NAPERVILLE PLAN COMMISSION
COUNCIL CHAMBERS — MUNICIPAL CENTER
FINAL AGENDA
01/19/2011 - 7:00 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER:
A. Roll Call
B. Approve Minutes

Approve the minutes from the January 5, 2011 Plan Commission
meeting.

Old Business

PC Case # 10-1-144 Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions
Petitioner: City of Naperville
Location: N/A

Request: Recommend approval of the revised Historic Preservation
Ordinance as proposed.

Public Hearings

PC Case # 10-1-138 Naperville United Methodist Church
Petitioner: Naperville United Methodist Church, 2690 Bonita Court,
Lisle, IL 60532

Location: Located on the north side of Diehl Road, adjacent to the
[llinois Prairie Path

Request: Conduct the public hearing.

Official Notice: Published in the Naperville Sun on January 3, 2011.
PC Case # 10-1-151 MIJK Retail Development

Petitioner: Jeffery Silverman with MJK Real Estate Holding
Company, LLC, 790 Estate Drive Suite 100, Deerfield, IL 60016
Location: 2856 S. Route 59 (between Cantore Road and 95th Street)

Request: Conduct the public hearing.



AGENDA
NAPERVILLE PLAN COMMISSION
01/19/2011 - 7:00 p.m. - COUNCIL CHAMBERS
Page 2

Official Notice: Published in the Naperville Sun on January 4, 2011.

E. Reports and Recommendations
F. Correspondence
1. November 16, 2011 Plan Commission meeting cancelled.
G. New Business
H. Adjournment

Any individual with a disability requesting a reasonable accommodation in order to
participate in a public meeting should contact the Accessibility Coordinator at least
48 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting. The Accessibility Coordinator can be
reached in person at 400 S. Eagle Street, Naperville, IL., via telephone at 630-420-
6725 or 630-305-5205 (TDD) or via e-mail at manningm@naperville.il.us. Every
effort will be made to allow for meeting participation.



mailto:manningm@naperville.il.us

Call to Order
A. Roll Call

Present:

Absent:

Student Members:
Staff Present:

B. Minutes

C. Old Business
D. Public Hearings

D1.

PC Case#10-1-155
Text Amendment
ZBA/PC Duties

Page: 1 - Agenda Item: B.1.

NAPERVILLE PLAN COMMISSION
DRAFT MINUTES OF JANUARY 5, 2011

7:00 p.m.

Gustin, Edmonds, Herzog, Messer, Trowbridge
Bruno, Meschino, Meyer

Kyle Uber

Planning Team —Amy Emery, Allison Laff, Ying Liu

Approve the minutes of December 15, 2010

Motion by: Gustin Approved
Second by: Herzog (5t00)

Conduct the public hearing and recommend approval of the text amendment.
Allison Laff, Planning Services Team, gave an overview of the request.
In response to Plan Commission questions, Ms. Laff clarified:

e The ZBA was initially created as a separate board due to case load issues.
Combining ZBA with PC is typical in communities where growth has
slowed and as build out is being approached.

e Having a combined PC/ZBA offers residents with better service because
frequency of meetings is greater.

o Staff will update processes and applications once the full extent of the
changes are finalized.

e Role of Zoning Administrator to provide official code interpretations and
property owner right to appeal interpretations to PC/ZBA.

e The ZBA, like PC, is a recommending body to City Council. For a year in
the 2000s the ZBA had final decision-making authority, but that process was
rescinded due to complicated appeal timing issues.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 1
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Naperville Plan Commission
January 5, 2011
Page 2 of 4

Public Testimony: none
Plan Commission closed the public hearing.

Plan Commission Discussion:
e Gustin — Suggested PC have final decision-making authority for ZBA
matters as a way to further streamline the process for applicants.

e Trowbridge — Supports idea of PC having final decision-making
authority on small items to assist City Council case load.

e Herzog — Clarified that Commissioner Gustin’s suggestion would change
the current process. Clarified City Council use of consent agenda as
streamlined method for addressing ZBA cases. Expressed opinion that
one meeting with City Council doesn’t seem like an undue burden for
variance requests and supports current model of case review.

¢ Edmonds - Feels appeal process might be more of a delay than current
system. Like Herzog doesn’t support final authority being given to the
PC. Edmonds supports current recommendation model. She also noted
typo on paragraph 11 of section 5-4-14.

e Messer — Concurs with Herzog and Edmonds. He has mixed feelings
about eliminating a board that gives residents another opportunity to
serve the City, but sees the benefit of providing petitioners two
opportunities to meet with a board per month versus only one available
with current ZBA.

Motion to Approve PC Case 10-1-155.
Motion by: Herzog
Seconded by: Messer

Ayes: Trowbridge, Herzog, Edmonds, Messer
Nays: Gustin

Approved
(4to1)

PC Case#10-1-144

Text Amendment

Historic Conduct the public hearing and recommend approval of the text

Preservation amendment.

Ordinance Revisions
Ying Liu, Planning Services Team, gave an overview of the request,
noting the challenge of promoting historic preservation and
protecting property rights. Ordinance promotes historic preservation
but seeks balance thru appeals process.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 2



Page: 3 - Agenda Item: B.1.

Naperville Plan Commission

January 5, 2011
Page 3 of 4

Plan Commission inquired about:

e Types of projects that require a COA under the new ordinance

e The Ilandmark designation processes and property owner
protections/ability to impact application made by others

e Legal Departments role in the drafting of the proposed ordinance

e The process for establishing a district. Concern was expressed that only
10% of homeowners are required to put in an application for a district.
At that point, the majority of the neighborhood has to stop it if they are
not interested. Believe burden to establish a district should be placed on
those applying, not those against it. As such, applicant should be
required to get a majority of residents to support the idea.

Public Testimony:
Carol Schmidt, 204 N. Wright Street, Naperville, IL

e Pointed out that under the proposed ordinance, it is possible to
essentially demolish a structure, thereby destroying any historic
value, and then rebuild provided the “look™ / “aesthetic” is in
harmony with character of district.

e Expressed need for enforcement of maintenance and repair provisions
of ordinance.

e Importance of training HPC members so they have the ability to
understand plan submittals and impact on historic district.

Plan Commission Inquiry/Discussion:

e Messer- Feel the HPC has better guidelines in place now, find the
Historic Building Design and Resource Manual is an excellent tool,
and is confident they have the ability to alleviate concerns expressed
by Ms. Schmidt.

e Edmonds - Indicated that factors for consideration COA (Section 6-
11-8:5) should be reviewed to clearly convey that district character is
first priority, and only when economically reasonable, will original
materials are preserved. Also expressed concern about fine and
penalty section. Would like to see fines and penalties for violation of
historic preservation ordinance consistent with other violations of the
zoning code to address fairness and consistency concerns.

e Trowbridge — expressed concern about two year occupancy delay
clause included within fines and penalties for illegal demolition.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 3
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Naperville Plan Commission
January 5, 2011
Page 4 of 4

Also requested a tracked version showing how original ordinance has
been modified.

¢ Gustin — requested review of maintenance and repair code references
and proposed fines and penalties. Requested opportunity to review
Historic Building Design and Resource Manual before making
recommendation. Requested deletion of 6-11-12:1.3.2.3 due to
concerns about impact having a structure remain vacant for two years
will have on the structure and neighborhood.

e Herzog — Requested revision be considered to Section 6-11-4 related
to owner consent. Section should include standards for historic
district establishment that require the petitioner obtain signatures
from 51% of the homeowners in support of the district. He does not
support the current model wherein the majority must collect
signatures to oppose/block district establishment. He feels the burden
should be on the petitioner.

e QGustin — Expressed concern about the difficulty of getting a majority
of residents to support the establishment of a historic district. She
feels the current language provides a solid opportunity for
preservation while respecting resident opportunity to oppose.

Plan Commission continued this public hearing until January 19, 2010.

E. Reports and Recommendations — None
F. Correspondence — None
G. New Business - None
H. Adjournment
Motion by: Herzog Approved

Second by: Gustin (5t00)
Meeting Adjourned 8:33 pm.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 4
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PLAN COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM
PC CASE: 10-1-144 AGENDA DATE: January 19, 2011
SUBJECT: Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions

Petitioner: City of Naperville

OCorrespondence ONew Business 0OI1d Business XIPublic Hearing

SYNOPSIS:

This is a comprehensive re-write of the Historic Preservation Ordinance (i.e., Title 6, Chapter 11
of the Municipal Code) in order to bring the ordinance in line with the changes recommended in
the Unified Recommendation.

PLAN COMMISSION ACTION PREVIOUSLY TAKEN:

Date Item No. Action

1/5/2011 D2 Tabled the case to January 19, 2011

ACTION REQUESTED/RECOMMENDED THIS MEETING:
Recommend approval of the revised Historic Preservation Ordinance (Attachment 2) as
proposed.

PREPARED BY: Ying Liu, AICP, Community Planner

BACKGROUND:

On January 5, 2011, the Plan Commission considered a text amendment to revise the Historic
Preservation Ordinance (i.e., Title 6, Zoning Regulations, Chapter 11, Historic Preservation of
the Municipal Code) in order to bring the ordinance into compliance with the changes
recommended in the Unified Recommendation'. Upon adoption, the Historic Preservation
Ordinance will be administered by the Historic Preservation Commission.

One member from the public provided testimony at the Plan Commission meeting expressing
concern that the proposed ordinance may result in unintended consequences with respect to the
extent of demolition permitted. She also noted the need for enforcement of the maintenance and

' The Unified Recommendation is a document approved by the City Council on May 19, 2009, which proposed
comprehensive changes to the city’s historic preservation regulations and the Historic Sites Commission (now the
Historic Preservation Commission) composition and scope. For reference, the Unified Recommendation is included
in Attachment 1.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 5
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Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions (PC 10-1-144)
January 19, 2011
Page 2 of 4

repair provisions of the ordinance. The Plan Commission discussed specific sections of the
ordinance with respect to the:

e Process to designate landmarks and historic districts;

e C(riteria for granting a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA);

e Maintenance and repair provisions; and

¢ Fines and penalties for illegal demolition.
Following the discussion, the Plan Commission requested ordinance revisions and tabled the
case to January 19, 2011.

PLANNING SERVICES TEAM REVIEW:
The following is a summary of the Plan Commission’s comments and staff’s responses:

1. The Plan Commission requested a copy of the proposed ordinance with tracked changes and
the Historic Building Design and Resource Manual.

Staff response: On January 6, 2011, staff provided the Plan Commission with an electronic
copy of the proposed ordinance with tracked changes and the web link to download an
electronic copy of the Historic Building Design and Resource Manual via email. A hard
copy of the new ordinance with tracked changes is also included in this agenda packet as
Attachment 3.

2. The Plan Commission requested that revisions be considered to Section 6-11-4:3
(Designation of Historic Districts: Owners’ Consent) so that the burden is placed on the
petitioner to obtain 51% or more of owners’ consent in order to designate a Historic District,
rather than the current model wherein the burden is placed on the property owners to obtain
51% or more of owners’ opposition to block the designation.

Staff response: The current model is consistent with the Unified Recommendation approved
by the City Council on May 19, 2009. During the process of developing the Unified
Recommendation, the working group considered different processes for Historic District
designation including the model suggested by the Plan Commission. After extensive
discussion and deliberation, the working group arrived at the consensus that the current
model achieves a balance between Naperville’s goal of encouraging the preservation of the
community’s rich history (as embodied in its architecture and neighborhoods) and the need to
provide sufficient protection for property rights. The current model of designation process
was presented to the general public for feedback over a period of two months and received
overall support from the community. Eventually, the process was approved by the City
Council as a part of the comprehensive Unified Recommendation. Staff does not recommend
changing the current model for designating a Historic District as it was the result of extensive
community collaboration and consensus building and represents the best solution reached
among the diverse community interest.

The model discussed by the Plan Commission is an alternative option. However, it is not

consistent with the intent of the Unified Recommendation to promote historic preservation in
Naperville and to lessen the burden of the petitioner who wishes designate an Historic

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 6
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Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions (PC 10-1-144)
January 19, 2011
Page 3 of 4

District, whenever possible, while affording sufficient protection for property owners. If the
Plan Commission wishes to amend Section 6-11-4:3, staff recommends that separate votes be
taken regarding the amendment (see the “Conclusion” section below for suggested language).

3. The Plan Commission indicated that the factors for issuance of a COA (Section 6-11-8:5)
should clearly convey that protecting district character is the first priority, and only when
economically reasonable, original materials will be preserved.

Staff response: Section 6-11-8:5 provides generalized criteria for consideration of COA
applications and references the Historic Building Design and Resource Manual for specific
guidelines for reviewing various types of improvements. As a supplemental document to the
Historic Preservation Ordinance, the Historic Building Design and Resource Manual clearly
conveys the expectation of the city to give priority to preserving district character over
original materials. = The guidelines are presented in three categories of practices:
“Encouraged”, “Acceptable” and “Discouraged”. As defined in section A.3 of the manual
(Attachment 4):

e “Encouraged” practices emphasize preservation of architectural styles, details and
building materials and minimal changes to character-defining architectural features
whenever feasible.

e “Acceptable” practices allow for replacement of original building materials with
substitute materials that match or approximate the original in appearance and
emphasize retaining the appearance and architectural styles of historic buildings and
the overall character of the neighborhood.

e “Encouraged” practices are voluntary and both “encouraged” and ‘“acceptable”
practices would qualify for an approved COA.

Staff finds that the general direction offered by Section 6-11-8:5 is appropriate for the
purpose of ordinance and gives the Historic Preservation Commission the flexibility to apply
the factors for consideration of COA’s on a case-by-case basis. Staff does not find that
further text modifications are necessary because the Historic Building Design and Resource
Manual provides the more specific direction requested by the Plan Commission in the form
of design guidelines. Upon adoption, the Historic Preservation Ordinance, along with the
Historic Building Design and Resource Manual, will be administered by the Historic
Preservation Commission.

4. The Plan Commission discussed the effectiveness of Section 6-11-9 (Maintenance and Repair
Required) to address the issue with the property at 30 S. Ellsworth Street and suggested that
a reference to the Property Maintenance Code be added.

Staff response: The property at 30 S. Ellsworth is a special case where the petitioner started
a major renovation of the home but later encountered a financial problem that forced him to
halt the construction process. The deterioration of the structure was not caused by a lack of
maintenance or repair but by a halted construction process. It is not representative of typical
property maintenance issues (e.g., demolition by neglect and deterioration of exterior) in the
Historic District, which Section 6-11-9 primarily addresses.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 7
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Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions (PC 10-1-144)
January 19, 2011
Page 4 of 4

A reference to Section 5-1H (Property Maintenance Code) has been added to Section 6-11-9.
Properties within the Historic District are subject to the Property Maintenance Code as
applies to the entire city in addition to Section 6-11-9. Property maintenance was identified
as one of the top priorities in the Historic Sites Commission (now Historic Preservation
Commission) work plan 2005-2006. At that time, planning staff worked with legal and code
enforcement staff to examine the property maintenance standards in Sections 6-11-9 and 5-
1H for the Historic District. Based on a thorough review, staff found that the city had been
provided sufficient tools and authority to effectively protect properties and address typical
property maintenance issues in the Historic District. The Property Maintenance Code
provides fines and penalties for violation of the code.

5. The Plan Commission requested deletion of 6-11-12:1.3.2.3 due to concerns about the
impact of having a structure remain vacant for two years on the structure and neighborhood.

Staff response: Staff agrees with the Plan Commission. Requiring a property or a structure to
remain vacant for two years after illegal demolition may have a negative impact on the
structure itself and the neighborhood. Therefore, staff recommends deletion of Section 6-11-
12:1.3.2 and making the fine ($10,000 — 50,000) as the only penalty for illegal demolition.

Conclusion:

The proposed Historic Preservation Ordinance (Attachment 2) reflects broad community input,
the Unified Recommendation, and has incorporated changes to address Plan Commission’s
comments. Staff recommends that the Plan Commission vote to recommend approval of the
revised Historic Preservation Ordinance as proposed.

However, if desired by the Plan Commission, a separate vote can be taken to recommend
approval of the ordinance subject to the condition that the last sentence of Section 6-11-4:4 be
revised to “The City Council shall not grant a designation of an Historic District unless a petition
is presented supporting the proposed designation that contains signatures of 51% or more of the
Owners of real property within the area to be considered for designation as an Historic District,
accompanied by an affidavit certifying the same.” Staff does not support this amendment.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions — Attachment 1: Unified Recommendation —
PC 10-1-144

2. Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions — Attachment 2: Revised Historic Preservation
Ordinance Clean Copy — PC 10-1-144

3. Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions — Attachment 3: Revised Historic Preservation
Ordinance w Tracked Changes — PC 10-1-144

4. Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions — Attachment 4: Section A.3 of the Historic
Building Design and Resource Manual — PC 10-1-144

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 8
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Recommendations for
Naperville’s Historic
Preservation Ordinance
and Commission

Unified Proposal Presented by the East Central
Homeowners’ Organization, North Central
College, Naperville Heritage Society and the
City of Naperville Planning Staff

A culmination of community discussion from November 2008

through April 20009.

Presented to the Naperville City Council on May 19, 2009.

ATTACHMI gy’

FINAL - Plan Commission -
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NORTH
CENTRAL
COLLEGE

NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS
Founded 1861

ECHO

MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor George Pradel and City Council Members
FROM: Naperville Preservation “Working Group”:

Carol Schmidt and Susan Fitch, ECHO

Paul Loscheider and Alice Stonebraker, North Central College
Peggy Frank and Debbie Grinnell, Naperville Heritage Society
Suzanne Thorsen and Ying Liu, City of Naperville, T.E.D.

DATE: May 11, 2009

SUBJECT: Unified Recommendations for Revisions to the Naperville’s Historic
Preservation Ordinance and Historic Sites Commission

Pursuant to the November 18, 2008 request from the Naperville City Council, representatives from the
Naperville Heritage Society (NHS), East Central Homeowner’s Organization (ECHO), North Central
College (NCC) and city staff (CON) met regularly to consider potential changes and prepare a unified
recommendation as to the composition and mission of the Historic Sites Commission. We appreciated
the extension beyond the original 90 day deadline in order to solicit as broad and comprehensive
community feedback as possible.

The working group’s objective was to establish a consensus recommendation that supported
maintaining the historic district, strengthened the city’s historic preservation ordinance, and sought the
community’s buy-in. The attached recommendation

e Identifies residents’ issues regarding regulation of the historic district,

e Describes how and what community input was received,

e Details specific recommendations to improve the COA process for increased property owner

satisfaction,

e Lists suggestions for continued education and training,

e Poses ideas and topics for future consideration, and

e Qutlines next action steps.

The attached report is prepared and fully endorsed by all members of the working group on behalf of
their representative organizations.

We look forward to responding to Council’s questions, and move forward in appropriately and
effectively preserving Naperville’s historic architecture. It is our hope that a more streamlined, user-

friendly process will encourage future landmark designations and proud and happy property owners
within the historic district.

Page 3
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Concerns About Naperville’s Current Preservation Ordinance

As reflected in feedback received through surveys, public testimony and discussion with community
members, Naperville residents are interested in seeing the current historic district maintained and are
potentially interested in new districts or additional landmarked properties. However, under the current
practices of Naperville’s existing Preservation Ordinance and Historic Sites Commission responsibilities,
there are several concerns.

1. Property owners feel the current restrictions 4. Property owners want more informative,

are onerous, prohibiting ease and economic
reasonableness for normal and routine
maintenance. There is the desire for
expediency on minor issues while still retaining
appropriate review processes.

There has been concern, by both property
owners and city staff, of inconsistent
interpretation and application of the existing
ordinance and design guidelines. Strict
interpretation of the Secretary of Interior’s
Standards for Historic Rehabilitation is
considered unrealistic for private property
owners.

There is the need for more user-friendly check
lists and processes, including a less
intimidating and more professional format
working with the Historic Sites Commission.

educational, and useful guidance for property
maintenance and/or renovation of their
properties.

Proper education and ongoing training for
staff and commissioners is lacking, and yet is
essential to effectively administer the
preservation ordinance.

Property owners and residents throughout
the town want to see the current historic
district’s architectural and aesthetic character
retained through reasonable and equitable
standards.

The desire to “clean up” the existing
ordinance and codify what has been in actual
practice was deemed extremely important.

Page 4
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Soliciting Community Input to Develop the Recommendations

The working group was very conscientious in reaching out to both residents of the current historic
district and the community at large. Numerous techniques were used to disseminate information and
solicit input. All feedback was given thorough and serious consideration. Recognizing that consensus
would not result in an outcome that is ideal for all participants, the overriding philosophy used to reach
compromise and decisions with a unified consensus was that “everyone could live with it.”

Techniques Used to Communicate with the Public

WONC radio interview

Naperville SUN press releases

(=] (=] [=] (=] [=] =] =] [=] [

Electronic City Notes

November-December 2008:

Workshop with current HSC commissioners
Public meeting with ECHO/Historic District
residents

Individual discussions with Councilmen

Met with city staff

Newspaper and electronic invitation to the full
community to voice their concerns and ideas

B EE FEE

January-April 2009:

[=] Working group met biweekly

[=] Suzanne Thorsen, Ying Liu and Debbie Grinnell
met in between group meetings to prepare
draft ideas for consideration

[=] Outside expertise was sought from the IL
Historic Preservation Council, National Trust,
Landmarks IL and other communities with
successful ordinances and procedures for
guidance and advice to understand current
trends and best practices

Email blasts (City-160 addresses, NHS-746 addresses, ECHO-70 addresses)
Websites: City of Naperville, Naper Settlement, Triblocal, NCTV17, Positively Naperville, NAHC
Direct mailing to historic district and landmark property owners

NAHC packet and announcement at the 4/18/09 meeting

Public Notice Posters at Naperville train stations, public libraries and municipal center
NCTV17 “Spotlight on Naperville” and PSA announcements

February 2009:

[2] Revised Statement of Purpose was publicly
distributed

[x] The revised statement served as a guide for
the working group’s continued deliberations

March-April 2009:

[=] Preliminary recommendations shared publicly

[=] Two public open houses held

[=] Written and verbal feedback received from the
public

[=] Final recommendations considered all

feedback received

Page 5
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Final Unified Recommendations

Proposed Statement of Purpose for the City of Naperville’s
Historic Preservation Ordinance

This statement establishes the global direction, tone and purpose recommended to guide the City of
Naperville’s efforts towards historic preservation.

In acknowledgment that Naperville's historic architecture, districts and neighborhoods contribute to the
community’s economic well-being and development, the purpose of this chapter [of the municipal code]

is to protect these valuable resources by:

1. Fostering civic pride through public education | 3.
and enhanced awareness of Naperville’s rich
history as embodied in its architecture,
neighborhoods and districts.

2. Preserving Naperville’s heritage by proactively | 4.

providing tools and oversight to identify and
protect landmarks and historic districts.

Protecting neighborhood character by
requiring that rehabilitations, renovations and
new improvements are compatible in terms of
scale, style, exterior features, building
placement and site access.

Supporting property owners and property
values for designated historic areas or
landmarks by encouraging repair,
rehabilitations and renovations that are
compatible with their historic, architectural
and aesthetic character.

Proposed Process for Designating
New Historic Districts and Landmarks

CURRENT DISTRICT DESIGNATION:

[=] One historic district [=]

=] 10% of owners must consent to nomination of | [=]
district

[=]

[=]

CURRENT LANDMARK DESIGNATION:

[=] 2 landmarks currently designated [=]
[=] No owner consent required for designation [=]
[=]

Page 6
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PROPOSED DISTRICT DESIGNATION:

Maintain current historic district

10% of owners necessary to petition for a new
district designation process to begin

If 51% of owners opposed, no new district
Commission responsible for managing district
designation process

PROPOSED LANDMARK DESIGNATION:

Maintain current landmarks

Owner consent is preferable in consideration
of landmark

Maintain city ability to landmark without
owner consent

ATA T -
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Proposed Commission Composition & Responsibilities

Based on community feedback, it became apparent that renaming the commission to the Naperville
Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) would more clearly communicate the intent for the commission
to do more than just review COAs, but encourage a broader awareness of historic properties beyond the
currently designated historic district.

While the hard work and volunteerism of past and current Historic Sites Commissioners is recognized and
appreciated, it is recommended that a new commission be appointed to work under the revised
ordinance with a different set of expectations of responsibilities.

CURRENT COMPOSITION: PROPOSED COMPOSITION:

9 voting members 9 voting members

[2] 1 Plan Commission Liaison [=] 1 Plan Commission Liaison

[=] 4+ district residents [=] 4 district or landmark property owners or
2] 1 downtown business owner residents

[=] 1 realtor [=] 4 residents at-large with demonstrated
[=] 1 person experienced in architecture or design interest in related fields

[=] 1 historian or person with historical interests [2] 1 non-voting member (Heritage Society)

PROPOSAL OF COMMISSIONERS RESPONSIBILITIES (BEYOND COA REVIEW)

Commissioners will work with City Planning Staff to | Commissioners will be expected to assist in

oversee creation and implementation of : proactively reaching out to the community to:

[=] Historic Building Design Guidelines [=] Create awareness of the value of historic

[=] COA Application Form (user-friendly) preservation

[=] COA Procedural Guidelines (user-friendly [=] Educate about available financial incentives for
check list) preservation

[=] Ongoing training and educational plan for [=] Oversee architectural surveys, identifying their
staff, commissioners, realtors, residents purpose and frequency

[=] Potential development of local financial [=] Ensure ongoing evaluation of process and

incentives outcomes for efficiency and effectiveness

Proposed Commission Meeting Location

In an effort to create a more comfortable environment for residents to present COA applications and
questions to the Commission, the following recommendation is being made:

[=] Municipal Center Meeting Rooms Public may participate by:

[2] U-Shaped Table set up with microphones [=] Signing up in advance

[2] Name cards for commissioners [=1 And/or when called on by the commission
[=] Test Period of 3-6 months chair

[=] Side conversations will not be tolerated as
they are disruptive to the meeting flow and
make recording difficult

Page 7

ATTACHVEINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 15



The Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) procedural guidelines for Historic District & Landmarked properties identify what type of home improvement would trigger one of three

actions:

Procedural Recommendations

0 No review or Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) required

0 Administrative COA required — review and approval by city planning staff

0 Naperville Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) COA required — review and approval by the commission
e COAs are limited to primary facades visible from the street (i.e. primary fagade = front and side facades facing the street for corner properties)

e Itis encouraged that minor appurtenances (i.e. satellite dishes, solar cells, wind turbines) be placed in obscure rear locations to retain the architectural integrity of the building

as viewed from the street

The overall intent of the Historic Building Design Guidelines will be to serve as an educational document that encourages sympathetic maintenance and renovations consistent

with the historic architectural style and character of the structure and scale of the existing neighborhood.

e These guidelines will not include procedural references, but rather be a heavily illustrated resource of the predominant Naperville architectural styles through the 20" century

to serve as an educational tool providing design guidance for rehabilitation of historic structures.

e Asthe currently designated historic district is primarily residential, the first guidelines prepared will have a residential focus with later additions addressing additional building

types.

COA SUMMARY OVERVEW

NO COA or REVIEW REQUIRED ADMINISTRATIVE COA HPC COA DEMOLITION

[2] New structure/addition not [zl Doors - in-kind replacement or use of [2] Doors & Windows - change in style, Primary Fagade

visible from street wood or original materials opening, or any type of materials not | (front & street side for corner lot)

[2] Storm doors 2] Windows — if using wood or aluminum- listed in Administrative COA [zl Refer to COA Outline
m 2] Deck (rear or side) clad wood [(] Garage —if attached Secondary Fagade
2 [ Detached garages [z Driveways — relocating existing street [2] Driveways — new or relocated street (not facing the street)
P [ Rear porch access no more than 5’ access [2] No COA of any type if like or
'I- =] Gutters [zl Roofs —in-kind replacement; use of [2] Roofs - Change in height, pitch, or similar materials are being used
o [2] Landscaping asphalt or reversion to original material replacing with material that is not and new work doesn’t protrude
5 [=] Painting (including color) [zl Siding — if replacing more than 50% of the original to the building or is not from the existing wall plane
= [ Window A/C Units and similar primary facade; reverting to the original asphalt [2] HPC COA required if
(2] appurtenances materials; or changing from wood to fiber | [ Siding - Change in reveal/profile or ¢ removing an original feature
s [2] Routine Maintenance & Repair cement board (i.e. hardi plank) use of materials not listed in visible from the street
3 (including porches and doorsifno | [21 Porches —in-kind replacement or Administrative COA * if new work will protrude from
—8 change in materials) COLUMNS — Replacement with wood, [2] Porches - change in size, style, new the existing wall plane or
3 [=] Signs & Graphics (already covered plaster or cement enclosure or use of materials other change the building height
5' in other city code) FLOORING - Wood or trex-like materials than those listed in Administrative visible from the street
S = Fencing, if wood or iron open OTHER PORCH COMPONENTS - Original COA Tertiary Fagade (rear portion)
' picket facing the street or wood materials [2] Shutters & Awnings - change in size, [2] No COA of any type
2@ Driveways (retaining existing alley | [21 Shutters & Awnings — in-kind style or new addition [=] If substantial demo, adequate
3 or street access) replacement [=] Addition visible from street bracing of the primary facade(s)
N [ RearYard Improvements [2] Fencing - along street if anything insured by structural engineer
g [2] Siding — ordinary maintenance other than wood or iron open picket | Full Demolition
- and repair of less than 50% of the [E] New principal structure [2] HPC COA required
' primary facade
= ATTACHMENT1
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Suggested Next Action Steps

There are numerous actions that would need to take place subsequent to City Council’s direction to
implement the unified recommendations. Upon receipt of this report, the council should initiate
amendments to the Municipal Code to modify the mission and composition of the Historic Sites
Commission and direct the commission to interpret the current Preservation Ordinance in keeping with
the intent of the unified recommendations. In addition, outlined below are the subsequent action steps
identified by the working group. These steps, and potentially others, will need to be evaluated for
prioritization and work load impact.*

1. Certificate of Appropriateness (COA):

1. A. Prepare the COA procedural guidelines including expected timeline for Administrative and HPC
COA approvals.

1.B. Develop a user-friendly checklist identifying COA requirements.

1.C. Create a simple Administrative COA process including appropriate staff training for proper
implementation.

1.D. Generate a regular Administrative COA reporting process to the HPC for information purposes.

2. Historic Building Design Guidelines:

2.A. Develop a comprehensive, Naperville-specific design manual guidelines in accordance with the
unified recommendations.

3. Community Education and Outreach:

3.A. Initiate community education, publicity, and marketing awareness of the revised, streamlined
procedures.

3.B. Develop an educational program for homeowners (both within the district and owners of historic
properties outside the district) and realtors highlighting advantages to historic preservation.

3.C. Provide resources to property owners on existing state and federal tax incentive programs for
historic preservation.

3.D. Prepare informational sheets for web posting and distribution to clarify key elements of
Naperville’s Historic Preservation Ordinance and COA procedural guidelines and use of the historic
building design guidelines.

4. Staff and Commissioner Training:

4.A. Join the appropriate organizations and develop a preservation resource library as outlined in the
unified recommendations.

4.B. Develop an orientation program for new commissioners.

4.C. Create an annual and ongoing education and training program for commissioners.

4.D. Ensure the city’s practices for building permit review and inspections for historic properties are in
accordance and consistent with the relevant approved COA.

* Following the Council’s endorsement of the unified recommendation and associated action steps, a work program will be established for
implementation.

Progress related to implementation of the adopted recommendations will be communicated to the
public through the use of the city’s website (http://www.naperville.il.us/historicsites.aspx) and e-News.

Page 9
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Community Feedback And Working Group Responses

The recommendations of the working group were well-received by the community, and ECHO residents
in particular. While residents who provided verbal or written comments generally felt that the vast
majority of concerns were addressed in the recommendations, the working group received specific
comments on several areas of the recommendations. Based on community response, the preliminary
recommendations were re-examined resulting in a few changes being incorporated into the final unified
recommendations. The areas of consideration and the working group’s responses are highlighted

below.

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

Statement of Purpose:

[zl Change the word “regulate” to “protect” in the

2" bullet of the purpose statement.

Working Group Response:

21 Incorporated the change as suggested.

GARAGES

Community Feedback:

[=] Mixed reaction to exempting garages from
COA review.

[=] Agreed on the need for flexibility to make
garages functional for contemporary use.

[=] Agreed to retain detached garages and rear
alley access to maintain the neighborhood’s
historic appropriateness.

[2] Some advocated a COA review on the
aesthetics of garage modifications and new
garages.

Working Group Response:

[z Photographed and reviewed all 16 garages
deemed “significant” or “potentially
significant” in the historic survey.

[=] Garages (size, placement) are already well
controlled by city zoning codes.

[2] Previous community input indicated a
preference to exempt things not visible from
the street from COA review.

=] Feedback expressed aesthetic preferences
rather than preservation-related concerns.

[=] Agreed to address architectural compatibility
of garages in the design guidelines.

[=] The HPC should continue monitoring garages
to determine if COA review is needed.

COMMISSION SIZE AND COMPOSITION

Community Feedback:

[=] Mixed reaction to how many residents of the
historic district should have seats on the new
commission.

[=] Recognized past challenges in recruiting
qualified commissioners and a lack of interest
from outside of the historic district to serve on
the commission.

2] Some feel that the recommended number of
residents on the commission is appropriate.

[=] Some are interested in having more than 4
district residents on the commission because
they understand the challenges.

[=] Some suggested a smaller size commission.

Working Group Response:

[=] Stayed with recommending 4 district residents
on the commission.

[=] Felt commissioners living outside of a district
helps provide advocacy throughout the
community and illustrates the value of historic
preservation beyond that assumed by district
property owners.

[=] Stayed with recommending nine voting
members that are consistent with the majority
of other city boards and commissions.

[=] Felt that a seven member commission could
result in a tie vote in COA decisions (quorum =
4 people).

Page 10
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Community Feedback And Working Group Responses (cont.)

FENCES
Community Feedback: Working Group Response:
[=] Some felt that fences should be subject to a [2] Modified recommendation to require COA
COA review, including on interior lot lines. review for fences facing the street or along a
[=] Expressed concern about chain link and sidewalk if other than open wood or iron
privacy fences visible from front and corner picket.
sides. [s] Determined that interior fences are already

addressed in the city code.
[l Recommended addressing appropriate fence
style in the design guidelines.

DISTRICT DESIGNATION AND DISSOLUTION

Community Feedback: Working Group Response:

[=] Sought clarification if the recommended [=] Clarified that the recommended process
process for district designation was in addressed NEW district designation.
reference to new districts. [2] The current ordinance is silent on dissolution

[=] A resident would like to see provision for of a district. The working group felt it should
dissolution of a district. remain that way.

WINDOW AIR CONDITIONERS

Community Feedback: Working Group Response:
[=] A resident suggested requiring window air [=]1 Agreed to have the design guidelines suggest
conditioners to have an administrative COA. window air conditioners be placed on the

secondary and tertiary facades.

[=] Did not feel this temporary equipment
warranted requiring any type of COA since it
was not a permanent change to the building.

DEMOLITION

Community Feedback: Working Group Response:

[=] A suggestion to require a COA for any type of [x] General public feedback was strong that
demolition, including removal of a portion of tighter restrictions than those recommended
the house. would inhibit adaptation to contemporary

needs.

NAME OF COA (CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS) AND COMMISSION

Community Feedback: Working Group Response:

[=] A couple residents thought it might be [=] After consideration of several ideas, it was
advantageous to start from scratch with a new decided to defer this suggestion for a new
name/acronym for COA. name/acronym for COA to the new

[=] Preliminary recommendation was for the commission.

Naperville Preservation Commission (NPC), but | [2] Agreed to recommend the Historic
concern was voiced that it may be confused Preservation Commission, with the acronym of
with the Naperville Plan Commission. HPC.

Page 11
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Community Feedback And Working Group Responses (cont.)

WINDOWS

Community Feedback:

[=] Question of impact replacement would have
on qualifying for state or federal tax
incentives.

Working Group Response:

2] Modified recommendations to eliminate vinyl-
clad windows per guidance from the National
Trust, National Park Service and IHPA.
Recommended stating in design guidelines
that state and federal tax incentives may be
jeopardized if windows are replaced unless the
originals are “well beyond repair.”

(=

DEMOLTION STRUCTURAL REVIEW

Community Feedback:

[=] A resident suggested the option of an architect
to provide structural evaluation for demolition
purposes.

Working Group Response:

[=] Based on past experiences, the working group
felt a structural engineer was the most
prudent and appropriate requirement.

PROPERTY RIGHTS

Community Feedback:

[=] A resident indicated personal preference for
property rights over any type of historic
preservation governance.

Working Group Response:
[=] Only one individual cited this concern
throughout the public input process.

COA Signage

Community Feedback:

[=] A resident suggested requiring people who
applied for a COA to post a drawing of their
proposed change in their front yard.

Page
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Working Group Response:

[=] Concern that a rendering might be expensive;
the working group instead suggests the city
loan a generic yard sign to COA applicants to
post stating the date of the upcoming
commission meeting at which their project will
be discussed.
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Suggestions for Education and Training

It is strongly recommended that the City allocate the time and financial resources to ensure
that city staff and historic preservation commissioners are properly trained and receive ongoing
education for the effective application of the preservation ordinance and COA process. The
commitment to ongoing training and professional development will ensure ability to stay
abreast of best practices, changing trends and network with others facing similar challenges. It
will also provide the vehicle in which to better communicate and educate the residents as to
appropriate care of historic properties. Listed below are preliminary ideas generated by the
working group. These need to be evaluated, prioritized and considered as funding permits.

Commissioner & Community Workshops:
Workshops, such as these, may be conducted for
the commission and residents.

[=] Illinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA)
training program for new commissioners.

[2] Adjacent communities can be invited to share
sample materials, programs, processes and
success stories.

[=] Landmarks lllinois and National Trust for

Historic Preservation’s Chicago Office may

offer training on the value and benefits of

historic preservation.

Unified Recommendation: An overview of

processes and practices

History of Preservation in Naperville

Tax Benefits and Financial Incentives

Architectural Surveys

20" century or recent past architecture

Mechanics of rehabilitation — windows, siding,

doors, roof, porches, etc

Building Relationships with other Preservation

Organizations

Basis of property tax assessments (with

township assessor)

“Marketing” the District and Preservation in

Naperville

B EH M HEEEE @A

Institutional Memberships:

The City of Naperville currently holds membership
in the National Trust for Historic Preservation and
llinois Association of Preservation Commissions.
The benefit of the City’s membership in the
following additional organizations should be

evaluated for community and professional growth:

[=] Landmarks Illinois ($20)

[=] National Alliance for Preservation
Commissions ($130)

[=] Preservation Action ($55)

[=] Suburban Preservation Alliance (free)

ATTACH
Page ..

Preservation Resource Library:
The preservation resource library can be utilized for
commissioner training, community workshops and
internal reference on an ongoing basis. Some
basics are listed below.
21 IHPA DVD Series ($30)
- Residential Architectural Styles in lllinois
- Windows: Preservation Treatments
- The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation: Interpretation & Application
[=] National Trust Publications ($150 for one set)
- Basic Preservation: What Every Board
Member Needs to Know
- Design Review In Historic Districts
- Historic Building Facades: The Manual for
Maintenance and Rehabilitation
- Getting to Know Your 20" Century
Neighborhood
- A Self-Assessment Guide for Local
Preservation Commissions

Conferences & Seminars:

Attendance at local seminars and conferences

should be evaluated for community and

professional benefit in light of financial impact.

National Trust conferences may be worth

considering in the future. The following local

conferences are scheduled for 2009:

[=] IHPA Certified Local Government Conference
Fall 2009 in Quincy, IL

=] Upper Midwest Preservation Conference
September 24-26, 2009, Chicago

ATA T -
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Ideas for Future Consideration by the
Naperville Historic Preservation Commission

Several good ideas were brought forth by community members that the working group felt deserved
continued deliberation. However, they were not fully evaluated by the working group and not
considered to be of a priority nature for the current evaluation. Rather than losing sight of these
suggestions, they are listed here for future consideration.

Areas for future consideration:

Ongoing communication techniques with historic district residents and the community at large.
Role of “green” enhancements to historic properties.

Evaluation of the potential use of “recycled” or “salvaged” materials in historic properties.

Annual evaluation of the Commission’s performance and resident satisfaction with the COA process.
Ongoing evaluation of the Preservation Ordinance, COA procedural guidelines and historic building
design guidelines to insure they remain responsive to the community’s needs.

Submit grant applications through CLG and other sources to support workshops, training,
educational outreach, recognition programs and more.

Utilization of federal or state pass-through funds for maintenance, weatherization, etc.

Aligning preservation issues, where appropriate, with other strategic initiatives identified annually
by the City Council.

Development of a potential local financial incentive program for improvements, green initiatives,
maintenance, weatherization, etc.

As warranted, studying property value analysis in the historic district as compared to other
neighborhoods.
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REVISED HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE

TITLE 1 (ADMINISTRATIVE)
CHAPTER 9 (MUNICIPAL FINANCES)
ARTICLE F (DEVELOPMENT, ZONING AND SUBDIVISION FEES)

1-9F-1: FEES AND CHARGES RELATING TO ZONING:
1. Publication Fees: Applicants petitioning for a zoning variance, amendment, conditional use
(including a planned unit development), or Landmark or Historic District designation under Title 6
shall pay the actual cost of publishing legal notices as required by ordinance and state statute.

Applicants shall pay the city a fee of eighty dollars ($80.00) per required legal notice upon filing
their applications.

Title 2 (BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS)
CHAPTER 15 (HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION)
2-15-4: POWERS AND DUTIES:

3. Review applications for issuance of certificates of appropriateness, report findings, and grant or
deny such applications subject to the standards and procedures established by Title 6, Chapter

11 of this Code.
A T\ T -
A AWA
TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS) p S

CHAPTER 1 (ZONING TITLE, PURPOSE, DEFINITIONS) |: = = ] :|

6-1-6: DEFINITIONS: 3’

OPEN FENCE: A fence, including gates, which has, for
each one foot wide segment extending over the entire 5 [ |
length and height of the fence, at least thirty (30) |: :I
percent of the surface area in open spaces which
afford direct views through the fence. (See Figure 1) = e —

1 »
al 1, P

Open spaces in the fence

TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS)

CHAPTER 2 (GENERAL ZONING PROVISIONS) Figure 1: Open fence example. For a 3’ tall open
fence, the open spaces in the fence shall include
6-2-12: FENCES: at least 30% or 0.9 square feet per one linear

foot in length.

1. Residence Districts: Except as provided in
Subsection 6-2-12.4 of this Section, Section 6-2-
13 of this Chapter, and Section 7-4-3 of this Code, the establishment of all fences in residence
districts shall be regulated as follows:

ATTACHMENT 2 Revised Preservation Ordinance ¢ 1
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Section 6-11-1: Purpose

1.1. Fences not exceeding three (3) feet in height may be constructed and maintained at any point
behind the front or corner side yard lot lines.

1.2. Open fences, as defined in Section 6-1-6 (Definitions), not exceeding four (4) feet in height
may be constructed and maintained at the front or corner side yard lot line.

TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS)
CHAPTER 11 (HISTORIC PRESERVATION)

6-11-1: PURPOSE:

Naperville's historic architecture and the character of its historic neighborhoods contribute to the
community’s well-being and development. The purpose of this Chapter is to protect these valuable
resources by:

1. Fostering civic pride through public education and enhanced awareness of Naperville’s rich history
as embodied in its architecture and neighborhoods.

2. Preserving Naperville’s heritage by proactively providing tools and oversight to identify and
protect Landmarks and Historic Districts.

3. Protecting neighborhood character by providing that rehabilitations, renovations and new
Improvements in an Historic District are compatible in terms of scale, style, exterior features,
building placement and site access.

4. Supporting Property Owners and property values for designated Historic Districts or Landmarks by
providing that repair, rehabilitations and renovations shall be compatible with the historic,
architectural and aesthetic character of the Historic Districts and Landmarks.

6-11-2: DEFINITIONS:

The following definitions of word use shall apply:

ALTERATION: Any act or process which changes the Exterior Architectural Appearance of an
Improvement.

APPURTENANCE: An accessory element being added or appended to the building or structure.
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS: A certificate from the City of Naperville or the Naperville Historic
Preservation Commission authorizing plans for Alteration, Construction, Demolition or change in
material of an Improvement which has been designated a Landmark or which is located within an
Historic District.

COMMISSION: Historic Preservation Commission.

CONSTRUCTION: Any act or process whereby a new Improvement is built, an existing Improvement is
expanded in size or area, or all or part of a demolished Improvement is rebuilt.

DEMOLITION: Any act or process which destroys all or part of an Improvement.

ATTACHMENT 2 Revised Preservation Ordinance e 2
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Section 6-11-2: Definition

EXTERIOR ARCHITECTURAL APPEARANCE: The architectural style, period and general composition or
arrangement of the exterior of an Improvement, including, but not limited to the kind, color, and the
texture of the building material and the type, design and character of all windows, doors, light fixtures,
and appurtenant elements.

FACADE: The exterior face of a building or structure.

FACADE, PRIMARY: The portion of the fagade that abuts or is nearest to a front yard or a corner side
yard and is visible from a public street. Public streets do not include alleys.

FACADE, SECONDARY: The portion of the fagade that abuts or is nearest to an interior side yard and
abuts a Primary Facade.

FACADE, REAR: The portion of the facade that abuts or is nearest to a rear yard and is not a primary or
secondary fagade.

FIBER CEMENT BOARD: Exterior siding material made from portland cement combined with other
additives and textured to have a natural, wood-like appearance.

HISTORIC DISTRICT: Any area which has been designated by the City Council as an Historic District
pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.

IMPROVEMENT: Any building, structure, parking facility, fence, gate, wall, work of art or other object
constituting a physical betterment of or addition to real property, or any part of such betterment or
addition.

IN-KIND REPLACEMENT: Repair or replacement of existing materials or features that replicates the
original in design, color, texture, dimensions, and other visual qualities.

INTERIOR: The visible surfaces of the enclosed or inside portions of an Improvement.

LANDMARK: Any Improvement which has been designated as a “Landmark” by ordinance of the City
Council pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.

ORIGINAL MATERIAL: Material used at the time the structure was initially constructed. The Original
Material may differ from the existing material on a structure due to Alterations over time.

OWNER, PROPERTY OWNER OR OWNER OF REAL PROPERTY: Any person(s) or entity holding legal or
equitable title to real property located within the city, as shown on the record of the applicable
township assessor’s office.

REVEAL: The vertical distance of the exposed portion of overlapping siding boards or shingles on the
exterior walls.

TAX PARCEL: Any lot, block, tract or other piece of real property, whether tax exempt or not, which has
been assigned a permanent real estate index number as shown on the record of the applicable township
assessor’s office.
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Section 6-11-3: Designation of Landmarks

6-11-3: DESIGNATION OF LANDMARKS:
1. Procedure:

1.1. Any person or entity, including the Historic Preservation Commission may submit an
application requesting a Landmark designation for an Improvement within the corporate
limits of the city as prescribed herein. The consent of the Owner of the Improvement being
considered shall not be required prior to filing the application for Landmark designation.
However, notification to the Owner of the Improvement shall be provided as set forth herein.
An application requesting a Landmark designation for an Improvement that is less than fifty
(50) years old shall not be accepted.

1.2. An application seeking a Landmark designation for a certain Improvement shall be in writing
and shall include the following:

1.2.1. Contact information of the persons or entities seeking the Landmark designation
(applicant) including names, addresses, telephone numbers, email addresses and
designation of one person to serve as the primary point of contact.

1.2.2. The legal description and common address of the Improvement in question.

1.2.3. The name and address of the current Owner of the Improvement in question.

1.2.4. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that notice of the application for
Landmark designation of the Improvement in question has been sent to the current
Owner of the Improvement by first class and certified U.S. postal mail, if the applicant is
not the Owner.

1.2.5. Written documentation signed by the Owner of the Improvement in question indicating
whether the Owner consents to the application for designation, or an affidavit by the
applicant specifying why such documentation is unavailable, if the applicant is not the
Owner.

1.2.6. A written report containing: a) a description of the property; b) an analysis of the
historic, architectural and aesthetic value of the proposed Landmark in relation to the
criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2 under Standards for Designation of Landmarks; c) a
list of significant exterior architectural features of the property; and d) other reasons in
support of the proposed designation.

1.2.7. A plat of survey of the property if available and dated photographs of the Improvement
in question.

1.2.8. Any other information that the applicant deems relevant.

1.2.9. Such other information as the Historic Preservation Commission may request or
prescribe from time to time.

1.3. An application for Landmark designation shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, who
shall promptly review the application to determine whether it is complete.

1.4. Non-Owner applicant: If the applicant seeking to designate an Improvement as a Landmark is
not the Owner of the Improvement, the Zoning Administrator shall transmit a copy of the
completed application to the Property Owner by first class and certified U.S. postal mail.

Within thirty (30) days thereafter, the Owner may submit a written response to any analysis

or evidence presented in the application to the Zoning Administrator, and may also provide
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Section 6-11-3: Designation of Landmarks

evidence in support of or in opposition to the proposed Landmark designation. Such evidence

may consist of, but is not limited to, reports prepared by experts or specialists in one or more

areas of expertise, inspection reports, photographs, and bids for repair or restoration.

1.4.1. If the Owner is opposed to the designation due to the physical condition of the
Improvement, the Owner may submit evidence to show that the Improvement has
deteriorated and/or is subject to one or more adverse conditions such that the cost to
restore or repair the Improvement to a condition that complies with the standards for
issuance of an occupancy permit under the provision of Title 5 would meet or exceed
the assessed valuation of the property and Improvement as shown on the most recent
tax bill multiplied by 150%.

Upon written request of the Owner, the Zoning Administrator may grant an extension of the
thirty (30) day time limit to submit a written response for up to an additional thirty (30) days.

1.5. Upon receipt of the Owner’s response or at the conclusion of the thirty (30) day time limit or
the extended time limit per Section 6-11-3:1.4 if no response is received, the Zoning
Administrator shall transmit copies of the completed application and any documentation
pertaining to the application to the Historic Preservation Commission.

Except as provided herein, an application for Landmark designation shall be valid for a period
of one hundred fifty (150) days from the date on which the completed application is
transmitted by the Zoning Administrator to the Commission. Any application for Landmark
designation which is not granted or denied under the provisions of this Section within said
one hundred fifty (150) day period shall automatically lapse and become null and void
without further action by the city, except that the application may be extended for a period
up to sixty (60) days upon the written request of the applicant prior to the expiration date. If
the applicant is not the Property Owner, a request for an extension of time shall require
written documentation signed by the Owner indicating consent to such extension.

1.6. Upon receipt of the completed application for Landmark designation and any documentation
included by the applicant and/or Owner if the Owner is not the applicant, the Commission
may request additional information as necessary to form findings and recommendations to
the City Council. Such information shall be promptly provided.

1.7. Within thirty (30) days after the completed application for Landmark designation has been
transmitted to the Commission, the Commission shall commence a public hearing on the
application.

1.8. Required Notices:

1.8.1. Written Notice to the Property Owners: If the applicant is not the Owner(s) of the
Improvement nominated for Landmark designation, the applicant shall give written
notice of the public hearing to the Owner(s) of record of the Improvement proposed to
be designated as a Landmark as shown on the record of the applicable township
assessor’s office. The written notice shall be delivered by first class and certified U.S.
postal mail, properly addressed and with sufficient prepaid postage affixed thereon,
not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public
hearing.
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1.8.2. Publication: Notice of the public hearing shall be published at least once in a newspaper
of general circulation in the city, no more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15)
days in advance of the public hearing.

1.8.3. Sign: The applicant shall post notice of the public hearing on a sign on the property
being considered for designation as a Landmark or at an alternate location approved by
the Zoning Administrator, for a continuous period of not more than thirty (30) days and
not less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public hearing. Such sign shall:
1.8.3.1. Be a minimum size of three feet by four feet (3' x 4').
1.8.3.2. Include a title (i.e., "Notice of Public Hearing"); the case number assigned to
the application; the place, the purpose, and the date and time of the public
hearing; and the address and phone number of the city department where
additional information may be obtained.

1.8.3.3. Include red lettering a minimum of four inches (4") high in the title, and black
lettering a minimum of two inches (2") high for all other text on a white
background.

The applicant shall remove the sign upon which the notice is posted within seven (7)
days following the conclusion of the public hearing before the Historic Preservation
Commission. Failure to remove the sign within said timeframe as provided herein may
result in the imposition of a fine not to exceed fifty dollars ($50.00) per day.

1.8.4. Written Notice to Surrounding Property Owners: The applicant shall give written notice
of the public hearing to the Property Owners of record of all Tax Parcels, whether tax
exempt or not, lying within one hundred fifty feet (150'), exclusive of public right-of-
way, of the property lines of the property on which the Improvement proposed for
Landmark designation is located as shown on the record of the applicable Township
Assessor’s Office. Such written notices shall be properly addressed, delivered
personally or sent by postage prepaid, certified or registered mail, with return receipt
requested not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of
the public hearing.

1.8.5. All written notices shall contain the following information: the case number assigned to
the application, the name and address of the applicant and Property Owner, the
common address or location of the property on which the Improvement sought to be
designated as a Landmark is located, location, date and time of the public hearing
before the Historic Preservation Commission, a description of the nature and purpose
of the public hearing, and the office address of the city department where information
concerning the application may be obtained.

Prior to commencement of the public hearing to consider the application, the applicant
shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notices, with the City Clerk showing
the names and addresses to which the written notices were sent or delivered. Said
affidavit shall create a presumption that the notices have been properly given.

ATTACHMENT 2 Revised Preservation Ordinance ¢ 6
FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 29



Page: 30 - Agenda Item: C.1.

Section 6-11-3: Designation of Landmarks

1.9. The public hearing shall be conducted by the Historic Preservation Commission and minutes
of such proceedings shall be made and maintained by the City of Naperville in accordance
with the provisions of the Illinois Open Meetings Act.

1.10. The Commission shall conclude the public hearing on the application for Landmark
designation, and issue findings of fact and a recommendation to grant or deny the
application, within sixty (60) days after the completed application for Landmark designation
has been transmitted to the Commission. It shall be within the discretion of the Commission
to recommend denial of an application for designation of a Landmark even if the criteria set
forth in Section 6-11-3:2 are met. The Commission’s findings of fact shall include the

following:

1.10.1. Findings of fact related to the criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2;

1.10.2. A statement indicating whether the Owner of the proposed Landmark has
responded to the application and the nature of the response pursuant to Section 6-11-
3:3;

1.10.3. A description of evidence received by the Commission relative to the proposed
Landmark designation pursuant to Section 6-11-3:1:4; and

1.10.4. Any other facts that the Commission finds relevant.

1.11. The application for Landmark designation, together with the Commission’s findings of

fact and recommendation, shall be forwarded to the City Council within thirty (30) days
following issuance of the findings of facts and recommendation.

1.12. The City Council shall grant or deny the application for Landmark designation using the
criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2 or on such other bases as it deems appropriate, prior to
the expiration date of the application as provided in Section 6-11-3:1.5 or within an extended
timeframe approved by the City Council for up to an additional thirty (30) days.

If the City Council passes an ordinance approving the application for Landmark designation, a
copy of said ordinance shall be sent by the City Clerk to the applicant, the Owner of the
Improvement in question, and the applicable Township Assessor’s Office, and shall be
recorded with the appropriate County Recorder.

1.13. From the date that a complete application for Landmark designation is filed to the date
that the application is granted, denied or expires, whichever comes first, no exterior
architectural feature of the proposed Landmark may undergo Alteration, Construction, or
Demolition if such Alteration, Construction, or Demolition would be subject to the issuance of
a Certificate of Appropriateness pursuant to the provisions of Section 6-11-6 after
designation. Nothing in this paragraph shall prohibit any work that would not be subject to
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness or any work that is necessary to prevent or
correct an imminently dangerous or hazardous condition as described in Section 6-11-10:1.

1.14. Landmarks shall be designated by ordinance.

1.15. In the event that an application for Landmark designation is denied by the City Council
or does not proceed for any reason, no application for Landmark designation of the same
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Improvement shall be made within one (1) year of the date of final action on or expiration of
the original application, unless the Owner consents to such application and designation.

2. Criteria for Designation of Landmarks: An Application for Landmark designation may be granted
based on the findings that the Improvement proposed to be designated as a Landmark meets the
following criteria:

2.1. That it is over fifty (50) years old, in whole or in part; and

2.2. That one or more of the following conditions exist:

2.2.1. That it was owned or occupied by a person of historic significance in national, state or
local history;

2.2.2. That it has a direct connection to an important event in national, state or local history;

2.2.3. That it embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural period, style,
method of Construction, or use of indigenous materials;

2.2.4. That it represents the notable work of a builder, designer or architect whose individual
work has substantially influenced the development of the community; or

2.2.5. That it is included in the National Register of Historic Places.

3. Owner’s Consent: The input, and preferably the consent, of the Owner shall be considered by the
Commission and the City Council in reaching a determination as to whether an Improvement
should be designated as a Landmark. However, the Owner’s consent shall not be required as a
condition to such designation.

6-11-4: DESIGNATION OF HISTORIC DISTRICTS:
1. Procedure:

1.1. Any person or entity, including the Historic Preservation Commission, may submit an
application requesting an Historic District designation for any defined geographic area within
the corporate limits of the city as prescribed herein. The application shall be supported by a
petition as further provided herein.

1.2. For the purpose of this Section 6-11-4, the number of Owners within a defined geographic
area proposed for an Historic District designation shall be determined on the basis of the total
number of Tax Parcels within the area proposed for designation. The number of Tax Parcels
owned, rather than the identity of the Owner, shall prevail, so that, for example, one person
who owns two (2) separate Tax Parcels shall be counted as two (2) "Owners".

1.3. An application seeking an Historic District designation shall be in writing and shall include the
following :

1.3.1. Contact information of the persons or entities seeking the Historic District designation
(applicant) including names, addresses, telephone numbers, email addresses and
designation of one person to serve as the primary point of contact.

1.3.2. A map delineating the boundaries of the area proposed for designation including the
common addresses and PIN numbers of all parcels located within and a legal
description of the proposed area.
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1.3.3. A petition, in a form provided by the city, supporting the proposed Historic District
designation signed by no less than ten percent (10%) of the current Owners of real
property within the area to be considered for designation. The petition shall identify
the addresses and PIN numbers of the Tax Parcels located within the area proposed for
designation that are owned by the persons who signed the petition.

1.3.4. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that at least ten percent (10%) of the
Property Owners consent to the application for designation.

1.3.5. The name and address of the current Owner of each parcel located within the proposed
area.

1.3.6. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that notice of the application for
designation of the area in question has been sent to the current Owners of record of all
parcels within the proposed area by first class and certified U.S. postal mail.

1.3.7. A written report containing: a) a description of the character of the area and properties
contained therein; b) an analysis of the historic, architectural and aesthetic value of the
proposed area in response to the criteria set forth in Section 6-11-4:2 under Standards
for Designation of Historic Districts; c) a list of significant structures, sites or
Improvements and significant exterior architectural features of each; and d) other
reasons in support of the proposed designation.

1.3.8. Dated photographs of all structures, sites or Improvements within the designated area,
including current information as to age, condition, style, and use of each.

1.3.9. Any other information that the applicant deems relevant.

1.3.10. Such other information as the Historic Preservation Commission may request or
prescribe from time to time.

1.4. The application for an Historic District shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, who shall
promptly review the application to determine whether it is complete. After the application is
deemed complete, the Zoning Administrator shall transmit copies of the application and any
documentation pertaining to the application to the Commission.

Except as provided herein, an application for Historic District designation shall be valid for a
period of one hundred fifty (150) days from the date on which the completed application is
transmitted by the Zoning Administrator to the Commission. Any application for Historic
District designation which is not granted or denied under the provisions of this section within
said one hundred fifty (150) day period, shall automatically lapse and become null and void
without further action by the city, except that the application may be extended for a period
up to sixty (60) days upon the written request of the applicant prior to the expiration date. A
request for an extension of time shall require written documentation signed by at least ten
percent (10%) of all Owners within the proposed area to be designated indicating consent to
such extension. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that at least ten percent (10%)
of the Property Owners consent to the extension shall be submitted along with the written
request.

1.5. Upon receipt of the completed application for Historic District designation and any
documentation pertaining to the application, the Commission may request additional
information as necessary to form findings and recommendations to the City Council. Such
information shall be promptly provided.
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1.6. Within thirty (30) days after the completed application for designation of an Historic District
has been transmitted to the Commission, the Commission shall commence a public hearing
on the application.

1.7. Required Notices:

1.7.1. Written Notice to the Property Owners: The applicant shall give written notice of the
public hearing to the current Owner(s) of record of all Tax Parcels located within the
area proposed to be designated as an Historic District as shown on the record of the
applicable township assessor’s office. The written notice shall be delivered by first class
and certified U.S. postal mail, properly addressed and with sufficient prepaid postage
affixed thereon, not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in
advance of the public hearing.

1.7.2. Publication: Notice of the public hearing shall be published at least once in a newspaper
of general circulation in the city, no more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15)
days in advance of the public hearing.

1.7.3. Written Notice to Surrounding Property Owners: The applicant shall also give written
notice of the public hearing to the Property Owners of record of all Tax Parcels,
whether tax exempt or not, lying within one hundred fifty feet (150'), exclusive of
public right-of-way, of the proposed boundaries of the area to be proposed for Historic
District designation as shown on the record of the applicable Township Assessor’s
Office. Such written notices shall be properly addressed, delivered personally or sent
by postage prepaid, certified or registered mail, with return receipt requested not more
than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public hearing.

1.7.4. All written notices shall contain the following information: the case number assigned to
the application, the name and address of the applicant, a map delineating the
boundaries of the area in question, the common addresses and PIN numbers of all Tax
Parcels located within the proposed area, location, date and time of the public hearing
before the Historic Preservation Commission, a description of the nature and purpose
of the public hearing, and the office address of the city department where information
concerning the application may be obtained.

Prior to commencement of the public hearing to consider the application, the applicant
shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notices, with the Zoning
Administrator showing the names and addresses to which the written notices were
sent or delivered. Said affidavit shall create a presumption that the notices have been
properly given.

1.8. The public hearing shall be conducted by the Historic Preservation Commission and minutes
of such proceedings shall be made and maintained by the City of Naperville in accordance
with the provisions of the Illinois Open Meetings Act.

1.9. The Commission shall conclude the public hearing on the application for Historic District
designation, and issue findings of fact and a recommendation to grant or deny the
application, within sixty (60) days after the completed application for designation of an
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Historic District has been transmitted to the Commission. The Commission shall have the
discretion to recommend denial for an application for designation of an Historic District even
if the criteria set forth in 6-11-4:2 are met. The Commission’s findings of fact shall include
the following:

1.9.1. Findings of fact related to the standards set forth in Section 6-11-4:2;

1.9.2. A description of the evidence received by the Commission relative to the percentages
of the Owners within the area to be considered for Historic District designation who
consent or oppose designation of an Historic District, pursuant to Section 6-11-4:1.2.2
and 6-11-4:3; and

1.9.3. Any other facts that the Commission finds relevant.

1.10. The application for Historic District designation, together with the Commission’s findings
of fact and recommendation, shall be forwarded to the City Council within thirty (30) days
following issuance of the findings of fact and recommendation.

1.11. The Commission may recommend, or the Council may decide, without requiring further
application, notice or hearing, that the area to be designated an Historic District be smaller
than the area proposed in the application, provided that such smaller district be located
entirely within the area originally proposed.

1.12. The City Council shall grant or deny the application for designation of an Historic District
using the criteria set forth in Section 6-11-4:2 or on such other bases as it deems appropriate,
prior to the expiration date of the application as provided in Section 6-11-4:1.4 or within an
extended timeframe approved by the City Council for up to an additional thirty (30) days.

If the City Council passes an ordinance approving the application for Historic District
designation, a copy of said ordinance shall be sent by the City Clerk to the applicant, the
Owner of all Tax Parcels located within the Historic District, and the applicable Township
Assessor’s Office, and shall be recorded with the appropriate County Recorder.

1.13. From the date that a complete application for Historic District designation is filed to the
date that the application is granted, denied or expires, whichever comes first, no exterior
architectural feature of any Improvement which is located in the proposed Historic District
may undergo Alteration, Construction, or Demolition if such Alteration, Construction, or
Demolition would be subject to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness pursuant to
the provisions of Section 6-11-6 after designation. Nothing in this paragraph shall prohibit any
work that would not be subject to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, or any
work that is necessary to prevent or correct an imminently dangerous or hazardous condition
as described in Section 6-11-10:1.

1.14. Historic Districts shall be designated by ordinance.

1.15. In the event that an application for designation of an Historic District is denied by the
City Council, or does not proceed for any reason, no application for designation of an Historic
District including any portion of the same area shall be made within one (1) year of the date
of final action on or expiration of the original application, unless one hundred percent (100%)
of Owners within the proposed Historic District consent to such renewed application and
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designation. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that one hundred percent (100%)
of the Property Owners consent to the extension shall be submitted along with the
application.

2. Standards for Designation of Historic Districts: An application for Historic District designation may
be granted based on the findings that the area proposed to be designated as an Historic District
meets the following requirements:

2.1. No less than fifty one percent (51%) of the parcels within the proposed area contain principal
structures that are over fifty (50) years old, in whole or in part; and

2.2. That one or more of the following conditions exists:

2.2.1. That the proposed district has a sense of cohesiveness expressed through a similarity or
evolution of architectural style, time period, method of Construction, or use of
indigenous materials that reflects a significant aspect of the architectural heritage of
the City;

2.2.2. That some architectural or land use characteristics are prevalent within the proposed
district in a manner which distinguish it from the rest of the City and which is relevant
to the historical development of the city; or

2.2.3. That the proposed district is included in the National Register of Historic Places.

3. Owners’ Consent: During the period beginning with the filing of an application for designation of
an Historic District and ending with the final action of the City Council granting or denying said
application or the expiration of the application, whichever comes first, any person, group of
persons or association may present to the Historic Preservation Commission or the City Council
with a petition supporting or opposing the proposed designation of an Historic District. The
Commission shall not recommend, nor the City Council grant, a designation of an Historic District if
a petition is presented in opposition to the proposed designation that contains signatures of fifty
one percent (51%) or more of the Owners of real property within the area to be considered for
designation as an Historic District, accompanied by an affidavit certifying the same.

6-11-5: APPLICABILITY OF ZONING PROVISIONS:

1. Zoning Classifications and Permitted Uses: All Landmarks and Historic Districts shall also be
classified in one or more of the zoning districts established by Chapters 6 through 8 of this title.

For any Landmark or any Historic District, all the regulations of the underlying zoning district shall
apply, except insofar as such regulations are in conflict with any special regulations applicable to a
Landmark or Historic District, and in the event of a conflict, the regulations governing the
Landmark or Historic District shall apply. All permitted uses or conditional uses otherwise
allowable in the underlying zoning district shall continue to be the appropriate allowable uses.

2. Relationship To Planning and Zoning Commission: The Historic Preservation Commission may, at
the request of the Planning and Zoning Commission or on its own initiative, prepare a written
report to, and, in addition, may testify at any public hearing conducted by the Planning and Zoning
Commission with respect to any matter being considered by the Planning and Zoning Commission
which may affect any Improvement designated as a Landmark or located within an Historic District.
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3. Conditional Uses; Variances; Amendments To Zoning Title: A copy of any application for a
conditional use, a variance from the provisions of this zoning title, or any amendment to the map
or text of the zoning ordinance shall be forwarded by the Planning and Zoning Commission to the
Historic Preservation Commission, if such proposed change would affect any Landmark or any
properties within an Historic District.

Within a reasonable time after receipt of an application as set forth above, the Historic
Preservation Commission shall review said application to determine the effect which the proposed
conditional use, variance or amendment would have on the historic character of the Landmark or
Historic District.

Within thirty (30) days after receipt of an application for a conditional use, a variance from the
provisions of this zoning title, or any amendments to the map or text of the zoning ordinance, the
Historic Preservation Commission shall forward any recommendations it desires to make to the
Planning and Zoning Commission from which the copy of the application or amendment was
received. Such recommendations shall be briefly summarized in any reports required to be
submitted to the City Council by the Planning and Zoning Commission.

6-11-6: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS:

Property Owners who seek to alter, construct, demolish or make a material change to Landmark
properties, or to properties located within an Historic District, shall be required to obtain a Certificate of
Appropriateness as provided herein. Nothing contained in this Chapter shall exempt any Property
Owner from compliance with all other applicable requirements of the Naperville Municipal Code
including, but not limited to, the Building Regulations and permit requirements as set forth in Title 5 and
the Zoning Regulations as set forth in Title 6. A Certificate of Appropriateness may be required
regardless of whether building or other permits are required under the current code.

6-11-7: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS NOT REQUIRED:
A Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for the following:

1. Secondary or Rear Facade: Any work (e.g., addition, Demolition, Alteration or change in material)
performed on the Secondary or Rear Facade of the Principal Building or Structure if such work will
result in no change to the Exterior Architectural Appearance of the building or structure as visible
from a public street measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary Facade(s). A public
street shall not include alleys.

2. Exterior Building Materials: In-Kind Replacement of less than 50% of the Primary Facade(s) with
use of Original Materials or Fiber Cement Board in place of wood.

3. Detached Garages: New detached garages or changes to existing detached garages.

4. Rear Yard Improvements: Any accessory building or structure (e.g., shed, rear deck or porch, patio,
and trellis) located behind the Principal Building or Structure.

5. Driveways: New or relocated driveway access from the alley or the corner side street (i.e. a street
adjacent to the corner side yard of a lot); or relocation of the existing driveway access from the
front street (i.e. a street adjacent to the front yard of a lot).

6. Fences: Wood or iron Open Fences as defined in Section 6-1-6, which abut or are nearest to a front
yard or a corner side yard and are visible from a public street; or fences of any type that abut or
are nearest to an interior side yard or a rear yard. Public streets do not include alleys.

7. Reversible Appurtenances: Air conditioning units, gutters, downspouts, antennas, satellite dishes,
and mail boxes.
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8. Painting.

9. Landscaping.

10.Signs and Graphics.
11.Storm Windows and Doors.

6-11-8: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUIRED:
A Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required for the following:

1. Certificate of Appropriateness Subject to Administrative Approval: Minor work shall require a
Certificate of Appropriateness subject to review and approval by the Zoning Administrator in
accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.3 prior to commencement of such work. Minor work shall
include the following work performed on the Primary Fagades(s) of the Principal Building or
Structure, or driveways, or where projection of the work would be visible from a public street
measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary Fagade(s). A public street shall not
include alleys:

1.1. Doors: In-Kind Replacement with use of wood or Original Material.

1.1. Windows: In-Kind Replacement with use of wood or aluminum clad wood.

1.2. Roofs: In-Kind Replacement with use of asphalt or Original Material.

1.3. Exterior Building Materials: In-Kind Replacement of 50% or more of the Primary Fagade(s)
with use of Original Material or Fiber Cement Board in place of wood.

1.4. Porches: In-Kind Replacement in whole or replacement of porch columns with use of wood,
plaster or cement materials; porch flooring with use of wood or composite decking materials;
or other porch components with use of wood or Original Material.

1.5. Shutters and Awnings: In-Kind Replacement with use of Original Material.

1.6. Reconstruction of Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any exact duplication of the
original structure with use of materials referenced in this Section 6-11-8.1.

2. Certificate of Appropriateness Subject to Historic Preservation Commission Approval: Major work
shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness subject to the review and approval by the Historic
Preservation Commission in accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.4 before such work may commence.
Major work shall include the following work performed on the Primary Facade(s) of the Principal
Building or Structure, fences, driveways or attached garages, or where projection of the work
would be visible from a public street measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary
Facade(s). A public street shall not include alleys:

2.1. Doors: Any work that will result in a new opening, a change in style or opening, or use of
material that is not wood or Original Material.

2.2. Windows: Any work that will result in a new opening, a change in style or opening or use of
material other than wood or aluminum clad wood.

2.3. Roofs: Any work that will result in a change in height or pitch; or use of material other than
asphalt or Original Material.

2.4. Exterior Building Materials: Any work that would result in a change in Reveal or profile; or use
of material that is not specified under Section 6-11-8:1.1.3.

2.5. Porches: Any work that would result in new enclosure, a change in size or style, or use of
material that is not listed under Section 6-11-8:1:1.1.4.

2.6. Shutters and Awnings: Any work that will result in new shutters or awnings, a change in size
or style, or use of material that is not original to the structure.
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2.7. Other Original Architectural Features Contributing to the Style of the Principal Building or
Structure: Any work that will result in a change in size or style; or use of material that is not
original.

2.8. New Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any new principal structure.

2.9. Modifications to Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any reconstruction of a
principal structure that will not match the original Improvement or result in use of material
not listed under Section 6-11-8.1.

2.10. Additions: Primary Facade(s) of the addition.

2.11. Demolition: Demolition of a principal structure in whole; removal without replacement
of original architectural features contributing to the style of the Principal Building or Structure
except otherwise provided herein.

2.12. Driveways: New driveway access from the front street (i.e. a street adjacent to the front
yard of a lot).
2.13. Fences: Open Fences (as defined in Section 6-1-6) comprised of material other than

wood or iron or solid fences of any material that abut or are nearest to a front yard or a
corner side yard and are visible from a public street. Public streets do not include alleys.

2.14. Attached garages: New attached garages. Existing attached garages shall be regarded as
part of the principal building or structure, subject to Section 6-11-8:1 and Section 6-11-8:2 of
this code.

2.15. Solar Panels and Skylights on Principal Structures.

3. The Zoning Administrator shall review any work not listed in Sections 6-11-7, 6-11-8:1 and 6-11-8:2
to determine whether a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required and whether it may be
administratively reviewed. An appeal of the Zoning Administrator’s decision shall be made in
accordance with the procedure prescribed in Section 6-3-6:1 of this Code.

4. Procedures For Issuance Of Certificate Of Appropriateness:

4.1. Applications: The application for a Certificate of Appropriateness, when one is required, shall
be in writing on a form provided by the Zoning Administrator and shall include the following
information at a minimum:

4.1.1. Street address of the property involved.

4.1.2. Applicant and/or Owner’s name and address.

4.1.3. Architect’s name if one is utilized.

4.1.4. Brief description of the present Improvements situated on the property.

4.1.5. A detailed description of the Construction, Alteration, or Demolition proposed together
with any architectural drawings or sketches if those services have been utilized by the
applicant and if not, a description of the Construction, Alteration, or Demolition,
sufficient to enable anyone to determine what the final appearance of the
improvement will be.

4.1.6. Such other information as may be required by the Zoning Administrator.

4.2. Review of Application: The application for a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be filed with
the Zoning Administrator, who shall promptly review the application to determine
completeness. The Zoning Administrator shall determine whether the proposed work is
minor or major, in accordance with Sections 6-11-8:1, 6-11-8:2 and 6-11-8:3. If a review from
the Historic Preservation Commission is required under this Section, the Zoning Administrator
shall transmit a copy of the complete application to the Commission.
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4.3. Administrative Certificate of Appropriateness Review Procedures:

4.3.1. Minor work set forth in this Section 6-11-8 may be administratively approved by the
Zoning Administrator without the approval of the Historic Preservation Commission.

4.3.2. Appeals to the Historic Preservation Commission: Any denial of an application for
Certificate of Appropriateness by the Zoning Administrator may be appealed to the
Historic Preservation Commission only by the applicant or Property Owner in
accordance with the following provisions:

4.3.2.1. A request for appeal must be filed with the Zoning Administrator within
fourteen (14) days of the denial of the application.

4.3.2.2. Within sixty (60) days of the filing of the request for appeal, the Historic
Preservation Commission shall meet to consider the appeal.

4.3.2.3. The Zoning Administrator shall forward the Commission written findings
of facts regarding the decision.

4.3.2.4. On appeal, the Historic Preservation Commission shall consider the

findings of fact of the Zoning Administrator and shall determine whether the
Certificate of Appropriateness should be approved or denied.

4.4. Historic Preservation Commission Certificate of Appropriateness Review Procedures:

4.4.1. Major work set forth in this Section 6-11-8 shall be reviewed by the Historic
Preservation Commission at a public meeting in accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.4.2.

4.4.2. Public Meeting: A public meeting shall be held no more than sixty (60) days after a
completed application for a Certificate of Appropriateness has been filed.

4.4.3. Written Notice: The applicant shall give written notice of the public meeting at which
the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness will be considered to the current Owners
of record of all lots lying within two hundred fifty feet (250') of the property lines of the
parcel of land on which the Improvement that is the subject of the request for a
Certificate of Appropriateness is located, exclusive of public right-of-way. The written
notices shall be delivered personally or may be sent by first class mail, properly
addressed and with sufficient postage affixed thereon no later than ten (10) days in
advance of the public meeting.

All written notices shall contain the following information:

e the case number assigned to the request by the city,

e the nature and the purpose of the request,

e the date, time and location of such meeting,

e the common address or location of the Improvement in question,

e the name and address of the applicant and of the Owner of the Improvement,
and

e the administrative office of the city where more information may be obtained
concerning the request.
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The applicant shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notice, with the Zoning
Administrator showing the names and addresses of the persons to whom the written
notices have been sent or delivered, and that such notices were sent or delivered no
less than ten (10) days in advance of the public meeting. Said affidavit shall constitute
a presumption that the notices have been properly given.

4.4.4. Sign: The applicant shall post notice of the public meeting at which the proposed
Certificate of Appropriateness will be considered on a sign visible from a public street
(excluding alleys) upon the property for which the Certificate of Appropriateness is
proposed. The sign on the property shall:
4.4.4.1. Include a title (i.e., "Notice of Historic Preservation Commission

Meeting"); the case number assigned to the application; a brief description of
the nature of the Certificate of Appropriateness request; the date, time and
location of the public meeting; and the address and phone number of the
administrative office of the city where additional information may be obtained.

4.4.4.2. Include lettering a minimum of three inches (3") high in the title, and a
minimum of one inch (1") high for all other text.
4.4.4.3. Be posted on the property for a continuous period of not more than

twenty one (21) days and not less than ten (10) days in advance of the public
meeting, at which the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness will be
considered.

The applicant shall remove the sign upon which the notice is posted within seven (7)
days following the conclusion of the public meeting on the matter before the Historic
Preservation Commission. Failure to remove the sign within the timeframe as provided
herein may result in the imposition of a fine not to exceed fifty dollars ($50.00) per day.

4.4.5. Public Comments: Except as provided in Section 6-11-8:4.3.2, the Historic Preservation
Commission shall take public comments prior to rendering a decision to grant or deny a
Certificate of Appropriateness.

4.4.6. Decision Rendered: The Commission shall render a decision to grant or deny an
application for a Certificate of Appropriateness at the meeting at which it considers an
application unless such deliberations are continued to a subsequent meeting for the
purposes of obtaining additional information or in order to allow the applicant to
submit revisions to the application.

4.5. Issuance of Certificate: The Zoning Administrator shall issue the Certificate of Appropriateness
within seven (7) business days of the approval of an application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness by either the Zoning Administrator pursuant to Section 6-11-8:4.3 or by the
Historic Preservation Commission pursuant to Section 6-11-8:4.4. The Owner and/or
applicant shall not perform any of the work requested until the Owner and/or applicant is in
receipt of the certificate and all other required permits.

A Certificate of Appropriateness shall not be valid unless the following conditions are met:

4.5.1. The work authorized by the Certificate of Appropriateness has been completed within
three (3) years of the issuance of the certificate. Upon written request of the Owner
and/or applicant prior to the expiration date the Zoning Administrator may extend the
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effective period of the Certificate of Appropriateness for a period of up to two (2)
additional years without reapplication to the Commission.

4.6. Appeals To City Council: The Owner and/or applicant may appeal any denial of an application
for a Certificate of Appropriateness as determined by the Historic Preservation Commission to
the City Council in accordance with the following provisions:

4.6.1. A request for appeal must be filed with the Zoning Administrator within fourteen (14)
days of the denial of the application.

4.6.2. The Zoning Administrator shall immediately notify the Commission of any appeal taken
from the denial of an application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

4.6.3. The Commission shall forward a copy of its written findings of fact and its decision to
the Zoning Administrator within fourteen (14) days of receipt of the notice of appeal.
The Commission shall forward to the Zoning Administrator a copy of its minutes of the
meeting at which it considered the application.

4.6.4. Within sixty (60) days of the filing of the request for appeal with the Zoning
Administrator, the City Council shall consider the appeal.

4.6.5. The Zoning Administrator shall send notice to the applicant in writing at least seven (7)
working days prior to the scheduled meeting of the date, time and place of the meeting
at which the appeal is scheduled to be considered by the City Council.

4.6.6. On appeal, the City Council shall consider the minutes and findings of fact of the
Historic Preservation Commission and shall determine whether the Certificate of
Appropriateness should be approved or denied.

5. Factors For Consideration of A Certificate Of Appropriateness Application:

5.1. Compatibility with District Character: The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall
consider the compatibility of the proposed Improvement with the character of the Historic
District in terms of scale, style, exterior features, building placement and site access, as
related to the Primary Fagade(s), in rendering a decision to grant or deny a Certificate of
Appropriateness.

5.2. Compatibility with Architectural Style: The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall
consider the compatibility of the proposed Improvement with the historic architectural style
of the building or structure to be modified by the Certificate of Appropriateness request.

5.3. Economic Reasonableness: The Commission and the Zoning Administrator shall consider the
economic reasonableness of any recommended changes determined to be necessary to bring
the application into conformity with the character of the Historic District.

5.4. Energy Conservation Effect: In making its determinations, the Commission and Zoning
Administrator shall consider the effect that any recommended changes may have on energy
conservation.

5.5. Application of Regulations: The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall not impose
specific regulations, limitations, or restrictions as to the height and bulk of buildings, or the
area of yards or setbacks, or other open spaces, density of population, land use, or location of
buildings designed for conditional uses except as applicable for compliance with the
underlying zoning district.
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5.5.1. The Commission however, may consider the height and bulk of buildings and area of
yards or setbacks within the context of existing neighborhoods in making its
determinations. The Commission shall be permitted to deny a Certificate of
Appropriateness on the basis of height and bulk of buildings and the area of yards or
setbacks only upon finding that the approval of such a request would be detrimental to
the existing or historical character of its surrounding neighborhood. The Commission
may adopt procedural rules concerning the type of information that it considers
necessary to make such a finding.

5.5.2. The Commission's consideration of height and bulk of buildings and area of yards or
setbacks shall not exempt the applicant from compliance with the provisions of this
Title 6 (Zoning Regulations).

5.6. The City’s Historic Building Design and Resource Manual may be used as a resource in
consideration of the above.

6-11-9: MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR REQUIRED:
Neither the Owner of nor the person in charge of an Improvement designated as a Landmark or an
Improvement located within an Historic District shall permit such Improvement to fall into a state of
disrepair which may result in the deterioration of any exterior appurtenance or architectural feature so
as to produce or tend to produce, in the judgment of the Zoning Administrator, a detrimental effect
upon the character of the Historic District as a whole or the life and character of the Improvement in
guestion, including, but not limited to:

1. The deterioration of exterior walls or vertical supports.
The deterioration of roofs or other horizontal members.
The deterioration of exterior chimneys.
The deterioration or crumbling of exterior plaster or mortar.
The ineffective waterproofing of exterior walls, roofs and foundations, including broken windows
or doors.

6. The deterioration of any feature so as to create or permit the creation of any hazardous or unsafe

condition or conditions.

Nothing in this Chapter shall exempt an Improvement designated as a Landmark or located within a
Historic District from compliance with the provisions of Section 5-1H (Property Maintenance Code) of
this Code. Enforcement of this Section shall be pursuant to Section 6-3-11 and Section 5-1H of this
Code.

ukwnN

6-11-10: REMEDYING OF DANGEROUS CONDITIONS:

1. In the event that a condition on property located within the Historic District, or property
designated as a Landmark, presents an imminent danger to the public health, safety, or welfare or
requires immediate Construction, reconstruction, repair, Alteration, or Demolition as ordered by a
court of competent jurisdiction or as determined by a representative of the City, then such work
may be performed without a Certificate of Appropriateness. Work performed under such
circumstances shall be the minimum necessary in order to render the Improvement safe, after
which any Construction, reconstruction, Alteration or Demolition shall be processed in accordance
with the provisions of Sections 6-11-6, 6-11-7 and 6-11-8 of this Chapter.

2. Under the circumstances described in Section 6-11-10:1, the Owner of the property shall notify the
Zoning Administrator in writing prior to performing the work necessary to make the property safe.
If advance notification is not practical due to the emergency nature of the situation, the Owner
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shall provide written notice to the Zoning Administrator within seven (7) calendar days of
commencement of such work. In either case, the written notice shall include the following: (i) a
detailed description of the dangerous condition in question; (ii) the timeframe needed to complete
the work; and (iii) the specific actions to be taken in the performance of such work.

6-11-11: DEMOLITION BY NATURAL CAUSES:
1. For the purposes of this Section, natural Demolition shall occur when an Improvement is damaged
by fire, explosion, or other casualty or act of God.

2. In the case of natural Demolition of all or part of a Landmark or an Improvement located within an
Historic District, the Owner shall obtain a Certificate of Appropriateness prior to reconstruction
when required under the provisions of this chapter.

6-11-12: FINES AND PENALTIES:
1. Illegal Demolition:

1.1. Demolition occurring under the provisions of Section 6-11-10 and Section 6-11-11 shall not be
considered illegal Demolition for the purpose of this chapter, provided that the Zoning
Administrator is property notified in writing as provided in Section 6-11-10:2.

1.2. It shall be unlawful to demolish any portion of any Landmark or any Improvement located
within the Historic District unless specifically permitted through a Certificate of
Appropriateness issued for that property.

1.3. Property Owners will be subject to a fine of no less than ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00)
and no greater than fifty thousand dollars ($50,000.00) for any and all illegal Demolition to
any Landmark or to any Improvement located within an Historic District.

2. lllegal Construction Or Alteration:

2.1. It shall be unlawful to complete any Construction or Alteration to any Landmark or any
Improvement located within an Historic District unless specifically permitted through the
Certificate of Appropriateness issued for that property.

2.2. Property Owners will be subject to the following fines and penalties for any and all illegal
Construction or Alteration to any Landmark or any Improvement located within an Historic
District:

2.2.1. A fine of no less than five hundred dollars ($500.00) and no greater than one thousand
dollars (51,000.00), per violation.
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REVISED HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE

TITLE 1 (ADMINISTRATIVE)
CHAPTER 9 (MUNICIPAL FINANCES)
ARTICLE F (DEVELOPMENT, ZONING AND SUBDIVISION FEES)

1-9F-1: FEES AND CHARGES RELATING TO ZONING:

1. Publication Fees: Applicants petitioning for a zoning variance, amendment, er—conditional use
(including a planned unit development), or Landmark or Historic District designation under Title 6
shall pay the actual cost of publishing legal notices as required by ordinance and state statute.
Applicants shall pay the city a fee of eighty dollars ($80.00)depesit—with—the—cityforty—dollars
($49—99—) per reqwred Iegal notlce upon flllng thelr appllcatlons —'Fhe—baJanee—elae—f—e#pubheaﬁen

Title 2 (BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS)
CHAPTER 15 (HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION)

2-15-4: POWERS AND DUTIES:

3. ReV|ew aJrI-appllcatlons for issuance of certlflcates of approprlateness aﬂd—aﬂ—appheatrens—fe!p

report findings, and grant or deny such appllcatlons subject to the standards and procedures

established by Ttitle 6, Cehapter 11 of this Ceode.
A \ 7\ 1]
/ \'ZI A\ IZZ/_\ /_\
TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS) ]

CHAPTER 1 (ZONING TITLE, PURPOSE, DEFINITIONS) ] o= I I ]

6-1-6: DEFINITIONS: 3

OPEN FENCE: A fence, including gates, which has, for
each one foot wide segment extending over the entire s
length and height of the fence, at least thirty (30) |: | | :l
percent of the surface area in open spaces which
afford direct views through the fence. (See Figure 1) L] . ——
+—
Open spaces in the fence

[
»

TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS)

CHAPTER 2 (GENERAL ZONING PROVISIONS) Figure 1: Open fence example. For a 3’ tall open
fence, the open spaces in the fence shall include
6-2-12: FENCES: at least 30% or 0.9 square feet per one linear

foot in length.

1. Residence Districts: Except as provided in

| Subsection 6-2-12.4 of this sSection, Section 6-2-

13 of this Chapter, and Section 7-4-3 of this Code, the establishment of all fences in residence
districts shall be regulated as follows:
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1.1. Fences not exceeding three (3) feet in height may be constructed and maintained at any point
behind the front or corner side yard lot lines.
1.2. Open fences, as defined in Section 6-1-6 (Definitions)deseribed—in—this—Subsection, not

exceeding four (4) feet in height may be constructed and maintained at the front or corner
side yard lot line.

TITLE 6 (ZONING REGULATIONS)
CHAPTER 11 (HISTORIC PRESERVATION)

6-11-1: PURPOSE:

neighberhoeds:-Naperville's historic _architecture and the character of its historic neighborhoods
contribute to the community’s well-being and development. The purpose of this Chapter is to protect
these valuable resources by:

1. Fostering civic pride through public education and enhanced awareness of Naperville’s rich history
as embodied in its architecture and neighborhoods.

2. Preserving Naperville’s heritage by proactively providing tools and oversight to identify and
protect Landmarks and Historic Districts.

3. Protecting neighborhood character by providing that rehabilitations, renovations and new
Improvements in_an Historic District are compatible in terms of scale, style, exterior features,
building placement and site access.

4. Supporting Property Owners and property values for designated Historic Districts or Landmarks by
providing that repair, rehabilitations and renovations shall be compatible with the historic,
architectural and aesthetic character of the Historic Districts and Landmarks.

{Ord-84-201,12-17-1984)

6-11-2: DEFINITIONS:
The following definitions of word use shall apply:

ALTERATION: Any act or process which changes the ene—ermere—ofthe"Eexterior Aarchitectural
Appearance features—of an imprevementimprovement.

APPURTENANCE: An accessory element being added or appended to the building or structure.
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS: A certificate from the City of Naperville or the Naperville Historic
Preservation Commission _authorizing plans for alterationAlteration, eenstruetionConstruction,
demelitienDemolition or change in material remeval-of an imprevementimprovement which has been
designated a Landmark or which is located within an Historic District.lardmark-orwhich-islocated-within

SR-Risteriepreseration-distics

| COMMISSION: Histeriesitescommission-Historic Preservation Commission.

CONSTRUCTION: Any act or process whereby a new imprevementimprovement is built, an existing
improvermentimprovement is expanded in size or area, or all or part of a demolished

improvementimprovement is rebuilt.

| DEMOLITION: Any act or process which destroys all or part of an imprevementimprovement.

EXTERIOR ARCHITECTURAL APPEARANCEFEATURE: %—%eh%e&%&k&tﬂe—deﬂgn—geneﬁﬂmqgemem

aalalda aman al¥a a¥aal @) a a faYa! ' AW a¥a a¥a agered a

%met—e#the;ea-gk#a;e—fe#ﬂqe—pamses—ef—mﬁ—deﬁﬂmeﬂ—me archltectural stvle period and general

composition or arrangement of the exterior of an Improvement, including, but not limited to the kind,
color, and the texture of the building material and the type, design and character of all windows, doors,
light fixtures, and appurtenant elements.

FACADE: The exterior face of a building or structure.

FACADE, PRIMARY: The portion of the facade that abuts or is nearest to a front yard or a corner side
yard and is visible from a public street. Public streets do not include alleys.

FACADE, SECONDARY: The portion of the facade that abuts or is nearest to an interior side yard and
abuts a Primary Facade.

FACADE, REAR: The portion of the facade that abuts or is nearest to a rear yard and is not a primary or
secondary facade.

FIBER CEMENT BOARD: Exterior siding material made from portland cement combined with other
additives and textured to have a natural, wood-like appearance.

HISTORIC PRESERVAHON-DISTRICT: Any area which_has been designated by the City Council as an

Historic District pursuant to the provisions of this chapter. +

ATTACHMENT 3 Revised Preservation Ordinance ¢ 3
FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 46



Page: 47 - Agenda Item: C.1.

Section 6-11-2: Definition

IMPROVEMENT: Any building, structure—site, parking facility, fence, gate, wall, work of art or other
object constituting a physical betterment of or addition to real property, or any part of such betterment
or addition.

IN-KIND REPLACEMENT: Repair or replacement of existing materials or features that replicates the
original in design, color, texture, dimensions, and other visual qualities.

INTERIOR: The visible surfaces of the enclosed or inside portions of an imprevementimprovement.

whose—ndividual—genius—influenced—his—eraAny Improvement which has been designated as a

“Landmark” by ordinance of the City Council pursuant to the provisions of this chapter.-

ORIGINAL MATERIAL: Material used at the time the structure was initially constructed. The Original
Material may differ from the existing material on a structure due to Alterations over time.

OWNER, PROPERTY OWNER OR OWNER OF REAL PROPERTY: Any person(s) or entity holding legal or
equitable title to real property located within the city, as shown on the record of the applicable
township assessor’s office.

REVEAL: The vertical distance of the exposed portion of overlapping siding boards or shingles on the

exterior walls.
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TAX PARCEL: Any lot, block, tract or other piece of real property, whether tax exempt or not, which has
been assigned a permanent real estate index number; as shown on the record of the applicable

township assessor’s officelecal-real-estate taxcollector. {Ord-—84-201,12-17-1984; amd-—Ord-87-122-2-
1987 Ord-02-12,1-22-2002)

6-11-3: DESIGNATION OF LANDMARKS:

1. Procedure:

1.1. Any person or entity, including the Historic Preservation Commission may submit an
application requesting a Landmark designation for an Improvement within the corporate
limits of the city as prescribed herein. The consent of the Owner of the Improvement being
considered shall not be required prior to filing the application for Landmark designation.
However, notification to the Owner of the Improvement shall be provided as set forth herein.
An application requesting a Landmark designation for an Improvement that is less than fifty

(50) vears old shall not be accepted.

1.2. An Fhe-application seeking a Landmark fertandmark-designation_for a certain Improvement
shall be in wrltlng and shalI—een%ma—sueh—u#e#maﬂe#and—be—m—weh#e#m—as%he—em%&en

supplwd—by—tkre—zmm—ng—aé%ﬁ%upen—mq&est— mclude the foIIowmg

1.2.1. Contact_information of the persons or entities seeking the Landmark designation
(applicant) including names, addresses, telephone numbers, email addresses and
designation of one person to serve as the primary point of contact.

1.2.2. The legal description and common address of the Improvement in question.

1.2.3. The name and address of the current Owner of the Improvement in question.

1.2.4. An_affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that notice of the application for
Landmark designation of the Improvement in question has been sent to the current
Owner of the Improvement by first class and certified U.S. postal mail, if the applicant is
not the Owner.

1.2.5. Written documentation signed by the Owner of the Improvement in guestion indicating
whether the Owner consents to the application for designation, or an affidavit by the
applicant specifying why such documentation is unavailable, if the applicant is not the
Owner.

1.2.6. A written report containing: a) a description of the property; b) an analysis of the
historic, architectural and aesthetic value of the proposed Landmark in relation to the
criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2 under Standards for Designation of Landmarks; c) a
list of significant exterior architectural features of the property; and d) other reasons in
support of the proposed designation.
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1.2.7. A plat of survey of the property if available and dated photographs of the Improvement
in question.

1.2.8. Any other information that the applicant deems relevant.

1.2.9. Such other information as the Historic Preservation Commission may request or
prescribe from time to time.

1.3. An application for Landmark designation shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, who
shall promptly review the application to determine whether it is complete.

1.4. Non-Owner applicant: If the applicant seeking to designate an Improvement as a Landmark is
not the Owner of the Improvement, the Zoning Administrator shall transmit a copy of the
completed application to the Property Owner by first class and certified U.S. postal mail.

Within thirty (30) days thereafter, the Owner may submit a written response to any analysis
or evidence presented in the application to the Zoning Administrator, and may also provide
evidence in support of or in opposition to the proposed Landmark designation. Such evidence
may consist of, but is not limited to, reports prepared by experts or specialists in one or more
areas of expertise, inspection reports, photographs, and bids for repair or restoration.

1.4.1. If the Owner is opposed to the designation due to the physical condition of the
Improvement, the Owner may submit evidence to show that the Improvement has
deteriorated and/or is subject to one or more adverse conditions such that the cost to
restore or repair the Improvement to a condition that complies with the standards for
issuance of an occupancy permit under the provision of Title 5 would meet or exceed
the assessed valuation of the property and Improvement as shown on the most recent
tax bill multiplied by 150%.

Upon written request of the Owner, the Zoning Administrator may grant an extension of the
thirty (30) day time limit to submit a written response for up to an additional thirty (30) days.

1.5. Upon receipt of the Owner’s response or at the conclusion of the thirty (30) day time limit or
the extended time limit per Section 6-11-3:1.4 if no response is received, the Zoning
Administrator shall transmit copies of the completed application and any documentation
pertaining to the application to the Historic Preservation Commission.

Except as provided herein, an application for Landmark designation shall be valid for a period
of one hundred fifty (150) days from the date on which the completed application is
transmitted by the Zoning Administrator to the Commission. Any application for Landmark
designation which is not granted or denied under the provisions of this Section within said
one hundred fifty (150) day period shall automatically lapse and become null and void
without further action by the city, except that the application may be extended for a period
up to sixty (60) days upon the written request of the applicant prior to the expiration date. If
the applicant is not the Property Owner, a request for an extension of time shall require
written documentation signed by the Owner indicating consent to such extension.

1.6. Upon receipt of the completed application for Landmark designation and any documentation
included by the applicant and/or Owner if the Owner is not the applicant, the Commission
may request additional information as necessary to form findings and recommendations to
the City Council. Such information shall be promptly provided.
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+31.7.  23-—Within thirty (30) sixty{606)-days after the completed application for Landmark
designation has been transmitted to the Commission, the Commission shall commence a

public hearing on the application.  fiing-ef-theapplicationfortandmark-desighation—the

1.8. Required Notices:

1.8.1. Written Notice to the Property Owners: If the applicant is not the Owner(s) of the
Improvement nominated for Landmark designation, the applicant shall give written
notice of the public hearing to the Owner(s) of record of the Improvement proposed to
be designated as a Landmark as shown on the record of the applicable township
assessor’s office. The written notice shall be delivered by first class and certified U.S.
postal mail, properly addressed and with sufficient prepaid postage affixed thereon,
not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public

hearing.

1.8.2. Publication: Notice of the public hearing shall be published at least once in a newspaper
of general circulation in the city, no more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15)
days in advance of the public hearing.

1.8.3. Sign: The applicant shall post notice of the public hearing on a sign on the property
being considered for designation as a Landmark or at an alternate location approved by
the Zoning Administrator, for a continuous period of not more than thirty (30) days and
not _less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public hearing. Such sign shall:
1.8.3.1. Be a minimum size of three feet by four feet (3' x 4').
1.8.3.2. Include a title (i.e., "Notice of Public Hearing"); the case number assigned to
the application; the place, the purpose, and the date and time of the public
hearing; and the address and phone number of the city department where
additional information may be obtained.

1.8.3.3. Include red lettering a minimum of four inches (4") high in the title, and black
lettering @ minimum _of two inches (2") high for all other text on a white

background.

The applicant shall remove the sign upon which the notice is posted within seven (7)
days following the conclusion of the public hearing before the Historic Preservation
Commission. Failure to remove the sign within said timeframe as provided herein may
result in the imposition of a fine not to exceed fifty dollars (550.00) per day.
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1.8.4. Written Notice to Surrounding Property Owners: The applicant shall give written notice

1.8.5.

of the public hearing to the Property Owners of record of all Tax Parcels, whether tax
exempt or not, lying within one hundred fifty feet (150'), exclusive of public right-of-
way, of the property lines of the property on which the Improvement proposed for
Landmark designation is located as shown on the record of the applicable Township
Assessor’s Office. Such written notices shall be properly addressed, delivered
personally or sent by postage prepaid, certified or registered mail, with return receipt
requested not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of
the public hearing.

All written notices shall contain the following information: the case number assigned to

the application, the name and address of the applicant and Property Owner, the
common address or location of the property on which the Improvement sought to be
designated as a Landmark is located, location, date and time of the public hearing
before the Historic Preservation Commission, a description of the nature and purpose
of the public hearing, and the office address of the city department where information
concerning the application may be obtained.

Prior to commencement of the public hearing to consider the application, the applicant
shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notices, with the City Clerk showing
the names and addresses to which the written notices were sent or delivered. Said
affidavit shall create a presumption that the notices have been properly given.
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1.9. The public hearing shall be conducted by the Historic Preservation Commission and minutes
of such proceedings shall be made and maintained by the City of Naperville in accordance
with the provisions of the lllinois Open Meetings Acti-6—Fhe—public—hearing——shallbe

1.10. The Commission shall conclude the public hearing on the application for Landmark
designation, and issue findings of fact and a recommendation to grant or deny the
application, within sixty (60) days after the completed application for Landmark designation
has been transmitted to the Commission. It shall be within the discretion of the Commission
to recommend denial of an application for designation of a Landmark even if the criteria set
forth in Section 6-11-3:2 are met. The Commission’s findings of fact shall include the

following:

1.10.1. Findings of fact related to the criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2;

1.10.2. A statement indicating whether the Owner of the proposed Landmark has
responded to the application and the nature of the response pursuant to Section 6-11-

1.10.3. A description of evidence received by the Commission relative to the proposed
Landmark designation pursuant to Section 6-11-3:1:4; and

1.10.4. Any other facts that the Commission finds relevant.

1.11. The application for Landmark designation, together with the Commission’s findings of

fact and recommendation, shall be forwarded to the City Council within thirty (30) days
following issuance of the findings of facts and recommendation.

1.12. The City Council shall grant or deny the application for Landmark designation using the
criteria set forth in Section 6-11-3:2 or on such other bases as it deems appropriate, prior to
the expiration date of the application as provided in Section 6-11-3:1.5 or within an extended
timeframe approved by the City Council for up to an additional thirty (30) days.

If the City Council passes an ordinance approving the application for Landmark designation, a
copy of said ordinance shall be sent by the City Clerk to the applicant, the Owner of the
Improvement in question, and the applicable Township Assessor’s Office, and shall be
recorded with the appropriate County Recorder.
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1.13. From the date that a complete application for Landmark designation is filed to the date
that the application is granted, denied or expires, whichever comes first, no exterior
architectural feature of the proposed Landmark may undergo Alteration, Construction, or
Demolition if such Alteration, Construction, or Demolition would be subject to the issuance of
a_Certificate of Appropriateness pursuant to the provisions of Section 6-11-6 after
designation. Nothing in this paragraph shall prohibit any work that would not be subject to
the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness or any work that is necessary to prevent or
correct an imminently dangerous or hazardous condition as described in Section 6-11-10:1.

4+2:1.14. +33-landmarks shall be designated by ordinance. {Or&—84-201,12-17-84}

43-1.15. 432-In the event that an application for Llandmark designation is denied by the City
Council or does not proceed for any reason, no application for {Landmark designation of the

same inprovementimprovement shall be made within aire{S}-menthsone (1) year of the

date of final action on_or expiration of the original application, unless the Oewner consents to

such application and designation. {O+e-—87-12,2-2-87}

2. StandardsCriteria for Designation of Landmarks: An Application for Landmark designation may be
granted based on the findings that the Improvement 1he—H+5t—eH-%S|-t~es—Genorm+99+en—9haH—net

baseéupen—ﬂ%eAde#m&p%eseﬁeﬁe—k—Maeh&eeﬁeea&eﬁaﬁh&proposed to be desuznated

as a Llandmark meets the following criteriareguirements:

2 1 Thatiticl {withintl I laries of the City: and
22:2.1. That it is over fiftythirty (350) years old, in whole or in part; and

2.2. That one or more of the following conditions exist:
2.2.1. That it was owned or occupied by a person of historic significance in national, state or

local history;
2.2.2. That it has a direct connection to an important event in national, state or local history;
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2.2.3. That it embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural period, style,
method of Construction, or use of indigenous materials;

2.2.4. That it represents the notable work of a builder, designer or architect whose individual
work has substantially influenced the development of the community; or

2.2.5. That it is included in the National Register of Historic Places.

3. Owner’s Consent: The input, and preferably the consent, of the Owner shall be considered by the
Commission and the City Council in reaching a determination as to whether an Improvement
should be designated as a Landmark. However, the Owner’s consent shall not be required as a
condition to such designation.

6-11-4: DESIGNATION OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION-DISTRICTS:
1. Procedure:

1.1. Any person or entity, including the Historic Preservation Commission, may submit aAny

{2)}-separate—tax—parcels—shall-becountedas—twe{2}—oewners—n application requesting an
ATTACHMENT 3 Revised Preservation Ordinance ¢ 11
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Historic District designation for any defined geographic area within the corporate limits of the
city as prescribed herein. The application shall be supported by a petition as further provided
herein.

1++1.2. For the purpose of this Section 6-11-4, the number of Owners within a defined
geographic area proposed for an Historic District designation shall be determined on the basis
of the total number of Tax Parcels within the area proposed for designation. The number of
Tax Parcels owned, rather than the identity of the Owner, shall prevail, so that, for example,
one person who owns two (2) separate Tax Parcels shall be counted as two (2) "Owners".

1.3. An application seeking an Historic District designation shall be in writing and shall include the
following :

1.3.1. Contact information of the persons or entities seeking the Historic District designation
(applicant) including names, addresses, telephone numbers, email addresses and
designation of one person to serve as the primary point of contact.

1.3.2. A map delineating the boundaries of the area proposed for designation including the
common _addresses _and PIN numbers of all parcels located within and a legal
description of the proposed area.

1.3.3. A petition, in a form provided by the city, supporting the proposed Historic District
designation signed by no less than ten percent (10%) of the current Owners of real
property within the area to be considered for designation. The petition shall identify
the addresses and PIN numbers of the Tax Parcels located within the area proposed for
designation that are owned by the persons who signed the petition.

1.3.4. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that at least ten percent (10%) of the
Property Owners consent to the application for designation.

1.3.5. The name and address of the current Owner of each parcel located within the proposed
area.

1.3.6. An_affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that notice of the application for
designation of the area in question has been sent to the current Owners of record of all
parcels within the proposed area by first class and certified U.S. postal mail.

1.3.7. A written report containing: a) a description of the character of the area and properties
contained therein; b) an analysis of the historic, architectural and aesthetic value of the
proposed area in response to the criteria set forth in Section 6-11-4:2 under Standards
for Designation of Historic Districts; c) a list of significant structures, sites or
Improvements and significant _exterior _architectural features of each; and d) other
reasons in support of the proposed designation.

1.3.8. Dated photographs of all structures, sites or Improvements within the designated area,
including current information as to age, condition, style, and use of each.

1.3.9. Any other information that the applicant deems relevant.

1.3.10. Such other information as the Historic Preservation Commission may reqguest or
prescribe from time to time.
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12:1.4. The application for an Historic District desighation-efan—historicpreservation—distriet

shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, who shall promptly review the application to

determine thatwhether it is complete. Within—five{5)-working—days-After the application is

deemed completeeffiling, the Zoning Administrator shall transmit the-cemplete-copies of the
application and any documentation pertaining to the application to the Co€emmission—fer

| public hearing.

Except as provided herein, an application for Historic District designation shall be valid for a
period of one hundred fifty (150) days from the date on which the completed application is
transmitted by the Zoning Administrator to the Commission. Any application for Historic
District designation which is not granted or denied under the provisions of this section within
said one hundred fifty (150) day period, shall automatically lapse and become null and void
without further action by the city, except that the application may be extended for a period
up to sixty (60) days upon the written request of the applicant prior to the expiration date. A
request for an extension of time shall require written documentation signed by at least ten
percent (10%) of all Owners within the proposed area to be designated indicating consent to
such extension. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that at least ten percent (10%)
of the Property Owners consent to the extension shall be submitted along with the written

request.

1.5. Upon receipt of the completed application for Historic District designation and any
documentation pertaining to the application, the Commission may request additional
information as necessary to form findings and recommendations to the City Council. Such
information shall be promptly provided.

2—

211.6.  Within thirty (30) days after the completed application for designation of an Historic
District has been transmitted to the Commission, the Commission shall commence a public
hearing on the applicationWithin-sixty{60)-days—afterfilingof the-applicationfor-designation

1.7. Required Notices:
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1.7.1. Written Notice to the Property Owners: The applicant shall give written notice of the
public hearing to the current Owner(s) of record of all Tax Parcels located within the
area proposed to be designated as an Historic District as shown on the record of the
applicable township assessor’s office. The written notice shall be delivered by first class
and certified U.S. postal mail, properly addressed and with sufficient prepaid postage
affixed thereon, not more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in
advance of the public hearing.

1.7.2. Publication: Notice of the public hearing shall be published at least once in a newspaper
of general circulation in the city, no more than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15)
days in advance of the public hearing.

1.7.3. Written Notice to Surrounding Property Owners: The applicant shall also give written
notice of the public hearing to the Property Owners of record of all Tax Parcels,
whether tax exempt or not, lying within one hundred fifty feet (150'), exclusive of
public right-of-way, of the proposed boundaries of the area to be proposed for Historic
District designation as shown on the record of the applicable Township Assessor’s
Office. Such written notices shall be properly addressed, delivered personally or sent
by postage prepaid, certified or registered mail, with return receipt requested not more
than thirty (30) days nor less than fifteen (15) days in advance of the public hearing.

1.7.4. All written notices shall contain the following information: the case number assigned to
the application, the name and address of the applicant, a map delineating the
boundaries of the area in question, the common addresses and PIN numbers of all Tax
Parcels located within the proposed area, location, date and time of the public hearing
before the Historic Preservation Commission, a description of the nature and purpose
of the public hearing, and the office address of the city department where information
concerning the application may be obtained.

Prior to commencement of the public hearing to consider the application, the applicant
shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notices, with the Zoning
Administrator showing the names and addresses to which the written notices were
sent or delivered. Said affidavit shall create a presumption that the notices have been

properly given.
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24-1.8. The public hearing shall be conducted by the Histeric—Sites—Cemmissien—Historic
Preservation Commission and minutes a—+eeerd-of such proceedings shall be madepreserved
and maintained by the City of Naperville in accordance with the provisions of the lllinois Open

Meetings Actirsueha-manneras-the-Commission-shal by S be-frem-time-to-time.

1.9. The Commission shall conclude the public hearing on the application for Historic District
designation, and issue findings of fact and a recommendation to grant or deny the
application, within sixty (60) days after the completed application for designation of an
Historic District has been transmitted to the Commission. The Commission shall have the
discretion to recommend denial for an application for designation of an Historic District even
if the criteria set forth in 6-11-4:2 are met. The Commission’s findings of fact shall include

the following:

1.9.1. Findings of fact related to the standards set forth in Section 6-11-4:2;

1.9.2. A description of the evidence received by the Commission relative to the percentages
of the Owners within the area to be considered for Historic District designation who
consent or oppose designation of an Historic District, pursuant to Section 6-11-4:1.2.2
and 6-11-4:3; and

1.9.3. Any other facts that the Commission finds relevant.

1.10. The application for Historic District designation, together with the Commission’s findings
of fact and recommendation, shall be forwarded to the City Council within thirty (30) days
following issuance of the findings of fact and recommendation.

25:1.11. The Commission may recommend, or the Council may decide, without requiring further
application, notice or hearing, that the area to be designated an Historic District histerie
preservation-district-be smaller than the area proposed in the application, provided that such
smaller district be located entirely within the area originally proposed.
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1.12.

. A . The City
CounC|I shall grant or deny the appllcatlon for designation of an Historic District using the

criteria set forth in Section 6-11-4:2 or on such other bases as it deems appropriate, prior to
the expiration date of the application as provided in Section 6-11-4:1.4 or within an extended
timeframe approved by the CItV Council for up to an addltlonal thlrtv (30) davs —GH-y—GeH-neﬂ

If the City Council passes an ordinance approving the application for Historic District
designation, a copy of said ordinance shall be sent by the City Clerk to the applicant, the
Owner of all Tax Parcels located within the Historic District, and the applicable Township
Assessor’s Office, and shall be recorded with the appropriate County Recorder.

1.13. From the date that a complete application for Historic District designation is filed to the
date that the application is granted, denied or expires, whichever comes first, no exterior
architectural feature of any Improvement which is located in the proposed Historic District
may undergo Alteration, Construction, or Demolition if such Alteration, Construction, or
Demolition would be subject to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness pursuant to
the provisions of Section 6-11-6 after designation. Nothing in this paragraph shall prohibit any
work that would not be subject to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness, or any
work that is necessary to prevent or correct an imminently dangerous or hazardous condition
as descrlbed in Sectlon 6 11 10: 1

27-1.14. Historic preservation-dDistricts shall be designated by ordinances. {Ord—84-204,12-17-
84}

2:8-1.15. In the event that an application for designation of an Historic Districthisterie
preservation-district is denied by the City Council, or does not proceed for any reason, no
application for designation of an Historic District histeriepreservation—distriet-including any
portion of the same area shall be made within aire{S}-menthsone (1) year of the date of final
action on or _expiration of the original application, unless one hundred percent (100%)a# of
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Oewners within the proposed histerie—preservation—distrietHistoric District consent to such
renewed application and designation. An affidavit signed by the applicant certifying that one

hundred percent (100%) of the Property Owners consent to the extension shall be submitted

along with the application. {Ord-—87-12,-2-2-87}

3.2. Standards for Designation of Historic Districts: An application for Historic District designation
may be granted based on the findings that the area proposed to be designated as an Historic
District meets the following requirementsStandards—for—Designation—efHistoric—Preservation
AT

2.1. No less than fifty one percent (51%) of the parcels within the proposed area contain principal
structures that are over fifty (50) years old, in whole or in part; and

3.2:2.2. That one or more of the following conditions exists:
2.2.1. That the proposed district has a sense of cohesiveness expressed through a similarity or

evolution of architectural style, time period, method of Construction, or use of
indigenous materials that reflects a significant aspect of the architectural heritage of
the City;

2.2.2. That some architectural or land use characteristics are prevalent within the proposed
district in @ manner which distinguish it from the rest of the City and which is relevant
to the historical development of the city; or

2.2.3. That the proposed district is included in the National Register of Historic Places.

3. Owners’ Consent: During the period beginning with the filing of an application for designation of

an Historic District; and ending with the final action of the City Council granting or denying said
application or the expiration of the application, whichever comes first, any person, group of
persons or association may present to the Historic Preservation Commission or the City Council
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with a petition supporting or opposing the proposed designation of an Historic District. The
Commission shall not recommend, nor the City Council grant, a designation of an Historic District if
a petition is presented in opposition to the proposed designation that contains signatures of fifty
one percent (51%) or more of the Owners of real property within the area to be considered for
designation as an Historic District, accompanied by an affidavit certifying the same.

| 6-11-5: APPLICABILITY OF ZONING PROVISIONS:

1. Zoning Classifications aAnd Permitted Uses: All Llandmarks and Historic Districthisterie

preservation—distriets shall also be classified in one or more of the zoning districts established by
Cehapters 6 through 8 of thls tltIe Ihe—zenmg—ef—any—kandmapk—shaﬂ—be—de&gna%ed—by—a

For any Ltandmark or any Historic Districthisteric-preservation—distriet, all the regulations of the

underlying zoning district shall apply, except insofar as such regulations are in conflict with any

special regulations applicable to a Llandmark or Historic Districthistericpreservation-distriet, and in
the event of a conflict, the regulations governing the iLandmark or Historic District histerie

preservation-districk-shall apply. All permitted uses or conditional uses otherwise allowable in the
underlying zoning district shall continue to be the appropriate allowable uses.

2. Relationship To Planning and Zoning Commission: The histerie—sites—eommission—Historic
Preservation Commission _may, at the request of the plan—eemmissienPlanning and Zoning
Commission or on its own initiative, prepare a written report to, and, in addition, may testify at
any public hearing conducted by; the plan—ecemmissionPlanning and Zoning Commission with
respect to any matter being considered by the plan-ecemmissienPlanning and Zoning Commission
which may affect any imprevementimprovement designated as a a-Ltandmark or located within an

any-designated-Historic Districthistoricpreservation-district.
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4.3. Conditional Uses; Variances; Amendments To Zoning Title: A copy of any application for a
conditional use, a variance from the provisions of this zoning title, or erstreet-graphics-ordinance
_and-acopy-of-any propesed-amendment to the map or text of the zoning ordinance shall be
forwarded by the planecemmissionPlanning and Zoning Commission-e+the-beard-ef zeningappeals
to the histerie-siteseemmissionHistoric Preservation Commission, if such proposed change would

affect any Landmark or anv propertlesbe within er—mqmeehat_el-y—ad}aeem—te—an Hlstorlc

Wlthln a reasonable time after receipt of an appllcatlon as set forth abovesaid-copy-ofany-such

te*t—ef—t—hrs—zemag—m-le the hrsieeﬂesrees—eenamrsyen—Hlstorlc Preservat|on Commission shaII
review said application to determine the effect which the proposed conditional use, variance or

amendment would have on the historic; architectural—and—aesthetie—character of the
LandmaFkLandmark or h+steﬂc—ppesewat+eﬂ—d+stnetH|stor|c D|str|ct—aeee+:el+ng—te—the—app+:epﬂate

Within thirty (30) days after receipt of said—eepy—efanyan application for a_conditional use, a
variance from the provisions of this zoning title, or any amendments to the map or text of the
zoning ordinanceera—proposed—amendment, the histeriesites—eommission-Historic Preservation
Commission shall forward any—written—+repert—and recommendations it desires to make to the
Planning and Zoning Ceommission e+beard-from which the copy of the application or amendment

was recelved Such wmteﬂ—mpemaﬂd—recommendatlons—aﬂd—anHestmw—presented—the

_shall be briefly summarized in any

reports requwed to be submltted to the ert—y—eeuﬂeﬂoty Council by the plan-ecemmissienPlanning
and Zonmg Commwaon—%bea#el—ef—zeamg—appeals—as—appheabk m-heu—ef—sueh—summapy—t-he

6-11-6: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS:

Property Owners who seek to alter, construct, demolish or make a material change to Landmark
properties, or to properties located within an Historic District, shall be required to obtain a Certificate of
Appropriateness as provided herein. Nothing contained in this Chapter shall exempt any Property
Owner from compliance with all other applicable requirements of the Naperville Municipal Code
including, but not limited to, the Building Regulations and permit requirements as set forth in Title 5 and
the Zoning Regulations as set forth in Title 6. A Certificate of Appropriateness may be required
regardless of whether erneta-building or other permits are required under the current code.

6-11-7: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS NOT REQUIRED:
A Certificate of Appropriateness is not required for the following:

1. Secondary or Rear Facade: Any work (e.g., addition, Demolition, Alteration or change in material)
performed on the Secondary or Rear Facade of the Principal Building or Structure if such work will
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result in no change to the Exterior Architectural Appearance of the building or structure as visible
from a public street measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary Facade(s). A public
street shall not include alleys.

2. Exterior Building Materials: In-Kind Replacement of less than 50% of the Primary Facade(s) with
use of Original Materials or Fiber Cement Board in place of wood.

3. Detached Garages: New detached garages or changes to existing detached garages.

4. Rear Yard Improvements: Any accessory building or structure (e.g., shed,s; rear deck or porchs,
patios, and trellises) located behind the Principal Building or Structure.

5. Driveways: New or relocated driveway access from the alley or the corner side street (i.e. a street
adjacent to the corner side yard of a lot); or relocation of the existing driveway access from the
front street (i.e. a street adjacent to the front yard of a lot).

6. Fences: Wood or iron Open Fences as defined in Section 6-1-6, which abut or are nearest to a front
yard or a corner side yard and are visible from a public street; or fences of any type that abut or
are nearest to an interior side yard or a rear yard. Public streets do not include alleys.

7. Reversible Appurtenances: Air conditioning units, gutters, downspouts, antennas, satellite dishes,
and mail boxes.

8. Painting.

9. Landscaping.

10.Signs and Graphics.

11.Storm Windows and Doors.

6-11-68: LANDMARIK-CONSTRUCHON-OR-ALFERAHON;-CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUIRED:

A Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required for the following:

1. Minor work shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness subject to review and approval by the
Zoning Administrator in accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.3 prior to commencement of such work.
Minor work shall include the following work performed on the Primary Facades(s) of the Principal
Building or Structure, or driveways, or where projection of the work would be visible from a public
street measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary Facade(s). A public street shall not

include alleys:

1.1. Doors: In-Kind Replacement with use of wood or Original Material.

1.1. Windows: In-Kind Replacement with use of wood or aluminum clad wood.

1.2. Roofs: In-Kind Replacement with use of asphalt or Original Material.

1.3. Exterior Building Materials: In-Kind Replacement of 50% or more of the Primary Facade(s)
with use of Original Material or Fiber Cement Board in place of wood.
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1.4. Porches: In-Kind Replacement in whole or replacement of porch columns with use of wood,
plaster or cement materials; porch flooring with use of wood or composite decking materials;
or other porch components with use of wood or Original Material.

1.5. Shutters and Awnings: In-Kind Replacement with use of Original Material.

1.6. Reconstruction of Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any exact duplication of the
original structure with use of materials referenced in this Section 6-11-8.1.

2. Certificate of Appropriateness Subject to Historic Preservation Commission Approval: Major work
shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness subject to the review and approval by the Historic
Preservation Commission in accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.4 before such work may commence.
Major work shall include the following work performed on the Primary Facade(s) of the Principal
Building or Structure, fences, driveways or attached garages, or where projection of the work
would be visible from a public street measured by a line of sight perpendicular to the Primary
Facade(s). A public street shall not include alleys:

2.1. Doors: Any work that will result in a new opening, a change in style or opening, or use of
material that is not wood or Original Material.

2.2. Windows: Any work that will result in a new opening, a change in style or opening or use of
material other than wood or aluminum clad wood.

2.3. Roofs: Any work that will result in a change in height or pitch; or use of material other than
asphalt or Original Material.

2.4. Exterior Building Materials: Any work that would result in a change in Reveal or profile; or use
of material that is not specified under Section 6-11-8:1.1.3.

2.5. Porches: Any work that would result in new enclosure, a change in size or style, or use of
material that is not listed under Section 6-11-8:1:1.1.4.

2.6. Shutters and Awnings: Any work that will result in new shutters or awnings, a change in size
or style, or use of material that is not original to the structure.

2.7. Other Original Architectural Features Contributing to the Style of the Principal Building or
Structure: Any work that will result in a change in size or style; or use of material that is not
original.

2.8. New Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any new principal structure.

2.9. Modifications to Principal Structures: The Primary Facade(s) of any reconstruction of a
principal structure that will not match the original Improvement or result in use of material
not listed under Section 6-11-8.1.

2.10. Additions: Primary Facade(s) of the addition.

2.11. Demolition: Demolition of a principal structure in whole; removal without replacement
of original architectural features contributing to the style of the Principal Building or Structure
except otherwise provided herein.

2.12. Driveways: New driveway access from the front street (i.e. a street adjacent to the front
yard of a lot).
2.13. Fences: Open Fences (as defined in Section 6-1-6) comprised of material other than

wood or iron or solid fences of any material that abut or are nearest to a front yard or a
corner side yard and are visible from a public street. Public streets do not include alleys.

2.14. Attached garages: New attached garages. Existing attached garages shall be regarded as
part of the principal building or structure, subject to Section 6-11-8:1 and Section 6-11-8:2 of
this code.

2.15. Solar Panels and Skylights on Principal Structures.
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4.3. The Zoning Administrator shall review any work not listed in Sections 6-11-7, 6-11-8:1 and 6-11-
8:2 to determine whether a Certificate of Appropriateness shall be required and whether it may be
administratively reviewed. An appeal of the Zoning Administrator’s decision shall be made in
accordance with the procedure prescribed in Section 6-3-6:1 of this Code.

2:4. Procedures For Issuance Of Certificate Of Appropriateness:

’ 7 - . ’

4.1. Applications: The application for a Certificate of Appropriateness, when one is required, shall

be in writing on a form provided by the Zoning Administrator and shall include the following

information at a minimum:

4.1.1. Street address of the property involved.

4.1.2. Applicant and/or Owner’s name and address.

4.1.3. Architect’s name if one is utilized.

4.1.4. Brief description of the present Improvements situated on the property.
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4.1.5. A detailed description of the Construction, Alteration, or Demolition proposed together
with any architectural drawings or sketches if those services have been utilized by the
applicant and if not, a description of the Construction, Alteration, or Demolition,
sufficient to enable anyone to determine what the final appearance of the
improvement will be.

4.1.6. Such other information as may be required by the Zoning Administrator.

4.2. Hearing—Procedures:  Review of Application: The application for a Certificate of

Appropriateness shall be filed with the Zoning Administrator, who shall promptly review the
application to determine completeness. The Zoning Administrator shall determine whether
the proposed work is minor or major, in accordance with Sections 6-11-8:1, 6-11-8:2 and 6-
11-8:3. If a review from the Historic Preservation Commission is required under this Section,
the Zoning Administrator shall transmit a copy of the complete application to the
Commission.

4.3. Administrative Certificate of Appropriateness Review Procedures:

3—
4—

4.3.1. Minor work set forth in this Section 6-11-8 may be administratively approved by the
Zoning Administrator without the approval of the Historic Preservation Commission.

4.3.2. Appeals to the Historic Preservation Commission: Any denial of an application for
Certificate of Appropriateness by the Zoning Administrator may be appealed to the
Historic Preservation Commission only by the applicant or Property Owner in
accordance with the following provisions:

4.3.2.1. A request for appeal must be filed with the Zoning Administrator within
fourteen (14) days of the denial of the application.

4.3.2.2. Within sixty (60) days of the filing of the request for appeal, the Historic
Preservation Commission shall meet to consider the appeal.

4.3.2.3. The Zoning Administrator shall forward the Commission written findings
of facts regarding the decision.

4.3.2.4. On _appeal, the Historic Preservation Commission shall consider the

findings of fact of the Zoning Administrator and shall determine whether the
Certificate of Appropriateness should be approved or denied.

4.4. Historic Preservation Commission Certificate of Appropriateness Review Procedures:

4.4.1. Major work set forth in this Section 6-11-8 shall be reviewed by the Historic
Preservation Commission at a public meeting in accordance with Section 6-11-8:4.4.2.

ATTACHMENT 3 Revised Preservation Ordinance e 23
FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 66



Page: 67 - Agenda Item: C.1.
Section 6-11-8: Certificate of Appropriateness Required

4.4.2. Public Meeting: A public meeting shall be held no more than sixty (60) days after a
completed application for a Certificate of Appropriateness has been filed.

9144.4.3. Written Notice: The applieantapplicant shall alse—give written notice of the

public _meeting; at which the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness will be
considered; to Hhe-zerserstovrher-thecurrerrenesinteim chillsareseriasshewn
en-therecord-of thelocalreal-estatetax—cellectorthe current Owners of record; of all
lots lying within two hundred fifty feet (250'),—exclusive—of-publicright-of-way; of the
property lines of the parcel of land on which the imprevementimprovement that is the

subject of the request for a certificate-ofappropriatenessCertificate of Appropriateness

is located, exclusive of public right-of-way. The written notices shall be delivered

personally or may be sent by first class mail, properly addressed and with sufficient

postage afﬂxed thereon#h&applmaﬂpshauﬁlea&mna#@avwwpeeme&ehmees

(10[ ﬁi’eeen—(—l%—)—days in advance of the publlc meetlnghea{-mg (—9Fd—9—2—%2+—2—2—299—2—)

All written published-notices shall contain the following information:

e -the case number assigned to the request by the city,

o theplace-the nature and; the purpose of the request,

o -and-the date-and, time_and location of such meetinghearing,

o -and-the common address or location of the imprevementimprovement in
question,

e the name and address of the applicantapplicant and of the ewrerOwner of the
improvementimprovement, and

e -the administrative office adéress-of the city elerk-where moreful information;
includingalegal-deseription; may be obtained concerning the request,at-shal
be—publiched netrere—thor—thise 20 nerlecc thapfieen [UE) cave in

The applicant shall file a sworn affidavit, including a copy of the notice, with the Zoning
Administrator showing the names and addresses of the persons to whom the written
notices have been sent or delivered, and that such notices were sent or delivered no
less than ten (10) days in advance of the public meeting. Said affidavit shall constitute
a presumption that the notices have been properly given.
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4.4.4. Sign: The applicant shall post notice of the public meeting; at which the proposed
Certificate of Appropriateness will be considered; on a sign visible from a public street
(excluding alleys) upon the property for which the Certificate of Appropriateness is
proposed. The sign on the property shall:
4.4.4.1. Include a title (i.e., "Notice of Historic Preservation Commission

Meeting"); the case number assigned to the application; a brief description of
the nature of the Certificate of Appropriateness request; the date, time and
location of the public meeting; and the address and phone number of the
administrative office of the city where additional information may be obtained.

4.4.4.2. Include lettering a minimum of three inches (3") high in the title, and a
minimum of one inch (1") high for all other text.
4.4.4.3. Be posted on the property for a continuous period of not more than

twenty one (21) days and not less than ten (10) days in advance of the public
meeting, at which the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness will be
considered.

The applicant shall remove the sign upon which the notice is posted within seven (7)
days following the conclusion of the public meeting on the matter before the Historic
Preservation Commission. Failure to remove the sign within the timeframe as provided
herein may result in the imposition of a fine not to exceed fifty dollars (550.00) per day.

92—
9:2.1.4.4.5. PUb|IC Comments: lhe—pabh&he%mg—sh&”—be—eend&eted—by—me—mste%rrﬂ-tes

Mﬁw&ﬁ%—eemmn%&”—%ﬂe—p%@e#@%m— xcegt as
provided in Section {6-11-8:4.3.2appeal—to—administrative—COA}, Fthe Historic

Preservation Commission shall take public comments prior to rendering a decision to
grant or deny a Certificate of Appropriateness.

4.4.6. Decision Rendered: The Commission shall render a decision to grant or deny an
application for a Certificate of Appropriateness at the meeting at which it considers an
application unless such deliberations are continued to a subsequent meeting for the
purposes of obtaining additional information or in order to allow the applicant to
submit revisions to the application.
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4.5. Issuance of Certificate: The Zoning Administrator shall issue the Certificate of Appropriateness
within seven (7) business days of the approval of an application for a Certificate of
Appropriateness by either the Zoning Administrator pursuant to Section 6-11-8:4.3 or by the
Historic Preservation Commission pursuant to Section 6-11-8:4.4. The Owner and/or
applicant shall not perform any of the work requested until the Owner and/or applicant is in
receipt of the certificate and all other required permits.

A Certificate of Appropriateness shall not be valid unless the following conditions are met:
4.5.1. The work authorized by the Certificate of Appropriateness has been completed within
three (3) years of the issuance of the certificate. Upon written request of the Owner
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and/or applicant prior to the expiration date the Zoning Administrator may extend the
effective period of the Certificate of Appropriateness for a period of up to two (2)
additional years without reapplication to the Commission.

L0
10-1.4.6. Appeals To City Council: The Owner and/or applicant may appeal any Aay-denial of an
application for a_certificate—ofappropriatenessCertificate of Appropriateness as determined
by the Historic Preservation Commission may-be-appeated-to the eity-ecouncHCity Council enly

by-the-applicantand-in accordance with the following provisions:

10-1-2-A request for appeal must be filed with the eity—elerkZoning Administrator within
fourteen (14) days of the denial of the application.

10-13-4.6.1.

4.6.2. The Zoning Administrator shall immediately notify the Commission of any appeal taken

from the denial of an application for Certificate of Appropriateness.

10-1.6-The eemmissieonCommission shall forward a copy of its written findings of fact and its
decision to the eity-elerkZoning Administrator -within fourteen (14) days of receipt of
the notice of appeal. The eemmissionCommission shall forward to the elerk—Zoning
Administrator a copy of its minutes of the meeting er-hearing-at which it considered
the application.

10-1-74.6.3.

10-18-Within sixty (60) days of the filing of the request for appeal_with the Zoning
Administrator, the eity-eeuneiCity Council shall meette-consider the appeal.

10-1.9:4.6.4.

10-1-10——The eity-eeunciZoning Administrator shall retify-the-appheantsend notice to the
applicant in writing at least seven (7) working days prior to the scheduled meeting of
the date, time and place of the meeting at which the appeal is scheduled to wil-be
considered_ by the City Council.

10:312—0n appeal, the City Council shall consider the minutes and findings of fact of the
Historic Preservation Commission and shall determine whether the Certificate of

Appropnateness should be approved or demed Ihe—appeaJ—shaH—be—based—selel—y—&&en

13.5. StandardsFerissuance-OfA Certificate Of Appropriateness Application:
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5.1. Compatibility with District Character: The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall
consider the compatibility of the proposed Improvement with the character of the Historic
District in terms of scale, style, exterior features, building placement and site access, as
related to the Primary Facade(s), in rendering a decision to grant or deny a Certificate of
Appropriateness.

5.2. Compatibility with Architectural Style: The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall
consider the compatibility of the proposed Improvement with the historic architectural style
of the building or structure to be modified by the Certificate of Appropriateness request.

141.5.3. Economic Reasonableness: The eemmissieaCommission and the Zoning Administrator

shall consider the economic reasonableness of any recommended changes i+determineds to
be necessary to bring the application into conformity with the character of the Historic

Ddistrict. {Ore--02-12,1-22-2002)

5.4. Energy Conservation Effect: In making its determinations, the Commission and Zoning
Administrator shall consider the effect that any recommended changes may have on energy
conservation.

142.5.5. Application of Regulations:—t—making—its—determinations—for—certificates—of
appropriatenessthe-commission The Commission and Zoning Administrator shall not impose

specific regulations, limitations, or restrictions as to the height and bulk of buildings, or the
area of yards or setbacks, or other open spaces, density of population, thelecatien-eftrades
and—industriesland use, or location of buildings designed for conditional uses_except as
applicable for compliance with the underlying zoning district.,—urless-specifically—reguired-by
Ehischastorerthe-sravisisnseiihisroningtites
142.1.5.5.1. The eemmissieonCommission however, may consider the height and bulk of
buildings and area of yards or setbacks within the context of existing neighborhoods in
making its determinations. The eemmissionCommission shall be permitted to deny a
certificate-of appropriatenessCertificate of Appropriateness on the basis of height and
bulk of buildings and the area of yards or setbacks only upon finding that the approval
of such a request would be detrimental to the existing or historical character of its
surrounding neighborhood. The eemmissionCommission may adopt procedural rules
concerning the type of information that it considers necessary to make such a finding.
14-2.2.The eemmissionCommission's consideration of height and bulk of buildings and area of
yards or setbacks shall not exempt the applicantapplicant from compliance with the

provisions of this Title 6 (Zoning Regulations)ecede. {Ord—07-29,2-6-2007}
1423.5.5.2.

5.6. The City’s Historic Building Design and Resource Manual may be used as a resource in

consideration of the above.
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6-11-89: MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR REQUIRED:

Neither the ewnerOwner of nor the person in charge of an imprevementimprovement designated as a
fanrdmarkLandmark or an improvementimprovement located within an histeric—preservation
distrietHistoric District shall permit such imprevementimprovement to fall into a state of disrepair which
may result in the deterioration of any exterior appurtenance or architectural feature so as to produce or
tend to produce, in the judgment of the zeningadministraterZoning Administrator, a detrimental effect

upon the character of the histericpreservation—distrietHistoric District as a whole or the life and
character of the imprevementlmprovement in question, including, but not limited to:

1. The deterioration of exterior walls or-ether vertical supports.

The deterioration of roofs or other horizontal members.

The deterioration of exterior chimneys.

The deterioration or crumbling of exterior plaster or mortar.

The ineffective waterproofing of exterior walls, roofs and foundations, including broken windows

or doors.

6. The deterioration of any feature so as to create or permit the creation of any hazardous or unsafe
condition or conditions.

vk wnN

Nothing in this Chapter shall exempt an Improvement designated as a Landmark or located within a
Historic District from compliance with the provisions of Section 5-1H (Property Maintenance Code) of
this Code. Enforcement of this Section shall be pursuant to Section 6-3-11 and Section 5-1H of this
Code.

6-11-910: REMEDYING OF DANGEROUS CONDITIONS

ee#tkﬁeate—ef—appmpﬁateﬂess—te—ln the event that a condltlon on propertv Iocated W|th|n the

Historic District, or property designated as a Landmark, which-presents an imminent danger to the
public _health, safety, or welfare or requires immediate Construction, reconstruction, repair,
Alteration, or Demolition as ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction; or as determined by a
representative _of the City, then such work may be performed without a Certificate of
Appropriateness. Work performed under such circumstances shall be the minimum necessary in
order to render the Improvement safe, after which any Construction, reconstruction, Alteration or
Demolition shall be processed in accordance with the provisions of Sections 6-11-6, 6-11-7 and 6-
11-8 of this Chapter.

2. Under the circumstances described in Section 6-11-10:1, the Owner of the property shall notify the
Zoning Administrator in writing prior to performing the work necessary to make the property safe.
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If advance notification is not practical due to the emergency nature of the situation, the Owner
shall provide written notice to the Zoning Administrator within seven (7) calendar days of
commencement of such work. In either case, the written notice shall include the following: (i) a
detailed description of the dangerous condition in question; (ii) the timeframe needed to complete

the work; and (iii) the specific actions to be taken in the performance of such work.

6-11-101: DEMOLITION BY NATURAL CAUSES:
1. For the purposes of this sectionSection, eemplete-natural demelitionDemolition shall occur when
an improvementimprovement is damaged by f|re explosmn or other casualty or act of God. te-the

2. In the case of partial—er—complete—natural demeolitionDemolition of all _or part of a

fardmarkLandmark or an imprevementimprovement located within an histeric—preservation

distrietHistoric District, the ewnerOwner shall obtain a certificate-ofappropriatenessCertificate of
Appropriateness #em—t—he—hs%enesﬁes—eemmrs&en—prlor to reconstructlon when reqwred under

the prOV|5|ons of thls chapter

ATTACHMENT 3 Revised Preservation Ordinance ¢ 31
FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 74



Page: 75 - Agenda Item: C.1.

Section 6-11-11: Demolition by Natural Causes

6-11-152: FINES AND PENALTIES:
1. Illegal Demolition:

1.1. Demolition occurring under the provisions of Section 6-11-10 and Section 6-11-11 shall not be
considered illegal Demolition for the purpose of this chapter, provided that the Zoning
Administrator is property notified in writing as provided in Section 6-11-10:2.

4+2:1.2. It shall be unlawful to demolish any portion of any lardmarkLandmark or any

improvementimprovement located within the histerie—preservation—distrietHistoric District
unless specifically permitted through a eertificate—of appropriatenessCertificate of

Appropriateness issued for that property.

12.1.3. Property-ownerProperty Owners will be subject to a fine of no less than ten thousand
dollars ($10,000.00) and no greater than fifty thousand dollars ($50,000.00)the-follewingfines
ahd-penatties for any and all illegal demelitienDemolition to any landmarkLandmark or to any

mp%evemem mgrovement located within an hrsterrep#e&ewat—ren-dMHGtHlstorlc District.:
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2. lllegal Construction Or Alteration:

2.1. It shall be unlawful to complete any eenstructionConstruction or alteratienAlteration to any

fandmarkLandmark or any imprevementimprovement located within an histeriepreservation
distrietHistoric _ District unless specifically permitted through the eertificate—of

appropriatenessCertificate of Appropriateness issued for that property.

2.2. Preperty-ownerProperty Owners will be subject to the following fines and penalties for any
and all illegal eenstructionConstruction or atteratienAlteration to any tardmarkLandmark or

any improvementimprovement located within an histericpreservation-distrietHistoric District:
2.2.1. A fine of no less than five hundred dollars ($500.00) and no greater than one thousand

dollars (51,000.00)-perday, per violation. {Ord—04-038,-3-16-2004)
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Historic Building Design and Resource Manual

A.3 Document Format

In addition to this Chapter, the Historic Building Design and Resource Manual contains seven other chapters,
which can be divided into three sections: Naperville’s history and architecture (Chapters B and C), design
guidelines (Chapters D-G), and appendices (Chapter H).

The “Naperville’s History” (Chapter B) and “Residential Architectural Styles” (Chapter C) sections give
an overview of Naperville’s history and architectural resources. Specifically, Chapter C includes an
illustrated pattern book of residential architectural styles found in the Historic District. The design
guidelines are organized in chapters by improvement type including “Building Rehabilitation and
Maintenance” (Chapter D), “New Construction” (Chapter E), “Fences and Landscape” (Chapter F), and
“Institutional Buildings” (Chapter G). These chapters provide guidelines for completing everyday
maintenance as well as planning and designing exterior rehabilitations, renovations and new
improvements. The guidelines are presented in three categories of practice: “Enconraged’, “Acceptable’ and
“Disconraged’.

e “Enconraged’ practices are considered to be the most appropriate approach to rehabilitating
historic buildings. This approach emphasizes preservation of architectural styles, details and
building materials and minimal changes to character-defining architectural features whenever
feasible. “Encouraged” actions are based on the U.S. Secretary of the Interior Standards for
Rebabilitation (see Appendix H.1) and specific criteria required for obtaining a State of Illinois Tax
Assessment Freeze (see Appendix H.2).

o “Aceeptable” practices offer an alternate approach to rehabilitating historic buildings, which allows
for replacement of original building materials with substitute materials that match or
approximate the original in appearance and texture. While removal of important character-
defining features is not considered a preservation best practice, this approach emphasizes
retaining the appearance and architectural styles of historic buildings and the overall character of
the neighborhood.

o “Disconraged” practices are building treatments that may significantly alter the appearance and

integrity of a historic building or disrupt the character of the neighborhood. These practices
should be avoided.

In Naperville’s Historic District, both “Encouraged” and “Acceptable” actions are considered
appropriate to the level of preservation intended. For projects in the Historic District that require HPC
review, “Encouraged” and “Acceptable” practices qualify for an approved COA while “Discouraged”
practices would not likely be approved. For information on what type of work in the Historic District
requires a COA, visit the Historic Preservation web page at www.naperville.il.us/ presevation .aspx.

It should be noted that the guidelines provided in this manual are based on commonly accepted historic
preservation principles as well as the general intent of the joint recommendation. There are a variety of
buildings within the Historic District and its adjacent neighborhoods, and the application of this manual
can vary according to the characteristics of different blocks and neighborhoods as well as the buildings
and sites themselves.

Last, “Appendices” (Chapter H) provides additional resources, such as a list of technical and educational
materials, preservation organizations and incentive programs that can further assist owners of historic
buildings in planning and implementing rehabilitation or improvement projects. Additionally,
“Resource” boxes have been added throughout the manual to complement the guidelines. The boxes
provide references to print and web-based resources that homeowners can access for additional technical
and design guidance for their building projects.
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==J Naperville
PLAN COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM
PC CASE: 10-1-138 AGENDA DATE: 1/19/2011
SUBJECT: Naperville United Methodist Church

Petitioner: Naperville United Methodist Church, 2690 Bonita Court,
Lisle, IL 60532

LOCATION: Located on the north side of Diehl Road, adjacent to the Illinois Prairie
Path

OCorrespondence ONew Business OOId Business XIPublic Hearing

SYNOPSIS:

The petition includes a request for a conditional use for the purposes of constructing and
operating a religious facility in the I (Industrial) District.

PLAN COMMISSION ACTION PREVIOUSLY TAKEN:

Date Item No. Action

N/A N/A N/A

ACTION REQUESTED/RECOMMENDED THIS MEETING:
Conduct the public hearing.

PREPARED BY:  Katie Forystek, AICP, Community Planner

EXISTING ZONING, LAND USE, AND LOCATION:

The subject property consists of one lot located on the north side of Diehl Road, adjacent to the
Illinois Prairie Path and Interstate 88, totaling approximately 14.78 acres. The property is
presently vacant and zoned I (Industrial) District. The properties to east and west are also zoned
I and are improved with warehouse uses. The property to the south is zoned R1A (Low Density
Single-Family Residence) District and is improved with townhomes.

REQUEST:

The petitioner, Naperville United Methodist Church, is seeking approval of a conditional use for
the purposes of constructing and operating a religious facility in the I (Industrial) District.

CONTROLLING AGREEMENTS AND ORDINANCES:

Ordinance #77-25: Authorizing execution of an Annexation Agreement.

Ordinance #77-120: Annexing property.

Ordinances #77-143, 171, 172: Zoning property to the I-1 District upon annexation.
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Naperville United Methodist Church - PC 10-1-138
January 19, 2011
Page 2 of 4

Ordinance #83-25: Zoning property to the ORI District.
Ordinance #99-195: Zoning property to the I District.

RELATIONSHIP TO OFFICIAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF NAPERVILLE:

The future land use designation for this site, as adopted in the /996 Northwest Sector Revision to
the Comprehensive Master Plan, is “Business Park”. The “Business Park” land use suggests that
commercial uses such as motels, daycare centers, and recreational facilities which support the
underlying business park uses may be permitted as long as their presence blends in with the
existing surrounding development.

Staff finds that the proposed public assembly use blends in with the neighborhood and is
appropriate on the subject property due to limiting physical conditions of the site including a
triangular shape, lack of Interstate 88 frontage and the required large front setback due to the on-
site conservation easement. Additionally, the plan recognizes that as the Northwest Sector
reaches build out, community facilities (e.g. schools, parks and churches) will be required to
serve the populations needs.

NATURAL FEATURES:

The perimeter of the subject property includes a variety of trees which will be preserved.
Mention Conservation Easement. The site also contains a significant conservation easement
adjacent to Diehl Road on the western half of the property.

PLANNING SERVICES TEAM REVIEW:

Site Plan

The petitioner, Naperville United Methodist Church, proposes to construct an 11,621 square foot
building for the purposes of operating a religious facility. The religious facility will
accommodate a 252 seat worship space in conjunction with classroom space and a nursery to be
used on Sundays only. The petitioner has provided a detailed description of the church’s
proposed operations (Attachment 1).

Additionally, the site plan includes future planned uses on-site and expansion of the existing
parking lot. The petitioner does not intend to make these modifications at this time and doing so
will require the petitioner to request an amendment to the conditional use in the future.

Parking

The proposed 11,621 square foot religious facility requires a total of 95 off-street parking spaces.
Parking on the subject property (110 spaces) is adequate to serve all proposed uses of the space
(Table 1: Naperville Parking Requirements).
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Naperville United Methodist Church - PC 10-1-138
January 19, 2011

Page 3 of 4
Table 1: Naperville Parking Requirements
Use Square feet / Parking | Required
(existing and proposed building) # of seats Ratio Stalls
Worship Seats 252 seats 1/3 seats 84
Nursery Space 518 sf 4/1,000 2
Office Space 773 sf | 3.3/1,000 3
Classroom Space 1,537 4/1,000 6
Total Required 95
Total Proposed On-Site 110
Landscaping

The proposed landscape plan complies with the requirements of the Municipal Code and
provides for perimeter landscaping and a variety of plantings adjacent to the buildings.
Additionally, the petitioner intends to preserve the existing trees around the perimeter of the site.

Building Elevations

Staff finds that the proposed building elevations incorporate several decorative elements
including wall mounted lighting, a pronounced entrance feature facing Diehl Road and windows
on all four facades. Additionally, the petitioner has proposed a building that is sensitive in form
to the surrounding context including the adjacent warehouse buildings and residential
townhomes on the south side of Diehl Road.

Conditional Use/Land Use

In 2007, the City Council adopted regulations pertaining to public assembly uses (includes
religious institutions) with the intent of creating greater opportunities for the location of public
assembly uses when it can be determined that the proposed use will not result in a detrimental
impact to the industrial district or the intent of the comprehensive plan.

As a result, religious institutions are permitted to locate in the I (Industrial) District in
conjunction with approval of a conditional use. Staff has reviewed the petitioner’s proposal and
finds that the requested religious use is complementary to the surrounding uses and will not
adversely impact the character of the area. Moreover, the petitioner’s proposal complies with all
applicable portions of the Municipal Code, Section 6-2-29 (Public Assembly Uses) and does not
require approval of any variances.

Staff’s findings related to the conditional use request are attached for reference (Attachment 2:
Standards for Granting a Conditional for a Public Assembly Use). The petitioner has provided a
response to Section 6-3-8:2 (Standards for Granting a Conditional Use), which is included in the
petition. Staff generally concurs with the petitioner’s findings.

ACTION REQUESTED:
Conduct the public hearing.

ATTACHMENTS:
1) Naperville United Methodist Church — Attachment 1: Proposed Operations — PC 10-1-138
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Naperville United Methodist Church - PC 10-1-138
January 19, 2011
Page 4 of 4

2) Naperville United Methodist Church — Attachment 2: Standards for Granting a Conditional for
a Public Assembly Use — PC 10-1-138

3) Naperville United Methodist Church — Petition — PC 10-1-138

4) Naperville United Methodist Church — Location Map — PC 10-1-138

5) Naperville United Methodist Church — Aerial Location Map — PC 10-1-138

6) Naperville United Methodist Church — Site Plan — PC 10-1-138

7) Naperville United Methodist Church — Floor Plan — PC 10-1-138

8) Naperville United Methodist Church — Landscape Plan — PC 10-1-138

9) Naperville United Methodist Church — Building Elevations — PC 10-1-138

10) Naperville United Methodist Church — Public Correspondence — PC 10-1-138
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October 7, 2010

Naperville (Korean) United Methodist Church

Senior Pastor: Rev. Kwan Woo Park
Superintendent of Aurora District: Rev. Diana M. Facemyer
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(Revision 11/23/10: Add Weekday Operation v. Parking on next page)

Pianned Operation of Naperville UMC (incorporated) at Diehl Road Location

Hours of Operation

Est. No. of Attendance

2011(3Q) 2014
Adults Worship Sunday 10:45am 90 180
Main Sanctuary
Sunday School/Worship
Nursery Sunday 10am 10 20
Korean Language Class Sunday 10-11am (20) (45)
Children Class (K-G5) Sunday 11am 30 60
Youth Class (G6-12) Sunday 11am 20 40
English Ministry (for College to
Young Professionals) Sunday 11am 15 40
; . . 165 340
Sunday Fellowship for All 12:15-1:30pm Sum of above | Sum of above
Early Morning Prayer Meeting | Tue-Friday 5:30am 20 50
and Service Saturday 6:00am 40 70
Mid-Week Worship Wednesday 7:30p
Weekday Seminars (Open to TBA
Community)
Friday 10am 25
Bible Studies Friday 7:30pm 15
Sunday 1:15pm 15
A brief history:

The Naperville (Korean) UMC was established in January 6, 2008 by merging two Korean
churches, namely, the Asbury UMC in Villa Park after 33 years of operation in its own church
building at 350 N. Addison Ave, and the DuPage Korean UMC which had been renting the

Wesley UMC building for 23 years at 21 E. Franklin Ave in Naperville. We are currently renting

spaces at the Koten Chapel and Larrance Academic Hall from North Central College.

It has been our aspiration and hope that we operate a good size of church in Naperville that can

carry out the role of light and salt. We have searched numerous churches in Naperville but
nothing was available for sale. Our best remaining option is to build a church on the Diehl Rd

Land.

Attachment 1

-1of 2-

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 83




Page: 84 - Agenda Item: D.1.

11/23/10 Additional Statement of Naperville UMC Operation
in response to the City’s TED-Planning Comment #9 for Site Plan:
Site Plan Comment #9: Parking: Provide additional information on the following:
e Use of Nursery room:
it will not be operated as a daycare facility at all; it will be only operated
during times when worship services are being held.

« Use of Classrooms during weekdays is usually at off-hours and in low traffic
volumes as shown in the following church schedule:
a) No classroom usages on Mondays
b) Early Morning Prayer meeting and Worship Services:
o Tuesdays ~ Fridays: 5:30am-6:30am for 20-50 people at Classroom-1&2
o Saturdays: 6:00am-7:30am for 40-70 people at Classroom-1&2 or Main
sanctuary ‘
c) Bible Studies:
o Friday morning class: 10am-12pm for up to 25 people at Classroom-4
o Friday evening class: 7:30pm-9:30pm for about 20 people at Classroom-4
Parking lots will be lit during the early morning and late evening hours for sure.

11/23/10 dkk

Attachment 1

-2 of 2-
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Standards for Granting a Conditional Use for a Public Assembly Use
(Section 6-2-29)

Total square footage of the proposed use

The proposed public assembly use contains 11,621 square feet of floor area and is significantly
smaller in size than the adjacent warehouse buildings to the east (339,778 sf) and west (325,050
sf). The limited size of the proposed building, even if a future expansion were constructed, is
significantly less than the surrounding warehouse users proving that this public assembly use is
small in scale among users in the district; therefore, will not become a primary user but remain
an accessory use in the I District.

Size of the parcel

The subject property encompasses approximately 14.78 acres. In comparison, the property
located to the east is 22.7 acres while the property the west is 29 acres. Both properties to the
east and west are substantially larger than the subject property making them more attractive for
large scale office or warehouse development. In addition to the size of the parcel, the subject
property is triangular shaped, lacks frontage along Interstate 88 and has a significant
conservation easement along the frontage of the property requiring a front yard setback of over
100°. Additionally, the proposed building and scale of the church allows for operations without
impacting the conservation easement.

Peak hours of operation and impact on adjacent uses

The peak worship times for Naperville United Methodist Church will not take place during
general business operating hours Monday-Friday, thereby having minimal impact on adjacent
businesses. Additionally, the large front yard setback provides adequate separation between the
proposed church and residential uses on the south side of Diehl Road.

Primary and accessory uses of the operation
The facility will primarily be used for religious assembly uses. Additional classes and prayer
meetings are outlined in Attachment 1 and are accessory to the primary religious assembly use.

Parking demand and available private parking supply

In accordance with Section 6-9-3 (Off-Street Parking) of the Municipal Code, the proposed use
requires 95 parking stalls. The parking supply is based on the number of worship seats in
conjunction with the proposed classroom, office and nursery space. The petitioner has proposed
to construct 110 parking stalls (15 more than required to satisfy their anticipated peak demand).

Traffic generation and adjacent roadway capacity

The subject property will have direct access onto Diehl Road, which is a minor arterial. The
surrounding area is comprised of industrial and residential uses which experience their traffic
peaks during the traditional weekday morning and evening rush hours (8§ am and 5 pm).
Therefore, the existing roadway network will not be negatively affected by the proposed facility.

Maximization of the highest and best use for the subject property and/or building
Staff finds that the proposed public assembly use is appropriate on the property where it is
proposed due to limiting physical conditions of the property including a triangular shape, lack of

Attachment 2
Page 1 of 2
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Interstate 88 frontage and the required large front setback due to the on-site conservation
easement. Additionally, the adjacency of the Illinois Prairie Path is a complimentary use and
amenity that the church and its patrons can take advantage of.

Preservation and enhancement of tax generating potential of the zoning district

Despite the fact that the proposed use will not directly generate additional tax revenue for the
city, regional monetary benefits may be realized through the petitioner’s proposal. Due to the
property’s proximity to Route 59 and the Interstate 88 Route 59 exit, the church has the potential
to draw patrons from other communities who may create benefits for businesses along Route 59
on weekends (off-peak industrial operating hours).

Extent to which the proposed use, structure, and site design results in an efficient and creative
use of the subject property.

The proposed design complies with the city’s standards. The property will be accessible via
Diehl Road from two separate access points. This design will provide efficiencies for entering
and exiting the site for both patrons of the church as well as emergency vehicles, if necessary.
Additionally, the petitioner has chosen to preserve the existing perimeter trees to maintain to the
character of the area and provide screening from adjacent uses.

Other criteria determined to be necessary to assess compliance with Section 6-3-8 of this Title
The proposed operations of the Naperville United Methodist Church will not impose any undue
impacts on the character of the surrounding area. Furthermore, the contributing unique physical
characteristics on the site are not present on other vacant parcels in the immediate area; therefore,
will not impede normal and orderly development intended in Industrial Districts.

Attachment 2
Page 2 of 2
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CITY OF NAPERVILLE
TRANSPORTATION, ENGINEERING AND DEVELOPMENT
BUSINESS GROUP
APPLICATION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL
DEVELOPMENT NAME: Naperville United Methodist Church

Date of Submission: October 19, 2010
Revised: December 22, 2010

L APPLICANT/PETITIONER:
Name: Naperville United Methodist Church
Address: 2690 Bonita Court, Lisle, Hlinois 60532
Telephone Number: (630) 420-7140
Contact Person: Dae Kim

Relationship of Applicant to Subject Property: Contract Purchaser

II. OWNER OF THE PROPERTY:
Name: Center Point Properties Trust

Address: 1808 Swift Drive, Oak Brook, lllinois 60523

I1l. ACTION REQUESTED:

Annexation __ Rezoning
X Conditional Use ____ SitePlan Review
___ Preliminary PUD Plat ___ Final PUD Plat
___ Major Change to a Conditional Use __ Minor Change to a Conditional Use

Major Change to a Planned Unit Minor Change to a Planned Unit
Development Development

Preliminary Plat of Subdivision Final Plat of Subdivision

147804/1 1
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Subdivision Waivers . Zoning Variance
IV. APPLICANT’S/PETITIONER’S STAFF:
Attorney: Dommermuth, Brestal, Cobine & West, Ltd. ~ Telephone No. 630/355-5800

Address: 123 Water Street
Naperville, Hllinois 60540

Fax Number: 630-355-5976 E-Mail: kew@dbew.com

Engineer: Roake & Associates Telephone No: 630/355-3232

Address: 1887 High Grove Lane
Naperville, Illinois 60540

Fax Number: 630-355-3267 E-Mail: icaneffi@roake.com

Architect: Jaeger, Nickola & Associates, Ltd.

Address: 350 South Northwest Highway, Suite 106
Park Ridge, Illinois 60028

Telephone: (847) 692-6166 Fax: (847) 692-2002

E-Mail: lasch@jaeger-nickola.com

V. PROJECT DATA:

1. Location: North side of Diehl Road adjacent to the lllinois Prairie Path
2. County: X DuPage Wil
3. General Description of the Site: Vacant/Improved with two stormwater

management basins, a conservation area and a driveway
4. Existing Zoning on the Site: I (Industrial District)

5. Acreage of Site: 14.7767 acres

14780411 2
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6. Character of Surrounding Area:

ZONING | JURISDICTION | EXISTING LAND USE | ADOPTED CITY PLAN

North | I City of East-West Business Park

Naperville Tollway/Warchouse/
Agricultural

South | R1A City of Townhomes Medium Density
Naperville Residential

East |7 City of Warehouse Business Park
Naperville

West || City of linois Prairie Path/ Business Park
Naperville Warehouse

7. List Controlling Ordinances, Agreements and Plats:

- Ordinance No. 77-25, Authorizing Annexation Agreement

- Ordinance Nos. 77-120, 77-143, 77-172, 83-25, and 99-195, Zoning
Property

~ Ordinance No. 77-171, Annexing Property

- Statement of Intent and Agreement dated May 2, 2000

8. Is this property within the City limits?
X Yes
___ No, requesting annexation

Under review by another governmental agency and requires review due to
1 % mile jurisdictional requirements

9. Permanent Parcel Number:
07-04-303-003

10. For annexation petition, are there electors living on the property:

Yes X No

147804/1 3
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V1. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:

1. Type of Development:
Residential __ Commercial . Office
___ Industrial _X Other: Religious Institution
2. Proposed Zoning: I with a Conditional Use for a Public Assembly Use
3. Description of Proposal: The Petitioner/Applicant is proposing to develop the
Subject Property with a Religious Institution.
4. General Land Use Data:
Resid. Comm. Office Indst. | ROW. | Park | School | Private | Other Total
No. 14.7767 | 14.7767
of
Acres
% of 100% 100 %
Total

*Please explain: Religious Institution

5. Development Densities: Not Applicable
Number Gross Gross Modified | Modified | Minimom | Maximum | Average
of Units Acres Density Gross Gross Lot Size Lot Size Lot Size
Acres Density
Single-
Family
Townhouse
Duplex
Apartment
147804/1 4
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Comm.

Office

Industrial

Gross Acres

= land designated for land use type including right-of-way

Gross Density number of units divided by gross acres
Modified Gross Acres = residential acreage including internal right-of-way,
detention facilities, school and park dedications and open
space
Modified Gross Density == number of units divided by modified gross acres
6. Community Facilities within the Development:

VIIL.

1478G4/1

10.

11.

School Site:  Not Applicable

Open Space: Not Applicable

Description of any Non-Residential, Commercial or Industrial portion of the
Development: A Religious Institution.

Description of Stormwater Management Facilities: Stormwater Management
Basins.

Deviations from the Zoning Regulations: None
Deviations from the Subdivision Regulations: None

Deviations from the Landscaping Regulations: None

SCHOOL AND PARK DONATION REQUIREMENTS:

1.

Required School Donation: Not Applicable
Land:
Cash:

How Satisfied:
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2. Required Park Donation: Not Applicable
Land:
Cash:
How Satisfied:
147804/1 6
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NAPERVILLE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH
STATE OF ILLINOIS

)
)
COUNTIES OF DUPAGE & WILL )
)
CITY OF NAPERVILLE )

REVISED
PETITION TO GRANT A CONDITIONAL USE

The undersigned Petitioner, Naperville United Methodist Church, represents to the City
of Naperville that it is the contract purchaser of the real property legally described in Exhibit A
and depicted on Exhibit B, which exhibits are attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference (hereinafter referred to as the “Subject Property”), and that it proposes to construct a
religious institution on the Subject Property. In order to develop the Subject Property, the
Petitioner respectfully petitions the City of Naperville to grant (a) a Conditional Use for a Public
Assembly Use pursuant to Sections 6-3-8, 6-2-29, and 6-8C-3.36 of the Zoning Regulations of
the Naperville Municipal Code and (b) any requisite zoning and/or subdivision and/or landscape
deviations and/or variances associated with the requested Conditional Use.

Tn support of this Petition, the Petitioner represents to the City of Naperville as follows:

1. That the Petitioner, Naperville United Methodist Church, whose address is 2690
Bonita Court, Lisle, Illinois, is the contract purchaser of the Subject Property.

2. That Center Point Properties Ti'ust, whose offices are located at 1808 Swift Drive,
Oak Brook, Illinois, is the owner of the Subject Property.

3. That the Subject Property consists of 14.7767 acres and is located on the north

side of Dieh! Road, adjacent to the lllinois Prairie Path, and is within the corporate boundaries of

147802/t ' 1
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the City of Naperville.
4. That the Subject Property is zoned I (Industrial District).
5. That the Subject Property is vacant, but is improved with two stormwater
management basins, a conservation area and a driveway.
6. That the existing land uses surrounding the Subject Property are as follows:
North: East —~West Tollway/Warehouse/Agriculture
South: Townhomes
East: Warehouse
West: Illinois Prairie Path/Warchouse.
7. That the Petitioner proposes to construct and maintain a religious institution on
the Subject Property as depicted on Exhibit B.
8. That the Petitioner requests a Conditional Use for a Public Assembly Use so as to
allow the Subject Property to be developed for a religious institution.
9. That granting the requested Conditional Use is appropriate, under Section 6-3-8:2
of the Zoning Regulations of the Naperville Municipal Code based on the following factors:

a. The establishment, maintenance or operation of the conditional use will not be
detrimental to, or endanger the public health, safety and general welfare.

The area in which the Subject Property is located consists of a mix of land uses —
residential developments and a golf course to the south, the East-West Tollway to the north, the
Ilinois Prairie Path to the west, and warehouse/commercial uses to the east, west and north. The
proposed religious institution is a low intensity use with its greatest utilization on weekends. It
should not negatively impact the surrounding area nor traffic flow on Diehl Road. Further, the
Northwest Sector Plan recommends a full-range of community facilities to support the area.
Therefore, the proposed Conditional Use will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health,
safety and general welfare.

147802/1 2
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b. The conditional use will not be injurious to the use and enjoyment of other
property in the immediate area for the purposes already permitted, nor
substantially diminish and impair property values within the neighborhood.

The Subject Property is located in a mixed use area of the City. The proposed use is low
intensity in nature. It is also surrounded on two sides by the East-West Tollway and the Illinois
Prairie Path.

c. The establishment of the conditional use will not impede the normal and orderly
development and improvement of the adjacent property for uses permitted in the
district.

The Subject Property is already partially developed and is surrounded by properties
which are already developed. Therefore, the proposed Conditional Use will not negatively
impact the normal and orderly development and improvement of adjacent properties for uses
permitted in the I District.

WHEREFORE, by reason of the foregoing, the Petitioner requests the City Council and
Plan Commission take the necessary steps to grant (a) a Conditional Use for a Public Assembly
Use pursuant to Sections 6-3-8, 6-2-29, and 6-8C-3.36 of the Zoning Regulations of the
Naperville Municipal Code and (b) any requisite zoning and/or subdivision and/or landscape

deviations and/or variances associated with the requested Conditional Use for the Subject

Property as legally described on Exhibit A and depicted on Exhibit B.

14780211
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RESPECTEULLY SUBMITTED this 22°! day of December, 2010.
PETITIONER:

NAPERVILLE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

Dommermuth, Brestal, Cobine and West, Ltd.,
Its Attorneys

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me

this ?211(1 day ofRecember, 2010.

Notary Publi

OFFICIAL SEAL
SUSANJBANKS

NQTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF ILLINOIS

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES0204/14

Prepared by:
Kathleen C. West
Dommermuth, Brestal, Cobine and West, Ltd.

123 Water Street
Naperville, Illinois 60540

147802/1
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EXHIBIT A

NAPERVILLE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LOT 1 IN THE FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION DIEHL ROAD 41 ACRE SITE, BEING A
SUBDIVISION IN SECTION 4, TOWNSHIP 38 NORTH, RANGE 9 EAST OF THE THIRD
PRINCIPAL. MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
FEBRUARY 16, 2001 AS DOCUMENT R2001-026349, IN DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

PIN NO. 07-04-303-003

14780271
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SITE DATA

ZONING DISTRICT
1~ Industrial

SITE AREA
643,689 54, fr.
14,78 acres

BUILDING AREA
11.621 aq. fl, (phase 1}

FLOOR AREA RATIO
0.02 FAR

OFF-SITE PARKING (phase 1)
110 cars {inc). § aceessible spaces)
Gno loading berth area
6 bleyele stalls

Parking proposed for phase 1
wili support up to;

Officoffdmin. (02sfy 3 spaces
Mursery {516 sf) 4 Spaces
Worship (303 seals) 103 spaces

DRAWING INDEX

A-1  SITEPLAN

A2 FLOOR PLAN

A3 SOUTH & WEST ELEVATIONS
A< NORTH & EAST ELEVATIONS
A5 VIEW FROM DIEHL ROAD

-1 LANDECAPE PLAN
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City of Naperville

NAPERVILLE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

SUBJEC

T PROPERTY
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Transportation, Engineering and
Development Business Group
Questions Contact (630) 420-6694
www.naperville.il.us

January 2011

This map should be used for reference only.
The data is subject to change without notice.
City of Naperville assumes no liability in the use
or application of the data. Reproduction or redistribution is
forbidden without expressed written consent from the City of Naperville.
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SITE DATA

ZONING DISTRICT
| - Industrial

SITE AREA
643,689 sq. ft.
14.78 acres

BUILDING AREA
11,621 sq. ft. (phase 1)

FLOOR AREA RATIO
0.02 FAR

OFF-SITE PARKING (phase 1)
110 cars (incl. 5 accessible spaces)
One loading berth area
6 bicycle stalls

Parking proposed for phase 1
will support up to:

Office/Admin. (902 sf) 3 spaces
Nursery (518 sf) 4 spaces
Worship (309 seats) 103 spaces

DRAWING INDEX

A-1  SITE PLAN

A-2  FLOOR PLAN

A-3  SOUTH & WEST ELEVATIONS
A-4  NORTH & EAST ELEVATIONS
A-5 VIEW FROM DIEHL ROAD
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Forest Preserve District of DuPage County

°35580 Naperville Road + Wheaton, l 60189-8761 + 630.933.7200 - Fax 6309337204 - TTY 800.526.0857

December 16, 2010

Plan Commission

City of Naperville

400 S. Eagle Street
Naperville, lllinois 60540

Re:  Public Hearing Notice on proposed Naperville United Methodist Church
Case # 10-1-138

The Forest Preserve District of DuPage County recently received notice of a
proposed project on the property located north of Diehl Road, east of the lliinois
Prairie Path. We appreciate receiving timely notification of such projects that may
have an impact on our nearby property, and thank you for the opportunity fo
comment.

District Staff has reviewed the public hearing notice and the proposed project,
and does not have any comments at this time. Please call me at (630} 933-7215 if
you have any questions.

Slrfge ely, -

e s
o
841*!

Exedutive Diregt@r’

e

cc: Kevjtt Stouglx, Director of Land Preservation

Malling Address: PO.Box 3000+ Wheate FNAL - Plan Commiission - 1/19/2011 - 107
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===J Naperville

PLAN COMMISSION
AGENDA ITEM
PC CASE: 10-1-151 AGENDA DATE: 1/19/2011
SUBJECT: MIJK Retail Development

Petitioner: Jeffery Silverman with MJK Real Estate Holding Company,
LLC, 790 Estate Drive Suite 100, Deerfield, IL 60016

LOCATION: 2856 S. Route 59 (between Cantore Road and 95th Street)
OCorrespondence ONew Business 0OI1d Business XIPublic Hearing
SYNOPSIS:

The petitioner requests a major change to the PUD, approval of a final PUD plat and a deviation
from Section 6-2-14 (Major Arterial Setback Requirements) and Section 6-9-2:4.6 (Oftf-Street
Parking Facilities) of the Naperville Municipal Code in order to develop a multi-tenant
commercial building on Lot 3 of the Bailey and Satchel’s Subdivision.

PLAN COMMISSION ACTION PREVIOUSLY TAKEN:

Date Item No. Action

N/A

ACTION REQUESTED/RECOMMENDED THIS MEETING:
Conduct the public hearing.

PREPARED BY: Ying Liu, AICP, Community Planner

EXISTING ZONING, LAND USE, AND LOCATION:

The subject property, known as Lot 3 of the Bailey and Satchel’s Subdivision, is located on the
east side of IL Route 59 between Cantore Road and 95th Street with a common street address of
2856 S. Route 59. The overall subdivision is zoned B2 (Community Shopping Center District)
with a conditional use for a Planned Unit Development (PUD). It consists of six lots on 19 acres
and is currently improved with a shopping center with multiple tenants including a Jewel-Osco
store, a gas station and a bank. Lot 3 consists of 0.9 acres and is one of the two remaining
unimproved outlots in the PUD (Attachment 1).

The petitioner requests a major change to the PUD and approval of a final PUD plat in order to
develop a 6,500 square foot multi-tenant commercial building on Lot 3 of the Bailey and
Satchel’s Subdivision. Also requested is a deviation from Section 6-2-14 (Major Arterial
Setback Requirements) and Section 6-9-2:4.6 (Off-Street Parking Facilities) of the Naperville

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 109
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MJK Retail Development (PC 10-1-151)
January 19, 2011
Page 2 of 3

Municipal Code in order to locate a parking lot at a distance of 17 from Route 59, resulting in a
3’ encroachment into the required 20’ major arterial setback.

CONTROLLING AGREEMENTS AND ORDINANCES:
Ordinance 97-112 approved the preliminary/final plat of PUD for the Bailey & Satchel’s
Subdivision.

RELATIONSHIP TO OFFICIAL PLAN OF THE CITY OF NAPERVILLE:

The future land use designation for the subject property, as adopted in the 2002 Southwest
Community Area Plan, is “Commercial”. The request is consistent with the Southwest
Community Area Plan.

NATURAL FEATURES:
The site is relatively flat and currently unimproved.

PLANNING SERVICES TEAM REVIEW:

The proposed commercial development on Lot 3 is consistent with the property’s zoning
designation and is compatible with the established uses within the existing PUD. As no
development details were provided for Lot 3 on the original PUD plat, a major change to the
PUD is required to establish the details for the proposed site and building improvements on Lot
3. The petitioner has provided responses to the standards for granting a major change to the
PUD in Attachment 2. Staff concurs with the petitioner’s findings.

Final PUD Plat and Deviation

The final PUD plat shows the footprint of a 6,500 square foot building on Lot 3 including 4,850
square feet of restaurant space and 1,575 square feet of retail space. A total of 63 parking spaces
are provided to serve the proposed uses in compliance with the city’s off-street parking
requirements. Wide sidewalk areas are provided at the northwest and southwest corners of the
building to allow temporary outdoor seating in the summer. Staff reviewed the proposed final
PUD plat and finds it in conformance with the requirements of the Zoning Regulations and
Subdivision Regulations with the exception of the following deviation:

e The proposed parking lot would be located at a distance of 17’ from the edge of the IL
Route 59 right-of-way, encroaching 3’ into the required 20’ major arterial setback. As
such, the petitioner requests approval of a deviation from Section 6-2-14 (Major Arterial
Setback Requirements) and Section 6-9-2:4.6 (Off-Street Parking Facilities) of the
Naperville Municipal Code.

Route 59 is classified as a Strategic Regional Arterial (SRA) and has a right-of-way width of
approximately 160’ at the location of the subject property. The current right-of-way width is
representative of what would be needed for an SRA, accommodating the existing six travel lanes,
median and left/right turn lanes as well as enough space to expand an additional lane in each
direction if needed. Staff finds the requested deviation is minor and would not likely interfere
with future roadway improvement along Route 59 (if needed). The petitioner has provided
responses to the standards for granting a PUD deviation in Attachment 3. Staff concurs with the
petitioner’s findings.

FINAL - Plan Commission - 1/19/2011 - 110



Page: 111 - Agenda Item: D.2.

MJK Retail Development (PC 10-1-151)
January 19, 2011
Page 3 of 3

Landscape Plan

The proposed landscape plan is in full compliance with Section 5-10 (Landscaping, Screening
and Tree Preservation) of the Municipal Code. Both the Final PUD Plat and the landscape plan
are in harmony with the Southwest Community Area Commercial Design Guidelines.

Building Elevations

The proposed commercial building will be constructed with a concrete brick facade with a split-
face masonry knee wall. Concrete bricks are individual concrete masonry units made to
resemble the look of traditional clay bricks. They would be laid individually on the project site
just as traditional bricks and the resulting concrete brick facade would appear very similar to a
clay brick fagade.

The design of the building is “four-sided” in nature and incorporates appropriate articulation
including decorative cornice, solider coursing, columns, lighting, awnings, and windows. Staff
finds that the building elevations comply with the Building Design Guidelines and Southwest
Community Area Design Guidelines and are also in harmony with the existing commercial
buildings in the area.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. MIJK Retail Development — Attach 1 Original PUD Plat — PC 10-1-151
2. MIK Retail Development — Attach 2 Response to Major Change Standards — PC 10-1-
151
3. MIJK Retail Development — Attach 3 Response to PUD Deviation Standards — PC 10-1-
151
MJK Retail Development — Development Petition — PC 10-1-151
MIK Retail Development — Legal Description — PC 10-1-151
MJK Retail Development — Location Map — PC 10-1-151
MIJK Retail Development — Location Map Aerial — PC 10-1-151
MJK Retail Development — PUD Plat — PC 10-1-151
MIK Retail Development — Landscape Plan — PC 10-1-151
0 MJK Retail Development — Building Elevations — PC 10-1-151

SweNona
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PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION

BAILEY AND SATCHEL'S SUBDIVISION
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PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAT OF SUBDIVISION
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November 22, 2010 ; y.
Plan Commission L
The City of Naperville KURTZ
400 S. Eagle Street ASSOCIATES
Naperville, IL. 605840 ARCHITECTS

Re: MJK Reat Estate Holdings, LLC
Proposed Retail Development
Naperville, IL - 95™ & Route 59
Kurtz Project No. 10002

Members of the Plan Commission:

EXISTING CONDITIONS

MJK Real Estate Holdings, LLC is the contract purchaser of the referenced
property. The property is currently an undeveloped open field (Lot 3} within
the Jewel-Osco Shopping Center located at 95™ and Route 59.

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The site is proposed to be improved with a single story multi-tenant retail
building. Three commercial use tenants are proposed; Five Guys Burgers
and Fries, Chipotle Mexican Grill and a general retail tenant such as a cell
phone store. Because the proposed building is located within an out lot, all
four elevations will be treated with significant architectural attention.
Contrasting concrete brick, storefront glazing, fabric window awnings and
an accent EIFS cornice will articulate each elevation. In addition, two
outdoor patios will allow for seating during the summer months for the two
quick service restaurants. We believe that the proposed development is
keeping with the current character of the surrounding area.

In order for the Plan Commission to recommend for approval be granted,
they must find that the standards contained in the Zoning Ordinance are
met. Those standards are as follows:

Standards for Approving a Major Change to a Planned Unit Development:

1. The design of the planned unit development presents an innovative and
creative approach to the development of land and living environments.
The proposed development is consistent with the original
development intent of the existing Planned Unit
Development. We believe that the original development
always anticipated that all of the outlot parcels available for
development would be built in the manner indicated.

W.iHymi
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Plan Commission
Proposed Retail Development - 25" & Route 59, Naperville IL
November 22, 2010 Page 2

By combing several food uses in a single building, we have allowed families
dining choices without having to go to muftiple locations.

2.  The planned unit development meets the requirements and standards of the planned unit
development regulations.
The proposed development meets the required architectural, landscape and
lighting regulations. The design utilizes brick and stone features consistent
with other portions of the development. The design has been approved by
the Owner of the development, who drafted the original PUD that we are
seeking to modify.

3. The physical design of the planned unit development efficiently utilizes the land and
adequately provides for transportation and public facilities while preserving the natural
features of the site. {Ord. 01-110, 6-5-2001).

Currently the parcel is an undeveloped grass field with very little level change.,
The development provides for vehicular and pedestrian traffic. Vehicular
access onto the out lot is being provided by the using the existing interior road
system. In particular, a sidewalk has been provided fo connect the existing
sidewalk along Route 59 to the proposed development.

4.  Open space, outdoor common area, and recreational facilities are provided, {(Ord. 08-149,
8-19-2008)
The two outdoor patios allow for seating during summer months. In addition,
the propased landscaping enhances the development by replacing turf.

5. The modifications in design standards from the subdivision controf reguiations and the
waivers in bulk regulations from the zoning regulations fulfill the intent of those
reguiations.

The proposed development complies with the controlling subdivision and
zoning regulations.

6. The planned unit development is compatible with the adjacent properties and nearby land
uses.
The proposed development and its retail uses are not onfy compatible but
complement the surrounding uses within the existing overall development, and
those within the surrounding Route 59 and 95™ Street corridors.

7. The planned unit development fulfills the objectives of the comprehensive plan and
planning policies of the city.
The proposed development fulfills the objectives of the comprehensive plan
and planning policies of the city.

WJHymt
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Plan Commission
Proposed Retail Development - 95" & Route 59, Naperville iL
November 22, 2010 Page 3

We hope that this sufficiently supports our request and look forward to presenting the
proposed development to you at the earliest available date. in the interim, if you have any
questions, do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

KURTZ ASSOCIATES ARCHITECTS

Waltdr’. Hainsfurther, FAIA

pe Jeffery Silverman

WJHym1
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December 28, 2010
Plan Commission ‘
The City of Naperville KURTZ
400 S. Eagle Street ASSOCIATES
Naperville, IL 60540 ARCHITECTS

Re: Naperville Project No. #10-10000151
MJK Real Estate Holdings, LLC - Proposed Retail Development
Naperville, IL - 95™ & Route 59
Kurtz Project No. 10002

Members of the Plan Commission:

EXISTING CONDITIONS

MJK Real Estate Holdings, LLC is the contract purchaser of the referenced
property. The property is currently an undeveloped open field (Lot 3) within
the Jewel-Osco Shopping Center located at 95" and Route 59.

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The site is proposed to be improved with a single story multi-tenant retail
building. Three commercial use tenants are proposed; Five Guys Burgers
and Fries, Chipotle Mexican Grili, and a general retail tenant such as a cell
phone store. Because the proposed building is located within an out lot, ali
four elevations will be treated with significant architectural attention.
Contrasting concrete brick, storefront glazing, fabric window awnings and
an accent EIFS cornice will articulate each elevation. In addition, two
outdoor patios will allow for seating during the summer months for the two
guick service restaurants, We believe that the proposed development is
keeping with the current character of the surrounding area.

A 20'-0" Building and Parking Lot Setback exists along Route 59. Currently
we are providing approximately 17'-0". We are requesting for a Deviation
of 3'-0".

These standards address the Setback Deviation request that has been
identified as a result of the City’s review. In order for the Pian Commission
to recommend for approval be granted, they must find that the standards
contained in the Zoning Ordinance are met. Those standards are as follows:

Standards for Granting a Deviation from Major Arterial Setback
Requirements and Off-Street Parking Facilities:

1. Whether the requested deviation would undermine the intent and

purpose of the underlying zoning district; and

WiHymt
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Plan Commission
Proposed Retail Development - 95" & Route 59, Naperville L
December 28, 2010 Page 2

The deviation will be practically unnoticeable to the public. The deviation
would allow parking to occur in 3'-0" of the setback. The building will be
setback on the east portion of the site. In addition, while the developments
on the east side of Route 59 do not encroach into the setback, the
developments on the west side of Route 59 do not appear to be substantially
closer to the right of way than what is proposed in this site.

2.  Whether the requested deviation would be a detriment to the provision of the municipal
services and infrastructure; and
The proposed development is planned using reasonable dimensions for all
elements. The municipal services and infrastructure utilities are existing. Not
being in compliance has no impact on the provision of Municipal Services and
Infrastructure.

3. Whether the requested deviation would contribute a planned unit development which
offers a superior level of design, amenity enhancement, or environmental benefit; or
would enhance community vitality through the inclusion of attainable or barrier free
housing.

The area is to be developed with commercial uses, much like the ones
proposed. The deviation, if granted, will not negatively impact the Planned
Unit Development in any way.

We hope that this sufficiently supports our request and look forward to presenting the
proposed development to you at the earliest available date.: In the interim, if you have any
guestions, do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

KURTZ ASSOCIATES ARCHITECTS

Wal%é’rfJ. Hainsfurther, FAIA

pc Jeffery Silverman

W.iHym1
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CITY OF NAPERVILLE
T.E.D. BUSINESS GROUP
PETITION FOR DEVELOPMENT APPROVAL

Development Name (should be consistent with plat): Route 59 and 95th Strest MUK Partners

95th & Route 59, Naperville, IL (Jewel-Osco Shopping Center)

Development Address:
Date of Submission;__| 221
L APPLICANT:
Jeffery Silverman MJK Partners
Name Corporation
790 Estate Drive Suite 100
Street
Deerfield iL 60016
City State Zip Code
Jeffery Silverman 847-919-4801
Primary Contact Person Relationship to Applicant Telephone Nuomber

847-919-4829

jeff@usanfsc.com

Fax Number E-Mail Address
ASP Reality, Inc. A Delaware Corp.
. OWNER OF THE PROPERTY: Kerrigan McKay
Senior Real Estate Manager, Surplus Property
SUPERVALUE INC.
Name 75 Valley Stream Parkway
Malvern, Pennsylvania 18355 610-889-4294
Address Telephone Number
III. APPLICANT’S/PETITIONER’S STAFF:
Robert M. Wigoda -263-
Attorney: ? Telephone Number: 312-263-3000
Email Address: rwigoda@wigodaandwigoda.com Fax Number; > 12-263-8489
Address: 444 North Michigan Avenue, 26th Floor Chicago, IL 60611
Engineer: Curtis Smithson, PE Telephone Number: 847-838-7247
Page 4 of 32
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IV.  ACTION REQUESTED (Check applicable boxes and complete corresponding Exhibits):
Annexation (see Section V below) Subdivision Waiver / Deviation to Platted
Setback Line
(Complete Exhibit 4)
Rezoning from To Zoning Variance
{Complete Exhibit 1) (Complete Exhibit 3)
Preliminary PUD Plat Final PUD Plat
(Complete Exhibit 2) (Complete Exhibit 2)
" Major Change to a Planned Unit Minor Change to a Planned Unit
Development Development
(Complete Exhibit 2) (Complete Exhibit 2)
Preliminary Plat of Subdivision Final Plat of Subdivision
Conditional Use Major Change to a Conditional Use
(Complete Exhibit 3) (Complete Exhibit 3)
Minor Change to a Conditional Use Landscape Variance
(Complete Exhibit 3) {Complete Exhibit 6)
Site Plan Review Plat of Easement / Vacation / Dedication
(circle all that apply)
Sign Variance
{Complete Exhibit 5)
V. ANNEXATION

Is this development within the City limits?

Yes.

Under review by another governmental agency and requires review due to
1.5 mile jurisdictional requirements.

No, requesting annexation

Are there electors living on the property:

Yes No
If yes, did they sign the Petition for Annexation? Yes No
V1. SITEDATA
1. General description of site conditions (Including existing site improvements,

i.e., buildings, parking, landscaping, etc.)

Open grass (turf) fleld, no improvements

Page 5 of 32
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All existing ufilities at site

2. Existing Utility Services (water, sewer, electricity):

L. . . B-2 PUD
3. Existing zoning on the site:

.. None
4. Existing Land Use:

39,793 sq ft (914 acres

5. Acreage & Square Footage of the site: an :
6. List Controlling Ordinances and agreements (zoning, annexation ordinances, SIA, site plans,

preliminary/final PUD plats, etc.):

WH.L._1996 64354, WILL 1997 62709, WILL_19098 88538, WILL_2000 39041, WILL_20004 169986,
-~ WILL_2006 102553 & WILLMP 1896 022835

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT:
1. Type of Development (check all that apply):

Residential Commercial Office

Industrial Other:

9 Proposed Zoning: No change to existing zoning.

Description of Proposal: (Including proposed land use, type of use, hours of operation, number of
parking spaces, and all Exhibits mandated by the request (see Page 2, Section IV for Exhibit
information)- attach additional pages if necessary):

One story multi-tenant retail building, to be occupied by two quick service restaurants (Five Guys & Chipotle)
and one retail tenant. The hours of operation will be limited to early lunch to late dinner (10:00 am - 11:00 pm
exact hours of operation Is to be determined by tenant). There are 66 proposed parking stalls (3 ADA Stalls)

3. Description of Building (Including number of buildings, square footage of each building and use,
maximum height, facade materials):

One single-story masonry & glass mutlti-tenant retail building. Max. height is 20°-0". Facade materials are;
concrete brick, aluminum storefront glazing, fabric window awnings & accent EIFS cornice.

Page 6 of 32
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4, Describe all requested Variances / Deviations from the underlying zoning regulations (i.e. parking,

setbacks, density, height/bulk etc.) NOTE: Complete this section as well as Exhibit 5 — attach
additional pages if necessary:

No variances are required.

5. Describe all requested waivers from the Subdivision Regulations: (i.e. R.O.W., widths, easements,

etc.) NOTE: Complete this section as well as Exhibit 4 — attach additional pages if necessary:
No waivers are required.

6. Deviations from the Landscaping Regulations NOTE: Complete this section as well as Exhibit 6

— attach additional pages if necessary:
No deviations from the Landscaping Regulations.

7. General Land Use Data:

Residntl. | Comrcl. | Office | Indst. | R.OW. Park | School | Private | Other®* | Total
NO- Of .914
Acres
% of 100%
Total

*Please explain:

8. Development Densities:
Modified | Modified | Building
Number | Gross Gross Gross Gross square Minimum | Maximum | Average
of Units | Acres | Density Acres Density footage Lot Size Lot Size | Lot Size
Single- NA
Family
Townhome NA
Duplex NA
Apartment NA
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Comrcl. 3 914 NA NA NA
Office NA NA NA
Industrial NA NA NA
Gross Acres = land designated for land use type including right-of-way
Gross Density =  number of units divided by gross acres

Modified Gross Acres =  residential acreage including internal right-of-way, detention facilities,
school/park dedications and open space areas.
Modified Gross Density =  number of units divided by modified gross acres.

VIII. SCHOOL AND PARK DONATION REQUIREMENTS (calculation tables must be atfached):

1. Required School Donation of ___ 0 acres will be metby a

C
2, Required Park Donation of acres will be met by a

IX. PRIVATE FACILITIES

1. Private open space and recreational facilities include:
N/A
Which will be maintained by: The City of Naperville
Homeowners Association
Other ( )
2. Outlots and/or detention/retention facilities include (size, number and location)

There is an existing detention basin which we are allowed o access.

Which will be maintained by: The City of Naperville

Homeowners Association

Other ( )
3. Detention, retention, open space/recreation and school uses within the development:
Private -- Public --To
Homeowners be Other Total
Association Dedicated (acres)* (acres)
(acres)* (acres)
Open Space™
a. Park Site
b. Common
Page 8§ of 32
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Areas™

¢. Private
Facility™
Sub-total
School Site
Total

*#Please Explain:

Nate: Please provide a brief explanation of the type of private facility, common aree, open space or other acreage included in the
development (Private facilities would include facilities such as clubhouses or private swim clubs. Other could include
detention/facilities or outlots for landscape buffers, subdivision identification signage or similar purposes. J

Respectfully Submitted,
Jeffery Silverman

By:
Jéffery Silverman
Manager
STATE OF ILLINOIS )
COUNTY OF DUPAGE )
CITY OF NAPERVILLE )
The foregoing petition was acknowledged before me by Melissa Noesges on the 2910 day of Noven?ber
2010 AD.
N GFHICHL SEAL B
OESGES ,_ y: /’
,@mﬁ“&f',ﬁlﬁ?&“"‘s‘im OF ILLNOIS § Melissa Noesge/ ¢
: HY COMMSSION EXPRESTIANT ¢ Notary Public
LLC PETITIONERS

LIC petitioners are required to produce the arficles of organization that are on file with the llinois
Secretary of State’s Office. If an LLC is manager-managed, this petioner may be executed by the
manager identified within the articles of organization. If an LLC is member-managed, this petition must
be executed by each member of the LLC

EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF APPLICATION
Please note that applications for development approval are only valid for a pericd of two years from the
date of application submission and that all cases will be closed by the City without further notice to the
applicant after the two yvear period has expired.
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Lot 3 in the Bailey and Satchel’s subdivision, being in the
southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of Section 3,
Township 37 north, Range 9 east, of the Third Principal Meridian,
according to the Plat thereof recorded March 18, 1996 as
Document R96-022835, in Will County, lllinois.

2856 S. Route 59
Naperville, IL 60564

PiN: 07-01-03-306-002-0000
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'WEBSTER, MCGRATH & AHLBERG LTD.
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RECORDER

STATE OF ILLINOIS)
COUNTY OF WILL)SS

THIS INSTRUMENT NO. _

THE RECORDER'S OFFICE OF WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS, ON THE ________
O'CLOCK____M.

LAD,20____ AT

RECORDER OF DEEDS

COUNTY CLERK

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
COUNTY OF WILL)SS

IFURTHER CERTIFY THAT IHAVE RECEIVED ALL STATUTORY FEES IN
CONNECTION WITH THE ANNEXED PLAT.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF THE COUNTY CLERK AT JOLIET, ILLINOIS,

THIS DAY OF ___ . AD., 20_

COUNTY CLERK

APPLICANT
MJK Partners

ENGINEER

CURTIS SMITHSON

41815 N. PEDERSEN DRIVE S.
ANTIOCH, ILLINOIS 60002

847-538

EAL CURTISa CURTISSMITHSON.COM

SURVEYOR
JOEL VEETTI

EBSTER McGRTAH & AHLBERG, LTD.
207 SOUTH NAPERVILLE ROAD
WHEATON, ILLINDIS 60187
630-668-7603
FAX: 630-682-1760
EMAL: JOELV@WMAL TD.COM

WAS FILED FOR RECORD IN

COUNTY CLERK OF WILL COUNTY,
L £ NO DELINQUENT GENERAL
TAXES, NO UNPAID CURRENT TAXES.NO UNPAD FORFEITED TAXES, AND NO
REDEEMABLE TAX SALES AGAINST ANY OF THE LAND INCLUDED IN THE
ANNEXED PLAT

FINAL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT PLAT

Route 59 and 95th MJK Partners

SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 37 NORTH, RANGE 9, EAST IN WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

CITY COUNCIL
STATE OF ILLINOIS )
COUNTY OF DuPAGE)SS

APPROVED AND ACCEPTED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS, AT A MEETING HELD

THE DAY OF LAD,20___

ATTEST

CITY CLERK

PLAN COMMISSION

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
COUNTY OF DUPAGE)SS

APPROVED BY THE CITY OF NAPERVILLE PLAN COMMISSION AT A MEETING HELD

THE _____ DAY OF_ LAD. 20_

CHARMAN

ATTEST:

SECRETARY

OWNER
STATE  OF )

COUNTY OF 55
THIS 1S TO CERTIFY THAT

IS THE OWNER OF THE PROPERTY HEREON, AND AS SUCH OWNER, HAS CAUSED THE SAME TO BE
PLATTED AS SHOWN HEREON, FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN SET FORTH AND AS ALLOWED
AND PROVIDED BY STATUTE: AD OWNER DOES HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGE AND ADOPT THE SAME
UNDER THE STYLE AND TITLE AFORESAD.

DATED AT . THIS DAY OF
_ AD., 20

g
TITLE:
NOT ARY

ATTEST:

TITLE:

STATE  OF )
COUNTY OF )ss

I . A NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR
SAD COUNTY IN THE STATE AFORESAD, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT
AND

OF SAID OWNER, WHO ARE PERSONALLY KNOWN TO ME TO BE THE SAME PERSONS
WHOSE NAMES ARE SUBSCRIBED TO THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AS SUCH

RESPECTFULLY, APPEARED BEFORE
E THS DAY N PERSON AND JGINTLY AD SEVERALLY ACKNOWLEDCED THAT THEY SIGNED AND
DELIVERED THE SAD_INSTRUMENT AS THER OWN FREE AND VOLUNTARY ACT AND AS THE FREE
AND VOLUNTARY ACT OF SAD OWNER FOR THE USES AND PURPOSES THEREIN SET FORTH.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND NOTARIAL SEAL AT
THIS DAY OF AD., 20

ar:
NOTARY PUBLIC

(PLEASE PRINT NAWE)

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

SURVEYOR

STATE OF ILLINOIS)
COUNTY OF DUPAGE) SS

I, JOEL VIETTI, AN ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR NO. 3059, HEREBY STATE THAT THIS
PLAT WAS MADE AT AND UNDER MY DIRECTION, FROM PUBLIC AND PRIVATE RECORD INFORMATION,
AND THIS PLAT IS AN ACCURATE DEPICTION OF THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTY:

PARCEL 1: LOT 3 IN BALEY AND SATCHEL'S SUBDIVISION, BEING SUBDIVISION IN THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 37 NORTH, RANGE 9, EAST OF
THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TQ THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED MARCH 18, 1986 AS
DOCUMENT R96-22835, IN WILL' COUNTY, ILLINOIS.

ALL DISTANCES ARE SHOWN IN FEET AND DECIMALS THEREOF

IHEREBY START THAT THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS DEPICTED ON THIS PLAT ARE SHOWN FOR
INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY AND ARE NOT INTENDED TO BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION.

IHEREBY STATE THAT THE PROPERTY IS WITHIN THE CORPORATE LIMITS OF THE CITY OF
NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS.

IHEREBY STATE THAT THE CITY OF NAPERVILLE HAS ADOPTED AN OFFICIAL CONPREHENSIVE
AND IS EXERCISING THE SPECIAL POWERS AUTHORIZED THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ACCORDING
T 65\LCS 5/1-12-6, SD HERETOFORE AMENDED

BY SCALE MEASUREMENT ONLY, THE SUBJECT PROPERTY LIES WITHIN ZONE "UNSHADED X', AS
INDICATED BY THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP FOR WILL COUNTY, ILLNOIS, COMMUNITY -PANEL
NUMBER 17197C0030 E, WITH AN EFFECTIVE DATE QF SEPTEMBER 6, 1995.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND CORPORATE SEAL AT WHEATON, ILLINOIS, THIS

DAY OF AD., 2010

WEBSTER, McGRATH AND AHLBERG, LTO.

BY:
ILLINOIS LAND SURVEYOR NO.

630-668-7603

o] e Duscrpton 5| ROUTE 59 AND 95TH ST
MJK PARTNERS
[ToGAToN:
95th & IL 59
NAPERVILLE, IL
2[01-04-1{ City Review Memo [PRePARED For:
1 12-23-10 City Review Memo 12-14-10 vg) MJK PARTNERS

'WEBSTER, MCGRATH & AHLBERG LTD.
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© AND GHALL 07 SEPARATED FROM LANN ARZAS WITH STEEL £06ING.
o S 6. AL LAKN AREAS 10 0% A FIVE WAY MINIMUM DLUSGRASS BLEND,
5 i GONTRAGTOR 19 RESPONS10LE FOR WATERING 409 UNTIL TIMe 0F KNITTING
7. 11 15 CONRAGTORS 0PTION 10 §AKE 1Ree , BUT HI5 REGPONSIOILITY 10 AS6URE
5 Lo L PLANTS RENAIN ZLUMB UNTIL THE ENO OF THe GUARANTES PER 100
1 = b, SEE SHELT L-2 FOR AODITIONAL PLANTING DETAILS
»n P 9. (RECS OMALL G INSTALLEO A MINIUM OF FIVE F66T HORIZONTALLY FROM SANITARY
n SLHERS, SANITARY 9ERVICGS, NATER WAING, AND WATER 9%RVICE5. 1Rg6S SHALL
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PRUNE DEAD AND BROKEN
BRANCHES ONLY

PROTECT TRUNK WITH TREE WRAP.
REMOVE FOLLOWING SPRING

3 — 4" SHREDDED HARDWOOD MULCH-
FINISHED GRADE

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE

INCQRPORATE 10-12 07, OF TERRA SOR A
cu. OF BACKFILL FOR BER
P s PALEATIONS

TREE PLANTING DETAIL
NOT TO SCALE USE ONLY NORTHERN ILLINOIS GROWN NURSERY STOCK

PRUNE DEAD AND BROKEN

BRANCHES ONLY \

3 - 4" SHREDDED HARDWOOD MULCH

FINISHED GRADE

UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE-

INCORPORATE 10-12 OZ,

SORB AG PER CU. oF BACKFILL FOR
BERM INSTALLATIONS

SHRUB PLANTING DETAIL
NOT T0 SCALE  USE ONLY NORTHERN LLNOIS GROWN NURSERY STOCK

VERTICALLY SLICE ROOTS SET PLANTS AT SAME LEVEL AS GROWN IN CONTAINER
7 NECESSARY LEVATE BED 2-4" ABOVE FINISHED GRADE
2" SHREDDED HARDWOOD MULCH
" SPADED EDGE
FINISHED GRADE

-

SOIL MIX_AS FOLLOWS:

EXISTING SUBGRADE 30% MUSHROOM COMPOST
40% TOPSOIL

PREPARE_PERENNIAL BED TO A MIN. DEPTH OF  30% COARSE SAND

2" GREATER THAN CONTAINER SIZE

—O

PERENNIAL PLANTING DETAIL

NOT 10 SCALE

USE ONLY NORTHERN ILLINOIS GROWN NURSERY STOCK

PLANTING

3 METAL STUDDED T POST 76" Wi
12 GA  STEEL WIRE AND £ 2 PLY
HOSE FOR STAKING

SET TOP_OF ROOT BALL SLIGHTLY
ABOVE FINISHED GRADE

PREPARE A 5° MIN
PLANTING PIT PERIMETER

CUT SYNTHETIC CORDS AND TWINE
FROM ROOT BALL AND TRUNK

BACKFILL PIT WITH AMENDED TOPSOIL
FLOOD PIT TO ELIMINATE AR POCKETS

SET ROOT BALL ON UNDISTURBED
SUBGRADE

PREPARE A 3"
PLANTING PIT PERIMETER

SAUCER AROUND

Sandscape rchitects / Contractons

COUTWIRIE
Landscape Congtuuetion

o (630 627-1364

505 Swit Rood_ Lombar, Iinels G018
www.couturelandscape.com

o (30) 627-1366

SET TOP OF ROOT BALL SLIGHTLY
ABOVE FINISHED GRADE

MIN. SAUCER ARDUND

BACKFILL PIT WITH AMENDED TOPSOL
FLOOD PIT TO ELIMINATE AR POCKETS

CUT SYNTHETIC CORDS AND TWINE FROM
ROOT BALL AND TRUNK

SET ROOT BALL ON UNDISTURBED SUBGRADE

GENERAL NOTES:

. QUANTITY L1575 ARE SUPPLIED AG A GONVENIENGE. GONTRAGTOR GHALL VERIFY
ALL MATERIAL QUANTITIES ON 5179,

2. ALL PLANT NATERIAL 10 08 NORTHERN ILLINGIS GROWN, AND WITH fHE EXCEPTION
ﬂF LOW WW JUNIPER, GROUNDGOVERS, AND PYRENNIALS OF DALLW ANV %UKLAVVW
1655 OTHERW 156 SPEGIF160, PLANT MATERIAL 10 66
AGOGEVANC? 10 5TANOARDS 56T OY THE AMERIGAN AS50CIATION (7? NUK%KVMZN

3. ALL PLANTINGS SHALL B¢ WATERED THOROUGHLY IN THE FIRST 24 HOURG AFTER PLANTING.
ENSURE ALL AIR POGKETS ARE REMOVED AROUNG ROOT BALL.

4. CONTRAGTOR 70 GUARANTEE PLANT MATERVAL FOR ONE YEAR FROM TINE 0F PLANTING.

5. ALL PLANT 060 AREAS 10 B¢ MULGHEO WITH GHRE0DED HAROWOQO NULCH 3' 0%ef
AND SHALL B SEPARATED FROM LAWN AREAS WITH STEEL £0GING.

6. ALL LAIN AREAS 10 8¢ A FIVE WAY NINIMUM BLUEGRAGS BLENO.
GONTRAGTOR 16 RESPONSIBLE ¢OR WATERING 500 UNTIL TIME 0F KNITTING

7. )1 16 GONTRAGTORS OPTION 10 GTAKE 1REES , OUT MIG RESPONSIBILITY 10 AS5URE
PLANTS REMAIN PLUMB UNTIL THE END OF THE GUARANTEE PER 10D

b, 1ReLs GHALL BE INGTALLED A MINIMUM OF FIVE Feet HﬂEiZﬂNfALW VWM 5AN\TARV
SENERS, MNHAKV GERVIGES, WATER MAING, AND WATER SERVIGES,
86 INGTALLED A MINIIOM 0F (N FE¢T HOR! ZONTALLY FROW UTIV 7Y G(KUCTUK 6 AND
APPURTENANGES, INGLUPING, BUT NOT LIMITED T0 WANHOLES, VALVE VAUH&; VALVE BOXES
ANg FIRe HYORANTG A9 PER VILLAGE OF NAPERVILLE MN%GAW 00084,

9. 666 SHEET5 L-3 AND L-4 FOR GOMPLETE S76GIFICATIONG

DETAILS

NO SCALE

BUILDING ELEVATIONS

SCALE 1'=10"-0"

TTTTTTTTT
0 5

TRASH ENCLOSURE
DETAILS | ELEVATIONS

SCALE 1'=10"-0"

50

[
0 5

PROPOSED DEVELOPEMENT

(NEC) 95TH & ROUTE 59
NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS

790 ESTATE DRIVE SUITE 100  DEERFIELD, ILLINOIS

MJK REAL ESTATE HOLDING COMPANY LLC
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LANDSCAPE SPECIFICATIONS

PROPOSED DEVELOPEMENT

(NEC) 95TH & ROUTE 59 NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS

S¢0TION 02900

PART | GENERAL

LANDSCAPE WORK

THESE GENERAL KEQUIREMENTS APPLY 10 ALL LANDSCAPS OPERATIONS. REFER 10 SPEGIFICATION S6GT\ONS FOR SPEGIFIG GENGRAL, PRODUGT,
ANO EXEGUTION ReUIREMENTS,

I DZ ﬂUAHW AS5URANCE
NPLY WITH ALL WL\LAM VOGAL, 5TATE AND FEOERAL REOUIREMENTS REGARDING MATERIALG, METHOOS 0 WORK, AND 016009AL 0F

exo%e AND WASTE NATES
OBTAIN AND PAY FOR ALL mu\m INSPEGT1ONS, PERUITS, AND F565. PROVIOE NOTIGS5 REOUIREO 6Y GOVERNMENTAL AUTHOR 1165
OWNER SHALL APPOINT A QUALIF €0 REPRESENTATIVE 10 OVERSEE THE NORK AND AGSURE |16 AVHéEéNOi 10 (HE PLANG AN THESE
%?ECWGATWM& HENGEFORTH, THIS PERGON SHALL B¢ 0¢51GNATED AG ONNER'S REPREGENTATIVE
CONTRAGTOR 10 HAVE AN EXPER\ENCEO ENGLISH SPEAK ING 6UPGRVIGOR / FOREMAN ONG\TE AT Aw T1ME5 THAT CAN AFOUATELY GONMUNIGATE
WITH OUNERS mmwmvi WHEN NEGESSARY, AND HAVE EXPERIENGEO INSTALLERS WHO HAVE COMPLETED LANDSGA? ING WORK 5 1MILAR N
MATER AL, DE5I6N, AND TENT A5 10 THAT INPICATED ¢OR THIS PROUEGT NITH A REGORD OF 5UCOS55FUL LANPSGAE ESTADL ISHNENT.
GINTRAGTOR'S WORKFORCE SHALL B¢ KNOWLEOBEADLE AN OR NAKS THEMGELVES KNOWLEOGEADLE DF ALL SAFE(Y REGULATIONS AND
Eenu\mmm PERTAINING 70 THIG PROJEGT INCLUDING NEARING ALL PROTEGTIVE GEAR NEFOSO 0 CONPLY WITH THESE REOUIREMENTS.

RKMAN NOT IN CONPLIANGE CAN AND WILL BE DENIED ACGEGS (0 THE JOBSITE BY THE GENSRAL CONTRAGTOR. A SAFETY CLASS FOR WORKERS
MAY 06 REQUIRED 0Y THE GENERAL GONTRAGTOR.

.03 PROJEGT GOND|T10NS

. LOCATE AND IDENTIFY EXISTING UNOERGROUND AND OVERMEAD SERVIGES AND UTILITISH WITHIN GONTRAGT LINIT WORK ARGAG. GONTAGT
.UV 1.6 AT B00-892-0173. PROVIOE ADGOUATE NEANS GF PROTECTION OF UTILITIES AND GERVICES 065 I1GNATEO 10 RENAIN. REPAIR
UTILITIES OANAGED OURING 5176 WORK OPERATIONS AT GONTRAGTOR'S EXPENSE.

WHEN UNGRARTED OR INGORRECTLY CHARTED UNDERGROUNG #19ING OR OTHER UTILIT\66 AND 66RVICES ARG ENGOUNTEREO OURING 616 KORK
OPGRATIONG, NOTIFY THE APPLIGABLE LTILITY GOMPANY [MMEOIATELY 10 GBTAIN PROGEOLRE 01REG(\ONG. GOOPERATE WITH THe APPL1CABLE
UTILITY, LDWANV IN WAINTAINING AGTIVE S£RVIGEG (N OPERATION,

VOOATE) PROTECT, ANO MAINTAIN GENCHUARRS, wwumm, GONTROL POINTS AND PROUECT ENGINEER NG REFERENCE POINTG. RE-£4TABLISH
D\STURBED OR PEGTROYED |(¢Mo AT CONTRAGTOR'S £)

OBTAIN GOVERN ING AUTHOR 11165 WR\TTEN WRW&&\/}N WN REOUIRED 10 0L0SE OR OBGTRUCT STREET, WALKS AND ADUAGENT FAGIL\TISS.
PROVI O ALTERNATE ROUTES ARGUND GLOSEO OR ODSTRUGTCO TRAFF\G WAYG NHEN REQUIRED DY BOVERNING AUTHORITIES,

. %M%L(VE?T CAUGE0 Y THE WORK. OAMPEN SURFACES AG ReQUIRE0. COMPLY W\TH POLLUTION CONTROL REGULATIONS 0F GOVERN NG

- FROTECT EXISOING BUILOINGS) PAVING, AN DUVER 26KVIGo6 0K FACILITIES O 6117 AND ADUAGENT 10 THe 616 FRON ONiAGS CAUGED DY
HORK OPERATIONS. GOST OF REFAIR AND RESTORAT\ON 0¢ OANAGED |TEMS AT GONTRAGTOR'S EXPENSS

PROTEGT AN MAINTAIN STREETL IGHTS, DTILITY POLES AND 5¢RVIGES, TRAFFIG 516NAL GONTROL wxeﬁ, GURD DOXES, VALVES AND OTHER

GERVIGES, EXCEPT | TEM5 065 GNATED FOR REMOVAL. EéMWi OR COOROINATE HE REMOVAL OF RAFFIG G16NS, PARKING METERS AND POSTAL

NAILOOXES WITH THE APPLIGABLE GOVERNMENTAL AGEN

AT THE GONCLUSION 0F EACH WORK OAY, THE wN(KALTﬂR 15 RESPONGIBLE FOR LEAVING (HE G176 IN A CLEAN AND GAFE CONO\TION.

PART 2 PROOUGTS

2.01 MATERIALG ANO 60U PNENT
A MATERIALS AND £0UIPMENT: A GELEGTEO BY CONTRAGTOR, EXCEPT AG INDIGATED.

B. BOUIPUENT: ART\OVES IN GECTION B00 ' 1007 GTANOARD GPECIFIGATIONS FOR ROAD AND 6R10GE GONSCRUCTION'

G, MATERIALGt  ARTIGLES IN SEGTION 701 '10DT STANDARD SPEGIFIGATIONS FOR ROAD AND ORIOGE GONSTRUGTION'
PART 5 £XECUTION
3.0 PREPARATION

CXAMING THE AREAS AND GONOITIONS UNOGR WHICH RORK 15 10 BE PCREORMEO. 09 NOT PROGEED WITH THE WORK UNTIL UNSATISPAGTORY
GONDIT10NG ARE GORREGTEO,

GONSULT THE AVAILADLE REGORDS AND ORANINGS 0F ADJACENT WORK AND 0F £XI( N6 SERVIGES AND UTILITIES WHIGH MAY AFFEGT WORK
OPERATIONG, AS PROV\DED BY OWNER.

eNO 0F 9¢0TION 02900
H T rREE AND SHRUB PLANTING

“h. PROVIDE TRe£G ANO GHRUDS AG SHOWN AND SOECIF 160. THE WORK INCLUDES:
501\ PREPARATION.
REES, SHRUDS,
PLANTING MIXeH,
MULCH ANO PLANT N6 ACGESSORIES.
XI5 16 ALANT RALOCATION.
9. RELATED HORK:
) 5%TWN Oﬂﬂvx iAETHWﬂKK

3. 5¢C(WN 01# 5# Né
4. SCTION OZ491: PERENNIAL, ORNANENTAL GRASS, GROUNDGOVER PLANTING.

2 QUALITY ASSURANCE
GOMPLY WITH S6GTION 02900 REQUIRENENTS.
GONPLY WITH 660TION 02491 REQUIRGMENTS WHEN APPLICABLE.
PROVIDE GTOCK TRUE (0 BOTANIGAL NANE. 00 NOT 6UBST\TUTE NITHOUT PERMISSION OF ONNER OR ONNER'S REPREGENTATIVE. NONGONFORNING
PLANTS WILL B ReJEGTED AT CONTRACTORS £XPENGE.
GOWPLY WITH 51ZING AND GRAOING SCANDARDS 0¢ THE LATEST £01TION 0F 'AMERIGAN STANOARD FOR NURGERY STOGK.' A PLANT SHALL B
DIMENSIONED A5 |T STANDS IN 15 NATURAL P051T\ON. NONGONFORNING PLANTS WILL B¢ REJEGTE0 AT GONTRAGTORS EAPENGE.
€. ALL VMN(% GHALL B¢ NORTHERN [LLINOIS NURGERY GRONN UNOER CLINATIC ANO 5011 CONOITIONS SIMILAR 10 THOGE IN THE LOGALITY 0F THE

6TD&k fu(N\sHiv SHALL DE AT LEAST THE MINIWUN 5176 INOIGATED, LARGER STOGK 15 AGGEPTABLE WITHIN REASON, AT NO AOOITIONAL GO5T
ONNER, RﬂﬂT SYTEMG NUST NEET ANLA GTANDARDS AG GPECIFIED. PLANTG SHOULD NOT B ALTEREO DY PRUNING OR OTHER NEANG 10 NEET

PGIF1GAT 10}

. PROVIDE ‘67%\\4”{‘ PUANTS WITH N 6P6GIAL HE IGHT, SHAPE OR CHARAGTER OF GRONTH. SPEGIMEN TREES R EHRUM MAY ﬂi TAG6ED AT THE

SOURGE OF SUPPLY. THE ONER+S RePREGENTATIVE MAY CHOOSE (0 INSGPEGT SPEGINEN SELECTIONS AT THE SOURGE FOR SUITABILITY

AND AOAPTABILATY 10 SELECTED LOCATION. WHEN W%MKN VMM(& OANNM B¢ PURGHASED LﬂbAWY» PEW\% QU“\L\KNT PHOTOGRAPHS OF THe

PROPO9ED 6PECINEN PLANTS FOR APPROVAL If 40 Ri K GRADE' MATER 1AL WILL B AGGEPTE0.

fﬁé"ﬁiz*‘y 06 INSPEGTED AND APPROVED AT THE VLAuz 0F bkan(w, FﬂK GOWPLIANGE W1 TH 6V¢C\F\DA(\DN REQUIREMENTS FOR QUALITY, 51Z¢

LRSS

cers

CONTINUE SECTION 02490

1,03 SUBMITTALS
A euwu HE FOLONING mew GANPLES, | REGUISTEDs
WULCH -BULK 0R BAGG:

-TREE AND SHRUD PLANTING-

2 DEGORAT IVE 6TONS OR I,EAWL -BAG OR BULK
6. GUBMIT THE FOLLONING MWR\M GERTIFICATION, |F ReOUSSTED:
1. 10P501L S0URCE AND PH
2. PN W55, GOMPOST, 0K MHZK ORGANIG 5011 AMENONENTS
3. PLANT FERTILIZER,

1,04 OELIVERY, 5TORAGE, AND HANOL ING
A DELIVER FERTILIZER MATERIALS IN ORIGINAL, UNOPENED AND uwmmv oﬂwwe(e SHONING WE 16T, ANALYSIS, ANO NAWE 0F
MANUFAGTLRER. 5TORE IN MANNER 10 PREVNT WETTING ANG OBTORIORAT
. TAKE ALL PRECAUT|ONS GUSONARY IN 6000 NURSERY PRAGTIGE (0 mmz AUANTS FOR ﬂiAMﬁWRT WORKMANSHI ¢y NHICH FAILS 0 Meef fHe
HIGHES( STANGAROS, WILl B REOEGTED, SPRAY 0eC10UDUS PLANTS IN FOL IA6E KITH AN APFROVEG ANTI- 0£51COANT IMNEOIATELY BF(RE
O1GGING 10 PREVENT DEHYORAT\ON NHEN IN LEAF. 016, PACK, TRANVORT, AND HANDLS VLAM(& WITH CARE 10 ENSURE PRETEGTION AGAINST

INURY.
G. GOVER PLANTS TRANGPORTED ON OPCN VEHIOLES WITH A PROTEGT IVG GOVERING 0 PREVENT NINDOURN,
0. Mo15TEN ALL BURVAPPED ROOT DALLS DEFORE TRANGPORTING, PREENT SURFAGS FROM ORYING PUR\NG TRANSPOR.

1,05 PROUECT GONDITIONS
Ao WORK NOTIFIGATION: NOTIFY OUNER'S REPRESENTATIVE AC LgAGT TND -2- NORKING OAYS PRIOR 10 INGTALLATION OF PLANT NATERIAL.
0. PROTEGT EX\GTING UTILITIES, PAVING, AND OTHER m\uwa FKUM ONIAGE CAUSEQ BV LANDSGAP\NG OPERATIONS, GALL .U, 1.6 10 NARK
UNDERGROLND UTILITIES A MININUM OF 18 HOURS nzfﬂK 016
Go A COMPLECE | 15T 0F PLANS, INCLUOING A 4GHEDLLE 0F 51 Ze& auwmzm AND OHER REQUIREMENTS |5 SHONN ON THE DRARINGS, IN THe
CVENT (HAT QUANTITY DISCREPANGIES OR NATERIAL muawwe OGGUR TN THE PLANT MATERIALG L15T, THE PLANTING PLANS GHALL GOVERN.
PAVNENT SHALL 6% BAGED ON ACTUAL INGTALLED PLANT COUNT.

1,06 WARRANTY
A, WARRANT PLANT MATERIAL 10 ReMAIN ALIVE AND B¢ IN A HEALTHY, VIGOROUS CONOITION FOR A PERIOD OF ONE 217 YEAR AFTER ACCEPTANGE,
PROVIDED PLANTS ARE 61VEN PROFER GARE BY ONER qu\NA THIS PERI0D.
1. GONTRAGTOR 10 CALL FOR FINAL INSPEGTION OF PLA
2. 17 15 {He ReGPONGIDIL ITY OF THE CONTRACTOR 70 \Nem( THE WATERING, CULTIVATION ANO OTHER NAINTENANGE OPERAT\ONS PERFORMED BY
THE OWNER DURING THE WARRANTY PER 19,
ANY WETHODS OR PRACTICES, WHICH THE GONTRAGTOR GONGIDERS UNSATISFAGTORY AND NOT IN ACCOR® WITH STANPARD HORTIGULTURAL
VKACH%& éMAW B¢ REPORTED 70 THE OUNER [N WRITING,
3 IGOIATELY REPLACE ALL PLANTS, A9 OETERNINED BY THE OWNER'G REPRESENTAT\VE, 0 06 LNGATISFACTORY DURING The
\NHML MNﬂNb INSTALLAT 10N,
REPLAGE ONGE, IN ACCORDANGE WITH THE ORAWINGS AND SPEC\FICATIONS, ALl PUANTS THAT ARG OPAQ OR, AS DETCRMINED DY ONNER'S
gzigzﬁzwwe, ARE [N A SEVERELY UNHEALTHY GONOITION WITHIN WARRANCY PERI00,  REPLAGEMENTS 10 D% INGTALLEO AT NEXT BEST PLANTING
EASON,

WARRANTY GHALL NOT INCLUOG DAMAGE OR L04% 0F TRé65, PLANTG, OR GROUND GOVERS GAUSGD 6Y FIRES, FLOODG, DROUGHT, FReGZING RAING,
VIGHTNING GORMS, OR WINGS GVER 75 NILES PER HOUR, WINTER KILL GAUSGD BY GXTREMS COLO AND S6VERE WINTER CONDITIONS NOT TYP\GAL OF
PLANTING AREASS AGTS OF VANOALISN, ANINAL DESTRUGTION OR NEGLIGENGE ON THe PART OF THE OHNER. ANY REPLAGEMENT ATTRIBUTEQ 10 THESE
GAUSES NUST BE IN ADDIT\ON 10 THE CONTRAGT AMOUNT.

PART 2 PROPUCTS

2,01 MATERIALS
A PLANTS! PROVIDE PLANTS TYP\GAl 0F THEIR 5PEGIES OR VARIETYs WITH NORNALLY OEVELOPED ORANGHES AND V\GOROUS ROOT 5YSTEMS.
PROVIDE ONLY S0UND, HEALTHY, VIGOROUS PLANTS FREE FROM PEFEGS, 9\5?\!«\){\% KNOTS, SUNGGALD INJRIES FROST GRAGKS, ABRASIONS 0F
THE OARK) PLANT D\56AGEG, INGEGT £64S, OORERS, ANO ALL FORMG OF \NFESTAT
. 016 BAVLED ANG BURLAPPEQ PLANTS WITH #IRN, NATURAL BALLG OF GARTH 0¢ 5umb\¢N( DIANETER AND OGPTH AG NECEGGARY FOR FULL
REGOVERY OF (HE PLANT. PR
R WUSHROONED DALLS ARY NOT AGGEPTABLE .
CONTAINER -GRONN 6T0CK GHALL MAVZ GROIN (N A CONTAINER FOR SUFFICIENT LeNGTH OF T\Me FOR (He Rogr SYSTEM (0 HAVE 0eVeELOPeD 10

2
HOLD 175 6011 TO66THER, FIRM AND WHOLE.
A NO PLANTG GHALL 66 L0056 IN (HE WM(MNEK
0. CONTAINGR ST0CK SHAVL NOT BE POT
3. IF THE USE 0F LARGER THAN SPEGIFIED VLAN(& 15 AGGEPTADLE, INCREASE THE SPREAD OF ROOTS OR ROOT BALL IN
PROPORTION 10 THE 6126 OF 1dé PLANT.
4. THE HEIGHT 0F THE TRE6G, WEASURED FRON THE CROWN OF THE ROOTS 0 THE 100 OF THE 107 BRANGH, SHALL Nm V66 THAN THE MINIMOM
5126 ANO VARIETY 0661 GNATED IN THE PLANT LIST AND ACCORDING 10 THE ANLA STANOARDS FOR NURGERY Gf0Ck
5. GHRUDS AND SMALL PLANTS GHALL NEE( THE REOUIREMENTS FOR SPREAD AND/OR HEIOHT INDICATED IN THE MN( LIGT AND 0% IN ACCORDANGE

WITH ANLA STANPARDS.

2.02 ACCE590R 165
A TOP501L FOR PLANTING B£05: FERTILE, FRIABLE, NATURAL (0P60\L WITHOUT ADMIXTURE 0F GUBSOIL MATERIAL, OBTAINED FROM A WELL-ORAINED
ARADLE 6176, REASONABLY FREE FRON GLAY, LUNPS, COARGS wmﬁ, mwé, PLANTS, ROOTS, 5T10KS, AND OTRER FOREIEN MATERIALS, WITH
AGIDITY RANGE 0F BETREEN PH 5.5 10 6.0 AND D% TYPIGAL 0F Tt
o \OENT\PY GOURGE LOGATION OF 0750\, PROPDSED FOR LSe ﬂM Mi VEIN of.
2. PROVIDE 1005011 FR56 0F GUBSTANGES HARMALL 10 THe PLANTS WHICH WILL ‘8¢ GRONN IN The 6011,
6. ﬂm waa mwr« 10 BLACK IN COLOR, WEED AND 6660 FREE GRANULATED RAN PYAT OR GALED PEAT, CONTAINING NOT MORE THAN 97 NINERAL ON

0. mAmc MA(WE ORGANIG NATTER CAN OF FROM PEAT NG5, COMPUST, OR LOCALLY AVMLAUW ammc mw mmm MA(WE SHOULD DF HELL

cﬂwosm), FREY FRON 090K 15, 1080 59505, D \NSE0TS (R p16¢AS6S WHICH WAY
PREMIUMS GRADE, OOUBLE PROGESSED SHRE00ED HARONDDO UNLESS amékwi WEMO ov ﬂWRé WKWMWW

t VLAM( f!E(\HZeK COMNERGIAL TYPE APPROVED BY THE ONNER+5 Ewmmmwh CONTAINING \47 NITROGEN, 147 PHOSPRORIC ACID AND 141
POTASH OY WEIGHT OR £ODIVALENT IN A GLON ReLEAGSO GRANDLAR f1

F. PRE EMERBENT HERBICIOE: TREFLAN, RONSTAR-6 OR APPROVED WUWALFN( APOLIED IN AGGORDANGE WITH NANUFAGTURERWS INGTRUGTIONS 10 ALL
LN 069 AR¢AS UN£56 OTHERWISE \NDIGATFO.,

6. ANTI-0F5IGOANTs PROTEGT IVE FILN éMULGION PROVIOING A PROTEGT\VE FILM QVER PLANT GURFAGES, PERMEABLE 0 PCRMIT (RANGP\RATION,
MIXED ANO APPLIED IN ACGOROANGE WITH MANUFACTURER'S INGTRUCTIONG.

H. WATER: HOS66 OR OTHER WHM ﬂ? TRAN&MK(A(WM m M FuEN\bMiU nv WN(EALWK WATER 10 B¢ FROV\DED BY THE DNNER AT THE 617,

1. 5TAKES FOR STAKING: HARD

J. STAKES PR GUY INGs HAKvmu, Z' X 7‘ X 2& WN@ DK vuom\w ﬂR ‘WW ﬂw EARTH ANGHORS,

K bU‘HNl«/ﬁTAHNé WIRes 12- 0R |4-6AUGE GALVANIZE0 WIRE.

UCKL 662 MLVAN\ZW 5(66L 0F 5126 ANO GAUIGE REQUIRED T0 PROVIDE TENGILE STRONGTH EOUAL (0 THAT OF fHg WIRS. TURNBUGKLE
mmm SHALL pF AT

L. GTAKING AND GUYING MW (W VLY, REINFORGED GARDEN HO5E NOT LEGS TWAN 1/2 * INGI0% O\NNETER. SHALL B¢ UNIFORM IN GOLOR.

M. PLASTIG 6UY MATGRIAL NO LE55 THAN 1/4 ", SHALL D¢ UN\FORM IN GOLOR AND LEVEL AS APPLIED,

No TRINED THD-PLY JbTE MATERIAL.

0. Wee GONTROL GARRIER: -1F INDICATED- ROT ReSIGTANT 3 OZ, POLYPROPYLENE FABRIG OR EQUIVALENT, WATER ANO AIR PERMEABLE.

uvme BALL 1265 GONPLYING WITH (g LATEST E0\TION OF THe 'ANGRIGAN STANDARD FOR NURSERY 5TOCK.' CRACKSO

OONTINUE SEGTION 02490
PART 3 ¢XECUTION
3.01 INGPECTION

-TREE AND SHRUD PLANTING-

A EXANINE PROPOSE0 PLANTING AREAG AND CONDITIONG BEFORE INGTALLATION. 00 NOT GTART PLANING WORK UNTIL UNEATISFAGTORY
0.

GONDIT1ONS ARE GORREGTEC

3.02 PREPARATION

|
A. COORDINATION AND GCHEOULING - TIME OF PLANTING

GOOROINATE INSTALLATION 0F PLANTING MATERIALS OURING NORMAL PLANTING msm FOR 6AGH 1YP6 OF PLANS NATERIAL REQUIRED.

NORMAL S¢ASONS FOR THE INSTALLATION OF PLANT MATGRIAL SHALL 0F

R TH A § A5 FOLL
1. 6PRING PLANTING: PERFORN FROM 1Me 5011 BECOMES WORKABLE 10 JUNE \5
5PR NG

PERENNIALS AND GROUND COVERS GHALL BE COWPLGTEO BY 0GTOBER 15.
PLANCING PERFORMED OF(HEEN JUNE |5 ANO AUGLST 31, SHALL 0 CONGIDERED UNSEASONADLE ANO WILL REQUIRE

BEGINNING IN THE
2. PALL PLANTING: PERPORN FROM S6PTEMBER | (0 NOVEMBER 15.
3. GUMMER PLANSING:
OUNER'S APPROVAL.

\N@MLL EVERGREEN ReeS PRIGR 10 NeW GRONTH

B. PLANTING SHALL B¢ PERFORMED ONLY OY EXPLRIENCED WORKMEN FANILIAR WITH PLANTING PROGEDURES UNOFR THE SLPERVIGION 0F A

OUALIF1E0 5UPERVIGOR.
Gu LOGATE PLANTS A5 INOIGATED ON ORAKINGS.

IF 005TRUGTIONS ARS NGOUNTERED THAT ARG NOT SHOWN ON THE ORAWINGS, 00 NOT PROCEED

WITH PLANTING OPERATIONS UNTIL ONNGR™5 REPRESENTATIVE HAG SELEGTED ALTERNATE PLANT LOGAT IONS.

0. BXCAVATE GIRGULAR PLANT P115 WITH VERTICAL 51056, 6XCEPT FOR PLANTS 5P601F\CALLY INDICATED 0 B¢ PLANTEO IN 8€05. PROV\OE
SHRUD £175 AT LEAST TNIGE A5 WIDE AG THE RODT SYSTEN AND 24" GRYATGR FOR TRGES. DEPCH OF P11 SHALL DE NO GREATER THAN THe
ROOT OALL 06PTH. SOARIFY BOTCON OF THE PIT. REMPVE EXGESS EXGAVATED MATERIALS FROM THE 5176,

£, PUANTING WIXTURE FOR Ude AROUND THE BALLS AND RG0TS 0F TREeH AN SHRUBS SHALL GONG|GT 0F FIVE -5- PARTS €XI9TING 4011 T0
ONE -1~ PART PEAT MDGS AND | LB. LANT FERTIL\ZER FOR 6AGH CUBIG YARD OF MIXTURE 0 OUIVALENT. DAGGSD BARK PROFESGIONAL

WIXES ARG AN £0UIVALENT GUBSTITUTE FOR PEAT MOS5.
3.03 INSTALLATION

A, 56T PLANT MATERIAL IN THE PLANTING 711 10 PROPER GRADE AND AL|GNMENT. 561 PLANTS UPRIGHT, PLUN AND FACED 10 6IVE THE D%T

APPEARANCE OR RELAT I ONGHI
ABOVE FINIGHED GRADE. NO FILLI
100 5011 0R MIX.

7 10 6ACH OTHER OR ADJAGENT GTRUGIURE. 56T PLANT
ING WILL 06 PERUITT60 ARJUND (RUNKS OR
FOR A RING OF 5011 AROUND THE 066 OF GAGH LANTING PIT 10 RECAIN WATER,

5165,

MATERIAL NO LOWGR THAN THE ¢ IN\GH GRAOE OR 7' - 3*
BACK FILL

THE 1T WITH EX16TING 5011 OR WRWW

B, AFTER PLANTS ARE 561, NUDOLE PLANTING 5011 MIXTURE AROUNO BASES OF DALLS ANO ¢ILL ALL VD105,
1. ReMoVE ALL SYNTHETIG BURLA? AN ROPES, AND WIRES FROM THE COLLAR 0F BALLS.

G. SPAGE PLANTS IN AGGOROANGE WITH SCALEQ ORANINGS.

0. VATERING+ WATER PLANTING THOROUBHLY 10 PULL 50115 AGAINGT ROST BALL ANP G6TTLE AIR POCKETS. AODITIONAL 501L WAY BE NEEOED,

WATER AGAIN 10 ENSURE GOMPLETE GOMPAGTION.

£. NULGHING:
UNIFORM FINIGHED BURFAGE .
\. MULGH REES AND SHRUDS W\M KZﬂU\KW MULGHING WATERIAL 3-4*
7. MULGH PERENNIAL BEOS 2- 3*
3. MULL\T GROUND COVER 805 10 A 0CPTH 0F -2 -NO MORE THAN 7' -
.

WKAVV\NBy GUYING, STAKING:
UNTIL ENO OF THE GUARANTEE
wmvws SHOULD BE uﬂwe UNLV o AN Aé Ne£o 04815,
2. STARING/GUYING -
A

REES AND GHRUBS GHALL HAVE NULGH APLIEO IUNSOIATELY AFTER PLANTING.

GEFORE INSTALLING GROUNOGOVER PLANTS.

17 N
STAKE/6LY 5HOULO 0NLV n¢ U560 WREN TREES ARE LOOSE OR WEAK STENNED.

-56¢ STAKING PETAILS ON THE ORANINGS-

mm OR CUT BACK BROKEN, ONNAGED AND ASYMMETRICAL GRONTH 0F NEW WOOO.
2. UNVES5 DTHERWNGS DIRGGTED, PRUNE SVERERESNG ONLY 10 RENOVE DROKEN O DANAGSO ORANCHES.

Ho XI57ING PLANS RELOGAT 10N
1.

AFTER WATERING, RAKE MULCH 10 PROVIOE A

BRUSH MULCH 0FF 0F

-1 18 THi WM(RA&WK& 10 09710N 10 9TAKe TRE8S, BUT HIS RESPONGIBILITY 10 ASSLRE PLANTS REMAIN
PER|

TRANGPLANT TREEG ANO SHRUBG 05 1GNATED FOR RELOGATION 10 LOGATIONS GHONN ON dé ORAWINGS. PRUNE; 016y AL AND BURLAP,
NVe ANO MN( w Amkumw W\TH 5PEGIF 160 TREG PLANTING REOUIREMENTS.

0 BURLAZ, AND MOVE 05
0F NATERIALG UN(\L FINAL PLANTING ARCA9 ARG PREPARE0,

51GNATEO REES FOR RELOGATION 10 THE DESIGNATEQ PLANT 5TORAGE AREA FOR WEELING- IN

A MAINTAIN CLANTS IN 5T0RAGE AREAG BY ORACING PLANTS. IN VERTIGAL F051T\ON AND S6TTING BALLS IN AN ENGLOSEO DIRN 0F

0P501L OR BARK. WATER AS REQUIRED 10 MAINTAIN ADSOUATE ROOT
. RE-OURLAC PLANT BALLG |¢ REGUIRED BEFORE FINAL (RANGZLANTING
G, MOVE 10 FINAL LOCA |ONG GHONN ON THE DRANING
3. TRANGPLANTS ARE NOT UNOER WARRANTY UNLESS INOIGATED.

.0 NAINTENANGE

Wol MKZ
oF

RAT 1)
G AND PLANT IN AcoﬂﬁvANot w\TH 50601F160 TREE PLANTING REOUIRENENTS.

A. NAINTENANGE 0F \NGTALLED AND AGEPTEO PLANTINGG WILL BE CERFORUED DY (HE ONNER.
B. CONTRACTOR'S NAINTENANGE SHALL INCLUOZ PRUNING, CULTIVATING, WEFOING, WATERING, ANO mem 0F APPROPRIATE INSEGTIC\DES

AN FUNGIG1065 Nm&am 70 MMNWN
1. Re-961 B611160 PLANTS

PLANTS FREE OF INSEC
. 0N,
2. TIGH(EN ANO REPAIR 6L

60, ONLY IF OR1G

75 AND 915¢A56 UNT IL AGGEP
RESTORE PLANTING SALCER AND Amozm ATERIAL ANO REMDVE DEAD MATERIAL,

16INALLY NEEDED.

U\RS
3. GORREGT DB¢#CT IVE WORK A5 600N AS W%\M AFTER DEFICIENGIED BECOMS APPARENS AND WEATHER AND S¢ASON PERMIT,

4. WATER ALL PLANT MATERIAL A6 NEGEGSARY.
.05 AGGEPTANGE

o

A PLANTEQ AREAS W\LL DE INSPEGTED AT COMPLETION OF INGTALLATION ANO AGCSPTS0 SUBUSGT 10 GOMPLIANGE WITH SPECIFIED MATERIALS

AND INSTALLAT 10N ReQUIREMENTS,

0. \Némﬂm« uMN CONTRAGTORG REQUEST T0 DFTERMING AGCEPTANGE OF LANTED ARSAG WILL 0 WADE Y THE OINER'S REPREGENTATIVE.
645 NILL BE ALGW(W PROVIDED ALL REQUIRENENTS HAVE BEEN COMPLIED WITH AND PLANT NATERIALG ARS ALIVE AND IN A

mmn mmue 7l

Gu GECTIONG 0F (HE WORK MAY M Ammo WHEN COPLETE LUPON AGREEMENT OF (HE QNGRS REPROSONTATIVE AND THE GONTRAGTOR.

0
0. UPON ACCEPTANGE, THE ONNER WILL ASSUME PLANT NAINTENANGE.
3.06 CLEANING

A, PERFORM CLEANING OURING INSTALLATION AND UPON GOMPLETION O¢ THE WORK. RENOVE FRON 5116 AVl EXGESS NATERIALS, 5011, DBORIS,

AND EOUIPMENT. REPAIR OAMAGE REGULTING FRON PLANTING PERAT\ONG.

END 0F SECTION 02490

CONTINUE 10 5¢CTION 2491
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LANDSCAPE SPECIFICATIONS

PROPOSED DEVELOPEMENT

(NEC) 95TH & ROUTE 59 NAPERVILLE, ILLINOIS

S¢0TION 2491

PERENNIALS - ORNAMENTAL GRASSES -

GROUNDCOVER PLANTING

PART | GENERAL

1,01 0ESGRIPTION

A PROVIDE PCRENNIALG, ORNAMENTAL GRASES ANO GROUND COVERS AG GHOUN AN 6P601F160. THE MORK INCLUDES:
V. 501L PRECARATION,
2. PEROANIAL, ORNANENTAL GRASS65 ANO GROUNOGOVERS.
3. PLANTING MIXgd.
4. MULCH AN PLANT\NG ACGESSOR1 €9,

b mmo WoRK:

. 66GTION 02200¢ FARTHNORK.

z SE0TION 02485t 56601,
3. ECTION 02467+ 500PING.
4. SECTION 02490: Ree ANG SHRUB PLANTING.

I 02 ﬂUMW AGSURANGE
IPLY WITH 96GTION 02900 wmkmma
ww WITH SECTION 02490 W
AGIORS 6HAW mvwz mcK RUE {0 BOTANICAL NAME AND VEGIBLY 1AB6ED.
PERMISS 10N OF MW%A% ARGHI

00 NoT 5UBST11Ufe Wi THOLT

. GOWPLY WITH 61ZINg AND. mvws 6TANIZAE% 0 w LAW&( €OITION OF "AMERIGAN STANOARD FOR NURSERY 6TOCK.' A PLANT GHALL
D6 DIMENSIONED AS |T STANDS IN 15 NATURAL P05
I SPEGIFIE0 POT 51765 AND PLANT 6RADES SHOULD WMVLY WITH (HE STANGARDS AGGEPTE0 BY THE ANLA, THESY
STANOARDS L 16T MINIMUM 01MENS I ONS FOR GONTAINERS (N VARIOUS GLASG%S AND OEF INE MINIMUN GTANGARDS FOR
BARE ROOT LINERS, DIVISIONS, AND FIELD GLUMPS.
0. ALL VLANM éMALL 06 NORTHERN 1LLINGIS NURGFRY GROWN UNER CLINATIC AND 901L CONDITIONS SINILAR 0 THOS¢ IN (H LOGALITY OF
& emck FUKN\%HW SHALL D% AT LEAST (HE NINIWUM 5176 INDIGATEO, LARGER 5TOCK 15 AGGEPTADLE WITHIN RYAGON, AT NO AGOITIONAL
L ROOT 5Y5TEMS MUST NEET ANLA STANARDS A5 SPECIFIED, PLANTS SHOULD NOT B¢ ALTERED BY PRUNING OR OfHER
MéANé W Miﬁ GP601 FIGATIONS.
F. PLANTS WY b6 INGPECTED AND APPROVED AT THE PLACE OF GRONTH, FOR GOMPLIANGS WITH GP601F 1GATION REQUIRENENTS FOR QUALITY,
5126 AN VARIETY.
1.03 4UBMITTALG

AETER PREPARATION, A SAMPLE 0 THE PLANT\NG 5011 SHALL 8¢ SUBMI(TE0 10 THE LANDSCAPE |F ReQUESTED, PRIOR (0 INGTALLATION oF
THE PLANTS, ADOITIONAL PREPARATION ANO AOPITION OF AODITIONAL ORGANIG WATTER MAY 8¢ REQUIRED BAGEQ ON (HE PHYSIGAL
PROPERT 169 0F (HE GAMPLE GUONI((ED. A G¢PARATE SAMPLE FRON EACH PLANTING D60 GHALL BE GUDNITTEQ IF ReQUEGTED.
. A SANPLE OF THG ORGANIG MATTER SPEGIFIEQ SHALL B¢ SUDMITTED 10 THE LANDSGAPS ARGHITEGT FOR APPROVAL PRIOR 10 USS. A
LADORATORY ANALY515 NAY BE REQUESTED IF 0FEMED NEGEGHARY,
PRIOR (0 UGe, LABELS OF ALL G011 AMENOMENTS GHALL BE INSPECTED BY THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITEGT (0 VERIFY GONPLIANGE WITH THE
DE5IEN SP6CIFIGATIONS. SAMPLES NAY GF REOUFGTEO FOR LABORATORY ANALYSIS.
0. CAGH GEPARATELY CONTAINER\ZEO PLANT BROUGHT T0 THE 5176 GHALL B LABELED WITHIN ReAGON, PLATS OF THE GANE PLANTG WAY HAVE
ONE LADFL POR FLAT. GAGH BUNOLE OF BARY RODT PLANTS SHALL DE LAGFLEO, THybe Mma MU&( SHON THE BOTANICAL NANE 0F THE
PLANG, THE LANDSGAPE ARGHITEGT SHALL INGPECT THE LADELS, GONTAINER 51765, AND 51265 0F DARE ROD(
GONPLIANGE 10 (He DESIGN mwwmlma PRI 10 AUANT 1o, (He \ANDSGAPE ARUHW&T 6MALL A50 VERIFY THAT 1)
D6l IVERED 10 THE 5116 ARE LABELED TRUE 10 NAME. UPON ACCEPTANGE OF THE PLANTG BY THE OWNER, THE LANDSCAPE WNTEADWE
SHALL PROVIOE WRITTEN MAINTENANGE VEME!)UKE& FOR NAINTENANGE 0F THE PLANTS
FOLLOWING THE INSTALLATION, THe LANDSGAPE GONTRAGTOR SHALL PROVIDE HE VANDSGAPE ARGHITEGT WITH A GOPY OF (HE
ORIGINAL PLAN NOTING ANY 611 ADUUSTNENTS (0 THAT ORIGINAL PLAN.

PART 2 PROOUCTS

2.01 MATERIALS
A PLANTS: PROVIOF PLANTS (YPIGAL OF THEIR 5P6GI%5 OR VARISTYy WITH NORNALLY OPVELOPSD HABIT AND V\GOROUS RODT 5YSTEMS.
PROVIDE ONLY 50qu), HEALTHY, VIBOROUS PLANTS FREE PROM DEFEGTS, SUNSCALD INUURIES, PLANT DI5EASES, INSEGT 6665, AND ALl
FﬂKM& OF INFESTATI,
+ GONTAINER-GRONN mcx SHALL HAVE GROKN w A CONTAINER FOR GUFF\CIENT LENGTH OF TIME FOR THE ROOT SYSTEN 0 HAVE DSVELOPSO
HﬂLD \(6 5mL 066THER, ¢1RN AND WHDL

HALL OF LOOSE IN THE MNWNW
n wumnzz anm SHALL NOT D6 P01 BOUND,
2. |F (He USE 0F LARGER THAN SPEGIFIE0 PLANTS |5 ACGEPTABLE, INCReASE THE SPREAD OF ROOTS OR CONTAINER §17¢ IN PROPORTION 16
THE S12€ 0F (dg PLANT.

STANDARD.

2.07 PLANT 576G 1¢ICATIONG

A VtRmNML ANv akauMucME mm ARE SP6CIFI60 FOR DEGIGN BY THE CONTAINGR CLASS AND GIZ¢ -1.6. 2 INGH G0UARS GONTAINER
R | NER, £1C- R, |F OARY RODT, OY GRADE A5 ACLEPTEO BY ANLA GTANDARDS FOR NURGERY STOCK ANO THE PRODUCTION
TRAW ,‘ t \ W 01151 0N, z 1 W OIVISION, FIELD CLUNP, £TC.-
B. PERENNIALS ARE SPEGIFIE0 BY TYPE

" GONFAINER -GRAIN - 6RO 10 A 61F1£0 6176 N A GONTAINER,

7. BARE ROOT - PURGHASED FREC OF ANY GROWING ME0|UN REGAROLEGS OF GRONING METHGD.

3. FIELD-0OTTE0 - ¢IELD-6ROMN PLANTS WHICH ARE POTTED FOR OLIVERY A THEY ARG 0UG FROM THE £ 16L0.

2.05 6011 REQUIREMENTS
DEPENDING ON EXIST NG CONOITIONS G 10P501L ONS\TE, REQUIRED 501\ MIX MAY B PREPAREQ ONG| (e THROUGH MANUAL ANO MeGHAN|GAL
MeANS, GR IN THE EVENT EXISTING G0\L 16 IN UNACGEPTABLE CONDITVON ANG MAKEUP, NEW T0PS0IL OR A COMPLETE N\K T0 B¢ INSTALLED
AFTER GRIGTING 9011 15 EXCAVATED 0 PROPER D6PTH ANO RENGVED / 01670560 DFF51Te.
FINAL 6011 GOUPO5IT\ON N PERENNIAL, ORNAMENTAL 6RAGH ANG GROUNDCOVCR 0405 10 6%
407 105011, 30% ORGAN\G NATTER, 307 COARSY SANG, PLUS | LB. FERTILIZER PER CUBIG YARD 6 501L WIX

A 60IL FOR PERENNIAL B¢05 SHOULD BE ROTOTILLED B INCHES 066P NININON. GROUNOGOVER 0605 AT 6' MININUM UNLESS O(HERNI 6% NOTED.
107 601L GHOULD D% ORY, LOOSE, AND FREE OF DFORIG. WHERE HARDPAN EXIS(G BENEATH (HE PROPARED BED, DEEPER REPARATION WAY BF
GPEC\FI60. AODI(1ONALLY, THE VANDSCAPE GONTRACTOR GHOULD 1MMEO\ATELY NOTIFY (HE LANDSGAPE ARCHITECT I¢ ANY 8505 00 NOT DRAIN

PROPERLY.
DAGHED DARK PROFES5IONAL MIXES ARE AN EQUIVALENS SUDSTITUTE FOR PEAT NS5,

2.04 AMENOMENTS
A T0P501L: 005011 ¢OR PLANTING B605 FERTILG, FRIAOLE, NATURAL T0PS01L WITHOUT AOMIXTURS OF GUBGOIL MATCRIAL, OBTAINGO FROM A
WELL-ORAIND ARAOLE 5175, REASONABLY FR6E FRON CLAY, LUNPS, GOARSE SANOS, STONGS, PLANTS, ROOTS, STIOKS, ANO OTHER FOREIEN
NATERIALG, WITH AGIO\TY RANGE OF BETHEEN PH 5.5 10 6.0 AND 66 TYPICAL OF THE AREA.
|, IDENTVFY G0URGE LOGATION 0¢ (074g\\ PROPOSED FOR Use ON THE PROUEGT.
2. PROVIDE T00501L FREE OF SUBSTANGES HARMFLL 10 THE PLANTS WHIGH KILL 0¢ GROWN IN ThE 501L.

B. ORGANIG NATTER- GROANIC WATTER GAN OF FROM PEAT U055, COMPOST, O LOCALLY AVAILABLE ORGANIC WAG(E. ORGANIG MATTER GHOULO bF
WLl GOWPOSTED, FREE PROM DLBR15, WEEO SEE05, ANO INSKGTS OR PISEASES WHIGH MAY 06 WARMFLL 10 THE \NTENOFO PLANTING

G. PERTILIZERG: 10 6¢ 06\ IVERED 10 THE UB G1TC IN THEIR ORIGINAL PACKAGING WITH LeGIELE, INCAGT LABELS wummm, NUTRIENT
CONTENT AND 60URCE. LABELS SHOULD 86 GHEGKED PRICR 10 Uag ANG A GANPLE MAY B% ReOUSSTEO FOR LABORATORY ANALY
GONNERG I AL TYPE APPROVED BY THE DWNERYG REPREGENTATIVE, CONTAINING 107 NITROGEN; 10% PHOSPHOR\G AGID
AND 167 POTASH BY WEIGHT OR 6ODIVALENT IN A 6LO RELEAGED GRANULAR FORN,

0. OOARSE 5AND:  GRACATION FA-2.

S60TION 02491 GONTINUED - PERENNIALS  ORNAMENTAL GRA55£9
GROUNDGOVER PLAN

R TING

PART 5 EXECUTATION
3. Oi VK? VLANHNG AND POST-PLANTING INSTRUCT NS

VLAMM 5MAW 06 BROUGHT 10 THe 5110 THE OAY THEY ARE 10 0% INGTALLED, IF POS61BLE. IF §1TUATIONS ARISE WHERE EARLIER

" 0cLIVERY GANNGT 0¢ AVDIOED OF I¥ PLANTING 15 OELAYED AFTSR THE PLANIS HAVE BEEN 06l |VERSO, THEY SHALL D¢ (0ReD WMERE fHeY
CAN B¢ PROPERLY WATERED, GHELTEREO FROM 0IRECT GUNL IGHT, ANG PROTECTED FROM NEGHANICAL VAMAAZ DY CONSTRUGT I ON

COLIPNENT, ANIMALS, £1C. |¢ STGRAGE NEEDG 10 06 MORS THAN TH0 DAYG, THE PLANTS GHALL B¢ GEPARATED FAR ENOUGH FRo)

AGH OTHER 10 ROVIDE 6099 AIR GIRCULATION 10 THE IR 1099, REOUGING THE RISK OF FUNGUS. BARE ROOT PLANTS WHICH Mua( 0F HELD
SHALL BF WEALGO- IN WHERE THEY GAN BE WATEREO AS NE¢OSD.

2. ALl PLANTS SHALL B¢ WATERED THOROUGHLY AND ALLOWED 10 ORAIN PRIOR (0 PLANTING,

3. WHILE PLANTING, OARE ROOT PLANTS WUST BE FROTEGTEO FROM HOT GUN AND ORYING WINO BY SHAOING THEM WITH OURLAP, LANDSCAZE
FABRIG, (RAN OR OTHER OREATHABLE NATERIAL. PLASTIC |5 UNAGGEPTABLE. GONTAINGRIZ6D PLANTS MUST 86 LEFT IN THEIR CONTAINERS
UNTIL EAGH 19 PLANTED. THEY GHALL NOT 0% REMOVED FROM THE GONTAINERG 10 66 LAID OUT ON (HE 660 WHERE SUN ANO WIND WILL
ONIAGE HE ROOT5 PRIOR (0 PLANTING.

4. ANY 0FAO OR OAMAGEO PLANT PARTS SHALL DE ReMOVEO FRON (He PLANTS UPON PLANT ING,

3. GPACING: SPACE GROUNOGOVERS AND PERENNIALS W AGCOROANGE WITH 0ESIGNATED AREAS ON DRAWINGS. N CAG% OF AREA §17¢

o
OIGREPANG1£6; A TIGHTER SPACING 15 PREFERREO.

B, PO5T-PLANTING
Vo MULCH: WHERE MULCRING 15 SP5CIF160, (HE NULGH MUST B¢ PULLED AWAY FROM THE STENG ANO GRONNS OF PERENNIALS AND
GROUNOCOVERG 10 ReoUGE (HE GCGURRENGE OF RoT OR RODENT OAMAGE. - NULGH THIGKNESS N Be0 AREAS SHoULO Pe 2-3' FOR
PERENNIALG AND |-2' FOR GROUNDGOVERS -

2. PERONNIAL AND GROUNOGOVER BEO AREAS 10 BE THOROUBHLY WATEREO IMNEDIATELY ACTER INGTALLATION AND GLEANLI.

3.02 MAINTENANGE

A THE LANOGGAPE GONTRAGTOR 16 RESPONG\BLE #OR THE MAINTENANGE 0F THE PERENNIALS FROM THE TINE THEY ARE DBROUGHT ONTO THE J0B

5106 UNTIL THEY ARE PLANTED AND ACCLOTCO BY THE LANGSCAPE ARGH\TEGT,
. PLANS GHALL BF NATERED OFTEN ENJUGH 10 PREVENT WILTING PRIOR 10 PLANTING. ACTER PLANTING, THEY GHALL w wwm
INITIALLY 10 66TTVe THE 6011, THEN 10 PREVENT WILTING AND 10 ALLOW (HEN 10 B5COME F4TABYIGHED ON (HE &

2. e eive SHALL BF FREE ﬂF WEED5 AT PLANTING TIME AND SHALL BF MAINTAINED WEEQ FREE DY THE GONTRAGTOR UNHL HE PLANTING
15 AGGEPTE0 DY THE GLIEN

3. OO INGEGTH OR mémzﬁ ACTAGK THE PLANGS AFTER wwmwu AND PRIOR 10 AGGEPTANGE 0F THE PLANTING, APPROPRIA(E
PE6T101065 GHALL B¢ PROPERLY APPLIGO 10 CORRGCT THE 51U

1 Me nsv& muw D6 GHEGKED REGULARLY FOR 90\l SETTLING W\GH MAV EXPO5E THE RODT ﬂAWé O OTHERWI5E ENOANGER THE HEALTH

N(ING. 5HOULD THIS OOGUR, TR GONTRAGTOR 5HALL GORREGT THe SE(TLING PROL

5, MWW VLAMTW PERENNIALS AND GROUNDGOVERS NAY OF HEAVEO 0UT OF THE GROUND BY AWKMW fmzw AND THARS. SHOULD (HIS
OCOUR PRIGR 10 ACGEPTANGE OF THE PLANTING, tHE GONTRAGTOR GHALL Re-9¢1 THOGE AFFEGTED PLANT

6. ANY NOTED DEFEGTS, SUCH AS REVERGIONS, (RRANT GRONTH OR GOLOR NOT 1YPICAL FOR THE GP6C 166 ﬂK GULTIVAR, SHALL 86 BROUGHT
0 THe ATTENTION OF THe LANDSCAG ARCHITECT. THE REGONNENDATIONS OF THe LANDGCAPE ARGHITEGT GHALL B¢ FOLLONEO () GORREGT
ME 51 TUATION.REGONNENDAT IONG MAY INCLUOS REMOVAL 0F THE NTIRE PLANT.

0. THE CLIGNT OR THE CLIENT*6 AGGIGNED AGENT DECOMES REGPONGIBLE FOR THE MAINTENANGE 0F THE PLANTG AfT!R (H¢ PLANTING HAS BEEN
ACCECTEO BV THE LANDGCAZE ARGHI(ECT. ¢AILURY 10 PROPERLY NAINTAIN THE PLANSING GHALL VOIB ANY WARRAN
o THE GLIENT SHALL WATER THE PLANTS 10 PREVENT WILTING, THE SCHEOULE NILL VARY WITH fHe GRONTH 0F (He FLANTS AND PREVAIL ING
CLIMATE, GENERALLY NEW PLANINGS NILL NEED (0 REGEIVE ONE INCH OF WATER POR WEEK, A RAIN GAUGE SHOULD B PLAGED N fHE
PLANTING 10 GATGH BOTH RAINFALL ANG \EK\&MWN RATER 10 VER\FY THE AMOUNT 0F APPLICAT ION.
2. (M6 CLIGNT GHALL PROPERLY FINGH, PRUNE, AND DEADHEAD THE WERBACEOUS PERENNIALG AG NEEDED AN A REOUIRGO 10 MEET (HE
ASTHETIG 6OAL OF THE PLANC ING.
3. 1ME CLIGNT SHALL MAINTAIN THE PLANTING FRe¢ FRON CONPETING WEE0S,
4. Mi OLWNT GHALL ReGULARLY INSPEGT THE PLANTING FOR INGEGTH ANG 016£A9E9, NOTIFYING THE LANGSCAPE ARCHITEGT 0¢ ANY NOTEQ
NGES, |F PESTIGIORS ARG DECNED NECESOARY, THEY SHALL 8¢ APPLIED AGCORDING 10 THE MANUFAGTURER#5 RECOMMENDATIONS.
5. Af(ék (Mﬁ ACGEPOANGE OF THE PLANTING, THE CLIENT 16 Re6PONG\BLe FOR GORRECTING ANY 46TTLING OF THE PLANTING B605.
6. AFTER AoozvrANui) (Mi GLIENT 15 RESPONSI0LE FOR SETTING ANY PLANTS WHICH ARS HEAVED QUT OF THE GROUND N WHOLE OR \N PART
BY CLINATE G
7 uNéA(\eon(ﬂKv ViifﬂKMANot OF THE PERONNIALS AND GROUNPGOVERS NOTEO DY THE GLIENT AFTER AGGEPTANGE OF THE PLANTING SHOULD
INMEDIATELY B BROUGHT T0 THE ATTENTION OF THE LANOSCAPE ARCHITEGT.

3,05 WARRANTY

ALL PLANGS WILL e GUAEAW!V 10 D6 RUE 10 NAME AS LABELED AND FREE PROM INSEGTS, 01SEASES, AN MEGHANIGAL OAMAGES WHEN
OELIVERED 0 THE 5116, ALL PLANS WILL OF GUARAN(EED 10 RESUNE AGTIVE GRONTH N THe APPROFRIATE SEASON ANO 10 GLRVIVE FOR A
MINTMUM 0F ONE YEAR Af(éﬁ AGCEPTANGE BY THE GLIENT, PROVIOLO THE RECOMMENOED MAINTENANGE PROCEOURES ARE FOLLOWED BY THE CLVENT.
VAINTENANGE INCLUDES, BUT 15 NOT LINITED 10 WATERING, FERTILIZING, NULGHING, PRUNING, PROTEGTING FROM UNSEASONAOLE WEATHER AND
ALL OHER NORMAL GULTURAL PRAGTIGES,

END 0F S6GTION 02491

S¢GTION 02467
PART | GENGRAL

SODDING

. PROVIDE 500060 LAWNG AG GHOWN AND SP6C1¢160. THE WORK INGLUDES:
1. 50\l PREPARATION.
2. 5009NG LANNS,
b, RELATED WORK:
1. S6CTION 02200: SARTHNORK .
2. GECTION 02485: 5660ING.
3. GECTION 0Z490: TREES ANO GHRUD PLANTING,
. SECTION 02491t PERENNIAL, ORNANENTAL GRASS, GROUNDCOVER PLANTING

1,02 QUALITY AGSURANGE
A CONPLY WITH S6CTION 02900 REOUIRENENTS.
0. 500: COMPLY WITH AMER\GAN 500 PRODUGERS ASSOGIATION -ASPA- GLASSE5 OF 500 MATERIALS.

1,03 SUBMITTALS
A, SUBMIT 660 GRONER'S CERTIFICATION OF GRASS SPECIES. IDENTIFY GOURCE LOCATION.

1.01 0ELIVERY, STORAGE, ANO HANOLING
A GUT, PEVIVER AND INSTALL 500 WITHIN A 24-HOUR 74R\.
\. 90 NOT HARVEST OR TRANSPORT 500 WHGN MOISTURE wwm WAY AQVERSELY AFFEGT 500 SURVIVAL.
2. ROTECT 900 FROM DEHYORATION PRIR 10 INGTALLATION,

S6CTION 02467 CONTINUED

1,05 PROJEGT GONDI110NS
A HORK NOTIFICATIONs NOTIFY OWNER'S REPRCGENTATIVG AT LEAGT THD -2- WORKING DAYS PRIOR 10 GTART OF 6000ING OVGRATIONS.
B. PROTEGT GRISTING UTIL\T\EG, PAVING, AND GTHER FAGILIT\F5 PRON DANAGE GAUSED OY 5090ING OPERATIONS.
G, PROVIDE 195% AND LANN WATERING EOUIPMENT A9 REQUIRED. ONNER 10 PROVIOE WATER ON 51TC.

1.06 WARRANTY
A, DISCLAINER - AGTS 0F 400 AND OTHER CONDITIONG BEYOND THE LANDGGAPE GONTRACTOR*G CONTROL GUCH A5 VANOAL 16N SHALL NOT BE THE
REGPONSBILITY OF THE LANDSCAPE GONTRAGTOR. ANY Ré-6000ING OR Re-GRADING GONTRIBUTED 10 THIG MUST B¢ AN AOGITION 10 THe
GONTRAGT AMOUNT .

PART 2 PROOUGTS

2.01 MATERIALS
A 5005 0 B¢ HARVES(£0 FROM LOGAL 500 NURSERY AND UNLESS BTHERWISE INGIGATED 10 06 A (S) FIVG WAY MININUM  BLUEERASH OLEN.
(F\Ve VARIETIES 0F  BLUPGRASS )
B. PROVIDG WELL-ROOTED, HEALTHY 600. ROVIDE 500 UN\FORN IN GOLOR, LEAF TEXTURG, DENGITY AND DEVELOPMENT WHEN PLANTED.
. FURNIGH 600 UNIFORMLY MACHING-6TRIPPED FRON 3/4 * - 1* THICK WITH CLEAN CLT £0665.
G FERTILIZ6Rs
QKANULAK, NON-DURNING PRODUGT GOWPOSE0 OF NOT LEGS THAN 507 ORGANIG SL0W AGTING, GUARANTESO ANALYSIS PROFESSIONAL
eeRrl
2. mmz FERTILIZER CONTAINING 6 NITROGEN, 241 PHOSPHORIG ACID AND 241 POTASH BY NE1GHT, 0R ACGOROING 10 S76CIAL

50001N6

PROVI5 10
0. WATGR: FREE OF SUBSTANGE HARMPLL 0 500 GROWTH. HO565 O OTHER METHADS OF TRANSPORTATION FURNISHED BY GONTRAGTOR. WATPR
WILL BE PROVIOEO BY THE ONNER ON 5176,

PART 3 £XECUTION

3.01 INGPECTION
Ao EXAMING FINISH SURFAGES, GRAOFS, T0PS01L QUALITY, ANO 0FFTH. 00 NOT START 5099 ING WORK UNTIL UNSATISFACTORY GONOITIONS ARE
CORRECTED.

3 OZ PREPARAT | ON
LINIT PREARATION (0 AREAG WHIGH WILL 06 IMMEDIATELY 600060,
o. ROOTILL 1075011 0F VANN AREAS 10 NINIMUM D6PTH OF 3% IF GONPAGTED. RENOVE STONES OVER 3/4 * IN ANY DIMENSION, 5T10KS, ROOTS,
RUDBISH, ANG EXTRANEQLS MATTe K
0. APPLY FERTILIZER A( fHe RAE EOUAL 10 1.0 LD, OF AGTUAL NIROGEN PeR 1,000 40, F1, (220 LBS./ACRE), APPLY FERTILIZER BY
WEGHANICAL ROTARY 0R ORGP TYPE D15TRIBUTOR: THOROUGHLY AND FVENLY \NWKMRW \T N THE 5011 T HOF 3' BY DISKING OR
OTHER APPROVEQ METHODS. FERTILIZE AREAS INAGGESS10LG 10 PONER EOUIPMENT WITH HAND TODLS AND INGORFORATE 1€ INTO 501L.
GRADE LANN ARZAS (0 SMOOTH, FREE-ORAINING AND GVEN SURFACE NITH A LW%, UNIFORMLY FINE TEXTURE.
R%Wﬁi PREPARED AREAS 10 SPEGIF IS0 CONOITION IF ERQOED, S611LED, OR OTHER W\S¢ 016TURBED AFTER FINE 6RADING ANO PRIOR 10

o

.03 INSTALLATION
A TW af \N{J(ALLAHDM Mz AGGEPTAOLE TIME 10 INGTALL 600 AND BF CONGIOERED 'IN SEAGON' ARG AG FOLLONS.
M THE TIME THE S01L 15 NORKADLE AND 500 15 B ING HARVESTED, UNTIL JUNE \5TH,
2 FAW - VKW AUBU&T \SM 10 NOVENBER |61,
AL OTHER TINEG ARE CONGIDERED '0UT 0F GEAGON' AND ARE NOT ACCEPTABLE T0 INSTALL 600 AT TH1G TIMg WITHOUS APPROVAL
If LAND&LW ARCHI TECT AND WITH THE AODITIONAL GONOITIONS AS FOLLONS:
¢ 16TH 10 AUGUS 47k
A éw 10 06 IRRIGAED OY ADTOMATIC SPRINKLER SYS(EN R
B, 500 10 06 IRRIGATED BY MANUAL MEANG WITH GUFFIGIENT CUANTITIES OF Hoe ANO SPRINKLER HEADS S0
45 10 KeeP 500 LUSH Ao HZAHW UNTIL TIME 97 KNITTING AND MONING MAINTENANGE HAS BEGUN.
WATER ING 70 B¢ MON\TOREO 0
2. AF(EK NMWR 161, 600 NAY ﬂNLV M INSTALLEO WITH (LA,
NOT D6 INGTALLEO ON FROZEN GROUND AND UNTIL FINAL (FINE) 6RADING ANO GROUND
VRWARMWM HA& BEEN APPROVED FOR 500 INGTALLATION BY LANOSCAPE ARCHITEGT.

0. muwx,

1. LAY 600 10 ORM A 60L10 NASG WITH TIGHTLY-FITTE0 0DINTS. GUTT ENOS AND 51065 OF 60D 5TRIPS. 0O NOT OVGRLAY 60665, 5TAGHER
5(We 10 0FF56T JOINTS IN ADUAGENT GOURSES. REMOVE £XGE55 500 10 AVOID SMOTHER ING OF AOUAGENT 6RASS. PROVIOE 500 PAQ 10P FLUSH
WATH ADUAGENS CLROS, SI0ENAVKS, ORAINS, AND 56E060 AREAS.

INGTALL INITIAL RON 0F 500 [N A STRAIGHT LINE, BEGINNING AT BOTTOM OF 90765, PERPENDICULAR 10 OIRECT\ON 0F THE 5LO7ED AREA.
VLALF mmwm RON5 PARALLEL 70 AND | IGHILY AGINS( mkuew INSEALLED ROW.
WICH ROLLER 10 NSURE CONTAGT W\TH 50- 6RAD
MAWK eﬁv mmumv \MMW\AWW AFWK LAYING.
% 600 ON 59965 QVER 2¢\ 1t
G 60!1 \W\CMW AREAS WITHIN DDN(KAG( LMW? AREAS QUTSI0¢ GONTRACT LIMITS DISTURGED AG A ReGULT 0F GONGTRUGTION OPERATIONS ARe
0 66 CHARGED ACGOROING 10 6176 OF AREA.

3.04 MAINTENANGE
A MAINTENANGE 0F INSTALLED AND AGGEPTED 500060 LAWNS WILL BE PERFORMED DY THE ONNER.

3.05 ACLEPTANGE
A, 600060 AREAS WILL B¢ INGPEGTED AT COMPLETION OF \NSTALLATION AND ACGEPT60 SUBJSCT 10 GONPLIANGE WITH 6PECIFIED MATERIALS AN
INSTALLATION Re0U IRENENTS.
0. INGPEGT 10N 0 DETERWINE ACGEPTANGE OF 500960 LAYNS WILL B¢ NADE DY The OUNER'S REPRESGENTAT Ve, UPON GONTRAGTR'S ReQues.
\. w;vv‘egg;mﬁ WILL D% AGGEFTADLE PROVIOED ALY REQUIRENENTS HAVE DEeN CONPLIED WITH, AND A HEALTHY, EVEN-COLORED VIADLE LANN 15
G. SEGTIONG OF THe WORK MAY B ACGEPTED KHEN COMPLETE LPON AGREENENT 0F THe DWNGR'G REPRESENTAT\VE AND THE CONTRAGTOR.
0. UPON ACCEPTANGE, THE ONNER WILL ASSUME LAWN MAINTENANGS .
3.06 GLEANING
A. PERFORN CLANING DUR\NG NSTALLATION OF THE WORK AND LPON GONPLETION OF THE WORK. ReMOVE FROM 6176 ALL EXCESS UATERIALS,
O6OR1G, AND £QUIPMENT. REPAIR OAMAGE RESULTING FROM 5000\NG OPERATIONS,

eND 0F G6CTION (2467
END

APPROVAL ANO MILO (EMPERATURES / GONDITIONS
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o 630) 6271364

505 Swift Road  Lombard, llinois 60148

www couturelandscape.com

COUTUIRE
Dandscape Consthuction

Landscape chitects / Contractors
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790 ESTATE DRIVE SUITE 100  DEERFIELD, ILLINOIS

MJK REAL ESTATE HOLDING COMPANY LLC

REVISIONS
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(+/-) W-G'
(FVE GUYS 2500 S@ FT)

(+/-)24-10 1/2"
IRE RETAIL TENANT 1,575 SQ FT) |

(/-337-1 1/2°
(CHIPOTIE 2,350 SQ FT)

ROOF TOP EQUIPMENT BEYOND, TYP.—— 40.66x1.5=61.00 SQ FT

OF AVAILABLE WALL SIGNAGE

SOLDIER COURSE, TYP-

24.875¢1.5=37.3 SQ FT |
OF AVALABLE WALL SIGNAGE

37.126x1.5=56.687 SQ FT
OF AVALABLE WALL SIGNAGE

20°-0" MAXIMUM_ HEIGHT

T/ PARAPET 4

CLEAR ANODIZED ALUMINUM
STOREFRONT GLAZING SYSTEM,
)] /N 7N 7N
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" 0-0" 4-0" 2’-4" 40", #-0" '—8"
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EL 11007
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Deexfield, IT, 6001¢ U 4501

30.0°%225.5"=46.97 SQ FT

ROOF TOP EQUIPMENT BEYOND, TYP-

63.33x1.5=05.00 SQ FT
OF AVAILABLE WALL SIGNAGE

63.33x1.5=05.00 SQ FT
OF AVAILABLE WALL SIGNAGE

FULL-BED CONCRETE BRICK, TYP.
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EFS ACCENT CORNICE, TYP.

1 3-8 3-8 T L 3 "
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CITY OF NAPERVILLE
MEMORANDUM
DATE: January 11, 2011
TO: Naperville Plan Commission
THROUGH: Allison Laff, AICP, Planning Operations Manager — TED Business Group
FROM: Amy Emery, AICP, Community Planner — TED Business Group
SUBJECT: 2011 Plan Commission Calendar Update

PURPOSE:
To provide an update to the November 2011 Plan Commission Meeting Calendar.

INFORMATION:

Due to a scheduling conflict the Naperville Municipal Center Council Chambers will not be
available on November 16, 2011. As such, the November 16, 2011 Plan Commission Meeting is
being cancelled. Please update your calendars accordingly.
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	AGENDA
	A. Roll Call
	B. Approve Minutes
	1. Approve the minutes from the January 5, 2011 Plan Commission meeting. 
	FILES:
	[Approve the minutes from the January 5, 2011 Plan  - Jan 5 2011.docx]



	C. Old Business
	1. PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions
Petitioner: City of Naperville
Location: N/A

Request: Recommend approval of the revised Historic Preservation Ordinance as proposed. 


	FILES:
	[PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinan - Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions - PC Memo - PC 10-1-144.docx]
	[PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinan - Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions - Attach 1 Unified Recommendation - PC10-1-144.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinan - Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions - Attach 2 Revised Ordinance Clean - PC 10-1-144.docx]
	[PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinan - Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions - Attach 3 Revised Ordinance Tracked - PC 10-1-144.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-144   Historic Preservation Ordinan - Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions - Attach 4 Section A.3 of the Manual - PC10-1-144.docx]



	D. Public Hearings
	1. PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist Church
Petitioner: Naperville United Methodist Church, 2690 Bonita Court, Lisle, IL 60532
Location: Located on the north side of Diehl Road, adjacent to the Illinois Prairie Path

Request: Conduct the public hearing.

Official Notice: Published in the Naperville Sun on January 3, 2011.

	FILES:
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church – Staff Memorandum – PC 10-1-138  ]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Attachment 1-Proposed Operations - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Attachment 2 Standards for Granting a Conditional Use for an Assembly Use - PC 10-1-138.docx]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Petition - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Location Map - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Aerial - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Site Plan - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Floor Plan - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
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	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Building Elevations - PC 10-1-138.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-138   Naperville United Methodist C - Naperville United Methodist Church - Public Correspondence - PC 10-1-138.pdf]


	2. PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development   
Petitioner: Jeffery Silverman with MJK Real Estate Holding Company, LLC, 790 Estate Drive Suite 100, Deerfield, IL 60016
Location: 2856 S. Route 59 (between Cantore Road and 95th Street) 

Request: Conduct the public hearing. 

Official Notice: Published in the Naperville Sun on January 4, 2011.

	FILES:
	[PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development     Pe - MJK Retail Development - PC Memo - PC 10-1-151.docx]
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	[PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development     Pe - MJK Retail Development - Aerial - PC 10-1-151.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development     Pe - MJK Retail Development - PUD Plat - PC 10-1-151.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development     Pe - MJK Retail Development - Landscape Plan - PC 10-1-151.pdf]
	[PC Case # 10-1-151   MJK Retail Development     Pe - MJK Retail Development - Elevations - PC 10-1-151.pdf]



	E. Reports and Recommendations
	F. Correspondence
	1. November 16, 2011 Plan Commission meeting cancelled.
	FILES:
	[November 16, 2011 Plan Commission meeting cancelle - MM - November Meeting Cancelled.docx]



	G. New Business
	H. Adjournment

	B1 - Plan Commission Meeting Minutes, 1/5/2011

	C1 - 10-1-144, Historic Preservation Ordinance Revisions

	D1 - 10-1-138, Naperville United Methodist Church

	D2 - 10-1-151, MJK Retail Development

	F1 - 2011 Plan Commission Calendar Update


