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AGENDA
ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING

Monday, September 20, 2010 at 7:00 P.M.

CALL TO ORDER:

ACTION ITEMS:

1. Approval of the August 16, 2010 Draft Meeting Minutes.

2. Consideration of a request for signage for “Cigars & More”, 445 Robert Parker Coffin Road,
within the B-1 Historic District, submitted by Julie & Ken Neumann.

3. Consideration of a request for replacements signage for the First Merit Bank (formerly
Midwest Bank) 1190 Old McHenry Road, submitted by Northshore Sign Company.

4. Consideration of screening of the illuminations source for the “Full Gospel Church of Love”
sign at 1598 Arlington Heights Road and within the “R-2” District submitted by Cosmos Sign &
Design.

5. Consideration of elevations for a residence at 5183 Eastgate Lane (Lot 2; Eastgate Estates PUD)
submitted by Beata Kociuba, Project Architect.

6. Consideration of a request for signage for Building “E” (Zengeler Cleaners) within the Sunset
Grove PUD, submitted by Northshore Sign Company.

7. Consideration of a request for signage for the Sunset Foods Building within the Sunset Grove
PUD, submitted by Northshore Sign Company.

8. Consideration of a request for modification of plans for “Building B”; 4196 Route 83 and
within the Sunset Grove Development, including the site plan, signage, elevations, landscaping
plans and zoned HR-1 PUD District, submitted by Mr. Kurt Wandrey, Lakewood Real Estate
Solutions LLC .

OTHER BUSINESS:

e  Water Treatment Plant mock up.

ADJOURNMENT: Next Scheduled Meeting: October 18, 2010, @ 7:00 P.M.

The Village of Long Grove is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990

Individuals with disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require certain accommodations in order to
allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting, or who have questions regarding the accessibility of the
meeting or the facilities, are requested to phone David Lothspeich, Long Grove Village Manager at 847-634-9440 or
TDD 847-634-9650 promptly to allow the Viilage of Long Grove to make reasonable accommodations for those
persons.



MEETING MINUTES OF THE
LONG GROVE ARCHITECTURAL COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
August 16, 2010
7:00 P.M.

Call to Order: Chairman Michaelson-Cohn called the regular meeting of the Long Grove
Architectural Commission (AC) to order at 7:00 p.m. with the following members present.

Members Present: Lynn Michaelson-Cohn; Chairman, Marietta Calas, Rlchard Brockman and Valerie
Plunkett. o

Also Present: Village Planner James Hogue, and members of the publie:i :

Absent: Terry Connolly, George Tapas.

1. Approval of the June 21" Draft Meeting Minutes.
Several Commission members noted typographical corrections to e draft minutes as presented.
Commissioner Plunkett moved to accept the June 21st draft meetii inutes as corrected,
seconded by Commissioner Brockman. On a veice vote; all aye.

2. Consideration of a request for window treatftlents for the CVS Pharmaey Building, Route
83 and Aptakisic Road within the Sunset Grove Development Submltted by Sure Light
Signs. ®

Planner Hogue 1nd10a€éed that he had:contacted the petltloner regarding the deadline for
submlttal items fot this meetmg as well as forwardmg the direction offered by the AC to the

Comm?rssmner Calasm} u
to gﬁs{is%st the petitioner in

ntlfymg phgtes ‘suitable for the window treatments and received no
response as well.

K,xo

Comm1ssmne1=‘(§331as made awotlon seconded by Commissioner Plunkett to table this request
until such tlmeﬁge gpetltloner sibmits items for review per the previous direction of the
Commission. On é olce vete all aye.

fu
i

R
I

3. Consideration of a requiest for signage for the Long Grove Performing Arts Academy, 344

*

Old McHenry Road, within the B-1 Historic District, submitted by Signs Now on behalf of
Sara Pardo.

Ms. Pardo presented her request to the AC indicating the proposed signage is nearly identical to
the temporary hanging sign which is in place in front of the building. The “rider” on the bottom
of the temporary sign is not proposed for the permanent sign.

Planner Hogue noted that the signage as proposed is approvable per the Village Code.
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The AC liked the look of the hanging sign and had suggestions for the wall sign which included;

» Be modified to add the logo from the hanging sign (dropping “Long Grove™) from the sign if
necessary.

s  Modify the shape of the sign to more closely match the shape of the fagade of the entranceway.

A motion was made by Commissioner Calas, seconded by Commissioner Plunkett, to
recommend approval of the signage subject to the modification as suggested On a voice vote;
all aye, :

Consideration of a request for modification of plans for “Building ) B” 419 :Route 83 and within
the Sunset Grove Development, including the site plan, signage, elevations, landscapmg plans and
zoned HR-1 PUD District, submitted by Mr. Kurt Wandrey, ' Lakewood Real Estate Solutmns
LLC. .

Planner Hogue indicated that modification of the previous PUD approval as it pr1nc1pa11y reiates to
“Building B” is being requested. Building “B” as previously approved is to be located oi ‘Lot 1 of the
Sunset Grove PUD. Located at the corner of Aptakisic Road:and Route 83, “Building B” was approved
to contain a bank and mixed retail uses including two drive-up fgj._elhtles

The bank now wishes to have a free standing building instead of being a part of the single Building “B”
as previously approved. As such an amendment to the previously approvedPUD is required. The
Village Attorney has opined that this may be considered a minor amendment to the PUD if no further
subdivision of the property is requested and the amendment does not increase any of the height, lot
coverage or other bulk requu;ements as prev1ously approved As these parameters have been met (see
bulk requirements below) this may: be considered a minor amendment to the PUD and further
consideration (and pu 110 hearing) by the PCZBA would not be required. However, reconsideration of
the site, plans, lands6 beplan, elevations and signage: by the AC are required per the Village Code.
Two structures, a free stan dmg Chase Bank Building, and the remainder of Bu11d1ng “B” (as slightly

The Acgcﬁ;ﬁslde ed ih
Elevdﬁéns 3

The AC noted@he minor changes to the elevations of Building “B” and reaffirmed that the building
materials, colordls mi Qverall .Character of the modified structure are acceptable for “Building B” per the
elevation drawings' submltted by OKW architects and including the materials schedule and signage.

A motion was made by Commlssmner Calas, seconded by Commissioner Plunkett, to accept the
modification to “Building B” as now identified per the elevation drawings submitted by OK'W
architects and dated July 30" 2010 (labeled Exhibits 13 & 14 east & west)) and elevation drawings
submitted by OKW architects and dated July 9™ 2010 (north & south elevations) including the materials
schedule and signage (see below). On a voice vote; all aye.



Chase Bank

The petitioner presented a proposed “Option B” elevation which AC found to be within the character of
the development. After discussion Commissioner Plunkett made a motion, seconded by Commission
Calas to accept elevations presented as “Option B”, including building signage (see below), subject to
the following conditions;

e Materials including but not limited to the stone base, shingles, hardi-board siding, shingles, roof
elements and other materials be consistent with the materials used in “Building B” as modified
per the submittal by OKW Architects.

¢ The roof on the entrance way to the building be changed_‘tg;é.S 'O“f?él;ﬁ,to 12 pitch.

e Removal of the “Chase” sign from the south elevation.

e LED backlighting of building signage, instead of neon signage as proposed;%ieﬁnccepte_.ble.

On a voice vote; all aye.

Landscaping & Site Plan

Kurt Wandrey, Lakewood Real Estate, explained that perimeter landscaping will not change. He noted
the power lines, originally intended to be buried, will not be as it is cost:prohibitive. Some perimeter
trees will need to be moved back slightly but with correction should not interfere with the power lines
even at maturity. Over story tress will be honey locust, dogwood will be used between the between
buildings. A new coneﬂow cies will be substituted for the original as the original species is not
longer available.

The AC had no objecnins to the landscape plan as proposed. Overall the AC noted the changes to the
site plan were positive andf‘ Served to; enhance the development

A motion; was ad‘
plan da€ed July 30, t
repa 0,:2010:(Exhibit 17) & working sheets 103 & 104. On a voice vote;

As the tenant mix for # nilding B” is not known at this time the AC looked at general signage
placement. The AC féund this to be consistent with the original approval and recommend approval of
the “designated zones for signs and graphics” as prepared by OKW Architects, July 9, 2010 and labelec
Exhibit 15.

Chase Bank

The AC reviewed the sign package as submitted August 10, 2010 for the Chase Bank Building. The
recommended approval of the building signage as submitted with the following conditions:
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¢ AC requested that the Chase Sign on the south elevation of the structure be removed.
o LED backlighting of the signage (as does for CVS) is acceptable.

Perimeter Monument Signage

The petitioner presented a request to eliminate one of the “Type A” monument signs along RT 83 and
allow two smaller monument signs (one for CVS & one for Chase Bank) along Route 83. As previously
approved 4 “Type A” signs (3 on Route 83 & 1 on Aptakisic Rd) and one type B sign on the corner of
Aptakisic & Route 83 were approved. A total of 5 monument signs would be perm1tted if approved as
requested, but one Type A sign would essentially be split into two smaller monument signs exclusively
for CVS and Chase. :

The AC had concern with the number, size and in particular the look of the Chase sign as proposed. The
AC took no action on this request and instructed the petitioner to reconfigure the Chase sign in the
fashion of the CVS signs and submit the same for consideration at the September meeting.

Lighting
The reconfiguration of “Building B” and addition of the Chés’é’ﬁank Building did not result in any

changes to the previously approved Ilghtmg plan. As such, no amendments to the approved lighting
plan were requested or considered by the AC

Other Business:

Letter from Ted Amdur, *Planner Hogue dlstrlbuted letters addressed to the AC from Mr. Ted Amdur

Adjournment: Qqqm1531oner Brockman made 4.motion to adjourn seconded by Commissioner
BRI

Plunkett. OnEM Voicevo
I
i

......

Respectfullys Submltted
James M ﬁ@gue
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MEMORANDUM

Village President and Village Board

James M. Hogue, Village Planner

September 21, 2010

Board & Commissions Report for 9/28/10

This memo is intended to update the Village Board as to the status of projects and activities of the Long
Grove Plan Commission & Zoning Board of Appeals (PCZBA), Conservancy & Scenic Corridor Committee
(CSCC) and the Architectural Commission (AC).

PCZBA; Next Scheduled Meeting 10.5.10 —
AC; 9.20.10 — Seven (7) Action Items

1. Consideration of a request for signage for “Cigars & More”, 445 Robert Parker Coffin Road, within the B-
1 Historic District, submitted by Julie & Ken Neumann.

Ms. Julie Neumann presented the request to the AC noting that one double faced ground sign would be
erected on the existing sign frame (formerly “Art Works™) at 445 Robert Parker Coffin Road. The sign
frame will be painted white and the sign will be constructed of redwood, carved and painted red and
white with “Cigars and More” for copy. The existing lighting fixtures will utilized to illuminate the sign.

Planner Hogue noted the petitioner is requesting one (1) ground sign (double faced) measuring
187 x 53.7 (11.7 square feet).The signage would be red & and white with regard to the color
scheme and designed to represent a cigar band. Square footage of the commercial space for which
the signage is being requested is approximately 1750 square feet. For retail spaces containing
1001 to 3000 sq. ft. of floor area 20 square feet of signage may be allowed per the Village Zoning
Code. The requested signage is approvable from the Village Code perspective.

A motion was made and seconded by to approve the request as submitted with the with the sign
frame to be painted white. On a voice vote; all aye.

2. Consideration of a request for replacements signage for the First Merit Bank (formerly Midwest Bank)
1190 Old McHenry Road, submitted by Doyle Sign Company.

Planner Hogue explained the request noting the bank was now First Merit Bank, formerly Midwest Bank
and signage needed to be updated to reflect this change. The bank was approved as part of the Fairfield
Village PUD and carried with it the R-2 PUD District classification. No approval for signage was
considered as part of the PUD request although additional signage was approved by the AC in 2004. In
short, there are no standards identified for this type of signage and as a corporate entity is being dealt
with in this instance consistency in signage is necessary from the corporate perspective for recognition by
the general public.




Petitioners’ representative from Doyle Sign Company explained that the proposed signage is for the most
part a “one for one” replacement of existing signage. As proposed the petitioner was going to utilize the
existing brick base for the ground signs at the entrances. However, it was determined that these brick
bases are not structurally sound. Petitioner presented drawing “E0!” which illustrated the newly
proposed ground signage which would be lower (1° 10” off the ground) and mounted on a covered post.
This signage is slightly larger than the existing signage and would be illuminated via up-lighting. All
additional signage will be non-illuminated. Wall signage will be acrylic letter mounted flush to the wall.
The color scheme will be white, blue and gold for the most part. Directional signage will non-illuminated
aluminum panels painted blue with white lettering & the corporate logo mounted on 2-1/4 in posts
painted black.

Commissioner Tapas expressed a concern that a proposed directional sign not be a hazard to traffic flow.
He asked the sign be setback so as not to conflict with traffic. The AC also noted the ground lighting
must be screened to conceal the illumination source.

The AC made a motion to accept the signage as submitted, including the monument signage as
represented in drawing “E01”, with the conditions noted above. On a voice vote, all aye.

Consideration of screening of the illumination source for the “Full Gospel Church of Love’ sign at 1598
Arlington Heights Road and within the “R-2” District submitted by Cosmeos Sign & Design.

Planner Hogue noted the e-mail correspondence in the AC packet with regard to this request.

The petitioner has submitted moditfied signage which satisfies the conditions of approval as requested by
the AC. However, the landscaping of the illumination source has not been completed to the requirements
of the Village Code and, as such the final condition of approval placed on the request by the AC.

It is the opinion of staff that the minimal landscaping done by the petitioner does not satisfy the condition
of approval placed upon the request nor the standard established by the Village Code. Staff has
communicated this to the petitioner and brought it to the AC for reconsideration.

Upon review of the items submitted the AC concurred with staff and reaffirmed their approval as
conditioned. Staff was directed to notify the petitioner of this action.

Consideration of elevations for a residence at 5183 Eastgate Lane (Lot 2; Eastgate Estates PUD) submitted
by Beata Kociuba, Project Architect.

Planner Hogue explained the approval process for the Eastgate PUD and that as a condition of this
approval AC review of all elevations for residences was required.

Petitioners’ Architect, Beata Kociuba, then explained the elevations and materials to be used on the
exterior of the structure. Generally, the exterior of the structure will be of a stone veneer with a grey
architectural shingled roof. Windows will be white and the lot will be landscaped similar to the
surrounding lots.

The AC found that the proposed elevations and materials were consisted with the style and character of
the development. Furthermore, the Village Anti-Monotony Code has also been met.



A motion was made and seconded to accept the clections for the structure at 5183 Eastgate Lane as
submitted by the petitioner (per the submittal packet prepared by Architect Beata Kocicuba; received
9.10.10). On a voice vote; all aye.

Consideration of a request for signage for Building “E” (Zengeler Cleaners) within the Sunset Grove PUD,
submitted by Northshore Sign Company.

Planner Hogue outlined the request noting per the building plans submitted for approval the
"Designated Zone for Placement of Signage and Graphics" identified in the Sunset Grove PUD
approval (as it relates to Zengeler Cleaners) is as follows;

Proposed Sq. Footage Sq. Footage Allowed per PUD Approval
North Elevation: 15°-6” x 6°-27” (96.1 sq. ft) 34.3 Sq. ft.
West Elevation: 11’-6” x 4’-7” (52.9 sq. ft.) 34.3 Sq. ft.

Petitioner is proposing two wall signs on the north and west facades of “Building E” in the locations
approved as the “Designated Zone for Placement of Signage and Graphics". This is consistent with the
final PUD approvals. The proposed signage however exceeds the maximum allowable square footage
for such signage as allowed by the PUD approval ordinance. Signs are proposed to be illuminated in red
& white neon silhouette. Internal illumination as well as neon signage is prohibited per the village code
and specifically prohibited per the final PUD approval as noted above.

Signage as proposed is not approvable per the Village Code and final PUD approval. The square
footage of the signage needs to be reduced in size and the illumination source needs to be altered before
this signage may be approved.

The AC did not have an issue with this signage save the size and illumination issues. Petitioners’
representative noted that an LED silhouette could be substituted for the neon illumination.

The AC made and seconded a motion to accept the signage as submitted with the following conditions;

e The size of the signage be reduced to conform to the size requirements stipulated in the PUD
approval for Sunset Grove.

¢ LED silhouette illumination be substituted instead of the neon illumination as proposed.
¢ Changes are subject to staff review and approval.
On a voice vote; all aye.

Consideration of a request for signage for the Sunset Foods Building within the Sunset Grove PUD,
submitted by Northshore Sign Company.

Petitioner is proposing four (4) wall signs on the north, south and west facades of the “Sunset Foods”
building. The locations, type and copy of the proposed signage is consistent with the final PUD
approvals. Unlike other signage within the development the “Sunset Foods” signage was considered as
part of the approved elevations for the development.



The size of the proposed signage is as follows;

Proposed Sq. Foolage

North Elevation: 30’ x 4° = 120 sq. ft. “Sunset Foods” copy
28’ -117 x 22” = 60 +/- sq. ft. “Fine Wine & Spirits” copy

South Elevation: 21’-4” x 3” = 63.9 sq. ft. “Sunset Foods” copy
West Elevation: 21°-4” x 3 =63.9 sq. ft. “Sunset Foods” copy

The square footage of the proposed signage is consistent with the square footage (scaled from the
approved building plans) as identified in the final PUD approvals. The signage is proposed to be
individually illuminated reverse channel letters with a polyurethane finish. Color was not identified on
the submittal and is noted “to be determined”. Signs are proposed to be illuminated white neon
silhouette. Internal illumination as well as neon signage is prohibited per the village code and
specifically prohibited per the final PUD approval as noted above.

Signage as proposed is not approvable per the Village Code and final PUD approval. While the square
footage and location of the signage is acceptable the illumination source needs to be altered before this
signage may be approved.

Petitioners’ representative noted that LED illumination could be substituted for neon and the signage
would be black in color.

The AC made and seconded a motion to accept the signage as submitted with the following:
¢ The proposed signage be black in color;

¢ LED silhouette illumination be substituted instead of the neon illumination as proposed.

e Changes are subject to staff review and approval.
Consideration of a request for modification of plans for “Building B”’; 4196 Route 83 and within the Sunset
Grove Development, including the site plan, signage, elevations, landscaping plans and zoned HR-1 PUD

District, submitted by Mr. Kurt Wandrey, Lakewood Real Estate Solutions LLC .

At the August meeting the AC approved modifications to the site plan, landscape plan and elevations (including
building signage) for “Building B and a freestanding Chase Bank building on Lot 1 of the Sunset Grove PUD.

The previous approval of the Chase Bank Building elevation was conditioned as follows;

» Materials including but not limited to the stone base, shingles, hardi-board siding, roof elements
and other materials be consistent with the materials used in “Building B” as modified per the
submittal by OKW Architects.

¢ The roof on the entrance way to the building be changed to 3.5 or 4.5 to 12 pitch.
¢ Removal of the “Chase” sign from the south elevation.

e LED backlighting of building signage, instead of neon signage as proposed, is acceptable.



The petitioner has revised the bank building elevations to meet these conditions. The AC re-reviewed
and requested a minor modification; that the window/ doorway on the west elevation either be arched (to
reduce the linear feel of the building) or the lattice work above the window (as identified in “Building
B”) and trim work be incorporated into the structure.

A motion was made and seconded to accept the Chase Bank elevation (Exhibit #7) as submitted with the
following conditions;

o The lattice work above the windows and trim work is to match what was proposed for “Building
B”.
» Revisions are to be reviewed by staff.

Monument Signage:

At the August meeting the petitioner presented a request to eliminate one of the “Type A” monument
signs along RT 83 and allow two smaller monument signs (one for CVS & one for Chase Bank) along
Route 83. As previously approved 4 “Type A” signs (3 on Route 83 & 1 on Aptakisic Rd) and one type B
sign on the corner of Aptakisic & Route 83 were permitted. As now proposed two “Type C” signs would
be introduced in place of the one “Type A” sign. A total of 5 monument signs (3 “Type A” signs and 2
“Type C”) would be included in the development along with the “Type B” sign at the corner of Aptaksic
Road and Route 83 which is unchanged.

The AC had concern with the number, size and in particular the look of the Chase “Type C” sign as
proposed. The AC directed the petitioner to revise the signage to be more consistent with what was
previously approved. These revisions were presented to the AC at the September meeting.

Kurt Wandrey, Lakewood Real Estate Solutions, presented the revised signage as illustrated on a site
plan dated August 19,2010 to the AC. This plan indicates the size and locations of the proposed signage.
He noted there was a trade-off with regard to the monument signage overall within the development. One
large monument sign would be eliminated and two smaller monument signs would be installed in place
of the large sign. Overall this represented a reduction in total signage by 84 square feet but would allow
for an additional sign. The two Type “C” signs would be lower to the ground and landscaped with up-
lighting for illumination. This would provide better contrast to the overall signage scheme of the
development. These signs would be dedicated exclusively to individual tenants in “Building D”
(currently CVS) and the Chase Bank Building. Changes in elevation from south to north were also noted.
The CVS building is difficult to see from the south given the grade change and thereby necessitating
“dedicated signage”.

After substantial discussion and debate over the additional sign as proposed the AC made and seconded a
motion to accept the signage as submitted per the revised site plan as prepared by OKW Architects,
August 19, 2010 subject to a revised landscape plan being submitted which accommodates the signage
revisions and illumination of such signage. On a voice vote; all aye.

CSCC:; Next Meeting 10.6.10
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MONUMENT SIGN B
SIZE: 48 x 5'
AREA: 240sf

I‘f CHASE |

MONUMENT SIGN C
SIZE: 6-8" x 8
AREA: 108sf

SUNSET GROVE

MONUMENT SIGN A
SIZE: 15'x 10°
AREA: 300sf

SUNSET GROVE

Lot

MONUMENT SIGN C
SIZE: 6-8"x 8'
AREA: 108sf

MONUMENT SIGN A
SIZE: 15'x 10
AREA: 300sf

MONUMENT SIGN

AREA SUMMARY
PUD AREA: 1,440sf
PROPOSED AREA: 1,356sf

SITE PLAN ({B
SUNSET GROVE

MONUMENT SIGN A L
SIZE: 15 x 10’

AREA: 300sf

€8 31N0YH

SUNSET GROVE, LLC.

m OKW Architects

LONG GROVE, ILLINOIS

DATE: 19 AUGUST 2010 PROJECT NUMBER: 04053



