or landscaping provide reasonable amenity in relation to, or are
compatible with, nearby structures and uses.

N/A-No new structures are proposed. The existing structure that houses wireless carriers will
be utilized. The structure’s exterior will not be altered in any way by this application. The
conditions attached to the existing Special Use Permit granted to Verizon Wireless, U.S.

~~Cellular; Clearwire, and T-Mobile ensure that all'equipiient is housed inside; all cables are
routed through a covered cable tray, and all antennas are mounted below the height of the
Water Tank; thereby, mitigating visual impacts on surrounding properties. AT & T’s
proposed equipment and antennas will be consistent with the existing Special Use Permit;
thus, the visual impact of AT & T¢s antennas and equipment will be negligible.

(i)In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit,
the proposed site plan makes adequate provision for the creation or preservation of open
space or for its continued maintenance.

The conditions attached to the existing Special Use Permit granted to Verizon Wireless, U.S.
Cellular, Clearwire, and T-Mobile ensure that all equipment is housed inside; all cables are
routed through a covered cable tray, and all antennas are mounted below the height of the
Water Tank; thereby, mitigating visual impacts on surrounding properties. AT & T’s proposed
equipment and antennas will be consistent with the existing Special Use Permit; thus, the visual
impact of AT & T*s antennas and equipment will be negligible.



(k)The proposed site plan does not create unreasonable drainage or erosion problems or fail to
fully and satisfactorily integrate the site into the overall existing and planned drainage system
serving the village.

The proposed wireless telecommunications facility will not require drainage, and will not
contribute to erosion problems. The equipment will be housed inside of the existing
structure, and the antennas will be located on the water tank. No additional impervious
surface will be required; and therefore, no additional storm water will be generated as a
result of the proposed facility.

('The proposed site plan does not place unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on specified
utility systems serving the site or area or fail to fully and satisfactorily integrate the site's
utilities into the overall existing and planned utility systems serving the village.

The proposed wireless telecommunications facility will be unmanned and entirely
self-monitored. The only utilities necessary for this facility are telephone and
electricity; both of which are readily available. Because the facility is unmanned,
there will be no impact to the existing traffic patterns nor will there be any need for
additional access roads. No drainage, sanitation, refuse removal, parks, library, or
school services will be necessary for this facility. Existing police and fire protection
are more than adequate to provide security for the facility.

(m)The proposed site plan provides for required public uses designated on the official map.

The proposed wireless telecommunications facility will be unmanned and entirely
self-monitored. The only utilities necessary for this facility are telephone and
electricity; both of which are readily available. Because the facility is unmanned,

~there will be no-impact to-the existing traffic patterns nor will there be any need for
additional access roads. No drainage, sanitation, refuse removal, parks, library, or
school services will be necessary for this facility. Existing police and fire protection
are more than adequate to provide security for the facility.

(n)The proposed site plan does not otherwise adversely affect the public health, safety, or
general welfare.

The establishment, maintenance and operation of this wireless telecommunication
facility will not have an undue adverse effect on the public health, safety, morals,
comfort, or general welfare.

The wireless telecommunications facility will be wholly contained within the existing
structure on site that houses existing wireless telecommunications carriers. The
Hinsdale Water Tank is located in the I-B Institutional Buildings Zone, at 339 West
57th Street in Hinsdale.



The proposed facility consists of antennas, radio equipment cabinets, and fiber optic
cables. AT & T proposes to install three (3) sets of flat, panel antennas composed of
three (3) antennas to the side of the Hinsdale Water Tank, below the height of the
structure. All of the equipment is housed inside of the existing structure and out of
public view. All cables will be routed through the existing cable tray which is
painted to match the exterior color of the water tank, in order to minimize any

visual impact. The radio equipment cabinets will be located inside the existing
strucutre, as depicted on the site plan.

AT & T is licensed and regulated by the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC), which imposes strict health and safety standards. These standards are set by
independent safety and standard groups such as the American National Standards
Institute (ANSI) and the Institute of Electrical Electronics (EEE). AT & T intends
to comply with these standards. AT & T also intends to comply with applicable
FAA guidelines.

The power generated from the proposed antennas is very low by radio frequency
standards and will pose no public health concerns.

Wireless telecommunication technology does not interfere with any other form of
communication, whether public or private. To the contrary, AT & T’s 4 G wireless
technology provides vital communications in emergency situations and will
commonly be used by local residents and emergency personnel to protect the
general public’s health, safety and welfare.

Conclusion:

AT & T is attempting to meet the goals .nl,entiqnedjn...t.hgptio_x;p.amgmphs.a_',r_he,,__,w_,, i

requested Special Use Permit and radio equipment setback variation will allow AT
& T to operate an important public service at a location that will effectively serve
the community in and around Hinsdale. This facility is designed to service both the
residents and businesses in Hinsdale and it will support all users who commute into
and through the community.

It is AT & T’s belief that granting the requested special use permit will not
negatively impact neighboring properties, nor will it endanger the health, safety, or
welfare of the general public. Moreover, the granting of the requested special use
will not adversely affect or prevent the future ‘development of the subject property
or any other neighboring property.

For the reasons stated above, AT & T respectfully requests that Village of Hinsdale
grant AT & T a Special Use Permit and any other necessary approvals to install and
operate a wireless telecommunications facility at 339 West 57th Street in Hinsdale.
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Memorandum

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

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

Date: July 10, 2013

Re:  Scheduling of Public Hearing for Case A-22-2013
Applicant: 201-205 S. Vine - Zion Lutheran Church
Request: Map Amendment from IB, Institutional Bulldlngs to R-4 Single-Family
Residential

On October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission considered an amendment to the existing
Planned Development for Zion Lutheran, to permit two additional uses for the school
property at 125 S. Vine. During those discussions, certain Commissioners expressed
concerns with the residential homes at 201 and 205 S. Vine being part of the Planned
Development and as such, indicated their general support to see those properties removed
from the Planned Development and returned to residential zoning. The applicant
acknowledged the suggestion and is now requesting to accomplish this with one of the
steps being a Map Amendment from IB, Institutional Buildings to R-4, Single-Family
‘Residential. On June 24™, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee unanimously moved
to recommend approval of the required Major Adjustment, with all necessary waivers
required to accomplish the removal of the two lots. This recommendation will be heard
by the full Board on July 16™, 2013,

It is requested that the public hearing for the Map Amendment be scheduled for September 11,
2013.

Attachment

Cc:  President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

VILLAGE
OF HINSDALE v

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application
Is this a: Map Amendment Text Amendment

Address of the subject property 201 and 205 S. Vine St.

Description of the proposed request; Remove both subject residential properties from previously approved Plan
Development (Please see concurrent companion Applications, Site Plan & Keith

Larson letter of February 15, 2013), and rezone the two lots from IB to R-4 District.

REVIEW CRITERIA

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

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

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

The subject properties were classified as 1B District prior to their inciusion in the PUD in 2004. However, their pre-Code uses were single-family
residential, those uses did not change when both lots were included in the PUD in 2004, and their proposed uses are consistent with R-4 uses.

Inclusion of both lots in the R-4 District meets all Code purposes.

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

The nearest lots to East, South and West of the subject properties are in the R-4 District. 1tis unknown why the Village designated 201 and 205 S.
Vine as IB District when the Zoning Code was adopted in 1989. The location of the subject properties is highlighted in the attached copy of the

Zoning Map.

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.

Since 2004, the area in proximity to the subject properties has remained R-4 and has been developed by R-4 uses. Applicant proposes to do the
same. The redevelopment of 201 and 205 S. Vine with new single family residences would comply with all applicable R-4 district Zoning Code

standards.



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

If the subject properties remain in the current planned development in the 1B District, they could not be redeveloped and revitalized with new single
family residences. .

The extent to which any such diminution in value is offset by an increase in the public health,
safety, and welfare.
There is no public benefit offset by the subject properties remaining in the 1B District as part of the PUD.

The extent, if any, to which the use and enjoyment of adjacent properties would be affected by
the proposed amendment.
They would be enhanced by the redevelopment of the subject properties with new single family residences.

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

They would potentially be increased in value. There would be no decrease in value, and the subject properties could not be developed with IB District
uses if they are designated in accordance with their historical single family detached residence use in the R-4 District.

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

affected by the proposed amendment.

It would not be affected. Applicant's lot to the south and adjacent to 205 S. Vine would remain in the PUD, its current uses would be maintained, and it
would continue to serve the water drainage needs of surrounding properties.

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

classification.

At present, the subject properties are not suitable for development of new 1B District uses without potential detriment to sdrrounding residential
properties.

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

Access to and from the subject properties is unaffected, and there would be no effect on traffic conditions.

. 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.

If the subject properties were developed by new IB District uses, the impact on utilities and public services is unknown. If developed by R-4 District uses,
utilities and public services are unaffected and are adequate. o



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

N/A

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

aliow.

Replenishmen
family residences.

t and upgrading of residential uses are among the stated objectives of the Zoning Code, particutarly in the case of more affordable single

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

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

N/A



S B VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

o] i SRS T COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
g il ol DEPARTMENT
-~ VILLAGE -
@F HHNSDALE FOUNUED IN 187 GENER AL APPLIC ATION
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
Please Note: You MUST complete and attach all appropriate ap|3ii_éations and standards
applicable to your specific request to this application.
s
Applicant Owner
Name: Keith R. Larson, as property manager for owner Name: Zicn Lutheran Church
Address: 701 N- York Road ‘ Address: ._{F‘rincipél) 204 S. Grant Strest
City/Zip: Hinsdale, IL 60521 City/Zip: Hinsdale, IL. 60521
Phone/Fax: (630) 478 j2418 Pitone/Fax: @E) 343 /0384
E-Mail: keith@keithlarsonarchitect.com E-Mail: (please see applicant's e-mail address)
M

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

Keith R. Larson . Name: Norman V. Chimenti

Title: A%

Name:
Title . Architect

2100 Manchester Road, Suite 1700

Address: (Please see above) | Address:

City/Zip: City/Zip: Wheaton, IL 60187 |
" Phone/Fax: () / Phone/Fax: (30) 668 /9100
"E-Mail: B E-Mail: nchimeriti@clausen.com

———

Disclosure of Village Personnel: (List the name, address and Vi:l.ge 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)

) (none)

2)

3)




II. SITE INFORMATION

. 116, 204, 208 and 212 S. Grant St,, and 125, 201, 205 ana 209 S. Vine St.*
Address of subject property: _ e

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): oo 7. below)

(see attached letter from Keith Larson to Village, dated 2/15/13) Major adjustment to the exiting

Brief description of proposed project:

planned development to sever the 201 and 205 S. Vine residential properties from the planned development, arid to replat 205 S. Vine so that the

rear portion of the 205 S. Vine St. lot remains a part of the planned development.

o . L \ membership organization (church and church-related uses) ;
General description or characteristics of the site: porg ( )

school and playground;' parking and other accessory uses, and institutional use residences and detached garages

- . [B (PUD) R-4 (201 and 205 S. Vine St)
Existing zoning and land use:

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: 0-1 (office) South: R-4 (single family)
0-1 (offi d R-4 R-4
East: (office) an West:
. hange, t as noted ab
Proposed zoning and land use: no change, exeept 2s nofsd anove
- 101,849
Existing square footage of property: square feet (PUD)
49,470
Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: square feet (pyp)

——

nsists of a single zoning lot (for zoning code administration purposes only) containing multiple street

* The property co
d as a planned development by the Village. (Please see attached Village

addresses, lots of record and parceis, and is approve
Ordinance Nos. 2004-15, 02012-32 and 02012-53.)

** 09-12-110-006 09-12-111-004
00-12-110-007 09-12-111-010
09-12-110-014 09-12-111-011
09-12-110-015 09-12-111-012
09-12-111-001
09-12-111-002
09-12-111-003



TABLE OF COMPLIANCE  (pup++)

Address of proposed request: (Multiple; Principal address: 204 S. Grant St,, Please see Sec. ll, Site Information)

The following table is based on the 1B__ Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
Minimum Lot Area - 80,000 sq. ft. 85,378 sq ft. **
Minimum Lot Depth 250 ft. 383.5 ft.
Minimum Lot Width 200 ft. : 250 ft.
Building Height ' . 40t _ 40

Number of Stories 2 | 2
Front Yard Setback ) 35 ft. 28 ft (existing)
Corner Side Yard Setback ‘ 35 ft. 201t (existing)
Interior Side Yard Setback , " 251t ‘ 7.41 ft (existing)

Rear Yard Setback 25 ft. : 38 ft.
‘Maximum Floor Area Ratio 050 T
(F.A.R)* ' ‘
Maxsmum*Total Buildihg A PUD )
Coverage
Maximum Total Lot Coverage® N/A to PUD ]
Parking Requirements 63 (maximum, ' 74

per PUD approval)

Parking front yard setback : 354 . 140 ft.
se‘;g;tll?g corner side yard 551 o ftexisting)
sel:s;l;;zlg interior side yard _ o5t 5 ﬂ(exi%

Parking rear yard setback 25 ft. 0t /z800 ewtg
Loading Reguirements 1 17—

|- Accessory Stl"Uth re e (2 detached garages and storage shed
inform ation to be excluded from pianned .dicilrpment)

*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: With the exception of PUD F.AR. and 205 8. Vine lot dimensions, existing nonconformities are eittier
- . previously approved by the Village or are legal nonconformities under Village Codes, and may be
contintet—Fhe-village-has-authority-te-appreve-the-changeaFoiato 0.537 for a planned
development;-and such F.A.R. Is in the range of approved P.U.D. FAR:s for other Hinsdale churches.
Alsp, the Village has authority to approve the proposed iot dimensions for 205 S. Vine.

« Egllowing severance of the 201 and 205 8. Vine residential lots from the planned development, and the replating of 205 S. Vine.

« 42 680 sq. ft. gross floor area is permitted after the severance of 201 and 205 S. Vine from the PUD. The actuzl remaining proposed gross fioor space
will be 45,820 sq. & The F.A.R. for the Union Church PUD is 0.59 and for the St. Isaac Joquss PUDis 0.52.

. 3



TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request:

201 S. Vine Street

The following table is based on the

R-4 Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing

Requirements Development (Lot)
Minimum Lot Area 10,000/7,000 sq. ft. 8,125 sq. ft.
Minimum Lot Depth 125/100 ft. 162.5 ft. (avg.)
Minimum Lot Width 80/50 t. 50 .
Building Height (elevation) 35.5-48/34.44 ft. 27.5 ft.(existing)

Number of Stories 3 2 (existing)

Front Yard Setback 20-35 ft. 30 ft. (avg.; existing) **
Corner Side Yard Setback 35/15 ft. 8 ft. (avg; existing) **
Interior Side Yard Setback 8/6 ft. 15.6 ft (existing)
Rear Yard Setback 25 ft. 82.5 ft. (existing)
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 3,131.25 5q. ft. 2,245 5. sq. ft. (existing)

(FAR.)* 025+ 1,100 sq. ft.

Maximum Total Building
Coverage® 25% & 10%

2,031.25 sq. ft (principal)
812.5 sq. ft (accessory)

1,226 sq.ft. (existing)
571 sq. ft. (existing)

Maximum Total Lot Coverage® 0%, 4,875.59. ft. 2,909 sq. ft.
Parking Requirements  N/A _
Parking front yard setback N/A !
Parking corner side yard
N/A )
setback
Parking interior side yard N/A
setback )
Parking rear yard setback N/A -
Loading Requirements N/A -
Accessory Structure detached garage 571.sq. ft (existing)
Information 812.5 sq. ft.

* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state th

application despite such lack of compliance:

e reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve the

*Pra-code structure legal nonconformity

3A




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: 205 S. Vine St.
The following table is based on the __R-4 Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing

Requirements Development (Lot)
Minimum Lot Area 10,000/7,000 sg. ft. 8,375 sq. ft.
Minimum Lot Depth 125/100 ft. " 167,51t (avg.)
Minimum Lot Width 80/50 ft. 50 t.
Building Height - 35.5-40/34.44 ft. 28 ft. (existing)

Number of Stories 3 2 (existing)

Front Yard Setback 20-35 ft. 25.4 ft. (avg; existing) **
Corner Side Yard Setback N/A N/A |
Interior Side Yard Setback 8/6 ft. 8.33/9.4 ft (existing)
Rear Yard Setback 25 ft. 105 ft. (existing)
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 3,193.75 sq. ft. 1,881.3 sq. ft (existing)

(F.A.R.)* 0.25 +1,100 sq. ft.

Maximum Total Building
Coverage* 25% 8 10%

2,093.75 sq. ft. (principal)
' 837.5 sq. ft (accessory)

945 sq. ft. (existing)
261 sq. ft (existing garage)

Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 5,025. sq. ft. 2 113 (existing)***
Parking Requirements N/A B
Parking front yard setback N/A _
Parking corner side yard
N/A -
setback
Parking interior side yard \
/A -
setback
Parking rear yard setback N/A B
Loading Requirements N/A -
Accessory Structure detached garage & shed 261 sq. ft. (existing)
Information 837.5 sq. ft.

*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is sh

own, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to approve the
application despite such lack of compliance:

*Pre-code structure legal nonconformity

=+ |ncludes parking area of 560 sq. ft. to be removed.
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CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:
A. The statements contained in this appli cation 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 ar she consents to the filing
of this application and that all information contained in this application is tne and correct to the best of his or her
knowledge.

B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be co nsidered. In addition,
the applicant understands that the Village m ay require additional inforation prior to thé consideratiori 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 pian showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of

all vehicularand p edestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total lot coverage of all circulation elements divided a s between
vehicular and pedestrian ways.

3, All existing and proposed surface and subsurface drainage and retention and detention facilities and
ali existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, telephone, and cable communications lines and
easements and all other utility facilifies.

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

5. Location and height of fe nces 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, shrub's, 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 provide d in this ap plication changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason

following submission of this application, the Appl icants shall submita supplemental application or other
acceptable written statement containing the new or carrected information as soon as practicable but not fess 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 hefshe is responsible for all application fees and any cther fees, which the Village
assesses under the provisions of Subsection 11-301D of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as amended April

25, 1989. (To the extent not waived or reduced by the Village.)

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

PAYMENT.
On the o , day of June 2013, HWe have read the above certification, understand &, and agree
to abide by its gonditlons. .

Sigh‘hture ohapplicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent

, \
1A ¢ . Lo |

Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED ANDBSWORN N :
to before me this \ day of . - ,

N o  DOND. D %%\%\\W\
Notary Public
4 “OFFICIAL SEAL"

Vickl A. Plerson
of Winols

Notary Publc, Stae
Ay Commission Expires Jan, 24, 2017




Keith R. Larson —Architect
701 N. York Road
Hinsdale, I1 60521

keith@,KeithLarsonArchitect.com
630-47-2418

2/15/13
Village of Hinsdale Building Department
Attn; Mr. Sean Gascoigne

M. Robert McGinnis MCP

Re: Major PUD Adjustment Application to Be Filed By Zion Lutheran Church

Dear Sean and Robb:
We are furnishing this outline as you suggested at our meeting on February 12, 2013.

As urged by the Plan Commission at a public hearing last fall, and as a matter of gconomic
necessity for the Church, Zion Lutheran seeks to modify its existing PUD approved by the
Village in 2004 to return the lots located at 201 and 205 S. Vine St. to their original status of
individual buildable lots in the R-4 Residential District for sale and redevelopment purposes.
Those lots had been included in the PUD because their uses wete integrated into the school and
church (membership organization) principal uses of the PUD established with Village approval
in 2004, and their zoning had changed from R-4 to IB District because at the time the Village

thought it was appropriate for all lots of record encompassed by the PUD to be classified in the
IB District.

The 201 and 205 S. Vine residential lots no longer serve the PUD’s principal uses, except to the
extent that a portion of the rear of the 205 S. Vine lot contains parking and circulation aisle
elements which would remain a part of the PUD as accessory to0 the school and church uses. The
PUD is and would remain fully compliant with Village off-street parking
requirements.Preservation of current parking and circulation features will require a
reconfiguration of the lot lines of 205 S. Vine to accommodate ot benefit PUD principal uses.
The resultant lot area of 205 S. Vine will be consistent with that of 201 S. Vine, and consistent
with ot larger than the lot areas of neighboring R-4 residential lots. No other changes in the
configuration of the PUD or of the two lots to be segregated from the PUD would occur, and no
change would occur in any existing structure.

By restoring the two residential lots to their pre-2004 PUD standing, the visual appearance of the
PUD and the residential properties will not change, and there will be no increase in any currently
existing legal nonconformity previously pe itted by the Zoning Code or approved by the .
Village, with two relatively minor exceptions. The 205 S. Vine lot will become smaller in area
than its pre-2004 PUD size (to benefit the PUD and consistent with the neighborhood, as stated



above), and the FAR of the structures located in the adjusted PUD will increase marginally to
0.536. Such an FAR is consistent with the current FAR of the St. Isaac Joques PUD (0.52) and
less than the current FAR for the Union Church PUD (0.59). Repeating, there would be no
visual change in the PUD as a result of the adjustment.

You have advised that to accomplish the contemplated major adjustment in the Zion Lutheran
PUD, the following applications submitted to the Village would be required: Major Adjustment
to Planned Development, General Application, Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance
and Application for Zoning Map Amendment. It is our understanding that these companion
applications may be submitted as a package, and that it is likely they would be considered all at
once by the ZPS Committee of the Board of Trustees as the components of what amounts to a
single adjustment to the PUD established in 2004. Inasmuch as such an adjustment would have
no impact on surrounding properties and merely seeks to reestablish the pre-PUD status quo, and
given that the Plan Commission and the genetal public have already expressed their views in a
prior public hearing in connection with a previous Zion Lutheran PUD adjustment, we discussed
the possibility that the ZPS Committee and the Board of Trustees would deem it unnecessary to
refer thismatter to the Plan Commission for another public hearing. Zion Lutheran Church
would be pleased to participate in such a public hearing, of course, but the Church would receive
a needed and greatly appreciated time and expense benefit if another public hearing were to be

deemed unnecessary.

Thank you for the Village’s consideration. We have put our application drafting on hold pending
receipt of the Village’s advice regarding the manner in which it desires Zion Lutheran to :
proceed. It is the Church’s hope to place this matter on the ZPS Committee’s agenda for review

as soon as is reasonably possible.

Sincerely,

Keith Larson
Project Architect and Consultant to the Applicant



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO. _02004-15

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A MAP AMENDMENT, SPECIAL USE
PERMITS, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT, SITE PLANS,
- AND EXTERIOR APPEARANCE PLANS
FOR A BUILDING EXPANSION PROJECT
(Plan Commission Case A-04-2004)

WHEREAS, Zion Lutheran Church, LLC (the “Applicant”) is the legal title
owner of several parcels of property totaling approximately 2.34 acres in area and
commonly known as 116 South Grant Street, 204 South Grant Street, 208 South
Grant Street, 212 South Grant Street, 125 South Vine Street, 201 South Vine
Street, 205 South Vine Street, and 209 South Vine Street (the “Subject Property”),
which Subject Property is legally described on Exhibit A attached to and made a
part of this Ordinance by this reference; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is improved with four single family
detached dwellings, a membership organization building, and a private school; and

WHEREAS, the membership organization, private school, and two of the
single-family residences are currently classified in the IB Institutional Buildings
District pursuant to the Hinsdale Zoning Code; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant proposes the development of a planned
development, which would encompass the Subject Property and would also include
a 14,000-square-foot building addition onto the existing membership organization

building, including associated parking, landscaping, and other improvements on the
Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant also desires to establish child day care services

operated by a membership organization on the Subject Property; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant seeks (i) a Zoning Map amendment to reclassify
the portions of the Subject Property commonly known as 116 South Grant Street,
908 South Grant Street, 212 South Grant Street, and 209 South Vine Street into the
IB Institutional Buildings District from their current classification in the R-4
Single-Family Residential District; @) a special use permit and planned
development approval authorizing a membership oxjganization, a private school, a
planned development, and child daycare services operated by a membership
organization on the Subject Property, (iii) modifications of certain regulations in the

W



Hinsdale Zoning Code to accommodate the existing and proposed building
expansion, (iv) site plan approval, and (v) exterior appearance approval; and

WHEREAS, the Hinsdale Plan Commission conducted a public hearing and
deliberated on the application on March 10, 2004, pursuant to notice thereof
properly published in the Hinsdale Doings 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 PC Case No. A-04-2004; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees, at a public meeting on March 22, 2004, considered the Application, the
Findings and Recommendations of the Plan Commission, and all of the facts and
circumstances related to the Application, and made its recommendation to the
President and Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale
have reviewed the recommendation of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee, the
Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, and all of the materials,
facts, and circumstances related to the Application, and they find that the
Application satisfies the standards set forth in the Hinsdale Zoning Code relating to
the requested app}:ovals, but only subject to the conditions set forth 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 Ilinois,

as follows:

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

Section 2. Approval of Zoning Map Amendment, The Board of Trustees,
acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of Illinois and

by Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, hereby amends the Hinsdale Zoning
Map to reclassify the portions of the Subject Property commonly known as 116
South Grant, 208 South Grant, 212 South Grant and 209 South Vine into the IB

Institutional Buildings District.

Section 3. Approval of a Special Use Permit for a Membership
Organization, Private School, Planned Development. and Child Day Care Services.
The Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of
the State of Ilinois and by Sections 11-602 and 11-603 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code,
hereby approves a special use permit authorizing a membership organization, a
private school, a planned development, and child daycare services operated by a
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membership organization on the Subject Property, and approves the planned
development detailed plan prepared by Larson-Kramer Axchitects and dated
January 16, 2004 in the form attached to, and by this reference incorporated into,
this Ordinance as Exhibit B (the “Approved Detailed Plan”). The approvals granted
in this Section 3 are subject to the conditions stated in Section 7 of this Ordinance.

Section 4. Approval of Site Plans. The Board of Trustees, acting pursuant
to the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of llinois and by Section 11-604
of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, hereby approves the site plans for the proposed
development in the form attached to and by this reference incorporated into this
Ordinance as Exhibit B (the “Approved Site Plans”), subject to the conditions stated
in Section 7 of this Ordinance.

Section 5. Approval of Exterior Appearance Plans. The Board of Trustees,
acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of Illinois and
by Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, hereby approves the exterior
appearance plans for the proposed development in the form attached to and by this
reference incorporated into this Ordinance as Exhibit C (the «Approved Exterior
Appearance Plans”), subject to the conditions stated in Section 7 of this Ordinance.

Section 6. Modifications of Certain Zoning Code Regulations. The Board of

Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of
Tllinois and by Subsections 11-603H of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, hereby modifies
the following provisions of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, subject t0 the conditions
stated in Section 7 of this Orxdinance:

A. Minimum Yards and Sethacks.

1. The minimum front yard on Vine Street for the school shall be

28 feet.

2. The minimum front yard on Grant Street for the membership
organization shall be 23 feet.

3. The minimum cornexr side yard on Second Street for the

‘membexship organization shall be 1.4 feet.

4, The minimum interior side yard (south lot line) for the
membership organization shall be 16 feet.

5. The minimum interior side yard (south lot line) for the surface
parking lot shall be six feet. :
The minimum interior side yard (north lot line) for the school

shall be six feet.

All other yards and setbacks on the Subject Property shall comply with
the provisions of Subsection 7-310 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code. No
development of the Subject Property, except only in strict accordance
with the Approved Detailed Plan and the Approved Site Plans, shall be
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E.

permitted within any yard or setback required by Subsection 7-310 of
the Hinsdale Zoning Code. No reduction or any other change shall be
permitted to any required yard or setback except only as provided in
this Subsection 6A or by ordinance adopted by the Board of Trustees in
accordance with Paragraph 11-603K2 or Subsection 11-603L of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code.

The minimum number of off-street parking spaces required to be
located within the Subject Property for the project approved by this
Ordinance shall be 63 spaces.

The minimum lot size for the Subject Property shall be 101,849 square
feet. :

The minimum drive aisle width in the existing parking lot shall be 19
feet.

The - maximum building height for the existing membership
organization building shall be 48 feet.

Section 7. Conditions on Approvals. The approvals granted in Sections 2,
3, 4, 5, and 6 of this Ordinance are granted expressly subject to all of the following

conditions:

A

No Authorization of Work. This Ordinance does not authorize the
commencement of any work on the Subject Property. Except as
otherwise specifically provided in writing in advance by the Village, no
work of any kind shall be commenced on the Subject Property until all
conditions of this Ordinance precedent to such work have been fulfilled
and after all permits, approvals, and other authorizations for such
work have been properly applied for, paid for, and granted ir
accordance with applicable law.

Engineering Plans. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for
any work on the Subject Property, the Applicant shall submit to the
Village Engineer detailed final engineering plans, including among
other things drainage plans satisfying all applicable stormwater
management requirements (the “Engineering Plans”). After approval
by the Village Engineer, the Engineering Plans shall, automatically
and without further action by the Village, be deemed to be
incorporated in and made a part of the Approved Site Plans.

Performance Security. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for
any work on the Subject Property, the Applicant shall file with the
Village a letter of credit in a form satisfactory to the Village Manager

A



and in the amount of 110 percent of the cost of all public improvements
related to the project as estimated by the Village Engineer. No
building permit shall be issued until after such letter of credit has been
filed and has been reviewed and approved by the Village Manager and
the Village Attorney.

D. Compliance with Codes, Ordinances, and Regulations. Except as

specifically set forth in this Ordinance, the provisions of the Hinsdale
Municipal Code and the Hinsdale Zoning Code shall apply and govern
the development of the Subject Property. All such development shall
comply with all Village codes, ordinances, and regulations at all times.

E. Compliance with Approved Plans. All development within the Subject
Property shall be undertaken only in strict compliance with the
Village-approved planned development plans, including without
limitation the Approved Site Plans, the Approved Exterior Appearance
Plans, and other Village-approved plans.

F. Building Permits. The Applicant shall submit all required building
permit applications and other materials in a timely manner to the
appropriate parties, which materials shall be prepared in compliance
with all applicable Village codes and ordinances.

G. Easement Agreement. Prior to the issuance of any building permit for
any work on the Subject Property, the Applicant shall prepare and
submit a permanent easement agreement (the “Easement Agreement”)
between the Applicant and the owner of the property commonly known
as 214 South Grant Street (the “214 South Grant Owner”) to allow the
914 South Grant Owner to use the driveway and curb cut located on
the Subject Property until the property at 214 South Grant Street is
redeveloped. The Easement Agreement shall be subject to the review
and approval of the Village Manager and shall be recorded at the
expense of the Applicant with the office of the DuPage County

Recorder.

Section 8. Violation of Condition or Code. Any violation of (i) any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance or (i) any applicable code, ordinance, or
regulation of the Village shall be grounds for the immediate rescission by the Board

of Trustees of the approvals made in this Ordinance.



Section9.  Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the
manner provided by law.

PASSED this 6th_day of _April 2004.

AYES: TRUSTEES LENNOX, WILLIAMS, JOHNSON, BLOMQUIST, WOERNER AND ELLIS.

NAYS: NoNE
ABSENT: NONE
APPROVED this _6th day of _April _2004.
a&e President
ATTEST:

I g 200 Lo

Village Clerk J

#1783434_v1
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EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

116 South Grant Street: LOTS 10 AND 13 IN BLOCK 6 IN J.L CASE'S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS.

204 South Grant Street: LOT 1 IN BLOCK 5 IN J.lI CASE'S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,
ILLINOIS.

208 South Grant Street: LOT 4 IN BLOCK 5 IN J.I. CASE'S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, [LLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,

ILLINOIS.

212 South Grant Street: LOT 5 IN BLOCK 5 IN JI. CASE'S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER COF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,

ILLINOIS.

125 South Vine Street: LOTS 11 AND 12 IN BLOCK 6 IN J.I. CASE’S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,

ILLINOIS.



201 South Vine Street: LOT 2 IN BLOCK 5 IN J.I. CASE'S ADDITION
TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A SUBDIVISION OF
PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST 13, 1872 AS
DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

205 South Vine Street: LOT 3 IN BLOCK 5 IN J.I. CASE'S ADDITION
TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A SUBDIVISION OF
PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38
NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN
ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST 13, 1872 AS
DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

209 South Vine Street: LOT 6 IN BLOCK 5 IN JL CASES
ADDITION TO HINSDALE, DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS BEING A
SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION
12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST
13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY,

ILLINOIS.
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO. 02012-32

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO OPERATE A PRIVATE
MIDDLE SCHOOL AT 125 S. VINE STREET
(Plan Commission Case No. A-15-2012)

WHEREAS, an application seeking a special use permit to operate d
private school in the existing school building located at 125S. Vine Street,
Hinsdale, linois, {the "Subject Property"), in the 1B Institutional Buildings Zoning
District, was filed by Petitioner Nurturing Wisdom with the Village of Hinsdale; and

WHEREAS, o special use for a private school on the Subject Property had
previously been approved ds one aspect of a planned development in
Ordinance No. 2004-15, but had lapsed due to the school use having been
discontinued for a period in excess of six (6) months; and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property, which is improved with an existing school
building, is legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto and made a pairt

hereof; and

. WHEREAS,. the application has been referred to the Plan Commission of
the Village and has been processed in accordance with the Hinsdale Zoning

Code {*Zoning Code"), as amended; and

WHEREAS, on June 13, 2012, the Plan Commission held a public hearing on
the Application pursuant o notice thereof properly published in The Hinsdalean
on May 24,2012, and, after considering all of the testimony and evidence
presented at the public hearing, the Plan Commission recommended approval
of the Application by a vote of 4 in favor, 0 against, 1 abstention, and 4 absent,
all as set forth in the Plan Commission's Findings and Recommendation for Plan
Commission Case No, A-15-2012 (“Findings and Recommendation"), a copy of

which is attached herefo as Exhibit B; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and public Safety Committee of the Board of
Trustees of the Village, at a public meeting on June 25,2012, considered the
Application and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission
and made its recommendation of approval to the Board of Trustees, subject o
there being a maximum enrollment under the special use of fifty (50) students;

and
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WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village have duly
considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, and al
of the materials, facts and circumstances affecting the Application, and find
that the Application safisfies the standards set forth in Section 11-602 of the
Zoning Code relating fo special use permis.

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

follows:

Section 1: Incorporation. The foregoing recitcls are incorporated into
this Section 1 by reference as findings of the President and Board of Trustees;

Section 2: AQQ. roval of Special Use for g Private 'School. The President

and Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of
the State of linois and the Zoning Code, hereby approves a special use permit
for a private school in the IB Institutional Buildings Zoning District in the existing
school building on the Subject Property located at 125 S. Vine Street, legally
described in Exhibit A, subject to the condition that enroliment at the private

school shall not exceed fifty (50) students.

Seclion 3:  Violgtion of Condition or Code. Any violation of any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance or of any applicable code, ordinance, or
regulation of the Village shall be grounds for the immediate rescission by the
Board of Trustees of the approvals made in this Ordinance.

Section4: Severgbility and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. Each
section, paragraph, clause and provision of this Ordinance is separable, and if
any section, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held
unconshitutional or invalid for any reason, the unconstitutionality or invalidity of
such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect the remainder of
this Ordinance, nor any part thereof, other than that part affected -by such
decision. All ordinances, resolutions-or orders, or parts thereof, in conflict with
the provisions of this Ordinance are fo the extent of such conflict hereby

repealed.

Section §: Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect
from and after its passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form in the -
manner provided by law,
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PASSED this 17¢h_day of __July 2012.

AYES: Trustees Angelo, Geoga, LaPlaca, Saigh

NAYS: None

ABSENT: Trustees Elder and Haarlow

APPROVED by me this _17th day of __July 12012, and attested to by

the Village Clerk this same day. ﬂ/

Thomas K/Cauley, Jr., Vmag resident

Chns’rme M. Bruton, Village Clerk

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND AGREEMENT BY THE APPLICANT TO THE CONDITIONS
OF THIS ORDINANCE:

e

B Dsrec—h)
HZ Aol De (25541

sate: Oady 1] /9012
Ut
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EXHIBIT A

LOTS 11 AND 12 IN. BLOCK 6 IN J.I. CASE'S ADDITION TO HINSDALE,
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH,
RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST 13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT

NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COMMONLY KNOWN AS: 125 S. VINE STREET, HINSDALE, H.LINOIS‘

2891601
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" HINSDALE PLAN COMMISION

Re:  Case A-15-2012 — Nurturing Wisdom — 125 S. Vine Street - Request: Special Use Permit to
Operate a Private Middle School

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: June 13, 2012
DATE OF ENVIRONMENT & PUBLIC SERVICES REVIEW: June 25, 2012
" FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

| 1. FINDINGS
1. The Applicant, Nurturing Wisdom, submitted an application for a Special Use to operate a private

middle school at 125 S. Vine Street.

within the IB Institutional Buildings District and improved with an existing

2. The property is located
school where a private elementary school operated previously. Middle schools are listed as a

Special Use.

3. The Plan Commission heard testimony from the applicant regarding the proposed request, including

proposed hours and class sizes, at the Plan Commission meeting of June 13, 2012.

4. The Commissioners asked the applicant questions regarding the proposed use, which confirmed,
among other things, that the facility would not be doing tutoring from this location.

5. The Commissioners agreed that the proposed use was.a good fit for the location.

6. The Plan Commission specifically finds that based on the Applicatiori and the evidence presented at
the public hearing, the Applicant has satisfied the standards in Section 11-602 of the Zoning Code
applicable to approval of a special use permit. Among the evidence relied upon by the Plan
Commission is the fact that the school will be located in an existing building specifically designed
for school use, that a school has operated at this location in the past, that adequate public facilities to

serve the school are already in place, and that adequate parking to serve the proposed school use
exists. _
'JI. RECOMMENDATION

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of four (4) “Ayes” 0 “Nay,” one (1) “Abstention”

and four (4) “Absent”, recommends that the President and Board of Trustees approve the Application for
a special use permit to allow the operation of a private middle school at 125 S. Vine Street.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By: A/ / 41/‘**-

Chaitthan




Dated this 7/~ — day of Z , 2012.



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO. 02012-53

. AN ORDINANCE APPROVING A MAJOR ADJUSTMENT
TO A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT TO ALLOW A MUSIC SCHOOL AND TUTORING
SERVICE - 125 8. VINE STREET - ZION LUTHERAN CHURCH

WHEREAS, o Planned Development for Zion Lutheran Church (the
“Applicant”) at 125 S. Vine Street (the "Subject Property"}) was originally
approved by Ordinance No. 2004-15 (the “Planned Development"); and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property, improved with, among other things, an
existing school building, is legally described in Exhibit A attached hereto and
made a part hereof; and

WHEREAS, among the various uses approved as part of the Planned
Development was a private school use, which was later discontinued. A
special use for a private school on the Subject Property was recently
reapproved and a private school is again operating on the Subject Property:

and '

WHEREAS, the Applicant has now submitted an application for a major
adjustment fo the Planned Development to allow for a music school and
futoring service (the “Proposed Uses") within the private school building on
the Subject Property, during hours when the private school is not operating
{the "Application”); and

WHEREAS, as the Proposed Uses are uses which would not otherwise be
permitted in the B Institutional Buildings Zoning District, o major adjustment to
the Planned Development is required to be approved by the Village Board
pursuant to Subsection 11-603(K){2} of the Hinsdale Zoning Code in order for
the Proposed Uses to operate; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees, upon initial consideration
of the Application, sent it back fo the Plan Commission so that nearby
residents of the Subject Property could be nofified of the Proposed Uses and
have an opportunity to register their approval or disapproval; and

WHEREAS, following notice to nearby residents, the Plan Commission, on
October 10, 2012, held a mesting at which the Application was discussed. No
residents were present to comment on the Application or Proposed Uses, and
one commented through a written submission. Following presentations and
discussion, the Plan Commission recommended approval of the Application

295400_1



on a vote of 7 ayes, 0 nays, and 2 absent. The Findings and Recommendation
of the Plan Commission are aftached hereto as Exhibit B and made a part

hereof; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees of the Village have duly considered the
Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, and all of the
materials, facts and circumstances affecting the Application, and find that
the Application satisfies the standards set forth in Section 11-603 of the Zoning
Code relating to major adjustments to planned developments.

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

ilinois, as follows:

SECIION 1: Recitals. The foregoing recitals are incorporated into this
Ordinance by this reference as findings of the Board of Trusfees.

SECTION 2: Approval of Major Adjustment to the Approved Planned
Development. The Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority vested
in it by the laws of the State of llinois and pursuant fo Subsection 11-603(K)(2)
of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, approve the major adjustment to the previously
approved Planned Development, to allow a music school and tutoring
service 1o operate in the private school building on the Subject Property. The
Planned Development, is hereby amended to the extent provided, but only

to the extent provided, by the approval granted herein,

SECTION 3: Violation of Condition or Code. Any violation of any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance, the Ordinance approving the Planned

Development, any previous amendments thereto, or of any applicable code,
ordinance, or regulation of the Village shall be grounds for rescission by the
Board of Trustees of the approvals set forth in this Ordinance.

SECTION 4: Severability and Repeal of Inconsistent Ordinances. Each

section, paragraph, clause and provision of this Ordinance Is separable, and
if any secfion, paragraph, clause or provision of this Ordinance shall be held
unconstitutional or invalid for any reason, the unconstitutionality or invalidity of
such section, paragraph, clause or provision shall not affect the remainder of
this Ordinance, nor any part thereof, other than that part affected by such
decision. All ordinances, resolutions or orders, or parts thereof, in conflict with
the provisions of this Ordinance are to the extent of such conflict hereby

repealed.
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SECTION 5: Effective Date. This Ordinance shall be in full force and
effect from and after ifs passage, approval, and publication in pamphlet form
in the manner provided by law.

PASSED this 20th_ day of November 2012.

AYES: Trustees Elder, Angelo, Geoga, LaPlaca, Saigh

NAYS: _None
ABSENT: Trustee Haarlow

D G,

Thomﬁk. Cauley, Jr., Vildge President

J A

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk

296400_1



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT AND  AGREEMENT
CONDITIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE:

8Y THE APPLICANT TO THE

(ts: F?ﬁh 7 gm0~

Date: M@m% 2, 2012




EXHIBIT A

LOTS 11 AND 12 IN BLOCK & IN J.I. CASE'S ADDITION TO HINSDALE,
DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PART OF THE
NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 12, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH,
RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN ACCORDING TO
THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED AUGUST 13, 1872 AS DOCUMENT

NUMBER 15440, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COMMONLY KNOWN AS: 125 S. VINE STREET, HINSDALE, ILLINOIS

295400_



EXHIBIT B

FINDINGS OF FACT
(ATTACHED)
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HINSDALE PLAN COMMISION

Re: 125 S. Vine Street — Zion Lutheran Church - Request: Major Adjustment to a
Planned Development to Allow a Music School and Tutoring Service at 125 8. Vine

Street ‘
DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: October 10, 2012
DATE OF ZONING & PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: October 22, 2012

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

1. FINDINGS

1. The Applicant, Zion Lutheran Church, submitted an application for a Major Adjustment to
a Planned Development to allow a music school and tutoring service at 125 S, Vine Street.

2. The property is located within the IB Institutional Buildings District and improved with an
existing school where a private elementary school operated previously.

3.  The Plan Commission heard a presentation from the applicant regarding the proposed
requests, including proposed hours, days and class sizes for the two uses, at the Plan

Commission meeting of October 10, 2012.

4. The Commissioners asked the applicant questions regarding the proposed use, which
included the church’s long term goals and-intentions for the school building.

essed concerns with the residential homes being part of the

5.  Certain Commissioners expr
Planned Development and while the applicant did not identify any immediate plans for

those lots, they indicated their general support to see those lots removed from the Planned
Development and returned to residential zoning.

6. The Commissioners agreed that the proposed uses wete a good fit for the location and
indicated they didn’t see any need to restrict the time, day or hows of operation for either

use.

7. The Plan Commission specifically finds that based on the Application and the evidence
presented at the public meeting, the Applicant has satisfied the standards in Section 11-603
of the Zoning Code applicable to approval of a major adjustment to Planned Developments.
Among the evidence relied upon by the Plan Commission s the fact that the uses will be
located in an existing building specifically designed for school uses, that a school has
operated at this location in the past and that generally, the requested uses are appropriate

for this location.



II. RECOMMENDATION

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven (7) “Ayes,” 0 “Nay,” two (2)
“Absent”, recommends that the President and Board of Trustees approve the Application f"or a
Major Adjustment to a Planned Development to Allow a Music School and Tutoring Setvice at

125 S. Vine Street

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

=

/" Chaitman

”~ .
Dated this / /e day of v ,2012,



Memorandum

To: Chairman Byrnes and Plan Commissioners
From: Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner %)
Ce: David Cook, Village Manager
Robert McGinnis, Building Commissioner
Date: July 10, 2013
Re: 46 Village Place — Café LaFortuna — Exterior Appearance Review and Site Plan

Review — PLANS SUBMITTED PREVIOUSLY

- REQUEST

The applicant is requesting approval of exterior appearance and site plans to allow for a building
facade improvement. The site is improved with a single-story commercial building in the B-2
Central Business District.

The applicant is proposing improvements to the building elevations, with the substantial changes
including a new awning, several wall mounted light fixtures, benches and three new signs (two
wall signs and a single blade sign). Several smaller changes are also proposed, and are outlined
in the attached memo.

It should be noted that as part of the June 12" submittal, the applicant included requests for two
wall signs and a single blade sign. While all three signs are code compliant and as such, eligible
for administrative review, staff has historically included requests such as this along with Exterior
Appearance/Site Plan Review, when it is required and sought. Dueto the cancellation of the
June meeting, and in the interest of time, the applicant requested that the three signs be
considered administratively so that they could begin fabrication and install at least the signs to
establish an identity. The Chairman has reviewed and approved those three signs and as such, no
additional action is required by the Plan Commission. '

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

Ce:  President Cauley and the Village Board of Trustees
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VILLAGE PRESIDENT
Thomas K. Cauley

POLICE DEPARTMENT 789-7070 TRUSTEES

FIRE DEPARTMENT 789-7060 J. Kim Angelo
121 N. M. SYMONDS DRIVE Christopher J. Elder
19 EAST CHICAGO AVENUE Doug Geoga
HINSDALE, ILLINOIS 60521-3489 (630) 789-7000 William N. Haarlow
Village Website: http://www.villageothinsdale.org R e
May 15, 2013
Patrick McCarty

Matocha and Associates

17 W. 220 22" Street

Suite 500

Oak Brook Terrace, I1 60181

Dear Mr. McCarty,

Per Section 11-401 of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code, I am obligated to review all applications for
Certificate of Zoning Compliance and either issue a certificate approving the request or deny the application,
stating the reasons or conditions for denial. The intent of this letter is to provide you notice that your
application, as submitted, has been denied based on the following conditions/deficiencies:

1. The Plan Commission must approve and/or recommend to the Board of Trustees, appfoval of exterior
appearance and site plan review that you are requesting.

2. The Board of Trustee’s adopt an Ordinance that grants the following requests:
e Subsection 11-604 pertaining to Site Plan Review
e Subsection 11-606 pertaining to Exterior Appearance Review

Pursuant to Section 11-401E(2), because relief from the above conditions is available pursuant to a
companion application(s) being filed along with this application, I am able to process this application and in
due time, approve the requested Certificate, subject to these conditions being met. Please do not hesitate to
contact me, should you need additional clarification or have any other questions.

Sincerely,

avid Coo
Zoning Administrator/Village Manager
Village of Hinsdale

Ce:  Robert McGinnis, Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner



VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

Yl

OF HHNSDALE FOUNDED IN 1873 w

FOR BUSINESS DISTRICTS
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
[ Applicant (
Name: CAFE LI FOorrUA Name: Y&rer._ Meresrey

Address: (5 Efst MM =t
City/Zip:sT.Clirees @017+
Phone/Fax: ¢30) 584~ 0{ IO /

Address: 40 Vluace Puiee
City/Zip: Phinswale 60521
Phone/Fax: (03X 537158 &/
E-Mail:0\ejondwe codeladodiing - soin

0 Y

Name: fATRCK. W . MECARTY Name:
Title! 1R (S PAL Title:
Address: 1T W 223 2 AN ST SUTE Address:
City/Zip:OARBROOK TERRANCE , (LO(R City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: (230 530 - 230/ A Phone/Fax: (__)
E-Mail: k o com E-Mail:

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

1)
2)

3)




II.  SITE INFORMATION

| Property identification number (P.LN. or tax number): - - -

| Brief description of proposed project: E5xEROR_ MCY\);‘F?Q;#\-*{GN; L DEE
ATTACHEN DOCIIENTS

General description or characteristics of the site:

| Existing zoning and land use: B —-7-

| Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

| North: __ B-2- South:_ B ~Z
East:___§-Z West: _B-Z_
Proposed zoning and land use: ZAME"

Please mark the'ap’proval(s) you are seekin
standards for each approval requested:

Aee
&( Site Plan Dﬁaﬁ%bem U Map and Text Amendments 11-601E

Amendment Requested:

Q Design Review Permit 11-605E

(ﬂ Exterior Appearance 11-606E '
| U Planned Development 11-603E
QO Special Use Permit 11-602E ~
Special Use Requested: O Development in the B-2 Central Business
District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: _ 4l \\uace Pucs  HHusoae 0052

The following table is based on the Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
B-1 B-2 B-3 |Ewigtinig
Minimum Lot Area 6,250 | 2,500 | 6,250 N
Minimum Lot Depth 125 125’ 125 /
Minimum Lot Width 50’ 20’ 50’ /
Building Height 30’ 30’ 30’ /
Number of Stories 2 2 2 !
Front Yard Setback 25’ ) 25’
Corner Side Yard Setback 25’ 0’ 25’
Interior Side Yard Setback 10° 0 10° \
Rear Yard Setback 20’ 20’ 20’ \
Maximum Floor Area Ratio .35 25 .50 \\
(FAR)*
Maximum Total Building N/A 80% N/A \
Coverage”
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* | 90% | 100% | 90% \

Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback /

Parking corner side yard /
setback

Parking interior side yard v /
setback | |

Parking rear yard setback

Loading Reguirements

Accessory Structure 15’ 15’ 15’
Information (height)

e

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

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

1. Minimum yard and setback dimensions and, where relevant, relation of yard and setback dimensions
to the height, width, and depth of any structure.

2. A vehicular and pedestrian circulation plan showing the location, dimensions, gradient, and number of
all vehicular and pedestrian circulation elements including rights-of-way and streets; driveway
entrances, curbs, and curb cuts; parking spaces, loading spaces, and circulation aisles; sidewalks,
walkways, and pathways; and total Iot coverage of all circulation elements divided as between
vehicular and pedestrian ways. :

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

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

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

6. A detailed landscaping plan, showing location, size, and species of all trees, shrubs, and other plant
material.
7. A traffic study if required by the Village Manager or the Board or Commission hearing the application.

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

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

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

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

On the 1O Yn  dayof __aA A~f , 20(5 , IWe have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions. \b\

pplicant or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent
AEdalDes GAeo - PALACIES
Name of applicant or authorized agent Name of applicant or authorized agent
'SUBSCRIBED AND_ SWORN PSPPI OO IR
i § "OFFICIAL SEAL"

to/bﬂore me this _t= day of ’ , ¢
Ay , 20[2 . - s NATALIE ZEMAN
/ otary Public ¢ NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF ILLINOIS E
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
CONMUNITY 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: Care la FORTInIA
Owner’s name (if different): " Perer LMR@;EQ&\/
Property address: Al \\wace Prrcs

Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: No ¢ i#Nce @eddested

Square footage of property: _nf/A

Lot area per dwelling: pan

Lot dimensions: EasTING WO ciadce

Current use of property: _(Drrec AHOP

Proposed use: O Single-family detached dwelling
R Other:

Approval sought: O Building Permit [ Variation

: O Special Use Permit [ Planned Development

& Site Plan X Exterior Appearance
0 Design Review
0 Other:

Brief description of request and proposal:
ESTERIOR  MEDIECATIOND, SEE ATTACED DOCOMENTD

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

Yards:
front: J A N‘ 1 é
/ Y

interior side(s)

s ettt

-1-



Provided: Required by Code:

corner side
rear

F

Setbacks (businesses and offices)
front:
interior side(s)
corner side
rear
others:
Ogden Ave. Center:
York Rd. Center:
Forest Preserve:

Building heights:

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

i3

Maximum Elevations:

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

Dwelling unit size(s):
Total building coverage:

1171

Total lot coverage:

L i
‘ ,

Floor area ratio:
Accessory building(s):
Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]

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

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

Statement of applicant:

| swear/affirm that the information provided in this form is true and complete. |
understand that any omission of applicable or relevant information from this form could

be a basis for deniag Zr revocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.

By:

Appljba\nt"s\signature
PLEInnDrRO  GARCIA -~ PALACIOS
Applicant’s printed name

Dated: MAY O ,2043.

2-



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

DEPARTMENT
EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

VILLAGE .-
OF HENSDALE FOUNDED iN 1873 Wﬂ&

Address of proposed request: A(O \/iL.LA&E ?M(LE ,-i-m\ksb#}lfs
REVIEW CRITERIA

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

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

Below are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Public Safety
Committee and Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requests. Please

respond to each criterion as it relates to the application. Please use an additional sheet of
paper to respond to questions if needed. ; ‘

1.

Open spaces. The quality of the B;(Jen space between buildings and in setback spaces
between street and facades. )\,

Materials. The quality of materials and their relationship to those in existing adjacent
structures. NI/

General design. The quality of the design in general and its relationship to the overall
character of neighborhood. _N 7\

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. EATSRAOR.  MOD(ECHATIONS
NOW - STRUCTURAM. (ONSSTENT WITH CORPORATE AJS WSS Anid
MARYETING TLAN
Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. _| ;A




6. Proportion of front fagade. The relationship of the width to the height of the front elevation
shall be visu7lly 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
cor:ﬁzble with buildings, public ways, and places to which the building is visually related.
Sl

8. Rhythm of solids to voids in front facades. The relationship of solids to voids in the front
facade of a building shall be v's‘fally compatible with buildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related. i\J 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 visyally compatible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. r\lyA

I

10. Rhythm of entrance porch and other projections. The relationship of entrances and other
projections to sidewalks shall be visuaJIy compatible with the buildings, public ways, and
places to which it is visually related. / A

11. Relationship of materials and texture. The relationship of the materials and texture of the
facade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings
and structures to which it is visually related. :d' A

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

13. Walls of continuity. Building facades and appurtenances such as walls, fences, and landscape
masses shall, when it is a characteristic of the area, form cohesive walls of enclosure along a
street to ensure visual compatibility with the buildings, public ways, and places to which such
elements are visually related. /\/ 7’

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 com,sf)ible with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which they are visually related. i A

15. Directional expression of front elevation. The buildings shall be visually compatible with the
buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related in its directional character,
W’Ueﬂer this be vertical character, horizontal character, or nondirectional character. .

J

-92.



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
crif)l manship to duplicate existing styles, patterns, textures, and overall detailing.
A .

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 t?\e] ;)roposed use or development, including special use standards where
applicable._NJ /A

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

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

ALJA
I

surrounding property.

4. The proposed site plan is unﬁa/ionably injurious or detrimental to the use and enjoyment of
{

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
?ff site or disjointed, inefficient pedestrian or vehicular circulation paths on or off the site.

17

6. Ti,wj 7§reening of the site does not provide adequate shielding from or for nearby uses.
4

7. The proposed structures or landscaping are unreasonably lacking amenity in relation to, or are
incompatible with, nearby structures and uses. _nJ y AY
-3-




8. In the case of site plans submitted in connection with an application for a special use permit,
the proposed site plan makes inadequate provision for the creation or preservation of open
space or for its continued maintenance. _J ’/A

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. :\l, A

10.The proposed site plan places unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on specified utility
systems serving the site or area or fails to fully and satisfactorily integrate the site’s utilities into
the overall existing and planned utility system serving the Village. AJ /A— ~

11.The pro ;)sed site plan does not provide for required public uses designated on the Official
Map. _pN [A

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




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
B-2 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT QUESTIONNAIRE

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: é\fg ﬁ \WLAGE. ‘E'z ACE. thaspae 60524

Questionnaire — B-2 Central Business District

The Hinsdale Zoning Code intends, in part, “to protect, preserve and enhance the character and
architectural heritage of the Village.” Recognizing that the buildings in the B-2 Central Business
District are significant, reasonable considerations may be prudent to provide minimum, compatible
alterations to the existing exterior. Distinctive architectural features identify the buildings
uniqueness and may enhance the overall streetscape.

The purpose of this questionnaire is to transmit information to the Village concerning the proposed
plans to change the exterior of the building. The completion of this questionnaire is in no way
intended to be determinative on the approval or denial of the application. :

1. Impact on Historic or Architectural Significant Area. Will the historic and/or architectural
significance of the B-2 Central Business District be affected by the proposed changes to the
building under review? If so, please explain how.

2. Impact on Significant Features of Buildings. State the effects of the proposed changes on the
historic and/or architectural significance of the building under review, including the extent to
which the changes would cause the elimination, or masking, of distinguishing original
architectural features. N0

3. Replacement Rather than Restoration. Will the changes proposed replace rather than restore
deteriorated materials or features? If so, will the replacements be made with compatible
materials and historically and architecturally accurate designs?




‘4. Future Improvements. Are the proposed improvements to the building designed so that the
architectural integrity of the building under review will not be impaired if those improvements
are removed in the future? Please explain. VES

5. . Reduction of Amount of Demolition. State the alternatives that were considered in the design
to minimize the amount of demoilition of the building under review.

N/




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

Contractor

: X1ON CONsTRUCTION NG
Address: Q480 8 7, o7
City/Zip: H’\‘r'ADR‘/ thus , 0457
Phone/Fax: (O8) 053 -9(32/
E-Mail: CedD *\x‘evx WAL - COWA,
Contact Name: MpAry WiLg

Applicant

Name: CAFE Lo FORTUNA
Address: _ 4l Niunaae Prace
City/Zip: thivsdare , 60521
Phone/Fax: (639 537-158¢/

E-Mail: \erandes @ 0a a COM

Contact Name: A \E4o0D 0 Greni ?A\.w‘es

ADDRESS OF SIGN LOCATION: .
A\ > Sign Type:
l\‘(t WAGE | LARE X' Permanent [ Temporary
. [ Ground Sign
ZONING DISTRICT: O Wall Sign
O Pole Sign

Sign Information: l;k;) E'\pg_k; cf;; g\‘\;a‘w oy Site Information:

Overall Size (Square Feet): ( X ) Lot/Street Frontage:

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

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

0 [>) Business Name: CAFe | a FORTUNA
(3] Size of Sign: Square Feet
Type of llumination: Business Name:

Foot Candles: | Size of Sign: Square Feet

I hereby acknowledge that I have read this application and the attached instruction sheet and state that 1t is correct
and agree to c%mply with all Village of Hinsdale Ordinances.

) Ma- /O, 2013
re of Applicant Date

Si/gﬁatt

Signature of Building Owner Date

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

Total square footage: x $4.00 =

| Plan Commission Approval Date:




MATOCHA

A § 8 O C1I1 ATES

Architecture, Development, and
Program Management

CAFE LA FORTUNA
46 Village Place
Hinsdale, Illinois

Summary Statement:

17 W. 220 22 ND STREET, SUITE 500
OAKBROOK TERRACE, ILLINOIS 60181
VOICE 630 530 - 2300

FAX 630 530 - 2335

EMAIL MATOCHA@MATOCHA.COM
WEB WWW.MATOCHA.COM

Scope of Work involves architectural upgrades to the main East elevation

and partial North elevation as follows:

East Elevation:

New Awning over existing entrance; painting of entry doors to match color of

new awning.

(2) new benches and (4) new flower containers
(3) exterior wall mounted light fixtures

(1) arched top faux shutter (no window behind)
(1) blade sign with Café La Fortuna on each face
(1) Logo image with Café La Fortuna wall sign
Existing masonry wall to be painted.

North Elevation:

(2) exterior wall mounted light fixtures to match East elevation
(1) Café La Fortuna wall sign with logo image.

Portion of existing masonry wall to be painted.

Architectural Material Descriptions:

Proposed New Awning

Quantity: 1

Location: East Elevation

Overall Dimensions: 11°-0” wide x 4’-0” high x 3°-0” depth
Bottom of Awning: 11°-2” AFF

Color: Matching Pantone S 298-2 (C=35, Y=85, M=0, K=0) or similar

Existing Entry Doors

Quantity: 2

Location: East Elevation

Painting of both door leafs (exterior only)

Color: Matching Pantone S 298-2 (C=35, Y=85, M=0, K=0) or similar
Remaining of sidelites and overhead transom framing to remain white.



Existing Masonry Walls

Location: Entire East Elevation and Portion of North Elevation.

East Elevation and Portion of North Elevation to be painted.

Color: Matching Pantone S 137-2 (C=40, Y=50, M=100, K=30) or similar

Blade Sign

Quantity: 1

Location: East Elevation near south end of fagade.

Actual sign centered on Blade sign.

Blade sign projecting from main fagade for a total of 36”.
Actual sign dimensions: 24” wide x 18” high (3 SF per side)
hung from scroll type blade sign.

Wording of both sign faces to be “Café La Fortuna”.

Color: Matching Pantone S 298-2 (C=35, Y=85, M=0, K=0)

Wall Mounted Wooden Faux Shutter

Quantity: 1

Location: East Elevation near south end of fagade.

Western Red Cedar — to be stained

Overall size: 5’-0” wide x 7°-6” high x 4” projection from exterior wall.
Bottom of shutter mounted 3°-6” AFF

Ground Mounted Wood Bench

Quantity: 2

Location: Along East Elevation — north and south end.

Overall length: 7°-2” length x 25.4” wide x 35” high

Material: Weather-resistant powder-coated steel

Mountable with pre-drilled holes.

Manufactured by The Bench Factory, model: Northgate Metal Bench
with Arched Back

Color: Black Oynx (Silver is also available)

Wall Mounted Sign

Quantity: 1

Location: East Elevation — north end.

Vertical Image of Logo with word ‘Café’ on upper line and

‘La Fortuna’ wording on lower line.

(Overall Dimensions for the Logo and the two lines of wording are:
2°-8” high x 9’-0” wide = 24 SF)

Bottom of Sign located at 8’-0” AFF

P:\Garcia-Hinsdale Cafe_1202.03 1\dwgs\Preliminary\Jpeg files\ACF revised 0522 2013\Material Selection Description.doc



Wall Mounted Sign

Quantity: 1

Location: North Elevation near east end of fagade.
Logo image with wording ‘Café La Fortuna’

(Overall Dimensions for the Logo and the wording are:
1’-0” high x 10°-0” wide = 10 SF)

Bottom of Sign located at 7°-0” AFF

Exterior Wall Mounted Light Fixtures
Quantity: 3 on East Elevation; 2 on North Elevation

Flower Pots

Quantity: 4

Location: Along East Elevation

30” in outside diameter at top x 24” high

Rotation molded and Weatherproof — Color: Terra Cotta
Manufactured by Tusco Products or approved equal.

Overall Building / Multi-Tenant Signage calculation:

Corley Optical 1 sign at 25 SF (approx.) =25 SF (Existing)

Giuliano’s 1 sign at 25 SF (approx.) =25 SF (Existing)
. 2 signs at 5 SF (approx.) =10 SF (Existing)
Café La Fortuna 1 sign at 10 SF =10 SF (Proposed)
Café La Fortuna 1 sign at 24 SF = 24 SF (Proposed)
Total: =94 SF < 100 SF Allowed

Café La Fortuna proposes 1 Sign at 10 SF on North Elevation
Café La Fortuna proposes 1 Sign at 24 SF on East Elevation

P:\Garcia-Hinsdale Cafe_1202.031\dwgs\Preliminary\Jpeg files\ACF revised 0522 2013\Material Selection Description.doc
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74 1/2"

434-6040 |

70 3/32"

23 15/64"

17 21/64"

24 27/64"

Mote:
Al holes are pre-drilled
Material; carbon steel straps.

36 53/64"

) |

32 31647



Specifications

Steel Slat Arched Back Park Bench

18.137 | B

354" : udkd,&“_.“-%_._“m.:.v_H_“.‘“.ﬂ__“,..m,.ﬂ*f

14.13 1.57" 0.91”
70"
27— -
| 74"
Front View
Length Width Height Seat height Steel slats
74" ' 25.4” 35" 18" Width: 1.57”
Thickness: 0.177”
Space in between: 0.91”
Material: Cold rolled carbon steel
Finish: Powder coating

Fasteners: Stainless steel



74”

—
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125.4”

Top View

78°®

18"

24.5”

35.4”

25.4”

End View
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PRODUCT DESCRIPTION
Components will be added to your cart individually and may arrive separately.
Components include:

! R Series Satin Black 12-inch Angle Sha (1)

Availability: 1 ta 2 business days

R Series Satin Black Goose Naeck Only (1)

Availability: 1 to 2 business days

Millennium Lighting's R-Series RLM fixtures are constructed of cold rolled steel for
durability. All painted finishes utilize UV stabilized paint that is baked in high
temperature ovens enabling excellent adhesion and weathering properlies for harsh
outdaor environments.

+ Materials. Cold rolled steel, die cast zinc.

R SERIES COLLECTION

g/oMn12
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-R Series Satin Black 12 Inch Angle Shade Only Millennium Lighting Metal Shades Only ... Page 1 of 3

0 HASSLE R NS & PRICE MAT

FREE SHIPP

! Shopping Cart (0)

oellacor o e “
’ ® ke Enter Keyword or ltem #

{ "

"\

Shiop Ehgibie tems®

Coupons & Promotions ¢

ooking for more Outdo: i Lighting?
Sse more Milleanium Lighling

iLike Tweet

A QUIESTION®
" .
1

Hide Protuct Banners

PRODUCT DESCRIPTION N

Millennium Lighting's R-Series RUM fixtures are constructed of cold rolled steel for
durability. All painted finishes utilize UV stabilized paint that is baked in high
temperature ovens enabling excelient adhesion and weathering properties for harsh
outdoor environments.

+ Materials: Cold rolled steel, die cast zinc

R SERIES COLLECTION

R Series Satin Black 12-inch R Seriss Satin Black 10-Inch Ivanized 10-1n
Angle Quidoor Wall Mount .. Angle Qutdoor Wafl Mount ... Angle Qutdoor Wall Mount w. .
510180 $95.80 $95.80

htto://www.bellacor.com/productdetail/millennium-lighting-ras12-sb-r-series-satin-black-12... 5/8/2013



-R Series Satin Black Goose Neck Only Millennium Lighting Outdoor Wall Mount Bases ... Page 1 of 2

PLUS NO 5.

Customer Support:

1.877-723-5522 e
pellacor, wwmes
bl ® ke Enter Keyword or item #
Lighting Fixtures Furniture Lamps Decor Kitchen Bedding Rath Qutdoor Kids Overstock Clearance Shop By

»

y

Millennium Lighting R Series Satin Black

Goose Neck Only

Bellacor Number: 595065
ke Tweet

Sule Price $3 9 90 * Custonter Reviews

PR Wl (1)
Compare. 45860 \Wiile a Review
Regular Price: B4500

YOUSAVE15%  $710

3 Agd To Projagt

{3 Add To Wishust

€l prot Page

5 Add to Compare

™ Email a Frignd
Qty:

SHIPS IN 1 TO 2 BUSINESS DAYS

FREE SHIPPIN
ON gROERS OIVE?Q $7 5

Gat mors tims to pay |
o oo 5 vt vanen|
[t se i
Sz Detals » BIDIECE 1 CTEN MOLTN. H
Jowlermi, 5
- OUE STIOn Need Help? ('all usaf 1-877-723-5522 No Hassle Raturns '
PRODUCT DETAILS
Hidu Product Banners
Betlacor Number: 595065
PRODUCT DESCRIPTION Finish: Satin Black
) Millennium Lighting's R-Series RLM fixtures are canstructed of coid rolled stael for Dimensions: 1"Wx 7.5"H x 14.5"D
durability. All painted finishes utilize UV stabilized paint that is baked in high Backplate: 41w
temperature ovens enabling excellent adhesion and weathering properties for harsh
outdoor environments. Voltage: 11010 120 Volt
* Materials: Cald rolled steel, die cast zinc Certification: UL
Usage: Exterior/\Wet
UPC. 842639008275
R SERIES COLLECTION Brand SKU: RGN15-88
Brand: Millennium Liahting
Collection: R Series

SHIPPING INFORMATION

In Stock: 10+ Available
Ships in. 1 TO 2 BUSINESS DAYS

Sy e Expected Delivery Time: 7 Days
Series Safin Black 12-Inch R Serlgs Salin Black 10-Inch R Serios Galvanized 10-Inch Free Shipping on orders over $75.00 (Excl Alaska, Hawaii & Inti
Angle Outdoor Wall Mount . Angle Outdoor Wall Mount .. Anale Qutdoor Wall Mount w., w peing sover$ (Exa Alas awall & int)
$126.00 $H3-00 $H3:00 ‘More infa
$101.80 $95.80 305.80 DISCLAIMERS

*Due to manufacturer poficies, additional discounts cannot be applied to this item,
Clearance items are not eligible for discounts

“NOTICE: Thig item 18 one component of a multi-component item and may only

httn://www.bellacor.com/nroductdetail/millennium—lithing-rgnl 5-sb-r-series-satin-black-o.~ 5/R/7013
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O'Donnell Law Firm

Robert T. O'Donnell 14044 Petronella Drive ' 847-367-2750
Adam M. Kingsley Suite 1 : Fax: 847-367-2758

Richard S. Mittelman Libertyville, Illinois 60048

Raymond C. Gerard
Of connsel

June 7, 2013

Via email: sgascoigne@villageothinsdale.org

Sean Gascoigne
Village Planner
Village of Hinsdale

19 E. Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Re:  Hinsdale Historical Society
Out File No.: 2098.13-1029

Dear Mr. Gascoigne:

I represent the Hinsdale Historical Society regarding its pending application to amend the
Special Use Permit for Immanuel Hall. As a follow-up to the Plan Commission’s consideration and
comments on this application at its May 8, 2013 meeting, I have attached revised, proposed language
addressing the use of the subject property. I request this tevised language be placed in each
Commissionet’s packet of information provided in advance of the next meeting. A couttesy copy of
this revision is also being provided to the Village Attorney. We will be prepared to address this

material at the Plan Commission meeting on June 12, 2013.
If you need anything futther, feel free to call.

Vety truly youts,
O’Donnell Law Fitm WQ

Robezt T. O’Donnell

ROD/hh
cc:  Cynthia Klima (via email)
Christine Bruton (via email)




2. Use Restrictions.

A. Historic Preservation and Adaptive Re-Use. The Propetty stands as a symbol of the

Village of Hinsdale’s histotic and cultural hetitage. The Property serves the community
and has been repurposed as a place available for public use. Such public use of the
Propetty setves to promote, protect, enhance and allow for the continued utilization and
rehabilitation of such areas, properties, structures, sites and objects having a special
historical, community, architectural or aesthetic interest ot value to the Village of
Hinsdale and its citizens. The public uses of the Property may include the following
specified uses and other uses consistent therewith:

i

iv.

Vil

classes, lectures or meetings held by public service or community
groups/otganizations ot individuals, provided that such classes, lectures ot
meetings are not held on a daily basis;

museum, library, archive and distribution of literature to promote historic
pteservation purposes;

craft demonstrations, exhibitions and sales of objects or literature accessoty
to ot to promote historic preservation purposes;

storage;

plays, shows, concerts, recitals and othet petforming arts programs presented
by public setvice or community groups/otganizations and individuals;

memorials;

forums, workshops, fundraisers and receptions presented by public setvice ot
community groups and organizations; and

in addition to the public events and uses described above, the Property may
be used for private events, including, but not limited to, forums, wotkshops,
exhibitions, sales, receptions, ceremonies, parties and weddings/civil
cetemonies (“Private Events”); provided, however:

a. for each Private Event where attendance is expected to exceed 100
patrons, no more than 30 such Private Events may take place in any
calendar year;

b. for each Private Event where attendance is expected to exceed 100
patrons, the Society shall designate an Event Coordinator. The Event
Cootdinator shall be the point of contact for any inquities by Village
officials ot others; and

c. the Society and any private patrons shall, at all times, be expected to
comply with all Village ordinances, codes and/or regulations with
respect to any use of the Property including, but not limited to,
maximum occupancy, hours of operation, parking, noise and littet.



2. Use Restrictions.

A H.lstox:lc Preservanon The P sopesty ey be-used u.u, for Lmuu ku.\,n\,x.vauvu prposes

ptemfﬁe—lﬁea:l—ei—fegﬁmﬂi—lﬁ%eﬁ'—aﬁd—eﬁ&ﬁfe—?he—&w M@ggw_em_'ﬂl_
Property stands as a symbol of the Village of Hinsdale’s historic and cultural heritage.
The Property serves the community and has been repurposed as a place available for
public use. Such public use of the Property serves to promote, protect, enhance and
allow for the continued utilization and rehabilitation of such areas, properties, structures,
sites and objects having a special historical, community, architectural or aesthetic interest

or value to the Village of Hinsdale and its citizens. The public uses of the Property may

mclude the followmg spec1ﬁed -uses and other uses {-ha:t—ccte—consmtent with-the-uses-and

feﬂew&ﬂg—vpeeiﬁed—aﬂestherethh
+——classes-o£-, lectures; ; % sses Or Jeetures—arenot-held-ons

S - 9155
i meetings_held by public service or community groups/organizations ()L*--—-[Formatted: Bullets and Numbering )

individuals, provided that swehsuch classes lectures or meetmgs are not held
on a fegu{af—daﬂy basis 85 5 55 .

w——shows, archive and exshibitions;

ii.  distribution of literature to promote historic preservation purposes;

vkl craft demonstrations, exhibitions and sales of objects or literature accessory+- - --[Formatted: Bullets and Numbering J
to or to promote historic presecvation purposes; ’

iefv.  storage;

caloaga .t . U ceala hast + o daile—bacps) £ o ehiacte e L fren
Xx $AeS—{Of R SR DU RO O Gdny—ods Ut ODe ety Ot il

xity.__ plays, shows, concerts, recitals and other performing arts programs presented*- -- ‘ﬁ:ormatted Bullets and Numbering
by public-publie service or community groups—asd—/organizations; and
individuals;

vi.  memorials;

vii. _ forums, workshops, fundraisers and receptions presented by public;publie
service or community groups and organizations; and




viif.

in addition to the public events and uses described above the Property may

be used for private events, including but not limited to, forums workshops,
exhibitions. sales, receptions, ceremonies parties _and weddings/civil
ceremonies (“Private Events”); provided, however:

a. for each Private Event where attendance is expected to exceed 100
patrons, no more than 30 such Private Events may take place in any
calendar year,

b. for each Private Event where attendance is expected to_exceed 100
patroas, the Society shall designate an Event Coordinator. The Event
Coordinator shall be the point of contact for any inquiies by Village
officials or others; and

sHEC. the Society_and any private patrons shall, at all times, bee-
expected to comply with all Village ordinances, codes and/or )
reculations with respect to any use of the Property including, but not
limited to. maximum occupancy, hours of operation parking, noise
and litter.

- - Formatted J
) ﬁrmatted: Bullets and Numbering




WILLIAM A. HENSLEY

118 West Third Street

Hinsdale, Illinois 60521
630.789.9069
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WILLIAM A. HENSLEY
118 West Third Street
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521
630.789.9069







WILLIAM A. HENSLEY

118 West Third Street

Hinsdale, Illinois 60521
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July 9, 2013

TO: Members of the Hinsdale Plan Commission
FROM: Bob Saigh, 210 S. Lincoln St., Hinsdale
RE: Public Hearing on Hinsdale Historical Society Request to Amend Special Use Permit for

Immanuel Hall, 302 S. Grant St., Case A-04-2013

As a near 20-year resident, neighbor of Inmanuel Hall and long-time volunteer with the Hinsdale
Historical Society, | want to state the following for the resumption of the public hearing on the Society’s
application for an amended special use permit (SUP) at Immanuel Hall.

1) The current use of the Hall under the Society’s ownership (since March 2001) is the least-intensive
in the building’s 113-year existence. The building housed an active congregation of some 180 families
until the congregation moved in 1964. In addition to the church building, the 85x177-foot corner lot
property also was the site of a small two-story frame parsonage and a one-story brick multi-use building
with a full basement that connected with the church. The property had a paved driveway and parking
lot that could accommodate from 8 to 12 cars.

After the congregation left, the property was used full-time for 16 years as a regional office by the
United Church of Christ. From 1980 to 1999, the property was the site of the highly active Seton
Montessori School, which is now located in a former elementary school in Clarendon Hills.

Except for a brief time after the sale of the Montessori school, the property has always been zoned
“Institutional.”

2) As the Society has repeatedly stated, it is seeking to clarify — not intensify — use of the Hall by
amending the Hall’s special use permit. The village recommended amending the SUP when it and the
Society disagreed over the interpretation of language in the SUP as it applied to certain low-impact uses
of the Hall. The amended language initially proposed by the Society condensed the original SUP
language and added certain specific uses that the Society believes are allowed by the original

agreement.

The revised proposed language, submitted by the Society to the village on June 7, 2013, reflects
comments made on the Society’s application at the public hearing on May 8, and in a subsequent
meeting with Society, village and neighbor representatives.

3) As the Society has stated, it has no intention of operating the Hall in the future beyond the way it
presently operates it and is allowed to operate it. The Society is physically, financially and otherwise
limited in the way it is able to operate the Hall. To put it simply, as a 38-year old volunteer organization
that is largely dependent on private contributions (money and in-kind), the Society has limited
resources. Thus, statements that the Hall will host weekly weddings and late-night parties and could
even be the site of “a used car lot” are preposterous, reckless and damaging to the Society’s reputation.

4) As the Society has stated, revenue from events at the Hall is used exclusively to support and
maintain the Hall. The Society is a legal, private nonprofit 501(c)(3) charitable organization, and as such
must abide by strict accounting and reporting regulations and procedures. It is not a profit-making
enterprise, but like other nonprofits it is allowed to generate revenue in certain, strict ways that is then
used to sustain the organization. In no way is the Hall a “cash cow” for the Society.



5) The Society has abided by all fire and life safety requirements in its operation of the Hall. The $1
million-plus rehabilitation of the Hall in 2006-08 completely upgraded the building, and even exceeded
some requirements. The building is totally code-compliant, and each year since the rehab it has
undergone and passed several required tests and certifications of its various systems.

6) The current review of the Hall’s SUP is at least the third since the Society assumed ownership of
the property twelve years ago. The prior reviews have been extensive and have involved Society,
village and state officials, attorneys, neighbors and other members of the public. The vetting has been
thorough and open, and the public record of those reviews is voluminous and clear. The Society knows
its obligations and, as important, has its own high standards and expectations where the Hall and its

other assets are concerned.

Thank you for your consideration.



We, the neighbors of Immanuel Hall (IH), a) oppose any changes to the existing Special Use Permit by
IH/Hinsdale Historical Society (HHS) and b) request that IH/HHS abide by the Special Use Permit as
written and intended.

Immanuel Hall resides in a residential neighborhood and because of this much thought and work went
into writing the use restrictions. The Special Use Permit was written to protect and assure the neighbors
that IH would maintain low volume usage and that "the property may be used only for historic
preservation purposes and uses incidental thereto. At all times, the purpose and use of the Property shall
be to promote local or regional history and culture”, per the original Special Use Permit.

We believe any changes to the Special Use Permit will not meet the following criteria in Section 11-602
of the Hinsdale Zoning Code:

#1. Code and Plan Purposes ~ increase usage and rental of IH will not be in harmony with the general
and specific purpose for which the code was enacted.

#2. No Undue Adverse impact —any increase in usage will have an adverse impact on the surrounding
residential neighborhood

#5. No Traffic Congestion — any increase in usage will definitely increase parking and traffic congestion
in the surrounding residential neighborhood.

#9. Public Benefit — any change to the Special Use Permit is only for the benefit of IH. The Community is
deriving benefit from IH as the Special Use Permit is written.
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Sean Gascoigne

Page 1ot 1

From: J. Richard Spataforas i

Sent: Wednesday, July 03, 2013 10:31 AM

To: Sean Gascoigne; cwklima@cwkmanagementservices.com
Subject: Immanuel Hall Special Use Permit

July 3, 2013

Hinsdale Plan Commission
Hinsdale Village Board of Trustees
c/o Sean Gascoigne, Village Planner

RE: Hinsdale Historical Society Special Use Permit
Dear Village Officials:

We are long-time supporters of the Hinsdale Historical Society, and its founding mission.

We applauded the Society’s preservation of immanuel Hall, vision at a time in Village history when the prevailing
sentiment inclined toward tearing down and building new.

We regret, then, the breath-taking effort by the Historical Society to alter its Special Use Permit, deleting the original
definition of the purpose and use of the Property, and defining a truly remarkable intention to convert the Property to
a party hall for an unlimited number of attendees up to thirty times each year.

We oppose the Society’s present application to the Plan Commission. A party hall disrupts the quiet enjoyment to
which a residential neighborhood is entitied. '

it may come to be that, once denied, the Society will approach its neighbors in good faith with a sound and sensible
proposal. We would welcome such reasonableness.

Sincerely,

J. Richard Spatafora
Catherine A. Kinney
311 South Vine Street

cc: Hinsdale Historical Society

07/03/2013



July 2, 2013

Doug Bemiss
220S. Grant
Hinsdale, I 60521

dbemiss@workmail.com
(312)391-6629

Bradiey J. Bloom
Chief of Police
Village of Hinsdale
121 Symonds Drive
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Dear Chief Bloom

On October 19, 2011, you issued the results of a “parking study” related to the parking problems on
Third Street between Grant and Vine. (Attachment 1.) As you know, Immanuel Hall is operating a
business at 302 South Grant, a property which does not have a driveway, loading zone or even a single
parking space to accommodate their employees and their hundreds of visitors.

Over the years, my wife and | have made many complaints with your department regarding illegally
parked cars. Those complaints have been substantiated by the (approximately) 150 parking tickets that
have been issued on our tiny block since 2011. Some of our complaints were not substantiated because
your officers arrived after the illegally parked cars have been moved, or, because the responding officer
exercised his/her discretion to not ticket an illegally parked car. The fact that so many cars are parked
illegally on 3™ Street is not our fault; it is the fault of Village officials for creating this absurd situation in
the first place.

The parking study you issued in October, 2011 has facilitated and enabled the parking problems
associated with Immanuel Hall by providing “cover” for the Hinsdale Historical Society and their
“unofficial protector,” Bob Saigh. (Attachment 2.) As you know, Bob Saigh, the Chairman of the Zoning
and Public Safety Committee, and others have referred to the “extensive police study” as evidence of
the Police Department’s approval of activities at Immanuel Hall. However, your half-page parking and
traffic study is based on casual observations by Deputy Chief Wodka, and does not meet the same
standards of professionalism and detail compared to other parking studies recently done in similar
situations in the Village of Hinsdale.

For instance, on October 16, 2012 a thirteen page study was done by Konig, Lindgren, O’Hare, Aboona,
Inc. (“KLOA”) in reference to the employee parking lot at Hinsdale Adventist Hospital. (Attachment 3.)
The study was authored by Gregory J. Gedemer, a Professional Engineer licensed by the State of lllinois.
Mr. Gedemer is also a Professional Traffic Operations Engineer. The KLOA study includes traffic counts
and detailed analysis. The report even includes a discussion of code requirements.

A more recent example of a professional parking and traffic study was done on February, 26, 2013 in
reference to the Garfield Crossing development in downtown Hinsdale. (Attachment 4.) The author,



Bruce Talbot of CEMCON, LTD., is also a Professional Engineer. This 13-page study also contains charts,
traffic counts and logical, detailed analyses.

Reviewing these three parking & traffic documents side by side, a number of questions come to mind.

* Did the Hinsdale Historical Society pay the police department to perform this traffic study, or did
the police department do a traffic study for free?

¢ Did you offer to perform this service for the Garfield Crossing, LLC project or the Adventist
Hinsdale Hospital project?

* Did you discuss any aspect of your study with the HHS and/or Bob Saigh the Unofficial Protector
of Immanuel Hall (the man who also votes on the Police Department’s budget)?

* Is Deputy Chief Wodka qualified to perform this type of study (i.e. is he a Professional Engineer
licensed by the State)?

* Were you and Deputy Chief Wodka within the scope of your police duties when you performed
this parking & traffic study?

* Were you ordered to perform this study, or did you do so on your own?

* Whois liable if your parking and traffic study is found to be faulty?

The deficiencies in your parking and traffic study have enabled the activities of the Hinsdale Historical
Society at Immanuel Hall to flourish. As a result, the value of my home has been compromised and the
tranquility | am entitled to enjoy in my home has been destroyed. Inyour letter to me dated January 8,
2013, you state "The Police Department maintains independent discretionary authority in all our
enforcement practices.” (Attachment 5.) Did your decision to perform a traffic and parking study fall
under this discretionary authority?

Having contributed mightily to the creation of the nuisance at Immanuel Hall - a nuisance your
department is now unable or unwilling to control — you now threaten to prosecute my wife and me for
Disorderly Conduct because we are calling you too often to report illegally parked cars and rowdy
behavior at Immanuel Hall. (Attachment 6.)

The day after | received your letter, | received a cease and desist letter from the Village Attorney, Lance
Malina. (Attachment 7.) Clearly, this is a concerted, Nixon-type campaign by the Village of Hinsdale to
intimidate my family.

Based on the foregoing, | demand that you retract your parking and traffic study dated October 1, 2011.

Sincerely, -
Doug Bemiss
cc: -~ Tom Cauley, Village President /

Lance Malina, Village Attorney
Linda Pieczynski, Village Prosecutor



Memorandum

From: Chisf Bradley Bloom

Date: Qctober 19, 2011
Re:  Discussion of Resident Request to Change Parking on Thirg Street between Grant.

To:  Chairman Saigh and Meibérs of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee

A parking study was complsted by Deputy Chief Wocka following a request from resident Ms. Randj
Bemiss, 220 S, Grant Sireat, requesting that the parking on Third Street between Grant and Vine be

changed from the norih sige of the strest to the south. The request cited safety concems and that the
primary destination of people parking on the north side of the street is Immanuel Halt which i located
t

on the opposite side of the stree

The safely concems raised included concems over parked vehigles blocking fire hydrants, blocking
private driveways and parking on both sides of the street.

After observing the area we found that most of the traffic using Immanyel Hall tums from Grant Strest
onto Third Street. A change In parking regulations would require that cars tum around to park on the

south side of the strest. This would require cars to tumn into a private drive to make this maneuver or
make a U4um at Vins,

As part of this review 8 notice was sent to the affected residents, There does not appear to be g
consensus to change the parking amongst residents,

Due to the number of driveways and fire hydrants on the north side of the street the south side of the
street seems to bs a logical place to aliow parking. However, in order to park in this area requires
drivers to make a U-tum or tumnaround in a private drive. This maneuver does raise some safety
concems that when coupled with no clear consensus amongst residents as to where the parking
should be leads us to recommend that no changes be made. It shoyld also be noted that many of the
safely issues raised can be address with additiona] enforcement which we wil focus on going forward,

Cc. President Cauley and Members of the Village Board
Village Manager Dave Cook
Deputy Chief;Mark Wodka
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A Publication o/ the Hinsdale Historical SOCIB

March/ Apl 2000

From the Dresident

Dear Society Members,

Two wonderful people have retired from our Board,
and | want to give them special thanks on behalf of all
of us.

George Bauder has been a stellar member of the
Society for many years, He did an excellent job of
researching Hinsdale buildings for their history and
authenticity, as well as providing articles on local
historic buildings for our newsletter. Often this took him
to obscure and dusty records in dark rooms in public
buildings in Wheaton, His job, done so reliably and
with great thoroughness, will be hard o fill. We wish
George the very best, and we are sure he will continue
his steady support of his alma mater, U/Wisconsin.

Jim Elder was only on our Board a few years, but he
provided critical, wise and humorous input into the
start-up tasks needed for Immanuel Hall management
and use. Jim helped us devise a user contract, rental
rates and insurance needs, He also gave perceptive
insight into the major revision of the By Laws done by
the Board last year. Keep on truckin', Jim.

The next issue of Echoes may reveal further personnel
changes and Board turnover,

I'hope to see lots of you at our Annual Meeting on
June 7%, Not only will some new Board Members and
Officers be selected, but there will be a report provided
by every Board Member on the year in review.

cﬁ/{ay Wolton

President
Hinsdale Historical Society

Open For Business

Now that Immanuel Hall is open for business, the Society has added to its list of
accomplishments the task of learning how to manage a rental facility. In January, the

Society formed a management/supervisory committee for Immanuel Hall, the purpose
of which is to manage all aspects of the building, including its marketing and use.

Terrific people are on the Immanuel Hall Advisory Committee, and you will recognize
their names: Julie Crnovich, Jan Grisemer, Regina Melbourne, Kristy Giltner, Penny
Bohnen, Karen Walton, Nickie Bymes, Karen Lopez, Alice Mansell, and Sandy Walton,
Chairman. Bob Saigh, the unofficial protector and coordinator for that building for
many years, is working with us. The committee has members from the Society Board
as well as the Society’s newly formed Women'’s Board and each member was chosen
for their long-standing support for the Hall,

The committee will have had two meetings by the time of thig publication, and its first
riorities are the development of an information brochure that will be available to those

that are interested in renting the space, as well as holding an open house for local
caterers and wedding planners, potential sources to market our wonderful facility.

After meetings with helpful personnel from KLM Lodge and the Community House late
in 2008, a user contract was developed for Immanuel Hall, insurance put in place, and
tentative rental costs were defined with the assistance of Board Member Jim Elder and
our new insurance agent, Qur hope is to have the Hall pay its own way, or close to it,
from rental revenue, In the meantime, word-of-mouth has prompted activity and buzz
about the Hall, and a number of events have taken place this year and are scheduled
for the days ahead.

Similar committees are being developed for the Hinsdale History Museum and for the
Zook buildings at KLM Park. The main Society Board maintains overall supervision,
control, coordination, legal responsibility and fund raising for all its venues, but a group
of people devoted solely to each venue will enhance each location with maximum
management efficiency.

If you are interested in learning more about renting Immanuel Hall for your next event,
please contact the Society at 630-789-2600,



Kenig, Lindgren, O'Hara, Aboona, Ino.

9575 West Higgins Road, Suite 400 | Rosemont, Illinois 60018
p: 847-518-9990 | 1+ 847-518-9987

MEMORANDUM TO: James Today, MBA, FACHE, HEM
Adventist Hinsdale Hospital

FROM: Gregory J. Gedemer, PE, PTOE
Senior Consultant
Luay R. Aboona, PE
Principal

DATE: October 16, 2012

SUBJECT: Traffic Evaluation

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital Employee Parking Lot
Hinsdale, Illinois

This memorandum summarizes the methodologies, results, and findings of a traffic evaluation
conducted by Kenig, Lindgren, O’Hara, Aboona, Inc. (KLOA, Inc.) for a proposed employee
parking lot to serve the Adventist Hinsdale Hospital in Hinsdale, Iilinois. The site, which currently
contains a vacant temporary parking lot, is located in the northwest comer of the intersection of
Hillgrove Avenue and County Line Road. The temporary parking lot was constructed to
accommodate approximately 70 vehicles for construction employees working on the south hospital
expansion. After construction was complete, the temporary parking lot was used by hospital
employees until October 2012 when the parking lot was closed.

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital is proposing to construct a permanent 45-space parking lot on the site
of the temporary parking lot for the continued use of its employees. The proposed parking lot
will be reserved for hospital employees who are currently parking in the Hinsdale Seventh Day
Adventist Church and Oak Street parking garage located in the northeast and southeast quadrants of
the Oak Street/Walnut Street intersection, respectively. Access to the parking lot is proposed to be
provided via County Line Road.

The purpose of this evaluation is to examine existing traffic conditions, assess the impact that the

proposed parking lot will have on traffic conditions in the area and determine any associated -
improvements, if necessary, to enhance access, circulation and traffic operations in the area.

KLOA, Inc. Transportation and Parking Planning Consultunts




Transportation Conditions

Transportation conditions in the vicinity of the site were documented based on field visits conducted
by KLOA, Inc. The following provides a description of the geographical location of the proposed
parking lot, physical characteristics of the area roadway system including lane usage and traffic
control devices, existing hospital parking facilities, and existing peak period traffic volumes.

Site Location

The Adventist Hinsdale Hospital campus is bounded by Walnut Street on the north, the Burlington
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) railroad on the south, County Line Road on the east, and Elm Street on
the west. Land uses in the arca primary consists of single family homes with Pierce Park located
cast of the campus and the Highland Metra trains station located southeast of the campus.
The proposed parking lot is to be located in the northwest corner of the Hillgrove Avenue/County
Line Road intersection. Figure 1 illustrates the location of the proposed parking lot with respect to
the area roadway system. Figure 2 shows an aerial view of the proposed parking lot and
surrounding roadway network.

Existing Roadway System Characteristics
The existing roadways serving the area are shown in Figure 3 and described below.

Oak Street is a north-south two-lane collector roadway that extends through hospital campus
and is signed as a designated hospital route. Parking is prohibited on both sides of the road in the
vicinity of the campus. Oak Street spans the BNSF railroad tracks via a one-lane bridge that is
signalized to allow separate northbound and southbound passage. Oak Street is under all-way stop
sign control at its intersection with Walnut Street and traffic signal control at its intersection with
Hillgrove Avenue.

Wainut Street is an east-west, two-lane local roadway that borders the hospital campus on the north,

Parking is prohibited on both sides of the road in the vicinity of the campus. Walnut Street is under
all-way stop sign control at its intersection with Oak Street and three-way stop sign control
(cast, south and west legs) at its intersection with County Line Road.

County Line Road is a north-south, two-lane road that terminates at Hillgrove Avenue (one-way
eastbound). Between, County Line Road and Hillgrove Road, parking is generally permitted on the
cast side of the road. The intersection of County Line Road with Walnut Street is under three-way
stop sign control (east, south and west legs).

Hillgrove Avenue is a one-way eastbound road that extends from Oak Street to County Line Road.
It provides one through lane with parking permitted on the south side of the road only,




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: __120 N. Oak St.

The following table is based on the _HS _ Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
| Requirements: _ Development. . .
Mirimum Lot Area 40,000 592,852 (existing)
Minimum Lot Depth 125 [ WA existing.
‘Minimum Lot Width | 100 N/A existing
1 Building Height 70 | N/A existing.

Number of Stories 5 N/A-existing o
Front Yard Setback - 35 N/Aexisting~ ~
Corner Side Yard Setback 35 WA existing
Interior Side Yard. Setback 10 N/A esisting
RearYard Setback 2 N/A existing
Maximurn Floor Area Ratio 1.6 N/A existing
(FAR.) ' N
Maximum Total Building N/A existing
Coverage”* . L
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 9.66 acres, 7i%

P-aﬂqng Requirements: 1074 1205 B
‘ ' {including new parking Tof)-
" Parking front yard setback 35 o5
" Parking corner side yard 5 ;
setback 10
" Parking interior side yard 10° N/A
setback , ,
‘Parking rear yard setback 25’ “N7A
Loading Requirements 5 bays HE By
-Accessory Structure T
Information N/A N/A

’ Where any lack of cbm‘pﬁance is shown, state the reason a

application despite such lack of compliance:
Waiver requested for front yard setback and corner side vard

from 35" t0-25" and corner side yard setback from 35° to 10°.

-*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

nd explain the Village's authority, if ahy, fo ébp%é?é'ﬂié-
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LEVEL OF SERVICE CRITERIA

Signalized Intersections

Average Control
Delay
Level of (seconds per
Service Interpretation vehicle)
A Very short delay, with extremely favorable progression.
Most vehicles arrive during the green phase and do not stop <10
atall, -
B Good progression, with more vehicles stopping than for Level of
Service A, causing higher levels of average delay. >10-20
C Light congestion, with individual cycle failures beginning to
appear. Number of vehicles stopping is significant at this level. >20-135
D Congestion is more noticeable, with longer delays resulting from
combinations of unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, or >35.55
high V/C ratios. Many vehicles stop, and the proportion of
vehicles not stopping declines.
E High delays result from poor progression, high cycle lengths
and high V/C ratios. >55-80
F Unacceptable delays occurring, with oversaturation, >80
Unsignalized Intersections
Level of Service Average Control Delay (seconds per vehicle)
A 0-10
B >10-15
C >15-25
D >25-35
E >35-50
F >50

Source: Highway Capacity Manual, 2000.
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Existing Traffic Volumes

To determine current traffic conditions on the existing roadways which include the current
operation of the temporary parking ot utilized by hospital employees, KLOA, Inc. conducted
peak period traffic counts at the following intersections:

Oak Street with Walnut Street

Oak Street with Hillgrove Avenue

Walnut Street with church access drive and parking garage access drive
Walnut Street with County Line Road

Hillgrove Avenue with temporary parking lot

e o o o o

The traffic counts were conducted on Tuesday, September 25, 2012 except the Walnut Street/church
access drive/parking garage access drive which were conducted on Wednesday, October 10, 2012.
All of the traffic counts were performed during the morning (6:00 A.M. to 9:00 A.M.) and evening
(3:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M.) peak periods. It is important to note that employees were using the
temporary parking lot when the September 25, 2012 traffic counts were conducted. The results of
the traffic counts indicates that the weekday morning peak hour occurs from 7:30 A.M. to 8:30 AM.
and the weekday evening peak hour occurs from 3. 15 P.M. to 4:15 P.M. Figure 4 illustrates the
existing peak hour traffic volumes,

Traffic Characteristics of the Parking Lot

Proposed Employee Parking Lot

The site, which currently contains a vacant temporary parking lot, is located in the northwest corner of
the intersection of Hillgrove Avenue and County Line Road. The temporary parking lot was
constructed to accommodate approximately 70 vehicles for construction employees working on the
south hospital expansion. Afier construction was complete, the temporary parking lot was used by
hospital employees until October 2012 when the parking lot was closed,

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital is proposing to construct a permanent 45-space parking lot on the site
of the temporary parking lot for the continued use of its employees. The proposed parking lot will
be reserved for hospital employees who are currently parking in the Hinsdale Seventh Day
Adventist Church and Oak Street parking garage located in the northeast and southeast quadrants
of the Oak Street/Walnut Street intersection, respectively. Access to the parking lot is proposed
to be provided via County Line Road,




Evaluation of Travel Patterns from the Parking Lot

As part of the traffic counts, KLOA, Inc. observed the direction vehicles exiting the temporary
parking lot traversed when traveling through the County Line Road/Walnut Street intersection.
It should be noted that a maximum of approximately 27 vehicles were parked in the temporary lot
when the morning and evening peak period counts were conducted. Table 1 provides a breakdown
of the direction that the outbound traffic from the temporary parking lot traveled when traversing
the County Line Road/Walnut Street during the morning and evening peak periods.

Table |
OUTBOUND TEMPORARY PARKING LOT TRAFFIC MOVEMNTS
NORTHBOUND APPROACH OF COUNTY LINE ROAD AT WALNUT STREET

Morning Evening Morning and
Peak Period Peak Period Evening
(6 AM.to9 AM) (3 P.M. to 6 P.M,) Peak Periods
Movement Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Left-Turn to Walnut 1 50% 14 70% 15 68%
Through to County Line 1 50% 6 30% 7 32%
Right-turn to Walnut 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total 2 100% 20 100% 22 100%

As can be seen from Table 1, the majority (68 percent) of the outbound traffic from the temporary
parking lot is making a lefi-turn at the County Line Road/Walnut Street intersection and traveling
west on Walnut Street during the morning and evening peak periods. Only a limited volume (seven
vehicles over a six-hour period) of the outbound traffic from the temporary parking lot is continuing
north on County Line Road at the County Line Road/Walnut Street intersection during the morning
and evening peak periods.

The traffic patterns from the temporary parking lot are consistent with the employee travel patterns
to and from the Seventh Day Adventist Church parking lot. Table 2 provides a breakdown of the
traffic traveling between County Line Road north of Walnut Street and the church parking lot. From
the table, it can be seen that between 15 and 39 percent of the total traffic entering/exiting the church
parking lot is traveling to/from County Line Road north of Walrfut Street. Further, it is important to
note that during the morning and evening peak periods (a six-hour period), only 13 vehicles traveled
from County Line Road north of Walnut Street to the church parking lot and only 12 vehicles
traveled from the church parking lot to County Line Road north of Walnut Street.




Table 2
TRAFFIC TRAVELING BETWEEN COUNTY LINE ROAD NORTH OF WALNUT STREET
AND THE CHURCH PARKING LOT

Morning Evening Morning and
Peak Period  Peak Period Evening

Movement (609AM) (3t06PM) Peak Pericds
From County Line to Church Parking Lot 9 3 12
Total Traffic Entering Church Parking Lot 60 12 73
Percentage 15% 25% 17%
From Church Parking Lot to County Line 1 12 13
Total Traffic Exiting Church Parking Lot 5 31 36
Percentage 20% 39% 36%
Estimated Parking Lot Traffic

The primary purpose of the employee parking lot is to provide parking for some of the employees
currently parking in the Seventh Day Adventist Church parking lot and the Qak Street parking
garage. As such, the proposed parking lot will not result in new traffic to the area but the
redistribution of the existing traffic. Further, since the proposed parking lot will be replacing the
temporary parking lot, traffic has been traveling to and from the site of the parking lot for the past

The volume of traffic that will travel to and from the proposed parking lot during the morning and
evening peak hours and peak periods was estimated based on the existing traffic counts and shown
in Table 3. From the table it can be seen that the volume of traffic to use the parking lot will be
limiited,

gg?fl\iATED TRAFFIC TO TRAVEL TO/FROM PROPOSED PRAKING LOT

Morning Evening
Movement Inbound Outbound Inbound Outbound
Peak Hour 16 0 4 14
Peak Period (three hours) 20 4 8 40




Evaluation and Recommendations
Intersection Capacity Analyses

Intersection capacity analyses were performed for intersections in the study area to determine the
operation of the roadway system and the ability of the existing roadway system to accommodate the
redistribution of the traffic to the proposed parking lot. The traffic analyses were performed using
Synchro 6.0 computer software, which is based on the methodologies outlined in the Transportation
Research Board’s Highway Capacity Manual (HCM), 2010. The ability of an intersection to
accommodate traffic flow is expressed in terms of level of service, which is assigned a letter grade
from A to F based on the average control delay experienced by vehicles passing through the
intersection. Level of Service A is the highest grade (best traffic flow and least delay), Level of
Service E represents saturated or at-capacity conditions, and Level of Service F is the lowest grade
(oversaturated conditions, extensive delays). The Highway Capacity Manual definitions for levels
of service and the corresponding control delay for both signalized and unsignalized intersections are
shown in the Appendix. The results of the capacity analysis are summarized in Table 4.

Table 4
CAPACITY ANALYSIS RESULTS — EXISTING TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

Weekday Moming Weekday Evening

Peak Hour Peak Hour
Intersection LOS Delay LOS Delay
Oak Street and Walnut Street' A 9.4 B 10.7
Oak Street Bridge (Northbound)? A 72 D 48.5
Oak Street Bridge (Southbound)? D 459 A 6.6
Walnut Street and County Line Road® A N/A A N/A
Hillgrove Avenue and Parking Lot Access® A 9.0 A 8.8
Walnut Street and Parking Garage Access® A 9.8 B 11.1
Walnut Street and Church Parking Lot Access’ A 9.9 A 9.7

LOS - Level of Service

Delay - Measured in seconds. .

'All-way stop sign controlled intersection

*Denotes operation of signal controlled movements across the Oak Street Bridge.

3Given that the north approach is freeflow and all other approaches are stop sign controlled at this intersection, the
estimated delay cannot be determined. The operation of the intersection is based on a volume to capacity (V/C)
evaluation,

“Represents operation of approach under stop sign conirol,
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The results of the capacity analyses indicate that all of the intersections in the study area are
currently operating at an acceptable level of service. In fact, all of the stop sign controlled
intersections are operating at a very good Level of Service A or B. Itis important to note that the
capacity analyses are based on the existing traffic volumes when the temporary parking lot was still
in operation. As such, the existing roadway system has more than sufficient capacity to
accommodate the limited redistribution of traffic that will result from the proposed parking lot.

Parking Lot Access Drive -

Access to the parking lot will be provided via a single an access drive located on County Line Road,
The access drive should provide one inbound Iane and one outbound lane with the outbound lane
under stop sign control. Given the limited traffic projected to use the access drive and the lower
volume of traffic along County Line Road, the access drive will provide efficient and orderly access.

Impact on County Line Road and Walnut Street

In order to determine the impact of the outbound parking lot traffic on (1) County Line Road north
of Walnut Street and (2) Walnut Street west of County Line Road, the estimated parking lot traffic
projected to use these roads was determined and compared to the existing traffic volumes.
Table 5 provides a comparison of the projected outbound parking lot traffic and the existing traffic.
From Table 5 it can bee seen that the proposed parking lot will have a limited impact on the
operation of County Line Road and Walnut Street.

) Northbound County Line Road North of Walnut Street. It is projected that the parking lot
will generate approximately two outbound trips during the moming peak period and
12 outbound trips during the evening peak period along northbound County Line Road
north of Walnut Street. This averages to less than one vehicle per hour during the morning
peak period and four vehicles per hour during the evening peak period. The outbound
parking lot traffic will represent less than onc percent of the existing traffic during the
morning peak period and less than five percent of the existing traffic during the evening
peak period. :

. Westbound Wainut west of County Line Road. It is projected that the parking lot
will generate approximately two outbound trips during the moming peak period and
28 outbound trips during the evening peak period along westbound Walnut Street west of
County Line Road. This averages to less than one vehicle per hour during the morning
ppeak period and nine vehicles per hour during the evening peak period. The outbound
parking lot traffic will represent less than one percent of the existing traffic during the
morning peak period and less than 11 percent of the existing traffic during the evening
peak period.
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- Table 5
i COMPARSION OF QUTBOUND PARKING LOT TRAFFIC TO EXISTING TRAFFIC

Northbound Westbound
County Line Road Walnut Street West of
North of Walnut Street County Line Road

Morning Peak Period (6:00 A.M. t0'9:00 AM.)

Parking Lot Outbound Traffic 2 2
Existing Traffic Volume 231 . 221
Percentage of Parking Lot Traffic to

Existing Traffic 0.9% 0.9%

Evening Peak Period (3:00 P.M. to 6:00 P.M)

Parking Lot Outbound Traffic 12 ' 28
Existing Traffic Volume 248 256
Percentage of Parking Lot Traffic to

Existing Traffic . 48% 10.9%

Morning and Evening Peak Periods (six total hours)

Parking Lot Outbound Traffic 14 30
Existing Traffic Volume 479 477
Percentage of Parking Lot Traffic to

Existing Traffic 2.9% 6.3%
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Conclusion

In conclusion, based on the proposed parking lot and the preceding traffic evaluation, the following
conclusions are made:

The parking lot is proposed to replace a temporary parking lot that was in operation for the past
several years. Further, the proposed parking lot will have apptoximately 35 percent less spaces
than the temporary parking lot.

The proposed parking lot will provide 45 spaces reserved for hospital employees who are
currently parking in the Hinsdale Seventh Day Adventist Church or the Oak Street parking
garage located in the northeast and southeast quadrants of the Oak Street/Walnut Street
intersection, respectively.

The proposed parking lot will not result in new traffic to the area but the redistribution of the
existing traffic. Further, since the proposed parking lot will be replacing the temporary
parking lot, traffic has been traveling to and from the site of the parking lot for the past
several years. ‘

The area intersections have sufficient reserve capacity to accommodate the limited
redistribution of traffic that will result from the proposed parking lot.

The parking lot will have a limited impact on the operation of County Line Road north of
Walnut Street and Walnut Street.

12-147 Today Adventist Hinsdale Hospital Employes Parking Lot October 16 2012 Ira gug
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MEMORANDUM

To: Clay Naccarato

Garfield Crossing LL.C
CC: David Kennedy
PPK Architects
From: Bruce Talbot, P.E.
CEMCON, Ltd.

Date: February 26, 2013
Subject: Garfield Crossing Dévelopment - Hinsdale, IL
Traffic Memo and Analysis of Site Access

L Overview

Garfield Crossing LLC proposes a re-development of an existing property located at the
southwest corner of First Street and Garfield Avenue in Hinsdale, Illinois. This
memorandum analyzes projected traffic flow to and from the subject property, and
analyzes the potential impacts at the site access location.

I, Existing and Projected Traffic and Roadway Conditions

Garfield Avenue abutting the subject property is two lanes, undivided, with no parking.
First Street is two lanes, undivided, with parallel parking along the south side, adjacent to
the site, and angle parking on the opposite side, The parking is metered from 9:00 AM to
5:00 PM, with a two-hour limit. The intersection of First Street and Garfield Avenue is
controlled by a four-way stop sign. The speed limit is 25 mph on both streets, and
Garfield Avenue is also posted with a school speed limit of 20 (when children are

present.)

Existing AM and PM peak period traffic counts for the intersection of First Street and
Garfield Avenue were performed by CEMCON, Ltd. on January 30, 2013. The observed
volumes are shown on Attachment A,

The proposed development plan (Attachment B) calls for a full-access two-way driveway
on Garfield Avenue, as well as a secondary one-way (inbound) driveway on First Street.
The First Street access will be for truck loading only. ‘

II1, Site Traffic Generation and Distribution

Using the ITE Trip Generation Manual (8" Edition), trips generated by the development
were calculated for the AM and PM peak hours as summarized in Table 1,




Eble 1. Site Traffic Generation
Location Land Use :go;,;) i AMOUT N PMOUT
G,I,‘;‘g;d Specialty Retai 1269 | 64 | 69 | 19 | o4
Second Offics 1845 | 22 | 3 3 | 20
Total 85 7 22 a4
Notes:

1. Trips for Specialty Retail are a composite of the

due to significant difference between the two,
2. AM trips for Specialty Retail are for the AM peak hour of generator, since trips during the peak

hour of adjacent roadway are not defined for this land use, (Many retail stores are not open

during the morning rush hour) Therefore, use of these trip numbers is likely an overestimation.

The directional distribution of the
split between north and south

on Garfield St

‘average rate” and the “fitted curve” equation

arriving and departing site traffic will be assumed to be
reet in the same ratios as the current

background traffic on Garfield. (See Table 2).
Table 2. Directional Distribution of Sjte Traific
~ AM PM
Direction To/From Percentage of Traffic Percentage of Traffic
To North 59% 34%
| To South 41% 66%
| Total 100% 100%
From North 41% 66%
’_T@m South 59% 84% |
Total 100% 100% ]

movements at the proposed drj veway. Since the oneé-way entrance off of First Street is for
loading only, all the trips were assigned to the Garfield Avenue driveway. Furthermore, it
would be reasonable to make some allowance for on-street parking; that is, deduct from
the total driveway volumes the number of vehicles that would park on the street in front
of the stores, or in the nearby municipal shoppers parking lot. However, as a conservative
measure, we will consider the “worst-case scenario” in which all the trips are assigned to
the driveway. The total traffic volumes at the proposed access point computed on this
basis are as shown in Table 3. Note that the background volumes on Garfield Avenue
were projected to the year 2018, using an estimated annual growth rate of 39,



Table 3. Projected Traffic Volumes ~ Garfield Avenue Site Access
: AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Movement Volume Volume
NB  Left 50 7
Through 435 226
SB Right 35 15
Through 307 . 446
EB Left 42 15
Right 29 29

IV. Capacity and Queuing Analysis of Site Access Locations

HCS 2010 was used to analyze the intersection listed above. The computed Level of
Service (LOS) and 95™ percentile queue lengths are listed below. Note that LOS is not
computed for uncontrolled movements (i.e. southbound through or right-turning traffic).

Table 4. Capacity Analysis - HCS 2010 -
Movement Level of Service 95( . :/gig::;‘e

AM Peak Hour

NB Left/Through A 0.16

EB Left/Right C 1.04

PM Peak Hour

NB Left/Through A 0.02

EB Left/Right B .0.37

The results indicate that even under the conservative assumptions noted above, the Levels
of Service are C or better for all approaches. LOS C is considered desirable for design,
and LOS D is usually considered acceptable in urban areas. Note that the computed queue
lengths are less than one vehicle in all directions, 95% of the time. Printouts of the HCS
analyses are attached.

V. Parking Requirements

According to Section 9-104 of the Hinsdale Village Code, the proposed development is
required to provide off-street parking computed as follows:
Since the future tenants of the first-floor retail space are not known, retail parking is
computed as 1 space for each 200 square feet of net floor area:

10,993 NSF/ 200 = 55 spaces.
Second-floor office space requires 1 space for each 275 square feet of net floor area:
_ 10,887 / 275 = 40 spaces. :
Total required spaces = 55 + 40 = 95. The proposed site plan includes 47 off-street
spaces, while the existing lot has only 41 spaces.



The subject parcel is in the B-2 Zoning District. Under Section 9-104-D-5 of the Village
Code, parking space deficiencies within the B-2 District may, if certain conditions are
met, be accounted for by payment of a $2500 per space fee to the Village in lieu of
providing the required number of spaces.

The minimum size of parking spaces is 9 feet by 18 feet, and the required aisle width is
24 feet. The proposed site plan meets or exceeds these requirements. (See Attachment B)

VI. Conclusions

Considering the proposed access plan along with projected traffic for the site, the
projected traffic volumes at the Garfield Avenue access point were analyzed. Results of
the capacity analyses indicate that the projected site traffic will be comfortably
accommodated by the proposed plan, even using somewhat conservative assumptions of
site traffic. Computed levels of service and queue lengths are well within standard
criteria, and the: likelihood of vehicles backing up in the through lanes or in the parking
aisle is reasonably remote. ‘

Attachments:
Traffic Counts
Site Plan

HCS printouts

H:\904015\REPORTS\Traffic Memo 02-26-2013.doc
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TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information Site Information
Intersection Site access intersection
urisdiction Hinsdale
\nalysis Year 2018 [l

Project Descrlptlon

Gan'leld Crossmg

East/West Street: site aceess dnve
Intersection-Orientation: North-South

/ehicle Volumes and

Adjustments

tud Penod hrs):

Norln/South Street: Garfield Avenue
0.25 .

Major Street

Northbound

Southbound

Movement

1

D

e

5 6

L

T

T A R

olume (veh/h

50

435

307

35

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

0.82

0.90 0.90

0.52

0.90

Hourly Flow Rate, HER
veh/h)

55

530

374

38

Percent Heavy Vehicles

1

7

[Median Type

Undlvided

|RT Channelized

o

ILanes

1

Configuration

Upstream Signal
Minor Street

0

__Eastbound

Westbound

Movement

8

11 12

T

Volume (veh/h

29

Peak-Hour Factor, PHF

0.90

0.90

0.90 -

0.

90 0.90

Mourly Flow Rate, HFR
vehth)

46

32 0

Percent Heavy Vehicles

Percent Grade (%)

Flared Approach

Storage

“ZQ“Q

=12ZiIolw] o

]RlChannehzed

A

Lanes

0

(=)
[~}

onfiguration

o
LR

pproach

 [Detay, Gueve Len h, and Leve} of Service
- | Northbound

‘Southbound

Westbound

Eastbound

Movement

1

4

7 8 9

10

11 12

Lane Configuration

- LT

LR

(veh/h)

55

78

C (m) (veh/h)

1058

295

/e

0.05

0.26

0.16

1.04

95% queue length
Control Delay (s/veh)

8.6

21.5

1.OS

A

Cc

Approach Delay {s/veh)

21.56

Approach LOS

C

Copyright ® 2010 Unlversity of Florida, Al Rights Reserved

Tuesday, February 05, 2013, 10:41:09 AM

HC8+™ Version 5.6

Generated: 2/5/2013 10:41 AM



TWO-WAY STOP CONTROL SUMMARY

General Information |Site Information
alyst bt _|lintersection Site access intersection
ency/Co, Cemcon Lid urisdictiori Hinsdale
Date Performed 02-05-2013 nalysis Year 018 It
nalysis Time Period ENiPoak
Project Description  Garfield Crossin

East/West Street: site access drive

Intersection Orlentation:  North-Sauth
ehicle Volumes and Adjustments

North/South. Stfeet: Garfleld Avenue

Study Period (hrs): 0.25

ajor Street Northbound Southbound
ovement 1 2 i3 4 5 6
L T R L T R
Volume (veh/h) 7 226 446 15
eak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.50 0.90 0.90
*1‘;}’]% Flow Rate, HFR 7 251 0 0 495 16
Percent Heavy Vehicles 1 .- - : 1 v -
[Median Type Undivided
[RT Channelized 0 0
ILanes 0 1 0 0 1 0
onhfiguration LT~ TR
Upstream Signal D 0
inor Street Eastbound Westbound
Movemerit 7 8 9 10 11 12
' L T R L T R
olume (veh/h 15 29
Peak-Hour Factor, PHF 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.90
};g?‘% Flow Hgte, HFR 16 0 32 0 0 0
Percent Heavy Vehicles 1 1 1 1 1 1
[Percent Grade (%) 0 0
lared Approach N N
' Storage 1 1
RT Channelized 0 0
|Lanes 0 0 0 0 0 0
onfiguration LR
Delay, Queue Length and Level of Service
pproach Northbound | Southbound Westbound Eastbound
ovement 1 4 7 8 9 10 11 12
Lane Configuration LT LR
v {veh/h) 7 48
C (m) (veh/h) 973 433
v/c 0.01 011
5% queue length 0.02 0.37
Control Delay (s/veh) 8.7 14.3
LOS A B
Approach Delay (s/veh) - - 14.3
Approach LOS -~ - B

Copyright © 2010 University of Florida, All Rights Reserved

Tuesday, February 05, 2013, 10:40:48 AM

HCS+™ Version 5.8

Generated: 2/5/2013  10:40 AM
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19 EAST CHICAGO AVENUE
FRiE DREBARTMANT JBS7060 HINSDALE, ILLINOIS 60521-3489 * (630) 789-7000
121 SYMONDS DRIVE Village Website: http://www.villageothinsdale.org

FOUNDED IN 1873

' OF HINSDALE

VILLAGE PRESIDENT
Tom Cauley

TRUSTEES

4. Kimberley Angelo
Christopher J. Elder
Doug Geoga
William N. Haarlow
Laura LaPlaca

Bob Saigh

Janunary 8, 2013

Mr. Doug Bemiss
220 S. Grant Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Re: Parking Citation #311005317
Dear Mr. Bemiss:

In response to your letter to me dated December 19, 2012, I wish to clarify the following concerns you
raised in your letter:

Our Community Service Officer is responsible for parking enforcement throughout the Village
amongst other duties and was assigned to monitor the time zone on Third Street between Grant and
Vine in response to repeated complaints of overtime parking violations we have received from you
and your spouse.

In discussing this matter with Deputy Chief Wodka, he indicated that he has had previously shared
our Community Service Officers work notes with you which clearly indicated that all vehicles parked
on the street on the date you received the above citation were equally scrutinized for violations and
none other than your vehicle were noted.

The Police Department maintains independent discretionary authority in all of our enforcement
praciices. I assure you that in this instance, the decision to monitor this area and cite parking
violators was done independently and without outside influence.

Again, if you feel the parking citation was issued unfairly or improperly I urge you to go to court. 1f
you have any questions please feel free to contact me directly.
Bradley Bloom

Chief of Police

Hinsdale Police Department

Sincerely,

Ce President Cauley and Members of the Village Board
Mr. Dave Cook, Village Manager

.

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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VILLAGE PRESIDENT
Tom Cauley
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Christopher-d. Elder

POLICE DEPARTMENT 789-7070 19 EAST CHICAGO AVENUE L Williain N. Haarlow
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g
220 S. Grant Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521

Dear Mr. and Ms. Bemiss:

On April 27, 2013, our records indicate that you contacted our 9-1-1 dispatch center and made
five (5) separate complamts regarding illegally parked cars at Immanuel Hall and an additional
two (2) times for noise violations within a 2 %2 hour period. Bach complamt reqmred a pohce._
response. and only one (1) citation was issued, Our records further show that: since January 1,
2013 you haVe called the Village Police Department fifty-four (54) times, sometimes up to ﬁve
(5) times in one day. Of those fifty-four (54) calls, only seven (7) citations have been issued, as
officers have found the vehicles were legally parked or had been moved by the time they arrive,

as the cars in question were stopped momentarily to let off passengers or unload and the vehicle
is gone before the officer arrives. As has been previously explained, this act does not pose a
threat to the safety and welfare of the public nor is it something that we would normally cite
applying our n‘ormal di‘scr:etionarily practices.

otity of these calls relate to non-emergen(:les ‘such as:parking or noise complamts This
excessive amount of calls for non-emergency situations 1mpedes the ablhty of the Police
Department and its officers to protect the safety and welfare of the community. Most concerning
is that your repeated calls have impacted the availability of police resources to other Village
re51dents and require officers to leave from their assigned patrols.

I, as well as: Deputy Chief Wodka, have spoken with you several times and have promised that
we would monitor the area for parking violations. We have done that and will continue to
monitor this area for- parking violations with the same level of scruuny and dlscretxon in
'enforCement that we apply throughout the Village. o

1 want to ‘caution you, that if yow contlnue to call the pohce with unfounded complamts ot in
miattérs in which you do not have reasonable grounds to believe affect the safety or welfare of

% T
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*Mr. Doug Bemiss anid Ms. Randi Bemxss
May, 20, 2013 :
Page #2

]

the public, we will have no ch01ce but to review each event for potential ctiminal prosecution
undér 720 ILCS 5/26-1: (a) (4) and (5) (Disorderly ‘Conduct). Section 26-1 of the Illinois
Criminal Code makes it a ctime to:

(a)(4) transmit or cause to be transmitted in any manner, to any peace officer,
public officer, or public employee a report to the effect that an offense will be
, commltted is: bemg cormmtted or has been commltted knowmg at the time of the

w1thout the reasonable grounds necessary to beheve that transmitting the report is
necessary for the safety and- welfare of the public.

Therefore, we request that you refrain from making police calls that are reasonably necessary for
the safety and welfare of the public and when the situation present reasonable grounds to believe
that an offense will be committed, is being committed or has been committed. Given the large
number of unfounded complaints you have made in the last few months, going forward the
Police Department ‘will evaluate each call on a case by case basis and determine if a response is
necessary.

Sigeerely,

- Ch fofPohce
- Hins; olice Department -

Cc: President Cauley and Members of the Village Board
Mr. Dave Cook, Village Manager

Yﬁubhc safety agency::""” o
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May 21, 2013

Randi and Dbug Bemiss
220 South Grant Street
Hinsdale, Illinois 60521

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Bémi‘ ss:

‘Effectxve 1mmed1ately, due to your eonstant harassment of Village officials, the

: ts ¢ ion: with you. While the Village respects that you are .
"concemed reSIdents, and respects your right to speak and petition your government, the
Village is under no obligation to respond to your unendmg stream' of comments and
grievances. Smith v. Arkansas State Highway Employees, Local 1315, 441 U.S. 463,
464-466 (1979). Your ‘repetitive communications with the Village are impeding and
interfering with the normal. day-to-day operation of the Village. The Village is a
community of many citizens, with many concerns, and your communications ate causing
the Village to spend a d1sproport10nate amount of time on your concerns. The limitation
of your communications.is based upon your actions of repeatedly contacting Village staff

_ through email, phone calls and FOIA requests, including the following:

oo :Duphcatwe correspondence to: Village: staff whlch have the effect of
’ harassing and intimidating Village staff. . :

2. A constant barrage: of communications to Vlllage staff regardless of the
response- teceived, that has impeded the day-to-day operation of the
Village.

2. Excessive number of FOIA requests that do not request public records, but
rather ask the Village Clerk to answer questlons which is not.a function of
FOIA.

“ o Yourexcessive number of FOIA Requests. has become unduly burdensome on the
Village. Since the beginning of 2013, you have submitted thirty-eight (38) FOIA
réquests, many of which include several requests for documents. Although you have a
right under State law to access public records, FOIA does impose some restrictions.
Your requests often contain several numbered requests for records and request an
extensive amount of records Addltlonally, many of your FOIA requests merely ask .
Village staff to ‘answer your questions. A local government is not required to answer
questlons under FOIA. Kenyon v. Garnels, 184 11, App.3d 28 (1989). Moreover, FOIA
-is not intended to compel public bodies to 1nterp1et or advise requestors as to the ineaning
or significance of the public records. 5 ILCS 140/3.3. Thus, we request that you submit
proper FOIA requests to the Vﬂlagc Clerk’s. Office that asks for'a reasonable amount of

E recmds at a tlme :
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: Based on the reasons set forth in this letter, your communication with Village
g staff is 11m1ted in the followmg ways: e ‘

1 FOIA Requests as permitted by the Freedom of Infonnatlon Act, are to be
~ directed to the Clerk, Ms: Bruton. -
2. Speaking at public meetings, as penmtted by the Open Meetings Act and
Village: rules and regulations. :
3, Email communications, which may only be sent to Village Manager Dave
~ Cook. Mr. Cook will only read two (2) emails from you per week, :
4, You shall limit all communications to designated Village staff to business
houts or during public meetings-

instructed to not. respond to.
: eply to any emails in.
excess of the pernntted two (2) emails per week. He will also not respond to any phone
calls. .

The Village will begin acting in accordance w1th this letter immediately. We
request that you adhere to restrictions set forth in this letter. '

S‘in'c‘erel:y,_
'KLEIN, THORPE AND JENKINS, LTD.

Lance C. Malina F
ce:  David Cook, Village Manager

~ Thomas Cauley, Village President .
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