DRAFT
MINUTES
VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 24, 2012
MEMORIAL HALL
7:30 p.m.

Present: Chairman Saigh, Trustee Angelo, Trustee Haarlow, Trustee Elder
Absent: None

Also Present: Dave Cook, Village Manager, Robert McGinnis, Director of Community
Development/Building Commissioner, Brad Bloom, Police Chief, Rick Ronovsky, Fire Chief, Sean
Gascoigne, Village Planner

Chairman Saigh called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

Minutes — August 2012

Trustee Elder moved to approve the minutes for the August 27, 2012 meeting as amended. Second by
Trustee Haarlow. Motion passed unanimously.

Monthly Reports — August 2012

Fire Department
Chief Ronovsky reported that there were 224 calls for service in August with a year to date total of 1672
calls.

Both new Firefighters — Nick McDonough and Mike Wilson completed their initial training and have been
assigned to shift. Their probationary training continues now that they are assigned to shift. All shifts are
now fully staffed. During August, our members responded to assist Riverside, Elmhurst, and Clarendon
Hills with personnel and equipment to extinguish structure fire in their communities. There was a fire
incident in Hinsdale on the 0-100 block of Bruner where a resident reported smoke coming from a
neighbor’s home. Upon arrival, fire fighters found an exterior central air conditioner on fire. Fire was
quickly put out and the home was ventilated and checked for hazards. Damage was minimal.

Chief Ronovsky mentioned that the annual Police and Fire Open House will be on Saturday, October 13"
from 11am to 3pm.

Chairman Saigh commented on an ambulance call for an injured child who was transported to Good
Samaritan Hospital on August 20™ with a head injury.

Police Department

Chief Bloom reminded the Committee of the upcoming community meeting on police consolidation that is
scheduled for September 27, 2012, 7:00pm at Hinsdale Central. Chief Bloom also announced that he is
working with the Village Attorney to develop a distracted driving ordinance that he hopes to bring to the
ZPS Committee in October.

Community Development

Robert McGinnis commented on departmental activity for August noting that revenues for the month were
just over $150,000 due to the timing of 7 permits for new single family homes being issued during the
month. He also noted that the department issued 116 permits and conducted 358 inspections in August.



He noted that plan review turnaround was running about 4 weeks and inspection requests were running
about 3 days.

He noted that the hospital had submitted plans for an almost $500,000 renovation, that 11 occupancy
permits had been issued to date at the Hamptons of Hinsdale project, and that the Eden’s project at 10 N.
Washington would likely be ready for final inspections in late October.

Request for Board Action

Approve Awarding Marque Ambulance, the Lowest Responsible Bidder, The Contract for the
Purchase of One Type I Modular Ambulance in the Amount of $190,925

Chairman Saigh introduced the item and Chief Ronovsky explained that the Fire Department went back to
bid for the purchase of a replacement ambulance in the Fire Department. The previous vendor notified
our Village that they were closing their ambulance building division. Bids were available from August
16™ to September 7™, They were opened on September 7™ with four bids being returned. Fire
Department members reviewed the bids and recommended that the Village purchase a 2013 Marque
ambulance from Foster Coach for $190,925. Marque was the second lowest bidder. Trustee Haarlow
asked about the lowest bidder, Lifeline Ambulances. They did not meet our specifications. Trustee Elder
made a motion to approve the request, seconded by Trustee Haarlow. Motion passed unanimously.

Ordinance Approving a Special Use Permit to Operate a Dance Studio at 414 Chestnut Street

Chairman Saigh introduced the item and asked Sean Gascoigne to provide a summary of the request.
Sean Gascoigne stated that this was unanimously approved at Plan Commission with the addition of a 3’
high knee wall to be constructed at the southeast corner of the building. Trustee Angelo made a motion to
approve an Ordinance approving a Special Use Permit to Operate a Dance Studio at 414 Chestnut Street.
Second by Trustee Haarlow. Motion passed unanimously.

Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for Modifications to a Commercial
Building at 29 E. First Street

Chairman Saigh introduced the item and the applicant, Peter Burdi gave the background. Sean Gascoigne
explained that this was unanimously approved at Plan Commission. Trustee Elder made a motion to
approve an Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for Modifications to a
Commercial Building at 29 E. First Street. Second by Trustee Angelo. Motion passed unanimously.

Approve a Permit for a Temporary Use at 50 S. Garfield Street for the period 12/15/12 thru 3/15/13
Subject to any Conditions to be Set Forth by the Building Commissioner

Chairman Saigh introduced this item and asked the applicant, Doug Fuller, to speak on the request. Doug
Fuller explained the request and stated that the tent was worth erecting last year but that the funds to erect
a permanent structure at the site were just not there this year and that whatever they built there had to look
really good. He stated that they were discussing this amongst themselves, but were asking for another
season with the tent in the meantime.

There was discussion over the dates requested and whether they would meet their needs and the request
was amended to December 1, 2012.

Chairman Saigh asked for a motion to approve the request. Trustee Elder made a motion to approve a
Permit for a Temporary Use at 50 S. Garfield Street for the period 12/15/12 thru 3/15/13 Subject to any
Conditions to be Set Forth by the Building Commissioner. Second by Trustee Haarlow. Motion passed
unanimously.



Approve a Permit for a Temporary Use for a Parking Lot at the Corner of Hillgrove and County
Line Road for the period of 9/25/12 thru 1/11/13

Chairman Saigh introduced this item and asked if anyone was present to speak on the request. John
George spoke on behalf of the hospital. He gave brief background on the request and explained that they
were asking to use the temporary parking lot originally used for the construction of the addition until they
were able to move forward with an application for a Major Adjustment of a Planned Development for the
parking lot and some gates in front of the old main entrance on Oak Street.

Mr. George explained that their desire was to keep the temporary lot and bring it up to code and to use it
for their employees. He stated that they had not increased the number of employees, but are trying to keep
the cars, which are presently being parked offsite, onsite in this lot. He stated that they are presently using
a church parking lot and leasing spacing from the Village on Symonds Drive for overflow parking for
their employees.

Mr. George stated that the parking lot would be approximately 50 spaces and would be operated by key
card and that a parking study would be done in conjunction with the Major Adjustment. He stated that
they felt that this location was idea for this use due to the fact that it was buffered from residential areas by
the hospital property, the tracks to the south and another parking lot across the street.

Trustee Angelo stated that without a traffic study or any supporting documentation, that he would not be
able to support this request.

Mr. Gable explained that they were simply relocating existing employee vehicles already being parked in
this area, but that a parking study would accompany their application for the major adjustment.

Ben Bradley spoke in opposition to the request due to the concern over increased traffic. He stated that he
had signatures from neighbors concerned about this as well.

Trustee Haarlow asked why this parking problem was not anticipated when the addition was being
designed. Mr. Gable responded and that they were depending on others property to park their employee
vehicles, but did not think that was a good long term solution.

Trustee Angelo asked if the hospital had any future vision other than a parking lot for this location. Mr.
Gable responded that there was not.

Mr. Gable apologized for the fact that this parking lot was being used prior to a formal approval being
obtained.

There was discussion amongst the Trustees over the request and their concerns in approving it without a
compelling reason and appropriate supporting documentation.

Chairman Saigh asked for a motion. Trustee Elder made a motion to approve a Permit for a Temporary
Use for a Parking Lot at the Corner of Hillgrove and County Line Road for the period of 9/25/12 thru
1/11/13. Second by Trustee Haarlow. Motion to approve unanimously denied.

Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for Parking Lot Improvements at
620 N. Oak Street

Chairman Saigh introduced the item and summarized the request. He stated that this was unanimously
approved at Plan Commission with conditions, went over those with the committee members, and asked
for a motion. Trustee Elder made a motion to approve an Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior
Appearance Plans for Parking Lot Improvements at 620 N. Oak Street. Second by Trustee Haarlow.
Motion passed unanimously.



Adjournment

With no further business to come before the Committee, Chairman Saigh asked for a motion to adjourn.
Trustee Elder made the motion. Second by Trustee Angelo. Meeting adjourned at 8:42 PM.

Respectfully Submitted,

Robert McGinnis, MCP
Director of Community Development/Building Commissioner
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CRIME PREVENTION ACTIVITY

September 2012

D.A.R.E. (DRUG ABUSE RESISTANCE EDUCATION)

September 6, 7, 13, 14, 20 21 classes Hinsdale Middle School
September 21, 26, 27, 28 15 classes Hinsdale Middle School
September 24 3 classes St.Isaac Jogues School

The Junior High D.A.R.E Program is a 10-lesson program that is presented in all
eighth grade classrooms in Hinsdale Public and Parochial Schools. Topics include
making good decisions, consequences, decision-making, drug, alcohol, tobacco
awareness and resistance.

On September 4, 2012, Officer Coughlin met with an underage aleohol offender and his parents and
assigned him to Peer Jury.

On September 5, 2012, Officer Coughlin attended the DJOA Board Meeting in Wheaton. Topics covered
were the upcoming awards banquet, new membership, officer elections and the upcoming training con-
ference.

On September 5, 2012, Officer Coughlin assisted School District 181 and State Farm Insurance with a
Bicycle Safety Rodeo at Madison School. Officer Coughlin assisted with bike registrations, bike inspec-
tions and bike licenses.

On September 6, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at Oak School. The drill
went very smoothly with a few minor issues that were addressed with Principal Walsh.

On September 6, 2012, Officer Coughlin assisted School District 181 and State Farm Insurance with a
Bicycle Safety Rodeo at Oak School. Officer Coughlin assisted with bike registrations, bike inspections
and bike licenses.

On September 7, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at Hinsdale Middle School.
The drill went very smoothly with a few minor issues that were addressed with Principal Pena.

On September 10, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at St. Isaac Jogues
School. The drill went very smoothly with a fow minor issues that were addressed with Principal

Cronquist.

On September 10, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at The Lane School. The
drill went very smoothly with a few minor issues that were addressed with Principal Godfrey.

On September 11, 2012, Officer Coughlin attended rifle training at the Lemont range. Officer Coughlin
passed rifle qualification and participated in training scenarios.

Hinsdale Police Department
2



On September 12, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at Madison School. The
drill went very smoothly with a few minor issues that were addressed with Principal McMahon.

On September 12, 2012, Officer Coughlin assisted School District 181 and State Farm Insurance with
a Bicycle Safety Rodeo at Monroe School. Officer Coughlin assisted with bike registrations, bike inspec-
tions and bike licenses.

On September 13, 2012, Officer Coughlin assisted School District 181 and State Farm Insurance with
a Bicycle Safety Rodeo at The Lane School. Officer Coughlin assisted with bike registrations, bike in-
spections and bike licenses.

On September 17, 2012, coordinated a school lockdown drill at Nurturing Wisdom Academy. The drill
went very smoothly with no issues.

On September 19, 2012, Officer Coughlin met with an underage offender and her parents and assigned
her to Peer Jury.

On September 19, 2012, Officer Coughlin and Assistant Fire Chief McElroy met with staff at Hinsdale
Adventist Academy to schedule lockdown, fire and disaster drills.

On September 20, 2012, Officer Coughlin gave a station tour to a group of special needs students from
Hinsdale Middle School. Officer Coughlin also spoke to them about school safety, crossing the street, 9-
1-1 and answered many questions from the students.

On September 20, 2012, Officer Coughlin attended the District 181 Safety & Crisis Meeting at Elm
School. Topics discussed were recent lockdowns, special medical needs for students/staff, crisis plan
updates 2012-2013, training new staff and crisis plan checklist for beginning of each school year.

On September 24, 2012, Officer Coughlin coordinated a school lockdown drill at Monroe School. The
drill went very smoothly with a few minor issues that were addressed with Principal Benaitis.

On September 29, 2012, Officer Coughlin led the Homecoming parade throughout Hinsdale. Officer
Coughlin then worked the homecoming football game and homecoming dance.

On September 5, 6, 12, 13, 18 2012, Officer Coughlin supervised five high school students completing
community service work.

On September 7, 14, 21, 28 2012, Officer Coughlin walked the Business District monitoring the behav-
ior of middle school students. Officer Coughlin spoke with teens, shoppers, business owners and han-
dled any incidents related to the students.

Submitted by:

Officer Michael Coughlin
Crime Prevention/DARE/Juvenile

Hinsdale Police Department
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September 2012
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TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT

SEPTEMBER 2012
This Month  This Month YTD Last YTD
Last Year

* Includes Citations and Warnings
Speeding 118 141 1,202 1,377
Disobeyed Traffic Control Device 43 21 207 228
Improper Lane Usage 28 42 387 367
Insurance Violation 22 20 172 159
Registration Offense 30 47 335 301
Seatbelt Violation 14 16 478 456
Stop Signs 39 49 392 418
Yield Violation 18 9 138 104
No Valid License 10 9 36 51
Railroad Violation 1 2 8 25
Suspended/Revoked License 7 5 49 39
Other 71 76 786 830

Totals 401 437 4,190 4,355

Hinsdale Police Department
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INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION SUMMARY

September 2012

On September 1, 2012, a 41-year-old Hinsdale man was charged with two counts of Do-
mestic Battery, the man is alleged to have grabbed and dragged a female family mem-
ber. The man was transported to the DuPage County Jail.

On September 25, 2012, a 30-year-old Willowbrook man was charged with one count of
Driving with a Revoked License, one count of Suspended registration, one count
of Possession of Cannabis-under 30 grams, one count of Possession of Drug
Equipment and served with an active Warrant for Failure to Appear. The man was
stopped during a traffic stop and was able to post bond on all charges and released.

On September 25, 2012 a 30-year-old New Berlin, Illinois man was charged with one
count of Driving under the Influence, one count of Improper Lane Usage and one
count of Signal Violation, after being stopped for traffic Vlolatlons The man was re-
- leased after posting bond.

On September 26, 2012, a 55-year-old Scottsdale, Arizona man was charged with one
count of Battery. This charge stems from an altercation the man had with a taxi cab
driver on August 1, 2012. The man was released after posting bond.

On September 28, 2012, a 22-year-old Hinsdale man was charged with one count of
Theft stemming from an investigation in the theft of golf clubs from a garage in the 100
block of north Washington Street. The man was released on an I-Bond.

On September 27, 2012, a 25-year-old Darien man was charged with one count of Pos-
session of Cannabis under 30-grams and one count of Possession of Drug Equip-
ment, after a vehicle he was in was stopped in the KLM Park parkmg lot. The man was
released on an I-Bond.

Submitted by:

Frank R. Homolka
Investigative Aide

Hinsdale Police Department
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MONTHLY OFFENSE REPORT

SEPTEMBER 2012
1. Criminal Homicide , 0 0 0 0
2. Criminal Sexual Assault/Abuse 0 0 0 3
3. Robbery 0 0 1 0
4, Assault and Battery, Aggravated 0 0 1 0
5. Burglary . 3 0 22 14
6. Theft 15 10 117 136
7. Auto Theft 0 0 0 5
8 Arson 0 0 0 0

Hinsdale Police Department
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SERVICE CALLS — SEPTEMBER 2012

This Month | This Month Last Year | This Year to Date |Last Year To Date| % CHANGE
Sex Crimes 1 1 4 3 33
Robbery 0 0 1 0 100
Assault/Battery 1 4 16 22 -27
Domestic Violence 7 11 79 98 -19
Burglary 3 0 8 8 0
Residential Burglary 3 0 14 7 100
Burglary from Motor Vehicle 2 0 20 17 18
Theft 13 10 123 124 -1
Retail Theft 0 0 6 9 -33
Identity Theft 2 1 23 19 21
|Auto Theft 1 0 6 5 20
Arson/Explosives 0 0 0 0 0
Deceptive Practice 1 b 13 12 8
Forgery/Fraud 1 2 20 28 -29
Criminal Damage to Property 5 8 57 64 -11
Criminal Trespass 0 3. 5 12 -58
Disorderly Conduct 3 2 9 8 13
Harassment 8 9 38 b0 -24
Death Investigations 0 0 1 0 100
Drug Offenses 2 3 21 25 ~-16
Minor Alcohol/Tobacco Offenses 1 2 18 15 20
Juvenile Problems 20 20 167 235 -29
Reckless Driving 1 1 8 16 -50
Hit and Run 9 9 64 55 16
Traffic Offenses 12 12 58 69 -16
Motorist Assist 24 38 392 426 -8
Abandoned Motor Vehicle 1 4 16 19 -16
Parking Complaint 24 24 162 138 17
Auto Accidents 56 60 467 446 5
Assistance to Qutside Agency 1 4 20 22 -9
Traffic Incidents 4 9 42 64 -34
Noise complaints 16 16 126 134 -6
Vehicle Lockout 23 22 254 274 -7
Fire/Ambulance Assistance 133 176 1377 1669 -17
Alarm Activations 103 95 1082 968 12
Open Door Investigations 8 4 40 30 33
Lost/Found Articles 8 10 104 126 -17
Runaway/Missing Persons 7 3 30 31 -3
Suspicious Auto/Person 33 34 476 462 3
Disturbance 12 10 60 94 -36
911 hangup/misdial 84 58 759 753 1
Animal Complaints 28 72 289 334 -13
Citizen Assists 48 45 459 394 16
Solicitors 7 9 98 65 51
Community Contacts 16 8 50 37 35
Curfew/Truancy 1 0 16 16 0
Other 148 201 965 1283 -25
TOTALS 881 959 8063 8625 -7

Hinsdale Police Department
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Hinsdale Police Department
Training Summary
September 2012

Officers completed their monthly legal update. Topics included: New Laws; Anonymous
Tips About Danger; DUI — Basis for Stop.

During the month of September, officers began to complete the yearly rifle qualification,
which was done in conjunction with neighboring agencies.

September 17-20, 2012, Deputy Chief Wodka attended Police Executive Role in the 21st
Century at the LaGrange Park District

September 24-29, 2012, Officers Hayes and Lillie attended FIAT SWAT Team week, culmi-
nating in a full-team scenario on September 29. Sergeant Bernholdt attended the full-
team scenario on the 29t as a crisis negotiator for the team.

September 24-26, 2012, Detective Susmarski, as part of the DuPage County Arson Task
Force, attended Arson Case Management in Wheeling. The purpose of this course was to
provide Fire Investigators, Law Enforcement Personnel, Insurance Investigators, D.A.
Prosecutors, and Private Fire Investigators, with an in-depth course of study, covering in-
vestigative techniques used to properly investigate, and conduct a Fire Origin and Cause
case. The course covered the effects of different materials and temperatures as they relate
to fire, the types of fires the investigator will come into contact with, the different roles of
the Fire Companies, Investigators, Insurance Companies, Private Investigators, and Spe-
cials Assistance Groups. This course had emphasis on Case Management, Evidence Collec-
tion, Evidence Preservation, Report Writing, Courtroom Testimony, Search Warrants, and
Fire Scene Sketches. A comprehensive Investigative handbook, including the necessary
forms to conduct an efficient investigation was provided.

September 27, 2012, Sergeant Bernholdt attended the quarterly Terrorism Liason Officer
Committee (TLOC) in Schaumburg. Topics addressed were Active Shooter: Risk Factors
for Violence, NIU Campus Shootings, and Iran and Syria updates. TLOC is sponsored by
the Chicago FBI Office.

Submitted by:

Erik Bernholdt, Sergeant
Training Coordinator

Hinsdale Police Department
10



SEPTEMBER 2012 COLLISION SUMMARY

LOCATION

ounty Line Rd. & 55th 1 29 |ICounty Line Rd. & Ogden
County Line Rd. & Chicago 1 |Garfield & 55th
County Line Rd. & Ogden 3 44 |Garfield & Third
Garfield & 55th 2 18 |[Garfield & Walnut
Garfield & Third 1 3 |Lincoln & Fifth

arfield & Walnut 1 [Lincoln & Third
[Lincoln & Fifth 1 Oak & Walnut
[Lincoln & Third 1
IMadison & Carolyn Lane 1

ak & Walnut ‘ 1

ashington & Hinsdale 1

den 1

York & O

£ G %

Contributing Factors: Collision Types:

Vehicle equipment

Unable to determine

Failure to Yield 13 Private Property 10
Improper Backing : 5 Hit & Run 5
Failure to Reduce Speed 15 Crashes at Intersections 15
Following too Closely 3 Personal Injury 8
Driving Skills/Knowledge 0 Pedestrian 0
Improper Passing 2 Bicyclist 0
Too Fast for Conditions 1
Improper Turning 5
Disobeyed Traffic Control Device 1
Improper Lane Usage 1
Had Been Drinking 0
Weather Related 0

0

0

5

Other

Hinsdale Police Department
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Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices Warrants

September 2012

The following warrants should be met prior to installation of a two-way stop sign:
1. Intersection of a less important road with a main road where application of the normal right-of-way rule
would not be expected to provide reasonable compliance with the law:
2. Street entering a through highway or street;
3. Unsignalized intersection in a signalized area; and/or
4. High speeds, restricted view, or crash records indicate a need for control by the STOP sign (defined by 5 or
more collisions within a 12-month period).

The following warrants should be met prior to the installation of a Multiway stop sign:
1. Where traffic control signals are justified, the multiway stop is an interim measure that can be installed
quickly to control traffic while arrangements are being made for the installation of the traffic control signal.
2. A crash problem, as indicated by 5 or more reported crashes in a 12-month period, that is susceptible to cor-
rection by a multiway stop installation. Such crashes include right-turn and left-turn collisions as well as
right-angle collisions.
3. Minimum volumes:
a.  The vehicular volume entering the intersection from the major street approaches (total of both ap-
proaches) averages at least 300 vehicles per hour for any 8 hours of an average day, and
b. The combined vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle volume entering the intersection from the minor
street approaches (total of both approaches) averages at least 200 units per hour for the same 8
hours, with an average delay to minor-street vehicular traffic of at least 30 seconds per vehicle dur-
ing the highest hour, but
c. If the 85th-percentile approach speed of the major-street traffic exceeds 65 km/h or exceeds 40
mph, the minimum vehicular volume warrants are 70 percent of the above values.
4. Where no single criterion is satisfied, but where Criteria 2, 3.a, and 3.b are all satisfied to 80 percent of the
minimum values. Criterion 3.c is excluded from this condition.

Option:
Other criteria that may be considered in an engineering study include:

1. The need to control left-turn conflicts; .

2. The need to control vehicle/pedestrian conflicts near locations that generate high-pedestrian volumes;

3. Locations where a road user, after stopping, cannot see conflicting traffic and is not able to reasonably
safely negotiate the intersection unless conflicting cross traffic is also required to stop; and

4. An intersection of two residential neighborhood collector (through) streets of similar design and operating
characteristics where multiway stop control would improve traffic operational characteristics of the inter-
section.

The following warrants must be met prior to the installation of a Yield sign:

1. Ona minor road at the entrance to an intersection where it is necessary to assign right-of-way to the major
road, but where a stop sign is no necessary at all times, and where the safe approach speed on the minor
road exceeds 10 miles per hour;

On the entrance ramp to an expressway where an acceleration ramp is not provided;
Within an intersection with a divided highway, where a STOP sign is present at the entrance to the first
" roadway and further control is necessary at the entrance between the two roadways, and where the medi-
an width between the acceleration lane; and
4. At an intersection where a special problem exists and where an engineering study indicates the problem to
be susceptible to correction by use of the YIELD sign.

oo 1o

Hinsdale Police Department
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PARKING CITATIONS—SEPTEMBER 2012

PARKING CITATIONS BY LOCATION

This This Month
Month _ Last Year YTD Last YTD

Chestnut Lot Commuter Permit 25 39 269 295
Highland Lot Commuter Permit 18 19 185 132
Village Lot Commuter Permit 46 62 534 551
Washington Lot Merchant Permit 36 34 368 | 378
Hinsdale Avenue Parking Meters 288 381 2,944 | 2,924
First Street Parking Meters 208 376 2,617 | 2,992
Washington Street Parking Meters 384 540 4,170 | 3,829
Lincoln Street Parking Meters 23 46 324 339
Garfield Lot Parking Meters 131 161 1,478 | 1,325
Other

VIOLATIONS BY TYPE This  This Month
Month Last Year _YTD Last YTD
Parking Violations

METER VIOLATIONS 1,052 | 1562 |11,879] 11,625
HANDICAPPED PARKING 2 8 24 43
NO PARKING 7AM-9AM 34 17 217 | 169
NO PARKING 2AM-6AM 130 103 | 1,004 | 970
PARKED WHERE PROHIBITED BY SIGN 99 93 510 642
NO VALID PARKING PERMIT 26 57 464 589

TOTAL PARKING VIOLATIONS

Vehicle Violations

VILLAGE STICKER 75 99 893 944
REGISTRATION OFFENSE 54 60 528 608
VEHICLE EQUIPMENT 13 17 447 442

TOTAL VEHICLE VIOLATIONS

Animal Violations

Hinsdale Police Department
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Youth Bureau Summary

September 2012

On 9/3/12 at approximately 9:00pm, a HCHS senior was arrested for criminal damage to a mo-
tor vehicle. Suspect claims she has had an ongoing issue with the owner of the car. Suspect
admitted to egging and rubbing the eggshells into the paint of what she thought was the car of
the person with whom she has had issues. Suspect was assigned Peer Jury.

On 9/11/12 at approximately 3:20pm, a HCHS sophomore was seen smoking a cigar on a
school bus. Suspect was assigned Peer Jury.

On 9/12/12 at approximately 12:00pm, a HCHS sophomore was found smoking a cigarette in
the boy’s bathroom across from the Guidance Office. Suspect was issued a local ordinance ci-
tation for “Unlawful Possession/Use of Tobacco” and was ordered to appear in Field Court.

On 9/14/12 at approximately 8:42pm, a senior at HCHS was found under the influence of alco-
hol while at a HCHS football game. Suspect refused a breathalyzer test. Suspect was given
Peer Jury as this was his first offense.

On 9/14/12 at approximately 8:00am, a HCHS sophomore was issued a “School Curfew Viola-
tion Notice” after the student refused to go to school. Student was given a Station Adjust-
ment. :

On 9/14/12 at approximately 4:45pm, three 8t graders from HMS were found on the roof of
the Lane School. No further action was taken.

On 9/18/12 at approximately 10:38pm, a 17-year-old was stopped after an officer entered a
plate number into the mobile data terminal and found that it did not match the car. After
finding the DL of the driver was suspended, the driver was handcuffed and placed in a squad
car. A search was done of the vehicles in which items were recovered that were later found to
have been reported stolen along with four sealed beers in the car’s trunk. Suspect was taken
to the station, fingerprinted, photographed and read his Miranda rights. Suspect was given a
local ordinance citation for “Possession of Alcohol Under 21” and ordered to appear in Field
Court.

On 9/21/12 at approximately 10:58pm, a junior from Lyons Township High School was found
to be in possession of alcohol. Suspect was issued a local ordinance citation for “Unlawful Use
of Alcohol by a Minor.” Suspect was ordered to appear in Field Court as he was not eligible for
Peer Jury.

On 9/24/12 at approximately 8:00am, a HCHS sophomore was issued a “Violation of School
Curfew Notice” for staying home from school without parental permission.

Hinsdale Police Department
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On 9/25/12 at approximately 8:28am, an officer was dispatched for “domestic trouble”. An 8tb
grade CHMS student complained that his brother threw a bottle of salad dressing at him after
yelling at the older brother for not waking him up for school. The 8t grader was brought to
the station to clean up and was transported to CHMS by the officer. No further action was
taken.

Submitted by:

Officer Michael Coughlin
Crime Prevention/DARE/Juvenile

Hinsdale Police Department
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Hinsdale Police Department
Juvenile Monthly Report
September 2012

AGE AND SEX OF OFFENDERS

DISPOSITION OF CASES

Detention

STAAT Program
Circuit Court

Released to Parents

Hinsdale Police Department
16

B Female
B Male



Social Networking Monthly Status Report
September 2012

The Hinsdale Police Department continues to publicly advocate its community notification via social me-
dia. During the past reporting period, posts were disseminated on the following topics:

» Community Crime Notification regarding a residential burglary in the 800 block of South
Thurlow Street.

* Notification of the Garfield Street construction traffic closure Tuesday and Wednesday
between 3™ and 6™ Streets.

* Advertised Prescription Drug Take-Back Day scheduled for September 29

 Community Crime Notification regarding a residential burglary in the 10 block of E.
Third Street.

* Publicized the new YANA program for Seniors, which will provide weekly well-being
phone calls.

* Announced the annual Police and Fire Departments’ Open House scheduled for Saturday,
October 13" from 11 am — 3 pm.

* Stressed safety when celebrating during Hinsdale Central Homecoming weekend.

Village of Hinsdale Police Department ';

& Sepiember 27 4%

Save the Date: OPEN HOUSE is coming! The annual open house is
Sat., October 13th, from 11am-3pm. We hope you can come
check out the department, meet some of our officers, and
participate in fun activities for adults and children. This a great
opportunity for you to take a look inside our doors!

Like * Comment * Share 1

&) Joe O'Donnell anid Cathy Walsh like this,

Yirite 8 comment, .,

89 people saw this post

Number of Followers
Sep ‘12 July ‘11

213 101

233 72

Hinsdale Police Department
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Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Emergency Response

In September, the Hinsdale Fire Department responded to a total of 176 requests
for assistance for a total of 1858 responses this calendar year. There were 32
simultaneous responses and seven train delays this month. The responses are
divided into three basic categories as follows:

Type of Response September % of  September
2012 Total 2011

Fire: .

(Includes activated fire alarms, 80 45% 92

fire and reports of smoke)

Ambulance:

(Includes ambulance requests, vehicle 75 43% 98

accidents and patient assists

Emergency:

(Includes calls for hazardous conditions, 21 12% 38

rescues, service calls and extrications :

Simultaneous: v

(Responses while another call is on- 32 18% . 57

going. Number is included in total)

Train Delay: , 7 o 4% , 4
(Number is included in total)

Total: 176 100% 228

Year to Date Totalsﬂ

Fire: 1764 Ambulance: 775 Emergency: 319

2012 Total: 1858 2011 Total: 2137
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Emergency Response

Type of Responses

Year to Date
881

Ambulance
Emergency

Total Calls for September

Emergency Calls

Ambulance Calls

Fire Calls

Bim: e




Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Emergency Response

Simultaneous Calls
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'Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Emergency Response

Distribution of Emergency Related
Calls

Other/Rescue

Service Call

Power Line Down 777 1

Helicopter Stand-By | 0
Dispatched & Cancelled | 0
| Spills/Leaks |71 1

Hazardous Condition

Lock In/Out

Extrication | 0

Elevator Emergency |77 70 2
Electrical Short/Arcing
CO Alarm/Emergency
Accident Assist/Clean up

o O O o

Ambulance Assist

¢] 2 4 6 8 10 12

Distribution of EMS Related Calls

False Ambulance | 0

Patient Assist | O

Road Accidents |

Ambulance Calls

70




Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Incidents of Interest

September 15t — members responded to Garfield and the Burlington Railroad
Crossing for a stalled vehicle that was struck by a freight train. Upon
arrival, occupants of the car were out of the car prior to being struck by the
train. Members checked the area for hazards and made sure that nobody was
injured.

September 6t — members responded to the Corner Bakery at 42 E Hinsdale
Avenue for a reported fire in the oven. Upon arrival, members found that a
store employee used a portable fire extinguisher to put out a fire in one of
their ovens. Members made sure that fire was out and ventilated the smoke
from the restaurant.

September 8t — members responded with an engine to assist the Westmont
Fire Department with a fire inside the kitchen hood and duct ventilation
system. Members assisted with smoke removal.

September 14th — Fire Investigator Karban responded to assist the Brookfield
Fire Department with investigating the cause of a fire in a home in their
town.

September 15t — members responded to I-294 at Ogden Avenue for a vehicle
that struck several construction barrels. Upon arrival, members found a
single vehicle accident with a driver that had minor injuries. Members
secured the area for hazards and evaluated the driver. After receiving
treatment, the driver refused transport to the hospital.

September 21st — Members responded to 8th & County Line Road for a
reported telephone pole on fire. Upon arrival, members found the support
arms of the telephone pole on fire. Members secured the area and awaited
the arrival of ComEd.

September 22nd — members responded to I-294 for a vehicle accident with a
driver injured. Upon arrival, members found a single vehicle that struck the
concrete median. Members secured that area for hazards and transported
the driver to Good Samaritan Hospital’s Trauma Center with a head i injury.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Training/Events

Probationary Firefighter/Paramedic Mike Wilson completed day training
and was evaluated by the chief officers and assigned to the red shift as of
September 10th. He continues his probationary training program.

All shifts completed monthly Paramedic CE conducted by the Good
Samaritan EMS System through Hinsdale Hospital. This month members
received education and skills review on Vital Signs and Patient Assessment.

HAZMAT Technicians attended regular monthly training at the Riverside
Fire Department. Topic was Mass Decontamination.

All Technical Rescue Team members completed their annual response
validation training at the Pleasantview Fire District.

Chief Ronovsky, Asst. Chief McElroy, Captains Votava and DeWolf and Lit.
Claybrook participated in a table top emergency management exercise in
cooperation with the Village and the Village of Clarendon Hills.

Captain DeWolf attended monthly training with the DuPage County Fire
Investigation Task Force. Topic was investigating fire deaths and
homicides.

Firefighter Karban attended monthly training for our MABAS Fire
Investigative Response Team.

During the month, all shifts conducted joint equipment familiarization
training with the Pleasantview Fire District. Members reviewed each
department’s aerial ladder and its equipment, operations, and capabilities.

During the month, all shifts trained on auto extrication, policy and
procedure review, the new “starcom” radio system, drivers training of
department apparatus and familiarization with recent construction at
Hinsdale Central High School.

Both probationary firefighters are completing their training on our required
confidence course for apparatus driving.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Training/Events

» Firefighter Tullis attended a two day class on Leadership Principles offered
by the Illinois Fire Chief's Association.

e Asst. Chief McElroy, Lt. Claybrook, and Firefighter Tullis attended a Fire
Service Leadership Class the NIPSTA Fire Academy in Glenview.

o Firefighter Smith attended mandatory TRT training for certification as a
Vehicle and Machinery technician through the Illinois Fire Service Institute.
This was held at the Romeoville Fire Academy.

o Firefighter Skibbens attended a mandatory training class for certification as
a Fire Apparatus Engineer through the Illinois Fire Service Institute. This
was held at the Romeoville Fire Academy.

* In September, members completed the annual SCBA consumption drill.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

PuI;lic Education

The fire prevention bureau is responsible for conducting a variety of activities
designed to educate the public, to prevent fires and emergencies, and to better
prepare the public in the event a fire or medical emergency occurs.

PREVENTION ACTIVITIES IN SEPTEMBER

& Consultations

W Plan Reviews
Binspection Activities
B S¢hool Fire Drilt

E Occupancy

Fire Prevention/Safety Education:

District 181 Crisis Plan meeting was attended and groundwork laid out for
staff training of new hires and substitutes.

Public and private school inspections were conducted and reports
submitted to the ROE and school districts.

Preschool fire inspections and fire drills were scheduled for October along
with public education events. Members attended several block parties also
to bring

Members conducted community CPR and AED training.
Members conducted walk through surveys of the downtown business’

including working on the Alley ID program to identify addresses during an
emergency.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

Public Education | ll

Firefighter Patitucci attended the Downers Grove Township SALT
meeting. This group is former from members of various community
services to aid senior citizens. Our Department has been an active member
for several years now.

Captain Votava attended several meetings related to the Village’s
Emergency Operations Plan. These included the continual process of
updating this document as well as the County Medical Distribution System,

Members participated in the high school’s annual Homecoming activities.



Hinsdale Fire Department
Monthly Report
September 2012

The Survey Says...

Each month, the department sends out surveys to those that we provide service.
These surveys are valuable in evaluating the quality of the service we provide and
are an opportunity for improvement.

Customer Service Survey Feedback:
We received 12 responses in the month of September with the following results:

Were you satisfied with the response time of our personnel to
your emergency?

| Yes— 12/ 12 ||]

Was the quality of service received:

“Higher” than what I expected - 9/ 12
“About” what I expected - 3/ 12
“Somewhat lower” than I had expected 0/ 12

Miscellaneous Comments:

“The Members of the Emergency Squad were very Professional and efficient. They
kept me informed as to what they were doing and why and made me feel like I was in
good hands. Hinsdale should be very proud to have these individuals as part of their

Fire Department. No Response is necessary, but please convey my Thanks to this
Ambulance Crew.” '

“The firemen had a wonderful attitude and made Dad feel safe and secure. At age
94, that was a great service to him!”

“They are perfect in every respect manors(sic) and performance.”

“The paramedics are outstanding. They are pleasant and very competent. Keep up
the good work.”

“They are always excellent!”

10



Memorandum

To:  Chairman Saigh and Public Safety Committee

From: Robert McGinnis MCP, Community Development Director/Building Commissioner ﬂ./
Date: October 10, 2012

Re:  Community Development Department Monthly Report-September 2012

In the month of August the department issued 86 permits including 3 demolition permits and 4
permits for new single family homes. The department conducted 390 inspections and revenue for
the month came in at just under $115,000.

There are approximately 64 applications in house including 16 single family homes and 15
commercial alterations. There are 19 permits ready to issue at this time, plan review turnaround is
running approximately four weeks, and lead times for inspection requests are running
- approximately 3 days.

The Engineering Division has continued to work with the Building Division in order to complete
site inspections, monitor current engineering projects, support efforts to obtain additional state and
federal funding, and respond to drainage complaint calls. In total, 158 inspections were performed
for the month of September by the division. This does not include inspection and oversight of any
capital projects.

We currently have 45 vacant properties on our registry list. The department continues to pursue
owners of vacant and blighted properties to either demolish them and restore the lots or come into
compliance with the property maintenance code.



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT MONTHLY REPORT - September 2012

PERMITS THIS THIS MONTH FEES FY TO DATE |TOTAL LAST FY
MONTH | LAST YEAR ___TODATE
New Single Family 4 ' 1 S
Homes ‘ :
New Multi Family 0 1
Homes :
Residential 9 30
Addns./Alts. -
Commercial 0 -0
New
Commercial 1 7
Addns./Alts. s
Miscellaneous 33 7
Demolitions 3 0
Total Building 50 46 $ 90,085.000 $  389,360.00 $ ‘:‘.393‘;382.00,
Permits = -
Total Electrical 17} 29| § 8,766.000 $  34,827.50( $ 36,863.00
Permits ‘ e :
Total Plumbing 19 258 15,856.00] $ 55,191.00 $  77,473.00
Permits L : e e
TOTALS 86| 1001 $  114,707.00| $  479,378.50| § 507,718.00
Citations $9,404
Vacant Properties 45(
INSPECTIONS THIS | THIS MONTH
MONTH | LASTYEAR
Bldg, Elec, HVAC 142 257
Plumbing 17 37
Property Maint./Site
Mgmt. 73| 58
Engineering 158 146
TOTALS 390 498

REMARKS:
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DATE  October 18, 2012

AGENDA ORIGINATING

SECTION _ 7ZPS DEPARTMENT Administration
Chamber Request for Free Parking in CBD David C. Cook

ITEM on Saturdays During Holiday Season APPROVED Village Manager

Attached is the annual request from the Hinsdale Chamber of Commerce for free parking in the Central

Business District on Saturdays during the holiday season including November 24™ December 1, 8", 15"
and 22",

Should the Committee concur with the Chamber’s request, the following motion would be appropriate:

Motion: To recommend to the Board of Trustees approval of the Chamber of Commerce’s request for

free parking in the Central Business District on Saturdays during the holiday season from
November 24" through December 22™.

 STAEE APPROVALS

MANAGER'S
APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL ﬂ/

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




W

SHOP » DINE + DISCOVER
CHAMBER of COMMERQE

Tom Cauley Jr.; Village President and Village Board of Trustees
Village of Hinsdale

19 E. Chicago Avenue

Hinsdale, IL 60521

October 18, 2012
To: President Cauley and Village Board of Trustees,
Re: Free Parking in CBD for Holiday Season

The Hinsdale Chamber of Commerce wishes to encourage the Village Board of Trustees
to waive the parking meter fees for customers and visitors in the downtown business
district on Saturdays for the holiday season; including November 24", December 1st,
8th, 15th and 22nd, 2012.

Although monthly sales tax revenue reports from the Village of Hinsdale have continued
to improve, the Chamber believes our business community still faces many challenges
and struggles in an effort to recover from this economic recession. In an effort to support
our merchants, and to also maintain and enhance the very unique and charming character
the Village prides itself on, the Chamber believes this good will act for the holiday season
can benefit everyone.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Michael O’Brien; President
Hinsdale Chamber of Commerce



D_ATE: October 22, 2012

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER Community Development
ITEM 40 S. Clay Street — Village Children’s Academy — APPROVAL

Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Approval for the
Installation of a New Fence for a Children’s Play Area

The applicant is requesting exterior appearance and site plan review approval, to allow for the
installation of a decorative aluminum fence for a children’s play area. The sites are currently
improved with two multi-story buildings and zoned O-2, Limited Office District.

Village Children’s Academy is proposing to install approximately 45’ of new decorative aluminum
fence for the purpose of enclosing a children’s outdoor play area. The fence will be the same fence
used on the Clay Street (east) side of the building and will also be 4’-0” in height, as illustrated in the

attached documents.

At the Plan Commission meeting of October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission unanimously
recommended approval for exterior appearance and site plan approval for the installation of a new

fence for a children’s play area at 40 S. Clay.

Review Criteria

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

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

Attached are the draft findings and recommendation from the Plan Commission and the draft

ordinance.

MOTION: Move that the request be forwarded to the Board of Trustees to approve an
“Ordinance Approving Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans for Installation of an

Ornamental Aluminum Fence at 40 S. Clay.”

APPROVA@?APPROVAL APPROVAL

MANAGER’S
APPROVAL APPROVAL

v

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




DRAFT

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE APPROVING SITE PLANS AND EXTERIOR APPEARANCE PLANS
FOR INSTALLATION OF AN ORNAMENTAL ALUMINUM FENCE AT 40 S. CLAY.

WHEREAS, the Village Children's Academy (the "Applicant”) submitted
an application for site plan approval and exterior appearance review for the
installation of an ornamental aluminum fence (the "Application”) at property
located at 40 S. Clay Street, Hinsdale, llinois (the “Subject Property”); and

WHEREAS, the Subject Property is located in the O-2, Limited Office
District and is improved with a multi-story office building; and

WHEREAS, the application was considered by the Hinsdale Plan
Commission at a public meeting held on October 10,2012, and, affer
considering all of the matters related to the Application, the Plan Commission
recommended approval of the Exterior Appearance Plans on a vote of seven
(7) in favor, zero (0) against, and two (2] absent, and recommended
approval of the Site Plans on a vote of seven (7) in favor, zero (0) against, and
two (2) absent, all as set forth in the Plan Commission’s Findings and
Recommendation in this matter (“Findings and Recommendation”), a copy
of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A; and;

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees find that the Application
satisfies the standards established in Sections 11-604 and 11-606 of the
Hinsdale Zoning Code governing site plans and exterior appearance plans,
subject to the conditions stated 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
lllinois, 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 Site Plans and Exterior Appearance Plans. The
Board of Trustees, acting pursuant to the authority vested in it by the laws of
the State of llinois and Sections 11-604 and 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning
Code, approves the site plans and exterior appearance plans attached to,
and by this reference, incorporated into this Ordinance as Exhibit B (the
“Approved Plans”), subject to the conditions set forth in Section 3 of this

Ordinance.




SECTION 3: Conditions on _Approvals. The approvals granted in
Section 2 of this Ordinance are expressly subject to all of the following
conditions:

A. Compliance with Plans. All work on the Subject Property shall be
undertaken only in strict compliance with the Approved Plans
attached as Exhibit B.

B. 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 all development on, and improvement of, the
Subject Property. All such development and improvement shall
comply with all Village codes, ordinances, and regulations at all
times.

C. 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.

SECTION 4: Violation of Condition or Code. Any violation of any term or
condition stated in this Ordinance, the Original Ordinance 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 5: Severability 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
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.

SECTION é: 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 day of 2012.

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
APPROVED this day of 2012.
Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President
ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk

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

By:

Ifs:

Date: ,2012




EXHIBIT A

FINDINGS OF FACT
(ATTACHED)
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DRAFY

RE: 40 S. Clay — Village Children’s Academy - Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review

HINSDALE PLAN COMMISION

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW:  October 10, 2012
DATE OF ZONING AND PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: October 22, 2012
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION
I. FINDINGS
1. Rob Tullis, contractor and applicant on behalf of Village Children’s Academy, (the “Applicant”)
submitted an application Exterior Appearance and Site Plan Review Approval for the Installation

of a New Fence for a Children’s Play Area, to the Village of Hinsdale for the property located at
40 S. Clay (the “Subject Property”).

2. The Subject Property is zoned in the O-2, Limited Office District and improved with two multi-
story office buildings.

3. The applicant is proposing to install a new ornamental aluminum fence for a children’s play area,
which will be approximately 28’-0” x 18°-0”.

4. The proposed fence would match the appearance of the existing aluminum fence which already
exists on the Clay Street side of the building.

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

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. There are no changes
proposed to the site plan.

II. RECOMMENDATION

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, on a vote of 7 “Ayes,” 0 “Nays,” and 2 “absent”, recommends
that the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Hinsdale approve the exterior appearance and
site plans for 40 S. Clay Street.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of ,2012.




EXHIBIT B

APPROVED SITE PLAN AND EXTERIOR APPEARANCE PLAN
(ATTACHED)
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
19 East Chicago Avenue
Hinsdale, lllinois 60521-3489
630.789.7030

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

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

Applicant’s name: Vil Mz, obiiinien S AtA \B?N\\/
Owner’s name (if different): | tSS  PrepceT | E C / PMTN &/CS3
Property address: Ho S, C,l/f’r‘vl\ /
Property legal description: [attach to this form]
Present zoning classification: O- Z
Square footage of property: / @7’ 7 Z 7
Lot area per dwelling: . I
Lot dimensions: ' (\/ / / “/
Current use of property: ! /1(/’44 TS OFFret
Proposed use: O Single-family detached dwelling
J Other: ‘I\V) /ZAN/
Approval sought: O Building Permit (I Variation
0 Special Use Permit U Planned Development
O Site Plan @ Exterior Appearance

O Design Review
other: _Alumi~Num | TS

Brief description of request and proposal: ;
Tropotg T (MaTwte ALK Y Alomiuvas

CeENCE 48  INASr A TEA Y2 MA-Tes A
_éLLéT; L= Frade o le &) CLAL ST,
’ {

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

interior side(s) / Y



Provided: Required by Code:
!

corner side

rear /é
L~
Setbacks (businesses and offices):

front:
interior side(s) /
corner side ‘

rear :

others:

Ogden Ave. Center:

York Rd. Center: ]

Forest Preserve: L
Building heights:

principal building(s):

accessory building(s):
Maximum Elevations:

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

|

Dwelling unit size(s): | N
Total building coverage:
Total lot coverage:
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:

i
H

]
|
|

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 basiéﬁ%cmia%ﬂﬁocation of the Certificate of Zoning Compliance.
By: p%é‘ o=

Applicant's signature ™

/ \
lofen{ A. ] yLus

Applicant's printed name

Dated: 7 \\ \(.g , 20_'&2/
2-




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that, based on

the information included in the Plan Commission File for 40 S. Clay Street —
Village Children’s Academy — regarding Exterior Appearance in 2012 for a
Certificate of Zoning Compliance, the proposal described in this certificate
appears to comply with the standards made applicable to it by the Hinsdale

Zoning Code.

This certificate is issued to:

Village Children’s Academy

Address or description of subject property:
40 S. Clay Street, Hinsdale, 11, 60521

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

Addition of an alumirium fence for a children’s play area

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any. See Plan Commission File
for 40 S. Clay Street — Village Children’s Academy, regarding a Site Plan and

Exterior Appearance Review in 2012.

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

e The petitioner must apply for and obtain Exterior Appearance and Site

Plan Review Approval for the proposed changes.
e Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code pertaining to the Exterior

Appearance Review
e Section 11-604 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code governing Exterior

Appearance/Site Plan Review in 2009

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

Page 1 of 2



NOTE ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CAREFULLY:

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

be rescinded.

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

details.

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

Hinsdale Building Code for details.

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

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

Y /

Villamﬁﬁager
8// 720 Ix

Dated:
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

- VILLAG i
@F HHNSDALE FOUNDED IN 1873 GENER AL APPLIC ATION

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

‘ Ayl S Lo c |
Address: £/50/ GotF )2l

Name: _{/ (| AES Cudans A
Address: 40O S, C-M'\{. '
City/Zip: _tHS DALE. Cityizip:_Skotve T/ (o077
Phone/Fax: (SO %95/ GRS 2 Phone/Fax: §F7 (77 1 G100
E—Mail@wf Viean) ahusdtde 2 S8 E-Mail:

" global. Nno A

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

Name: Name:

Title: Title:

Address: ) Address:
City/Zip: City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: Phone/Fax:

E-Mail: E-Mail:

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

1) \,A

) N A

3)




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: H0 S. C——L/A\/

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

Brief description of proposed project: | S_At Aﬁ? ¥, Y S Ao
(A\,h)mfmum Cene iz 1D AT FogrS Tirl—
fj (\,M\(/ sreet  SnE o2& TR owbivls

General description or characteristics of the site: (=1 A S8 C US>

Ao~ A& A

Existing zoning and land use: O — 2—-/ O q:FU%

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: O Q/ £ ‘ South: 22 /gg
East: O 2 / g/ West: O _2—// #2(:/

Proposed zoning and land use:

Existing square footage of property: / Q 7 y 7 2 7 square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: __, Ci g square feet

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

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

Q Design Review Permit 11-605E

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

O 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:

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

Minimum Lot Area

Minimum Lot Depth

Minimum Lot Width

Building Height |
Number of Stories |

Front Yard Setback [ [\

Corner Side Yard Setback RIR=

\

-
-
J——

Interior Side Yard Setback I\
Rear Yard Setback V)
Maximum Floor Area Ratio '
(F. AR

Maximum Total Building
Coverage*

Maximum Total Lot Coverage*
Parking Requirements

— ]

Parking front yard setback

- Parking corner side yard
setback

Parking interior side yard
setback

Parking rear yard setback

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: / /L
ANA

|



CERTIFICATION

The Applicant certifies and acknowledges and agrees that:

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

knowledge. ‘
B. The applicant understands that an incomplete or nonconforming application will not be considered. In addition,

the applicant understands that the Village may require additional information prior to the consideration of this
application which may include, but is not limited to, the 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.
( 8o\ 7 .
On the D , day of > L 2 O 1/We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide it

AN
Sign@@f applicant or authoriz&u-agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent
(4

Poaar A Tol's

Name of applicant or authorized agent ame of applicant or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED AND SYDRN '
to befgre me thi day of 4
§ ' ' /' Notary Public v

4




¢  COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
-y ot w1 et BN DEPARTMENT
jiiagiiNSRiit EXTERIOR APPEARANCE AND

SITE PLAN REVIEW CRITERIA

" VILLAGE .-
OF HINSDALE FOUNDED IN 1873

Address of proposed request. D S . ¢ LAY
\
REVIEW CRITERIA

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

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

FEES for Exterior Appearance/Site Plan Review:
Standard Application: $600.00

Within 250 feet of a Single-Family Residential District: $800

Below _are the criteria that will be used by the Plan Commission, Zoning and Public Safety

Committee and Board of Trustees in reviewing Exterior Appearance Review requesis. 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. oo

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

3. General design. The quality of the design in }eneral and its relationship to the overall
4

character of neighborhood. (&0 /N ATZ Minds— .

4. General site development. The quality of the site development in terms of landscaping,

recreation, pedestrian access, auto access, parking, servicing of the pyoperty, and impact on
vehicular traffic patterns and conditions on-site and in the vicinity of the site, and the retention

A LA
AV

of trees and shrubs to the maximum extent possible.




5. Height. The height of the proposed bunld gs and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. ? /7
/ \// 1

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. A/
{ U/ /[

7. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to the height of windows shall be visually

compatible with buildings, public ways, and plages to which the building is visually related.
A llA
[ V(/ [

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 v?%uildings, public ways, and places to
which it is visually related. /]

// AN

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 gcompatible with
the buildings, public ways, and places to which it is visually related. /AU// /,{{)\

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.
(5200 / WHETLTEH7 é—’

11. Relatlonshlp 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. - S |
| [T T 7o~

12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a building shall be visu;ally compatible with the buildings to
which it is visually related. p ,
A/ // /4=

13. Walls of continuify. 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 byildings, public ways, an;i laces to which such
elements are visually related. N T —Au oo
ME T

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. A )/ A

[ T

15. Directional expression of front elevation. The buildings shall be visually compa(ible 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 nondirecti7nal character.
A Al
TR (N
71
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.

4 |
‘ /%Fﬂl (724
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 crltlcal design

elements.

1. The site plan fails to adequately meet specified standards required by the Zoning Code with
respect to the proposed use or development, including spe ial use standards where

applicable. %
U/ /
2. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way. /\ }; /} /4
Y

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

\>
I

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

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

U/
/U/ IT

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

A
ARl

.3.



7. The proposed structures or landscaping are unreasonably lacking amemty in relation to, or are
incompatible with, nearby structures and uses. 2

AL/
|"/I

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 ¢ e7§ion or preservation of open
space or for its continued maintenance. ’

N /I i\

9. The proposed site plan creates unreasonable drainage or erosion problems or fails to fully and
satisfactorily integrate the site into the overall existing aryd planned ordinance system serving

the community. NYT7 T
\V/ v

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 the7 site’s utilities into

the overall existing and planned utility system serving the Village. (]l A
i
11.The proposed site plan does not provide for required public #es designated on the Official
Map.

12. The proposed site plan otherwise adversely affects the publlf health, safety, or general
A

welfare. U /f\/
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DATE: October 22,2012

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER Community Development

ITEM Referral - Case A-26-2012 — Applicant: Village of Hinsdale

— Request: Text Amendment to Section 11-604(F)1 (Site Plan APPROVAL

Review), as it relates to the approval process.

Over the past several years Plan Commissioners, both past and present, have expressed concern and
confusion as to why the zoning code identifies the site plan process as disapproval rather than
approval. Currently as the code is written, if a Commissioner wants to recommend that a site plan be
approved for a specific proposal, they are required to vote in the negative to approve it. This process
has not only confused Commissioner’s but has prompted several of them to question staff if it could be
changed. As such, with direction from the ZPS and the Village Board, staff is prepared to work with
the Village Attorney to draft appropriate language to accomplish the suggested changes to the Village
of Hinsdale Zoning Code as it relates to site plan approval.

At the Plan Commission meeting of October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission unanimously
recommended approval for the Text Amendment to Section 11-604(F)1 (Site Plan Review), as it

relates to the approval process.

Attached are the draft findings and recommendation from the Plan Commission and the draft
ordinance.

MOTION: Move that the request be forwarded to the Board of Trustees approve an
“Ordinance Amending Article XI (“Zoning Administration and Enforcement”), Section 11-604
(“Site Plan Review”), of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it Relates to Site Plan Approvals”.

MANAGER’S
APPROVA@SAPPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL @\/
24

COMMITTEE ACTION:

BOARD ACTION:




DRI

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE XI (“ZONING ADMINISTRATION AND

ENFORCEMENT"), SECTION 11-604 (“SITE PLAN REVIEW"), OF THE HINSDALE
ZONING CODE AS IT RELATES TO SITE PLAN APPROVALS

WHEREAS, the Village of Hinsdale (the “Village”) has filed an application
pursuant to Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code for an amendment to the
text of Section 11-604(F)(1) of the Zoning Code relative to the process of site plan
approvals (the “Application”); and

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees has given preliminary consideration to the
Application pursuant to Section 11-601(D)(2) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, and has
referred the Application to the Plan Commission of the Village for consideration and
a hearing. The Application has otherwise been processed in accordance with the
Hinsdale Zoning Code, as amended; and

WHEREAS, on October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission held a public hearing
on the Application pursuant to notice thereof properly published in The Hinsdalean,
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
7 in favor, 0 against and 2 absent, all as set forth in the Plan Commission’s Findings
and Recommendation for Plan Commission Case No.A-26-2012 (“Findings and
Recommendation”), a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and made a part
hereof; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of Trustees
of the Village, at a public meeting on October 22, 2012, considered the Application
and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission and made its
recommendation to the Board of Trustees; and

WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village have duly
considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission,
recommendation of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee, the factors set forth in
Section 11-601(E) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code and all of the facts and circumstances
affecting the Application.

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

293823 1



Section 1: Incorporation. Each whereas paragraph set forth above is
incorporated by reference into this Section 1.

Section 2:  Findings. The President and Board of Trustees, after considering
the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, recommendation of the
Zoning and Public Safety Committee and other matters properly before it, adopts and
incorporates the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission as the
findings of this President and the Board of Trustees, as completely as if fully recited
herein at length. The President and Board of Trustees further find that the proposed
text amendment set forth below is demanded by and required for the public good.

Section 3: Amendment. Article XI  (Zoning  Administration  and
Enforcement), Section 11-604 (Site Plan Review), subsection (E)(5) (Procedure; Action
By Plan Commission) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code be and is hereby amended to read
in its entirety as follows:

“5.  Action By Plan Commission: Within sixty (60) days following the
conclusion of the public meeting, the plan commission shall transmit to the board of
trustees its recommendation, in the form specified in subsection 11-103H of this
article, recommending either approval ef-the-site-plan or disapproval of the site plan
based on erne-er-mere-of the standards set forth in subsection F1 of this section. In
the case of any recommendation for disapproval, suggestions as required by
subsection F2 of this section shall be provided. The failure of the plan commission to
act within sixty (60) days, or such further time to which the applicant may agree, shall
be deemed to be a recommendation for approval of the site plan as submitted.”

Section 4: Amendment. Article  XI (Zoning  Administration  and
Enforcement), Section 11-604 (Site Plan Review), subsection (F) (Standards for Site
Plan Disapproval) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code be and is hereby amended to read in
its entirety as follows:

F. Standards For Site Plan DisaApproval:

1. Standards: The board of trustees shall not disapprove, and the plan
commission shall not recommend disapproval 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 directed-to-one-ormere-of the following standards:

293823_1 2



(@) The application is ircomplete in specified particulars e—and does not
contains or reveals violations of this code or other applicable regulations that
the applicant, after written request, has failed or refused to supply or correct.

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

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

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

(e) The proposed site plan does not unreasonably destroys, damages,
detrimentally modifyies, or interferes with the enjoyment of significant natural,
topographical, or physical features of the site.

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

() The proposed site plan does not creates undue traffic congestion or
hazards in the public streets, er-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.

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

(i) The proposed structures or landscaping provide are-unreasonabley facking
amenity in relation to, or are incompatible with, nearby structures and uses.

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

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

() The proposed site plan does not places unwarranted or unreasonable
burdens on specified utility systems serving the site or area or fails to fully and

293823_1 3



satisfactorily integrate the site's utilities into the overall existing and planned
utility systems serving the village.

(m) The proposed site plan dees—not provides for required public uses
designated on the official map.

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

2. Alternative Approaches: In citing a_failure to meet any of the foregoing
standards, other than those of subsections F1(a) and F1(b) of this section, as the
basis for recommending disapproval of,_or disapproving, a site plan, the plan
commission or the board of trustees shall suggest alternate site plan approaches
that could be developed to avoid the specified deficiency or shall state the
reasons why such deficiency cannot be avoided consistent with the applicant's
objectives.”

Section 5:  Severability 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 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.

Section 6: 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.

293823_1 4



PASSED this day of 2012.

AYES:
NAYS:
ABSENT:
APPROVED this day of 2012.
Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President
ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk
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DRAFT . e

HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

RE: Case A-26-2012 — Applicant: Village of Hinsdale — Request: Text Amendment to Section 11-
604(F)1 (Site Plan Review), as it relates to the approval process.

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: October 10, 2012

DATE OF ZONING & PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: October 22, 2012
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

I. FINDINGS

1. The Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, submitted an application to Section 11-604(F)1 (Site Plan
Review), as it relates to the approval process.

2. The Plan Commission heard testimony from Village Staff regarding the proposed text amendment at
the Plan Commission meeting of October 10, 2012.

3. Commissioners have expressed concern and confusion over the past several years as to why the
zoning code identifies the site plan process as disapproval rather than approval and therefore
welcomed and supported the proposed changes.

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

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven (7) “Ayes”, zero (0) “Nays” and two (2)

“Absent” recommends to the President and Board of Trustees that the Hinsdale Zoning Code be amended
as proposed.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of ,2012.
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o A T VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
a G BB G COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
‘4“_ bt ) DEPARTMENT
CVILLAGE & - |
OF HINSDALE FOUNDED N 1673 ' GENERAL APPLICATION
I. GENERAL INFORMATION
[Applicant 1] m
Name: Village of Hinsdale Name: ,
Address: 19 E. Chicago Avenue Address:
City/Zip: Hinsdale,_ll. 60521 CltY/le
Phone/Fax; 630-789-7030 , - Phone/Fax: _ /
E-Mail: N/A E-Mail:

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

T-r.ne: Name:
Title: Title:
Address: Address:
City/Zip: City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: / Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail: E-Mail:
i R — N

-

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) Sean Gascoigne - Village Planner

2)

3)
I —— I




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: N/A (Text Amendment)

Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): - - -
Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendments to Section 11-804 as it relates to site

plan disapproval.

General description or characteristics of the site: N/A

Existing zoning and land use: N/A

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

N/A N/A

North: South:

East: N/A West: NIA

Proposed zoning and land use: N/A

N/A

Existing square footage of property: square feet

I’ Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: N/A square feet
W

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

[_Ssite Plan Disapproval 11-604 [v/IMap and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested: Section 11-604

DDesign Review Permit 11-605E

DExterior Appearance 11-606E ‘
DPlanned Development 11-603E
[ Ispecial Use Permit 11-602E

Special Use Requested: DDevelopment in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE
N/A (Text Amendment)

Address of subject property:

The following table is basedonthe _________ Zoning District.

Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area
Minimum Lot Depth
Minimum Lot Width
Building Height

Number of Stories
Front Yard Setback
Corner Side Yard Setback
Interior Side Yard Setback
Rear Yard Setback
Maximum Floor Area Ratio
(F.AR.)*
Maximum Total Building
Coverage*
Maximum Total Lot Coverage*
Parking Requirements

Parking front yard setback

Parking corner side yard
setback

Parking interior side yard
setback

Parking rear yard setback
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 frue 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 tfotal 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.

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

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

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

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

D. If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other
acceptable written statement containing the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not 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 ____Z(?:____, day of %&%____, 2917 I/We have

to abide by its conditions.

d tl;\e above certification, understand it, and agree

Signature of applicant or authorized agent ggna ure o?_applicant or authorized agent

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

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN

to aefore me this_A15T day of
5{0 | QLORANAAAS
U

CHRISTINE MBRUTON "%
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:03/30/14 ¢

AR
VAINS




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

o y
=1 N DEPARTMENT
. T s ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
’ ANENDMENT APPLICATION

VILLAGE .-

OF HINSDALE rouceon sn

Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application
Isthisa:  Map Amendment O Text Amendment @

Address of the subject property

Description of the proposed request:

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, itis 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.
Several Commissioners, both current and past, have commented on this and expressed their
desire to see this language change to clear up confusion in the code.

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.

N/A



4.

10.

1.

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

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

N/A



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

N/A

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

As stated previously, several Commissioners, both past and present, have expressed their desire to
see this language change to the affirmative. ‘

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



DATE: October 22, 2012

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER Community Development

ITEM Referral - Case A-25-2012 — Applicant: Village of Hinsdale

— Request: Text Amendment to Section 9-106(F)9 (Signs), as it APPROVAL

relates to Political Signage.

Effective January 1, 2011, the Illinois General Assembly passed Public Act 096-0904, which among
other things, effectively established that no Municipality, regardless of home rule status, may regulate
the length of time a political campaign sign is displayed on a residential property. In addition to the
restriction on the length of time, the Act also states that “reasonable restrictions” may also be placed
on size. The current allowance for political signs is four square feet. As such, staff is requesting that
the following amended language be forwarded on to the Plan Commission for review and approval for
the removal of certain language from the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Code as it relates to political
signage, as well as consideration to establish if the existing allowance of four square feet is a
reasonable restriction:

9. Political signs. Such signs shall be limited to one sign of not more than four (4) square feet in
area per lot and shall be located entirely on private property pursuant to the owner's consent.
hall be-ereeted—not-more-than-thirts N-ds hefore—the-election—and—shall- be-removed-within

1 2 1) €1
1Ly

At the Plan Commission meeting of October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission considered the proposed
language and felt it was prudent to also consider the appropriateness of the number of signs permitted
per lot and the overall size of the allowed signs. After further discussion, the Commission felt that it
was reasonable to allow one yard sign per candidate or issue, but agreed that the size was reasonable.
As such, the Commission also agreed that the allowed size for “private sale signs” should be reduced
to 4 square feet, from 6 square feet, to remain consistent with the allowed size of other temporary signs
in this section. The Plan Commission unanimously recommended approval for the Text Amendment
to Section 9-106(F)9 (Signs), as it relates to Political Signage, subject to the following changes:

¢ Removal of the language limiting duration of time.

e Amending the current requirement of one sign per lot to include “one sign per candidate or

issue”.
¢ Reduction in the allowed size for private sale signs from 6 square feet to 4 square feet.

Attached are the draft findings and recommendation from the Plan Commission and the draft
ordinance.

MOTION: Move that the request be forwarded to the Board of Trustees approve an “An
Ordinance Amending Article IX (“District Regulations of General Applicability”), Section 9-106
(“Signs”) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code as it Relates to Political Signs.
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DRAFY

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE IX (“DISTRICT REGULATIONS OF
GENERAL APPLICABILITY"), SECTION 9-106 (“SIGNS") OF THE HINSDALE
ZONING CODE AS IT RELATES TO POLITICAL AND PRIVATE SALE SIGNS

WHEREAS, the Village of Hinsdale (the “Village”) has filed an application
pursuant to Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code (“Zoning Code") for an
amendment to the text of Section 9-106(F)(9) of the Zoning Code relative to display
of political signs and related changes (the “Application”); and

WHEREAS, one purpose of the Application for proposed text amendments is
to conform Village zoning regulations to Public Act 96-904, which expressly limits the
ability of any municipality to regulate time periods during which political campaign
signs may be posted within residential areas of a Village; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees has given preliminary consideration to the
Application pursuant to Section 11-601(D)(2) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code, and has
referred the Application to the Plan Commission of the Village for consideration and
a hearing. The Application has otherwise been processed in accordance with the
Hinsdale Zoning Code, as amended; and

WHEREAS, on October 10, 2012, the Plan Commission held a public hearing
on the Application pursuant to notice thereof properly published in The Hinsdalean,
and, after considering all of the testimony and evidence presented at the public
hearing, the Plan Commission recommended approval of certain amendments to the
Village's sign regulations, by a vote of 7 in favor, 0 against and 2 absent, all as set
forth in the Plan Commission’s Findings and Recommendation for Plan Commission
Case No. A-25-2012 (“Findings and Recommendation”), a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit A and made a part hereof. The amendments include deleting the
durational limits on political signs, allowing one political sign per lot for each
candidate or issue, instead of a total of one political sign per lot, and decreasing the
maximum size of private sale signs to be consistent with the size limitation on
political signs; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning and Public Safety Committee of the Board of Trustees
of the Village, at a public meeting on October 22, 2012, considered the Application
and the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission and made its
recommendation to the Board of Trustees; and

293822 2



WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village have duly
considered the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission,
recommendation of the Zoning and Public Safety Committee, the factors set forth in
Section 11-601(E) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code and all of the facts and circumstances
affecting the Application.

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

Section 1: Incorporation. Each whereas paragraph set forth above is
incorporated by reference into this Section 1.

Section 2: Findings. The President and Board of Trustees, after considering
the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission, recommendation of the
Zoning and Public Safety Committee and other matters properly before it, adopts and
incorporates the Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission as the
findings of this President and the Board of Trustees, as completely as if fully recited
herein at length. The President and Board of Trustees further find that the proposed
text amendments set forth below are demanded by and required for the public good.

Section 3: Amendment. Article IX (District Regulations of General
Applicability), Section 9-106 (Signs), subsection (F)(9) (Signs Permitted in Any District
Without Permit of Fee; Political Signs) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code be and is hereby
amended to read in its entirety as follows:

9. Political signs. Such signs shall be limited to one sign per lot for

each candidate or issue. Signs shall beef not more than four (4) square
feet in area perot and shall be located entirely on private property

pursuant to the owner's consent—shau—be—ereeted—net—me;e—man—%hw%

-

Section 4: Amendment. Article IX (District Regulations of General
Applicability), Section 9-106 (Signs), subsection (F)(10) (Signs Permitted in Any District
Without Permit of Fee; Private Sale Signs) of the Hinsdale Zoning Code be and is
hereby amended to read in its entirety as follows:

10. Private sale signs. Such signs shall be no more than four (4)six
(6} square feet in area, shall be located entirely on the premises where
such sale is to be conducted, shall be clearly marked with the name,

293822_2 2



address, and telephone number of the person responsible for the removal
of such sign, shall be erected not more than twenty four (24) hours before
such sale, and shall be removed within twenty four (24) hours following
the conclusion of such sale. No ground sign shall be higher than four feet
(4" nor closer to any lot line than six feet (6').

Section 5:  Severability 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 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.

Section 6: 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 _____day of 2012.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this ____ day of 2012.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk

293822_2 3



EXHIBIT A
FINDINGS OF FACT AND RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLAN COMMISSION

(ATTACHED)

293822 2
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HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

RE: Case A-25-2012 - Applicant: Village of Hinsdale — Request: Text Amendment to Section 9-
106(F)9 (Signs), as it relates to Political Signage.

DATE OF PLAN COMMISSION REVIEW: October 10, 2012

DATE OF ZONING & PUBLIC SAFETY REVIEW: October 22, 2012
FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

I. FINDINGS

1. The Applicant, the Village of Hinsdale, submitted an application to Section 9-106(F)9 (Signs), as it
relates to Political Signage.

2. The Plan Commission heard testimony from Village Staff regarding the proposed text amendment at
the Plan Commission meeting of October 10, 2012.

3. Commissioners expressed concerns with the length of time the signs were able to stay up however
the Village Attorney advised the Commission that this was the area of the state statutes that the
Village could not preempt.

4. The Commission agreed that one sign per lot was slightly restrictive and that a more appropriate
standard would be one sign per candidate or issue.

5. Commissioners also discussed and agreed that while they felt 4 square feet was a reasonable size
limitation, it was advisable to reduce the allowance for “private sale signs” from 6 square feet to 4
square feet, to remain consistent with the other temporary signs permitted in this section.

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

The Village of Hinsdale Plan Commission, by a vote of seven (7) “Ayes”, zero (0) “Nays” and two (2)

“Absent” recommends to the President and Board of Trustees that the Hinsdale Zoning Code be amended
with the suggested revisions.

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of , 2012,




[ Name: Village of Hinsdale
Address: 19 E. Chicago Avenue

Cit}’/Zip: Hinsdale, Il. 60521
Phone/Fax: 830-789-7030 ,

E-Mail: N/A

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

Name:
Title:
Address:
City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail:

——

Disclosure of Village Personnel:
of the Village with an interest in the owner of record,
application, and the nature and extent of that interest)

Sean Gascoigne - Village Planner

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

GENERAL APPLICATION

[owaer 1

Name:
Address:
City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail:

(List the name, address and Village position of any officer or employee
the Applicant or the property that is the subject of this

‘______________,__.—._-—_—?-—_—_—-_——-—————\—-——'—

r————w
Name:

Title:
Address:
City/Zip:
Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail: _

— |

1)

2)

3)

M



II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: N/A (Text Amendment)

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

Brief description of proposed project: Text Amendment to Section 9-106(F)9 as it relates to

political signage.

General description or characteristics of the site:

Existing zoning and land use: "V

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: NIA 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: N/A square feet

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

Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 Map and Text Amendments 11-601E
Amendment Requested: Section 8-106

Design Review Permit 11-605E

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

Special Use Permit 11-602E

— Special Use Requested: D Development in the B;Z Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of subject property: N/A (Text Amendment)

The following table is based onthe __________ Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development

Minimum Lot Area
Minimum Lot Depth
Minimum Lot Width
Building Height

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

Parking front yard setback

Parking corner side yard
setback

Parking interior side yard
setback

Parking rear yard setback
Loading Requirements
Accessory Structure

Information
* Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

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

application despite such lack of compliance:




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 carrect 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, telephane, and cable communications lines and

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

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

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

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

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

D. If any information provided in this application changes or becomes incomplete or inapplicable for any reason
following submission of this application, the Applicants shall submit a supplemental application or other
acceptable written statement containing the new or corrected information as soon as practicable but not 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 prpvisions 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 __ _Z_L?-:____, day of _4&\e A 4:___, 2_0_1_25 I/We have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions.
7 A

Signature of applicant or authorized agent §i§nature of aﬁ:licant or authorized agent

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

-

SUBSCRIBED NéDi S‘VVVORN 20
topefore me thiscAt S\ _ day of - m
W 0 %

OFFICIAL SEAL Notary Public

[

b CHRISTINE M BRUTON Olas
3 NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLIN
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:03/30/14

GRIN




COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT . .
DEPARTMENT '

ZONING CODE TEXT AND MAP
AMENDMENT APPLICATION

OF HINSDALE rouoew iers
Must be aécompanied by completed Plan Commission Application
Isthisa: Map Amendment O Text Amendmeht @
Address of the subject property N/A
Description of the proposed request: Text Amendment to Section 9-106 as it relates to political

sighage
REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-601 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Amendments. The amendment process
established is intended to provide a means for making changes in the text of the Zoning Code and in
the zoning map that have more or less general significance or application. It is not intended to relieve
particular hardships nor to confer special privileges or rights. Rather, itis 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 required changes are a result of and in line with the changes to the state statute, limiting a
municipalities ability to regulate the length of time political sign may be erected.

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.
N/A



4.

10.

1.

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

N/A

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

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 utilities and. essential public senvices to the subject property to
accommodate the uses permitted or permissible under the present zoning classification.

N/A



. 1)

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
allow.

As stated previously, this change is in line with state statute regulations which limit a municipalities
ability to regulate the length of time a political sign may be erected.

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



DATE: October 22, 2012

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA
SECTION NUMBER

ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
Community Development

ITEM Case A-30-2012 - Applicant: Zion Lutheran Church — Request:
Major Adjustment to the approved Planned Development to allow a
Music School and Tutoring Services as Permitted Uses.

APPROVAL

On April 6™, 2004 the Village Board passed an ordinance approving a

Planned Development for Zion

Lutheran Church which included the school at 125 S. Vine. Zion Lutheran is now proposing to add two
additional uses, which would otherwise not be permitted in the IB District, and as such, is required to
obtain a Major Adjustment to the Existing Planned Development to add these additional uses. As stated in
the attached documents, the proposed uses would be to allow a tutoring service for ACT preparation 2-3
evenings a week and a music school, 4-5 evenings a week. It should be noted that during the Nurturing
Wisdom special use process, the Village became aware that these uses were already operating and the
applicant was instructed that they were not permitted and would need to apply for a major adjustment to
the Planned Development. As such, the applicant came before the Committee and Board to request these
two additional uses be permitted under their existing Planned Development. The applicant feels that they
both uses are appropriate given that both utilize a class room setting in an existing school and take place in

the evening hours opposite Nurturing Wisdom.

Pursuant to Article 11, Section 11-603(K)(2) of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Ordinance, the Board of
Trustees may grant approval of the major adjustments upon finding that the changes are within substantial
compliance with the approved final plan or if it is determined that the changes are not within substantial
compliance with the approved plan, shall refer it back to the Plan Commission for further hearing and

review. At the Zoning and Public Safety meeting of August 27, 2012,

the Committee heard a presentation

from the applicant for the Major Adjustment. While the Trustees did not express any real objections to the
request, they felt it was appropriate for the applicant to provide proper notification to the surrounding
neighbors. As such, they approved a temporary use for the two uses to remain in operation and requested
that the applicant go back to the Plan Commission to allow for the applicant to properly notify the

neighbors.

At the October 10, 2012 Plan Commission it was recommended, on a vote of 7 ayes, 0 nays and 2 absent,

to approve the major adjustment to the Planned Development at 125 S
service and a music school.

. Vine Street, to operate a tutoring

Attached are the draft findings and recommendations from the Plan Commission and the draft

ordinance.

Should the Committee and Village Board feel the request is suitable, the following motion would be

appropriate:

MOTION: Move that the Board of Trustees approve an “Ordinance Approving a Major
Adjustment to a Planned Development to Allow a Music School and Tutoring Service at 125 S. Vine

Street.”

W

' MANAGER’S (-
APPROV@@PPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL | APPROVAL %

COMMITTEE ACTION:

g
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE
ORDINANCE NO.

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

WHEREAS, a 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 to the Planned Development to allow for a music school and tutoring
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 IB Institutional Buildings Zoning District, a 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 to the Plan Commission so that nearby residents of the
Subject Property could be notified 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 meeting at which the Application was discussed. No

residents were present to comment on the Application or Proposed Uses, and one
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commented through a written submission. Following presentations and discussion,
the Plan Commission recommended approval of the Application on a vote of 7 ayes,
0 nays, and 2 absent. The Findings and Recommendation of the Plan Commission are
attached 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 Illinois, as follows:

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

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 Illinois and pursuant to 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 to 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 section,
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.

295400_1 2



SECTION 5: 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 day of 2012.
AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

APPROVED this day of 2012.

Thomas K. Cauley, Jr., Village President

ATTEST:

Christine M. Bruton, Village Clerk

295400_1 3



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, ILLINOIS

295400 _1



EXHIBIT B

FINDINGS OF FACT
(ATTACHED)
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DRAFY

HINSDALE PLAN COMMISION

Re: Case A-30-2012 - Zion Lutheran Church — 125 S. Vine Street - Request: Major
Adjustment to a Planned Development to Allow a Music School and Tutoring
Service at 125 S. Vine Street

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

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATION

I. 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.

5. Certain Commissioners expressed concerns with the residential homes being part of the
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 were a good fit for the location and
indicated they didn’t see any need to restrict the time, day or hours 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 is 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 for a

Major Adjustment to a Planned Development to Allow a Music School and Tutoring Service at
125 S. Vine Street

THE HINSDALE PLAN COMMISSION

By:

Chairman

Dated this day of , 2012.




e MAJOR ADJUSTMENT TO PLANNED
s R R DEVELOPMENT
C VILLAGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

@F HENSDA&E FOUNDED IN [473 DEPARTMENT

*Must be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application
Zion  Lurig 24l e .9 Seipd b
Address of proposed request. __ [25 5. ying  Him3ok€ | L PR
Ao NBn WSeS —3 1) Musie ﬁoﬁva(m‘\‘i}
Aron uses B INLupt 5) Tuion, (39

PropoSed Planned Development request:

Amendment to Adopting Ordinance Number: 02 ppl/ - 15

REVIEW CRITERIA:
Paragraph 11-603K2 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Major Adjustments to a Final Planned

Development that are under construction and Subsection 11-603L regulates Amendments to Final
Plan Developments Following Completion of Development and refers to Subsection 11-803K. Any
adjustment to the Final Plan not authorized by Paragraph 11-603K1 shall be considered to be a Major
Adjustment and shall be granted only upon application to, and approval by, the Board of Trustees.
The Board of Trustees may, be ordinance duly adopted, grant approval for a Major Adjustment
without a hearing upon finding that any changes in the Final Plans as approved will be in substantial
conformity with said Final Plan. If the Board of Trustees determines that a Major Adjustment is not in
substantial conformity with the Final Plan as approved, then the Board of Trustees shall refer the

request to the Plan Commission for further hearing and review.

1. Explain how the proposed major adjustment will be in substantial conformity with said plan.
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

VEMAGE o
OF HINSDALE . GENERAL APPLICATION

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

L Applicant

Name: ﬁ%{'ﬂ" R sow £ 1 » | Name:Zlo Vv H’J« |
Address: 70| N. Yogk Reor Address: 20t 5. 45@9“’7 /IZS S YiIne
; Cot uc LY e
City/Zip: _thinsoais . 1L lp 6572 City/Zip: _H)Mﬁ-’)A'L?. L oS
Phone/Fax: %9 /l‘f7éf QL“Q Phone/Fax: (20 - 9;7,!%/ v"’%Z"f
B-Mail: _KeUe Kesm Langon Aactieg.
)

E-Mail: o lloecT. Z\M 194992 4 me.
Fol° Zio isclale . el

Engine B

N

thr, if y,

involved i in the pro;ect (L. e. Archltect Attorney,

Name: Kﬁm'\ . L2 4po ame:

Title: & Ao iTe Title:

Address: $47 Ayye . Address:

City/Zip: ’ City/Zip:

Phone/Fax: :0%67 /2{7(& 'Q i’l l g Phone/Fax: /
E-Mail: E-Mail;

M W—-__—J
Disls of lagePersonnel (Llst the name address and Vlllage posmon of any officer or employee o

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)
3)




II. SITE INFORMATION

Address of subject property: _ 125 9. VINE | Hinsphz / s vka) 10 5 .CeanT
6a 12 o B0k (cuein)

.Property identification number (P.I.N. or tax number): 4 - 12 . 110 . po7
04 122 WP oy

Brief description of proposed project: o9 2 _Ue oIS
WS B-Y Lipxyss RoolS For ol oo NG WSES

- Te
]Gj M!Iﬁé HEMoOL TRALUNC paip  InSTRAMENTS Y MoST Houes tMM%mo
AF—T&( p_;(,,m,m, Hov2s — Sestions Ao B-5 STUdents BAcH 'l]-'> T
‘ ;. Ak ete, Spme classes -(v

Preface u.)\.l S nimpbes |0 «;,mzie,& s Lol beSavdler (o2
General description or characteristics of the site 2-2 psys 4 WEZE 0 g2

Boermza  Zion awnaen schosl  Buiuh (0 ¢ Liasseoos,

Existing zoning and land use: I®

-~

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:

North: D»t 5 v PRAACZ.
DEEA L West: E"’\q, S rYLCE ?M‘W

South: | #>, | N4TITWN oAt Bulily,

East; -l ,.

Proposed zoning and land use: _Sdin e

Existing square footage of property: _| ol ) g49 square feet

Existing square footage of all buildings on the property: Lf 7; 770 square feet

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

standards for each approval requested: N 568 b PuD L\s%
[ Site Plan Disapproval 11-604 ﬁ ‘Map and Text Amendments 11-607TE
Amendment Requested: 4
@ Design Review Permit 11-605E Moie S ( §294)
Tudpa i ( g2449

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

d Special Use Permit 11-602E

Special Use Requested: (3 Development in the B-2 Central Business

District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

RS S.VINE 5T (stto)

Address of subject property:

Information

The following table is based on the __| 2 Zoning District.
Minimum Code Proposed/Existing
Requirements Development
Minimum Lot Area 2>0, eoa # (o}, g444
Minimum Lot Depth Qsa 2%D.5°
Minimum Lot Width 2o’ g2sv’
Building Height Yo' o’
' Number of Stories 2 2
Front Yard Setback 25’ Exisy 28
Corner Side Yard Setback 25’ Bxsr 2o’
Interior Side Yard Setback s’ £518) T4’
Rear Yard Setback 2s" ExisT 28 7 :2:4
Maximum Floor Area Ratio Te GRAT .
(F.AR.)* 55 44
Maximum Total Building v/ oy LoT — ‘e, 341 (25%>
Coverage* - P pvp  BXWT covzt — 25 638
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* N/p Exigr 33, S"?‘] v ( 233
Parking Requirements CHVEH SO
CHALD o0 TRl ]
Sciwoll ~ 3
Rza'p Tomwm C Lo | ¢
Parking front yard setback 55’
Parking corner side yard o ;
setback %5 o
Parking interior side yard r 1
setback ° ! 025 b
Parking rear yard setback 25’ 24’
Loading Requirements 1 i
Accessory Structure " AcANES
o ! /ﬂ Seée ﬂ‘gm‘& *«Sﬁé\,ﬂb‘ﬁuﬁd

*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Wpor€.

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:

THE 20 Oheis

NOT™ I LordPlidNeg,  Ars  Ex shelg

SR AUNES & I3 ANDO ConnNdl B2 Codoiés)
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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 \ C , day of _A‘\A‘@Lw’( ,2.012_, IIWe have read the above certification, understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions! '

X o nPe—— Ko Laer
Signatura of apd{jsﬂwt 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 . ) o =
§32$§=Ek, 2O\ \\)\x‘x\\Q&\\ S SIS ;
Notary Public "OFFICIAL SEAL
Vicki A. Pisrson
4 Notary Publ, State of inois
by Cormésaion Expies Jan. 24, 2013
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DATE: Qctober 22, 2012

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT
SECTION NUMBER Community Development

ITEM Case A-34-2012 — Applicant: Adventist Hinsdale Hospital —

Request: Major Adjustment to the approved Planned Development. APPROVAL

In 2010, the Village Board passed an ordinance approving a Major Adjustment to a Planned Development

for Adventist Hinsdale Hospital at 120 N. Oak Street. The applicant is now seeking a major adjustment to

the Planned Development to construct a permanent surface parking lot at the northwest corner of Hillgrove
Avenue and County Line Road, and also to install a decorative gate at the old hospital entrance along Oak

Street.

As part of the 2010 approval, the hospital constructed a temporary parking lot at the northwest corner of
Hillgrove Avenue and County Line Road, to accommodate construction vehicles. After the construction
was completed, the hospital continued to utilize the parking lot for hospital employees that were originally
parking at the Hinsdale Seventh Day Adventist Church and Oak Street parking garage. The applicant has
indicated that employees that were parking in these locations will no longer be able to do so and as such
are requesting approval of a major adjustment to convert this property into a permanent parking lot for
employees only. As a condition of the Major Adjustment, the applicant would also be requesting two
waivers to allow the parking lot to maintain a 10°-0” corner side yard setback along Hillgrove and a 25°-0”
front yard setback along County Line. Both in lieu of the required 35°-0 setbacks. All documents have
been attached for your reference. Besides the parking lot request, the applicant is also proposing to install
a decorative gate at the old hospital entrance along Oak Street. The highest point of the gate would be 5°-
57 tall as illustrated in the attached documents.

Due to the nature of the request, a major adjustment to a Planned Development goes directly to the Village
Board for action. The applicant has stated they feel that the requested changes are in substantial
conformity with the approved Planned Development since the proposed uses and conditions are very
similar to those that currently exist.

Pursuant to Article 11, Section 11-603(K)(2) of the Village of Hinsdale Zoning Ordinance, the Board of
Trustees may grant approval of the major adjustments upon finding that the changes are within substantial
compliance with the approved final plan or if it is determined that the changes are not within substantial
compliance with the approved plan, shall refer it back to the Plan Commission for further hearing and
review. Staff believes that the changes are in substantial conformity with the approved plans and
recommends approval to the Village Board.

MOTION: Move that the Board of Trustees approve an “Ordinance Approving a Major
Adjustment to a Planned Development for a New Surface Parking Lot and Entrance Gate at 120 N.

__Oak Street — Adventist Hinsdale Hospital.”

iy MANAGER’S ,
APPROVAK_ >~ ) APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL APPROVAL
COMMITTEE ACTION: v

BOARD ACTION:




VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Subject to the statements below, the Village has determined that, based
on the information included in Application # A-34-2012 for a Certificate
of Zoning Compliance, the proposal described in this certificate appears
to comply with the standards made applicable to it by the Hinsdale
Zoning Code.

This certificate is issued to:

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital

Address or description of subject property:
120 N. Oak Street, Hinsdale Illinois 60521

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

New Surface Parking Lot at NW Corner of Hillgrove Avenue and
County Line Road and an Entry Gate along Oak Street

Plans reviewed, if any: See attached plans, if any. — See Case A-34-2012
— Special Use Permit

Conditions of approval of this certificate:

e The petitioner must apply for and obtain a major adjustment to
the Planned Development, including any necessary waivers.

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

~...e—Subsection-11-602E pertaining to Standards for Special Use - .. ... .

permits as found in the Zoning Code;
e Subsection 11-603E pertaining to Standards for planned

developments

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



NOTE ALL OF THE FOLLOWING CAREFULLY:

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

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

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

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

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

rights whatsoever.

Village Manager
©
Dated: ///7 20/ v
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VILLAGE OF HINSDALR
CO&'}MU NITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTRENT

GENERAL APPLICATION

| Applicant

Owner

Name:, A‘dvenh‘sf Hinsdale Hospital

Name: _Adventist: Hinsdale Hospital

: Addregs* 120 N Qak St

City/Zip: Hmsdale, 1L 60521

- Phone/Fax: (630) 856-8308 . /__;

E-Mail: Tim.W}‘;qhmn@ahsfs.'.orq

Nt

Address: 120 N, ‘Oak St _
City/Zip: Hinsdale, TL 60521

| Phone/Fax: 56302 6—8308 /-
| E-Mail: . _»_’ _

Others, if any, involved in the praject (Le. Architect, Attorney, Eugine er)

Narne: John J. George

Title: Attorney

| Addréss: 20 S. Clark St., Suite 400

City/Zip: __Chicago,. 1L 60603

Phone/Fax: _(312) 726-8797 / 726~8819

E-Mail: _jgéorge@dalevgeorde.com

| Narte: -’AndtersdnuMﬁfkvés Architects, Lid,
- Titlo: Architect -
; Address: 17 W. 110 22d St... Suite 200

- 1 Disclosure of Vlllage Personnel (Lxst the namwaddress and Vll]age posmon of -any officer or employee
of the Village with an interest in‘the owner of record, the Apphcant or the property that isthe subject ofthis

|| application, and the-nature and extent of that interest)

) N_ot‘ gpplicable..

7).

3




(L SIPL IRFORMATION

Address of subject property: 120 N. Osk St.

| 9=0T-417-001
Property identification number (P.L.N. or tax number): 09 - 01 - 417 - 003 88"8%:3%288%

Brief description of proposed project: proposed emloyee parking Tot on Hillgrove Ave. Proposed gates

along old hospital entrance on Oak St.

General description or characteristics of the site: Hospital and supperting buildings including parking

structures.

Existing zoning and land use: HS District

Surrounding zoning and existing land uses:
single family residences,

North: R-4, 1B~ religious butldings . C South: Burlington Northern Railroad.
‘ Weltness House, : . - o
East R-4. 0S. HS- Pierce Park West: 1B, 0S, R4 ~ single family residences

Proposed zoning and land use: _HS District

Existing square footage of property: 592,892 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 Pian Disapproval 11-604 [ map and Text Amendments 11-601E
- Amendment Requested:

DDesign Review Permit 11-605E

DExterior Appearance 11-606E Major Adjustment to
4 PIa’nn‘ed Development 11-603E
DSpeciaI Use Permit 11-602E
Special Use Requested: L - DDevelopment in the B-2 Central Business -
R _ District Questionnaire




TABLE OF COMPLIANCE

Address of proposed request: __120 N. Oak St.

The following table is based on the _HS

Zoning District.

Minimum Code
Requirements

Proposed/Existing
Development

Minimum Lot Area 40,000 592,852 (existing)
Minimum Lot Depth 125 N/A existing
Minimum Lot Width 100 N/A existing
Building Height 70 N/A existing
Number of Stories 5 N/A existing
Front Yard Setback 35 N/A existing
Corner Side Yard Setback 35 N/A existing
Interior Side Yard Setback 10 N/A existing
Rear Yard Setback 25 N/A existing
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 1.6 N/A existing
(F.AR)
Maximum Total Building N/A existing
Coverage* ~
Maximum Total Lot Coverage* 9.66 acres, 71%
Parking Requirements 1074 1995
' (including new parking Tot)
" Parking front yard setback 35" op
Parking corner side yard 35 1o
setback
Parking interior side yard 10° N/A
setback
Parking rear yard setback 25' “N/A
Loading Requirements 5 bays "6 have
Accessory Structure °
N/A N/A

Information

~*Must provide actual square footage number and percentage.

Where any lack of compliance is shown, state the reason and explain the Village's authority, if any, to 2 approve the

apphcatlon despite such lack of compliance:

Waiver requested for front vard setback and corper side vard setback. Front vard se‘cback

from 35" to-25' and corner side yard setback from 35° to 10°.




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 ¢r 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 foliowing 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 pedsstrian 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 détention. facilities and
all existing and proposed water, sewer, gas, electric, telephone, and cable communications lines and
easements and all other utility facilities. '

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

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, o
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 supplemerital dpplication or other
acceptable written statement containing the new of corfected 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; k
IF THE ACCOUNT IS NOT SETTLED WITHIN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THE MAILING OF A DEMAND FOR

- PAYMENT,

onthe [ 3 ,dayof _ O¢& F-o bt 2 © LK, IMWe have read the above certification; understand it, and agree
to abide by its conditions. .

'

Signature of appiiedht or authorized agent Signature of applicant or authorized agent
Ty R Wocl e
Narne of applicant or authorized agent. Name of applicant or authorized agent
SUBSCRIBED AND ORN : "
to before me this day of OFNFICEIA!é RSOEI?E-RICK
> NOTARY:PYBLIC,ISTATE OF ILLINOIS
~ MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 5-26:2013




Address of proposed request: 120 N. Oak St.

REVIEW CRITERIA

Section 11-606 of the Hinsdale Zoning Code regulates Exterior appearance review. The exterior appearance
review process is intended to protect, preserve, and enhance the character and architectural heritage and
quality of the Village, to protect, preserve, and enhance property values, and to promote the health, safety, and
welfare of the Village and its residents. Please note that Subsection Standards for building permits refers to
Subsection 11-60SE Standards and considerations for design permit review.

«++PLEASE NOTE*** If this is a non-residential property within 250 feet of a single-family
residential district, additional notification requirements are nccessary. 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 s’pace's

between street and facades. , ‘
lLandscaping, sidewalks, site 1ighting and signage are provided for Village requirements. .

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

structures.
Materials used will complement existing surrounding materials.

3. General design. The quality of the design in general and its refationship to the overall
character of neighborhood.
The design s in keeping and 1s developed from the existing character of Adventist Hinsdale
Hospital and the community.




. 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.

Landscaping camlies with Village requirements. Access and traffic patterns will remain the same.

. Height. The height of the proposed buildings and structures shall be visually compatible with
adjacent buildings. ) :
No buildings are proposed. The gates along Oak Strect are attached to pillars 5 feet 5 inches high.

. 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.

No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

. Proportion of openings. The relationship of the width to the height of windows shall be visuéltyv

compatible with buildings, Rubljc ways, and places to which the building is visually related.
No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

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

No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

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

No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

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.

No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

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

fagade shall be visually compatible with the predominant materials to be used in the buildings
and structures to which it is visually related.

No buildings are proposed. A1l improverments are compatible with the existing buildings.



12. Roof shapes. The roof shape of a bu;ldmg shall be visually compatlble with the buildings to
which it is visually related.

No buildings are proposed. A1l irprovenents are compatible with the existing buildings.

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 bul!dmgs public ways, and places to which such
elements are visually related.

No buildings are proposed. A1l improvements are compatible with the existing: bui ‘Td;mgs,

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.

No buildings are proposed. All improverents are compatible with the existing buﬂdmgs

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

No buildings are proposed. A1l inprovements are compatible with the existing buiidings.

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

ATl improvements are compatible with the existing buildings.

,l,:"“‘!‘r-n’v;w. Teste e C en e
PR M i b A e T “:} g " [SAVERENNS ]

Below are the criteria that wnll be used by the Plan Commission and Board of Trustees in
determining is the application does not meet the requirements for Site Pian 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 focation in a particular district are capable of adversely affecting the
purposes for which this code was enacted unless careful consideration is. given to critical deésign
elements.



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

The site plan meets all standards required by the Zoning Code.

. The proposed site plan interferes with easements and rights-of-way.
We do not anticipate interference with easements or rights of way.

. The proposed site plan unreasonably destroys, damages, detrimentally modifies, or interferes

with the enjoyment of significant natural, topographical, or physical features of the site.
The proposed parking lot will have no mpact on the enJoymnt of the physical features of the
site. Additional landscaping of the Hillgrove site shall improve enjoyment of the site.

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

The proposed parking lot is in no way detrimental or injurious to the use and enjoyment . of
surrounding property. Nor are the gates on Oak Street detrimental to the use / enjoyment. of
surrounding property.

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

Site circulation is similar to the existing pattern.

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

Landscaping is provided per Village requirements.

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

The proposed gates and parking Tot are consistent with existing architecture and Tandscaping and
at an appropriate scale.

. 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.

Open space is maintained and preserved. No buildings are proposed.

. The proposed site plan creates unreasonable drainage or erosion problems ér fails to fully and
satisfactorily integrate the site into the overall existing and planned ordlnance system serving
the community. ‘

The drainage plan meets the Village requirements.



10. The proposed site plan places unwarranted or unreasonable burdens on'spe,ciﬁed 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.

Applicant is not proposing any buildings and will not place any unwarranted or unreasonable
burdens on utiiity systems serving the area.

11.The proposed site plan does not provide for required public uses designated on thé Official
Map. :
Enq;ﬁ)oyee parking and hospital uses are in keeping with the existing zoning and planned development

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

The development serves the hospital's employees and the healthcare needs of the comunity.

i
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MAJOR ADJUSTMENT TQ PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

*Must‘be accompanied by completed Plan Commission Application

Address of proposed request: 120-N. Oak St.
Proposed Planned Development request: Proposed empleyee parking '101: and drive’way,kgates'
Amendment to Adopting Ordinance Number: 02001-46, 02010-07, 02010-08

REVIEW CRITERIA:

Paragraph 11-603K2 of the Hinsdale Zonmg Code regulates Major Adjustments to a Final Planned1 ’
Development that are under construction and Subsection 11-603L regulates Amendments to Final |-
Plan Developments Following Completion of Development and refers to Subsection 11-603K. Any
adjustment to the Final Plan not authorized by Paragraph 11-603K1 shall be considered to be a Major.
Adjustment and shall be granted only upon application to, and approval by, the Board of Trustees

The Board of Trustees may, be ordinance duly adopted, grant approval for a Major Adjustment
without a hearing upon finding that-any changes in the Final Plans as -approved will be in substantial |
conformity with said Final Plan. If the Board of Trustees determines that a Major Adjustment is not iri |

substantial conformity with the Final Plan as approved, then the Board of Trustees shall refer the' T

request to the Plan Commission for further hearxng and review.

1. Explain how-the proposed major adjustment will be in substantial conformity with said plan.

Please sée attached.




MAJOR ADJUSTMENT TO PLANNED DEVELOPMENT

Applicant, Adventist Hinsdale Hospital, proposes a major adjustment to its Final
Planned Development (Ordinance Numbers 02001-46, 02010-07, and 02010-08) in .
order to accommodate two changes on its campus:

1. Applicant proposes to use the vacant property on Hillgrove Avenue for an
employee parking lot for forty-six (46) cars with a key-card access gate. This particular
vacant lot formerly contained Highland Hall and Parkview. In conjunction with
construction of the hospital addition these two buildings were demolished and this area
was used for staging of construction traffic. At that time Applicant improved the vacant
Jot with in accordance with all Village Codes for a temporary parking lot in order to
allow use of the property while construction was occurring.

Since the completion of the hospital addition Applicant has tried to provide a
better patient experience for its patients and visitors. In order to improve the experience
for its guests, Applicant moved employees out of the parking garage attached to the
hospital and across Oak Street to what is now used as an employee parking garage (the
“East Garage”). While this move has created space in the patient and visitor garage, this
relocation of employees to the East Garage has resulted in the need for additional
employee parking. The Hospital has attempted to use the Hinsdale Seventh-Day
Adventist Church parking lot for additional employee parking but because the Church
increasingly needs its parking lot for various events it has become difficult to rely on this
for hospital employees.

The proposed use of the vacant property on Hillgrove Avenue f01 an employee
parking lot is in substantial conformity with the Final Plan in that it does not require any
new structures, new uses. Waivers from the Zoning Code are requested for the Front
Yard Setback from the required 35 feet to proposed 25 feet and the Corner Side Yard
Setback from the required 35 feet to a proposed 10 feet. The proposed employee. parking
Iot is in keeping with the uses at the hospital and will not create additional traffic (see
Traffic Report submitted in conjunction with this application) or any other type of
negative impact on the surrounding neighborhood. The proposed employee parking lot
will be constructed to comply with all Village Codes. Further, because the scope of the
overall Final Plan is far larger, allowing for the hospital and multi-level parking garages,
when considered accordingly the proposed employee parking lot is in substantlal ’
conformity with the Final Plan.

2. Applicant proposes erecting a driveway gate on Oak Street at the old hospital
entrance. The proposed driveway gate is in substantial conformity with the Final Plan in
that it does not require any new structures, new uses, or waivers from the Zoning Code.
The proposed driveway gate will not create any negative impact on the surrounding
neighborhood. The design of the driveway gate is in keeping with the character of and
will complement the existing surrounding materials used for the Hospital.



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

VILLAGE OF HINSDALE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

19 East Chicago Avenue

Hinsdale, lilinois 60521-3489

630.789.7030

Application for Certificate of Zoning Compliance

Applicant’s name:

Owner’s hame (if different):

Property add
Property lega

Present zonin

'ess:

If you think certain
If you need additional

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital

120 N. Oak St.

I description: [attach to this-form]
g classification: HS, Health Services District

Square footage of property: 592,852 s f.

Lot area per g
Lot dimensio

Current use o

Proposed use:

Approval sou

Brief descript

Proposed employ

welling:
ns:
f property:

ght:

N/A

X

Hospital

[]Single-family detached dwelling

[/]Other:  Employee Parking Lot

[ Building Permit (] Variation _

[] Special Use Permit . [JPlanned Development - -
[C]Site Plan [ Exterior Appearance -

[C] Design Review v ,

10ther:  Major Adjustment to Planned Development -

ion of request and proposal:

ee parking lot for 46 cars and a drivéway entrance gate on Oak Street

Plans & Spec

Yards:

front:
interior sid

fications:

e(s)

[submit with this form]

Provided: Required by Code:
B 3%
N/A / 10/



Provided: Réq‘uired’b'y Code:

corner side : 0 35
rear _N/A : 25
Setbacks (businesses and offices):

- front: N/A N/A
interior side(s) N/A [ N/A /
corner side N/A : N/A-
rear NA N/A
others: N/A N/A
Ogden Ave. Center: NA N/A
York Rd. Center: N/A N/A
Forest Preserve: N/A N/A

Building heights: |
7ip'rmcfip'albuilpding(_s'):' ~ N/A (existing) 70'

-~ accessory building(s):  NA WA
" ‘Maximum Elevations: |
‘principal building(s):  _N/A (existing) -~ N/A
“accessory building(s):  _N/A (existing) N/A
Dwelling unit'size(s): N/A - NA
Total building coverage:  _N/A (existing) N/A
Total lot coverage: 9.66 acres, 71% (existing) .
Floor area ratio: N/A (existing) 1.6

Accessory building(s): NA
Spacing between buildings:[depict on attached plans]

principal building(s):  N/A

ory building(s): | NA _ —
g spaces required: _1074 (overall hospital)
s required: 5Dbays _ (overall hospital)

fq,‘rfn‘ation provided in this form is true and Comp/ét‘e.: I
sfon of applicable or relevant information from this form could
vocation of the Certificate of Zohing Compliance. -

griature
/ U R (f./; Ciéf/%"“ﬂ
Applicant's printed name

(D)5 120_[ 2
2.
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Keamnig, Lindgran, OHara, Ab:nnna, Inc. ﬁ ‘.

9575 West Higgins Road, Suite 400 | Rosemont, [llinois 60018
p: 847-518-9990 | I: 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, Illinois. 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. 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 Consultants



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 area primary consists of single family homes with Pierce Park located
east 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.

Walnut 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
(east, 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
east 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.
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Existing Roadway Characteristics
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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 lot 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

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 A.M.
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. 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.
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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 1
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.to 9 AM) (3P.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 left-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 Walnut 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

Movement Peak Period  Peak Period Evening

(6to9 AM.) (3to6P.M.) Peak Periods
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 Oak 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
few years. It is important to note that the proposed parking lot will have 35 percent less parking
spaces than the temporary parking lot.

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

limited.

Egl’)l“lfl\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 7.2 D 48.5
Oak Street Bridge (Southbound)? D 45.9 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 control.
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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. It is 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 lane 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.

J Northbound County Line Road North of Walnut Street. 1t is projected that the parking lot
will generate approximately two outbound trips during the morning 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 one 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 Walnut west of County Line Road. It is projected that the parking lot
will generate approximately two outbound trips during the morning 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
peak 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

COMPARSION OF OUTBOUND 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. to 9:00 A.M.)
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 4.8% 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 approximately 35 percent less spaces
than the temporary parking lot.

o 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.

o 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.

J 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 Employee Parking Lot October 16 2012 Ira gug
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Appendix



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
at all. -
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. >20-35
D Congestion is more noticeable, with longer delays resulting from
combinations of unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, or >135 .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. > 5580
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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MICHAEL DALEY
JOHN J. GEORGE

CHRIS A. LEACH
RICHARD A. TOTH
KATHLEEN A. DUNCAN
ADAM J. PENKHUS

Re:

LAwW OFFICES

DALEY AND GEORGE, LTD.
Two FIRST NATIONAL PLAZA
SUITE 400
20 SouTH CLARK STREET
CHICAGO, [LLINOIS 60603-1835

October 16, 2012

Adventist Hinsdale Hospital
120 North Oak Street, Hinsdale, Illinois

TELEPHONE
(312) 726-8797

FACSIMILE
(312) 726-8819

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please be advised that Adventist Hinsdale Hospital filed an application for Major Adjustment to
Planned Development with the Village of Hinsdale to allow for the establishment of an employee
parking lot at the corner of Hillgrove Avenue and County Line Road and a driveway gate at the

old hospital entrance on Oak Street.

This application is scheduled to be considered by the Hinsdale Zoning and Public Safety
Committee on Monday, October 22, 2012 at 7:30 p.m. in the Memorial Building, 19 East

Chicago Avenue, Hinsdale, Illinois.

The subject property is commonly known as Adventist Hinsdale Hospital and is located at 120
N. Oak St. The entire subject property is legally described as follows:

LOTS 1 TO 7 INCLUSIVE IN BLOCK 8 IN ALFRED WALKERS ADDITION TO THE
TOWN OF HINSDALE IN THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 38
NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN DU PAGE

COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

ALSO

LOTS 1 TO 19 INCLUSIVE, TOGETHER WITH ALL OF THE VACATED STREETS AND
ALLEYS BETWEEN AND ADJOINING SAID LOTS IN KIMBALL HEIR’S
SUBDIVISION OF LOTS 1, 2, 3,4 AND 5 OF BLOCK 9 IN ALFRED WALKER’S
ADDITION TO HINSDALE IN THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTION 1,
TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 11 EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN

DU PAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

- Tam the attorney for Adventist Hinsdale Hospital. "My address’is 20°S. Clark Street, Suite 400,

Chicago, Illinois, 60603. If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.
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{

f /
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Johii J+Géotge

\ﬂery‘t uly{( yours,



Adventlst @ S
Midwest Health

AMember of Adventist Health System

Apne Herman

Adventist Midwest Health
Department of Corporate Compliance
15 Spinning Wheel Road; Suite 118
Hinsdale, IL, 60521

June 17, 2009

Du Page County-Supervisor of Assessments

Du Page Center

421 North County Farm Road

Wheaton, IL, 60187

Dear Sirs:

Attached is a completed Certificate of Status of Exempt Property for the following PINS:
e 09-01-208-004

09-01-417-003

'09-01-417-001 .

09-01-417-002

09-01-416-001 (partial) v~

If you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Anne Herman
Compliance Officer

Adventist Midwest Health
(630) 856-4572

15 Spinning Wheel Road, Suite 118 - Hinsdale, llinois 60521 - www.keepingyouweil.com
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CERTIFICATE OF STATUS OF TOTAL EXEMPT PROPERTY

In accordance with 35ILCS 200/15-10 through 15-20, we submit herewith this statement of status, As title holder
and/or owner of the beneficial interest of the parcel(s) described below, we hereby declare that as of January 1, 2009 , there
has been no change in the ownership or use of said parcel(s) since the time it was granted exemption, except as noted.

HINSDALE HOSPITAL
ACWRUGINIS»ELH CRECK . PROP

907 M ELM .STe. #1090
HINSDALE, IL - 60321

09*01*298“00.#.‘. 09—01=417+001  09-01-417-002
09+-D1+417-003 - ECUEN

PARTIAL EXEMPTION: 09-01-416-001

Statute requires the title holder of exempt property to notify the Supervisor of Assessments if any portion of an
exempt parcel(s) is leased, loaned or otherwise made available for profit. Failure to do so may result in the parcel being

assessed.

Nature of change in use, if any @

Signed by: O(M ql. N(/'/’VW Address 15 ;%mnw&)ﬁa/ {774// of/f’ . //
rae: O 2 el andl Arvief M/M? thhsdale 1) (o)
Date OQ - / 7 ’ﬂﬁ ! Telephone No., [/30 : fié’ L;[ 5 7>

Signeqd and sworn to before me on 0 ;
V’LVQ (ﬁ 3y &mq v ‘ ”-‘ n R' N

- i OmssciEoRsoua

FOR MOST EXEMPTIONS, 35 ILCS 200/15-10 REQUIRBS BRI ERE e

THIS CERTIFICATE OF STATUS. Wefeee. O OF
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