Agenda
Village of Arlington Heights
Design Commission
Community Room, 3rd Floor

Arlington Heights Village Hall
33 S. Arlington Heights Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60005
February 10, 2015
6:30 PM

I. CALL TO ORDER
II. ROLL CALL
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
A. Minutes 1/27/15
IV. REPORTS
V. OLD BUSINESS
VI. NEW BUSINESS
A. DC#15-005 - Chuck E. Cheese's - 41 W. Rand Rd. - Commercial

VII. OTHER BUSINESS
VIII. ADJOURNMENT

Persons with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services, such as an American
Sign Language interpreter or written materials in accessible formats, should
contact David Robb, Disability Services Coordinator, at 33 S. Arlington Heights
Road, Arlington Heights, Illinois 60005, (847)368-5793 (Voice), (847)368-5980
(Fax) or drobb@vah.com.



Item: Minutes - 1/27/15

Department: Planning & Community Development

ATTACHMENTS:

Description Type
DC Minutes 1/27/15 Minutes



Members Present:

Members Absent:

Also Present:

DC1/27/15

DRAFT

MINUTES OF
THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS
DESIGN COMMISSION MEETING

HELD AT THE ARLINGTON HEIGHTS MUNICIPAL BUILDING

33 S. ARLINGTON HEIGHTS RD.
JANUARY 27, 2015

Chair Eckhardt called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

Ted Eckhardt, Chair
John Fitzgerald
Anthony Fasolo
Alan Bombick
Jonathan Kubow

None

Frank LaSalvia, Owner of 602 E. Clarendon Ave.

Joe Zivoli, Owner of 1005-1015 S. Arlington Heights Rd.

Julio Rufo, Architect for 1005-1015 S. Arlington Heights Rd.

Eric Larson, Principal of Patton Elementary School

Mike Brown, A.H. School District 25 for Patton Elementary School
Steve Hautzinger, Staff Liaison

REVIEW OF MEETING MINUTES FROM JANUARY 13, 2015

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FITZGERALD, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
FASOLO, TO APPROVE THE MEETING MINUTES OF JANUARY 13, 2015. ALL WERE IN FAVOR.
THE MOTION CARRIED.
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1. SINGLE-FAMILY ADDITION REVIEW

DC#14-138 — 602 E. Clarendon Ave.

Mr. Frank LaSalvia, the homeowner, was present on behalf of the project.

Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no
response from the audience.

Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments. The petitioner is proposing to add a new second
floor addition to an existing single story residence, as well as an expansion of the existing one
car attached garage to a two car attached garage. The project complies with the R-3 zoning
requirements. The proposed addition and renovation of the existing single story home includes
a complete exterior makeover. In general, the proposed design looks very nice with a balanced
composition, nice materials, and a single story wrapping porch roof. The primary concern is
regarding the scale of the proposed addition in the context of the existing neighborhood of
primarily smaller, single story homes. To reduce the visual size of the proposed addition, it is
recommended that all portions of the main roof having a steep 12:12 roof pitch be reduced to
9:12, and that the area of the man roof connecting the main house to the garage roof be
reduced from 9:12 to 6:12. Additionally, it is recommended to add a window on the side of the
garage.

The petitioner has provided revised elevations in response to comments made by Staff. Staff
feels the revised design addresses Staff’s concerns, and based on the revisions, Staff
recommends approval of the design.

Mr. LaSalvia appreciated the recommendations from Staff and understood the concerns about
the smaller homes in the neighborhood. He was okay with reducing the volume of the roof
pitch on the front of the home from 12:12 to 9:12; however, he had concerns about reducing
the saddle area of the main roof that connects to the garage from 9:12 to 6:12. He felt the 6:12
pitch gave the look of 2 separate homes connected by an area in between, whereas the 9:12
pitch had more continuity. He preferred to keep to keep the entire roof at a 9:12 pitch, as
opposed to the saddle area of the roof being reduced to 6:12. He also added a window on the
north side of the garage, which he felt gave the elevation more continuity with the windows on
the rear elevation.

Commissioner Fasolo felt the home was nicely designed, and he liked that the stone at the base
of the home was wrapped around all sides of the home. He preferred the 6:12 roof pitch
between the two main elements of the home (revised left elevation) because the 9:12 pitch
would be too overwhelming for the neighborhood.

Commissioner Kubow liked the design and felt the petitioner did a great job with the addition.
He also liked the use of materials and the stone base being carried around the entire home. He
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understood the petitioner’s preference for the 6:12 roof pitch at the saddle area of the roof (left
elevation), which he was okay with at either 6:12 or 9:12.

Commissioner Bombick asked if there was a photo of the home located across the yard at 601
Olive Street, which there was not; however, Mr. LaSalvia stated that the home was similar in
size and scale to the existing home on the subject property. Commissioner Bombick felt the
proposed design was well done. He gave a suggestion to lessen the vertical bay, which was a
little strong given the rest of the home. With regards to the roof, he felt it might be easier to
build if the ridge was not lined up all the way across; just drop it down slightly below the ridge
of the left side gable. In addition, he saw nothing gained by changing the roof pitch on the left
side gable because that elevation faced the park across the street. However, he did suggest
trying to align the gables on the left side where they do not align.

Commissioner Fitzgerald liked the design and the revised elevations, which he felt were more
interesting, although he was okay with either option for the pitch of the roof saddle. He asked
for clarification about the rectangular detail above the middle window of the three windows on
the second floor, front elevation. Mr. LaSalvia explained this would be architectural trim above
the windows. Commissioner Fitzgerald also suggested enlarging the two single windows on the
second-floor, left side elevation to relate better to the double windows on the first floor below.

Chair Eckhardt agreed with the other commissioners about reducing the roof pitch on all areas
of the main roof to 9:12. He felt the saddle area of the main roof connecting to the garage
would look almost flat from the street if it were reduced; therefore, he was fine with keeping
the saddle at a 9:12 roof pitch. He appreciated the petitioner adding the window in the garage
on the rear elevation, which helped finish off the elevation, and he was fine with either
increasing the size of the two single windows on the second-floor, left side elevation, as long as
the windows are centered above the windows below.

Commissioner Kubow pointed out that the second-floor window above the front door on the
front elevation did not line up with the front door. He added that he liked that the corner
home would have a front entrance on both Clarendon and on Douglas.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FASOLO, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER KUBOW,
TO APPROVE THE DESIGN OF THE PROPOSED ADDITION TO THE EXISTING SINGLE-FAMILY
HOME LOCATED AT 602 E. CLARENDON AVENUE. THIS RECOMMENDATION IS SUBJECT TO
COMPLIANCE WITH THE ARCHITECTURAL PLANS DATED 12/23/14 AND RECEIVED 12/26/14,
DESIGN COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS, COMPLIANCE WITH ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL,
STATE, AND VILLAGE CODES, REGULATIONS AND POLICIES, THE ISSUANCE OF ALL REQUIRED
PERMITS, AND RESOLUTION OF THE FOLLOWING:

1. A REQUIREMENT TO CENTER THE WINDOW ABOVE THE FRONT DOOR ON THE FRONT
ELEVATION;

2. A REQUIREMENT TO LOWER THE MAIN ROOF PITCH FROM 12:12 TO 9:12, WHILE
KEEPING THE AREA CONNECTING THE MAIN HOUSE TO THE GARAGE ROOF AT 9:12.



DC1/27/15

A RECOMMENDATION TO LOOK AT MATCHING THE SIZE OF THE WINDOWS ON THE
SECOND-FLOOR, LEFT ELEVATION, TO THOSE ON THE FIRST-FLOOR.

A REQUIREMENT TO ADD A WINDOW ON THE SIDE OF THE GARAGE.

THIS REVIEW REPRESENTS DESIGN APPROVAL ONLY AND SHOULD NOT BE CONSTRUED
TO BE AN APPROVAL OF, OR TO HAVE ANY OTHER IMPACT ON, ANY OTHER ZONING
AND/OR LAND USE ISSUES OR DECISIONS THAT STEM FROM ZONING, SIGN CODE OR
BUILDING OR ANY OTHER REVIEWS.

IT IS THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THE APPROPRIATE PERMIT
APPLICATION(S) TO THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO
PROCEEDING WITH ANY WORK. IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL TECHNICAL REVIEW,
PERMIT DRAWINGS WILL BE REVIEWED FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE DESIGN
COMMISSION AND ANY OTHER COMMISSION OR BOARD APPROVAL CONDITIONS. IT IS
THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILTY TO INCORPORATE ALL REQUIREMENTS LISTED ON THE
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS INTO THE PERMIT DRAWINGS, AND TO ENSURE THAT
BUILDING PERMIT PLANS AND SIGN PERMIT PLANS COMPLY WITH ALL ZONING CODE,
BUILDING CODE AND SIGN CODE REQUIREMENTS.

BOMBICK, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; FITZGERALD, AYE; FASOLO, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE.
ALL WERE IN FAVOR. THE MOTION CARRIED.
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ITEM 2. COMMERCIAL REVIEW

DC#14-135 — 1005-1015 S. Arlington Heights Rd.

Mr. Joe Zivoli, owner of the property, and Mr. Julio Rufo, the architect for the project, were
present on behalf of the project.

Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no
response from the audience.

Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments. The petitioner is proposing exterior improvements
to an existing multi-tenant retail building facing Arlington Heights Road. The scope of the
project includes a complete makeover of the front elevation including removal of the existing
continuous canopy and removal of the standing seam metal wall cladding. The proposed
elevation will include new aluminum storefronts, as well as new brick and cast stone cladding.
No site or landscaping improvements are being proposed.

Mr. Hautzinger explained that one of the Village’s goals is to improve the appearance of this
corridor and this project represents a great step towards realizing this goal. The existing
building has a dull and dated appearance, and Staff is in full support of improvements to the
building. The petitioner has indicated that the proposed design is intended to be sleek and
modern, and has provided photos of “inspiration projects” to illustrate the desired appearance.
The proposed design is a nice improvement to the existing building, but it appears somewhat
unresolved and could benefit from further design development. Issues and suggested revisions
are as follows:

1. The half brick / half stone upper wall has an unbalanced appearance. The cast stone
portion of the wall lacks detail and has a blank appearance that does not relate to the
bottom portion of the facade. Consider moving the brick to the top of the wall to visually
expand the storefronts, which has the added benefit of raising the signage.

2. The overall appearance is long and repetitive and lacks visual interest. Consider breaking
up the facade by extending the height of the brick piers.

3. The spacing of the columns is irregular and creates an unresolved appearance of varying
window sizes. Furthermore, the panels in the cast stone wall do not align with the brick
piers or window mullions below. Consider respacing the window mullions in each bay, and
aligning the wall panels joints above with the mullions.

4. The storefront windows look small and lack a modern appearance. Consider omitting the
short knee wall at the base of the windows, and provide full height storefront window
mullions and glazing instead. Explore the possibility of spandrel glass above.

5. LED accent strip. Exposed LED lighting is not permitted. This detail requires clarification.

With regards to signage, the petitioner is proposing for all tenants to use the same aluminum
back-lit channel letters for a consistent signage appearance. The two existing ground signs are
in poor condition, and the petitioner is encouraged to update them. Signage is not included in
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this review, and will be required to comply with the signage code, Chapter 30. With regards to
landscaping, there is an existing, narrow landscape bed along Arlington Heights Road. The
narrow strip limits the amount and types of landscape that can be planted, and there is no
room on the site to expand the bed. It is recommended that the petitioner provide a landscape
plan showing a combination of daylilies and ornamental grasses in the existing planting bed to
provide screening of the parking area as required by code.

Mr. Hautzinger reiterated that Staff is in support of this project; the project represents a step in
the right direction for the Village’s goal to improve the appearance of this corridor; however,
Staff would recommend further development of the proposed design before approval by the
Design Commission.

Mr. Zivoli said he is the owner of the 6,000 SF shopping center, as well as a resident of
Arlington Heights. In the last five years, he has had almost 70% vacancy in the center because
of the appearance of the building. He anticipates the proposed improvements to attract good
quality tenants, as well as hopefully motivate the owners of the adjacent center to the south to
make improvements as well. Mr. Zivoli said that although he appreciates the comments and
suggestions made by Staff about the proposed design, he also wanted to point out that working
with the existing shopping center structure creates some design obstacles.

Mr. Rufo said that he and the petitioner worked on a similar project together further south at
1141 S. Arlington Heights Road approximately 15 years ago. They approached the current
project by conducting an analysis of the existing building structure, which consists of a large
gable roof and long span wood trusses from west to east, proposing a construction schedule
with minimal impact on the existing tenants, and costs. Full brick all the way up the front
facade was considered, as well as other treatments and materials; however, they ultimately
decided to keep the heavier brick at the bottom portion of the wall, and use a lighter panel and
cast stone cap at the top of the wall. He explained that weight limits on the existing structure
were identified by their structural engineer, and they are avoiding major changes to the
structure or impacting the existing tenants. He also pointed out that the existing canopy
extends over the 5’ wide sidewalk, which then abuts the parking in front of the building, leaving
little room for building projections. Also, the vertical brick piers are existing and the spacing
cannot be changed; however, they do intend on replacing the windows and can look at
adjusting the mullion spacing to achieve a more regular layout.

Commissioner Fitzgerald was excited about the improvements being proposed for the
shopping center, and he liked the direction of the design, which would be nice and clean. He
asked for clarification about the colors and materials. The petitioner replied that the trim color
below and above the windows would be a beige color, the new pillars and the band above
would be brick, with a lighter color above the brick, and the beige color at the bottom of the
building would be repeated at the top of the building. Commissioner Fitzgerald was in support
of the colors and materials being proposed, which in reality would not be as bright as the white
shown in the rendering. He suggested adding intermittent vertical elements to help break up
the fascia panel at the top of the building, similar to those shown in the inspiration photo of the
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retail building at 1 W. Rand Road. He also suggested the petitioner consider either a darker
bronze color or black for the window mullions and doors for more of a contrast, which the
petitioner was not opposed to.

Commissioner Bombick said that he really liked the improvements being proposed for the
shopping center, and he would not change a thing about the proportions of the brick and strip
of white color. He pointed out that although it is a long building, compared to other locations,
this could be one tenant space, and considering the scale and the way the building has been
broken down, he felt it would work well. He did not see a problem with the suggestion to even
out the window frames, and he liked how the corner was wrapped. However, Commissioner
Bombick had concerns about the cost factors of using the materials being proposed, specifically
the ‘GFRC’ panels, and the possibility of the material being changed to EIFS. He felt the GFRC
material would really improve the character of this commercial strip on Arlington Heights Road,
and he liked the anodized aluminum frames being proposed, which are a bit forward-looking.
He felt that washing the white wall area under the cornice with a warm or incandescent color
would work well and he suggested the possibility of using changing LED lighting under the
cornice, if code allowed. He also felt that a combination of elements to provide protection
from the weather above the doors should be considered. With regards to landscaping along
Arlington Heights Road, he felt that any tree was better than no tree. Mr. Zivoli replied that he
was not opposed to adding landscaping in the existing narrow strip of grass along Arlington
Heights, which is actually parkway, as long as the Village allowed it.

Commissioner Fasolo felt the proposed changes would greatly improve the shopping center,
and he liked Commissioner Bombick’s suggestion to add LED lights under the cornice and light
up the white panel across the top of the building. Although he preferred to see the brick
brought all the way up the building, he understood the structural issues explained by the
petitioner. He suggested moving the signage shown on the brick portion of the building up to
the white panel at the top of the building. Mr. Zivoli replied that in his real estate/property
management experience, he has found that signage hung on this panel would have
maintenance and appearance issues when it is removed for a different tenant. Commissioner
Fasolo agreed with Staff’s recommendation to omit the knee wall below the storefront
windows and extend the storefronts down to the sidewalk level.

Commissioner Kubow said that first and foremost, he felt that the improvements being
proposed were fantastic and he liked that the petitioner wants to invest in his property and
attract more tenants. He questioned Commissioner Fitzgerald about the survival rate of the
minimal amount of landscaping that could be added along Arlington Heights Road, and
Commissioner Fitzgerald felt that chances for survival were so minimal, it was just better to
have grass. Commissioner Kubow felt that adding awnings would help break up the verticality
of the storefront, provide a pleasing aesthetic and protection from the harsh afternoon sun. In
general, he felt the improvements were great and he looked forward to completion of them.

Commissioner Bombick suggested adding roller shades or screen shades for each tenant, which
would give some consistency and maintain the crisp, modern look of the building. He also
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suggested an old fashioned type of roll-out awnings over the entrances, instead of typical fixed
awnings.

Chair Eckhardt initially felt the materials appeared reversed, and he was concerned about
signage on the brick surface; however, he could appreciate the logistics of mounting sign panels
and letters on any surface, and if the petitioner was comfortable with the signage being lower
on the building, then it was fine with him. He felt that adding LED lighting under the top fascia
panel would help to light up the building and bring attention. Although he initially agreed with
Staff’s suggestion to extend the height of the brick piers, he now prefers what is currently being
proposed. He also liked Commissioner Bombick’s suggestion that the petitioner consider
adding retractable shades. He felt the project should be approved the way it is currently
proposed.

There were no further comments.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER BOMBICK, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KUBOW, TO APPROVE THE DESIGN OF THE PROPOSED ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN FOR
EXTERIOR MODIFICATIONS AT 1005-1015 S. ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD, AS SUBMITTED.
THIS RECOMMENDATION IS SUBJECT TO COMPLIANCE WITH THE PLANS DATED 12/08/14
AND RECEIVED 12/10/14, DESIGN COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS, COMPLIANCE WITH
ALL APPLICABLE FEDERAL, STATE, AND VILLAGE CODES, REGULATIONS AND POLICIES, THE
ISSUANCE OF ALL REQUIRED PERMITS, AND RESOLUTION OF THE FOLLOWING:

1. A SUGGESTION THAT THE PETITIONER EVALUATE SOME TYPE OF ROLL-OUT FABRIC
AWNING COVER ABOVE THE ENTRANCES.

2. A STRONG RECOMMENDATION THAT AN LED STRIP LIGHT BE INSTALLED BENEATH THE
UPPER CORNICE, (THE LIGHT SOURCE MUST BE CONCEALED FROM VIEW), TO WASH THE
WHITE GFRC PANELS, IN A COLOR THAT IS APPROXIMATELY 3100 KELVIN (WARM
WHITE).

3. THE PETITIONER IS REQUIRED TO MEET ALL LANDSCAPE AND PARKING REQUIREMENTS,
PER CHAPTER 28.

4. ALL SIGNAGE MUST MEET CODE, PER CHAPTER 30.

5. THIS REVIEW REPRESENTS DESIGN APPROVAL ONLY AND SHOULD NOT BE CONSTRUED
TO BE AN APPROVAL OF, OR TO HAVE ANY OTHER IMPACT ON, ANY OTHER ZONING
AND/OR LAND USE ISSUES OR DECISIONS THAT STEM FROM ZONING, SIGN CODE OR
BUILDING OR ANY OTHER REVIEWS.

6. IT IS THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THE APPROPRIATE PERMIT
APPLICATION(S) TO THE BUILDING DEPARTMENT FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRIOR TO
PROCEEDING WITH ANY WORK. IN ADDITION TO THE NORMAL TECHNICAL REVIEW,
PERMIT DRAWINGS WILL BE REVIEWED FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE DESIGN
COMMISSION AND ANY OTHER COMMISSION OR BOARD APPROVAL CONDITIONS. IT IS
THE PETITIONER’S RESPONSIBILTY TO INCORPORATE ALL REQUIREMENTS LISTED ON THE
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS INTO THE PERMIT DRAWINGS, AND TO ENSURE THAT
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BUILDING PERMIT PLANS AND SIGN PERMIT PLANS COMPLY WITH ALL ZONING CODE,
BUILDING CODE AND SIGN CODE REQUIREMENTS.

Commissioner Bombick commented about the previous suggestion to darken the frame color
for more contract; however, in this particular design, he felt it would throw the building back to
the 1970’s, 1980’s, and would not feel right. There was no further discussion.

BOMBICK, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; FITZGERALD, AYE; FASOLO, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE.
ALL WERE IN FAVOR. THE MOTION CARRIED.
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ITEM 3. SIGN VARIATION REVIEW

DC#15-001 — Patton Elementary School — 1616 N. Patton Ave.

Mr. Eric Larson, representing Patton Elementary School, and Mr. Mike Brown, representing
Arlington Heights School District 25, were present on behalf of the project.

Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any public comment on the project and there was no
response from the audience.

Mr. Hautzinger presented Staff comments. The petitioner is proposing to replace an existing
non-conforming 24 sf manual change bulletin board wall sign with a new 24 sf electronic LED
message board wall sign. The new sign is of similar design as the existing sign, and it will be
installed in approximately the same location on the east exterior wall of the school. Electronic
changeable LED signs are prohibited per the sign code. Patton Elementary School is located in
an R-3 One Family Dwelling District surrounded by single-family homes. The proposed wall sign
will be set back from the property line approximately 35 feet, and will face single-family homes
directly across the street.

Mr. Hautzinger also gave background information regarding LED signs. He explained that
electronic message board signs are currently prohibited in Arlington Heights with the exception
of the price display on gas station signs. However, there are two electronic message board
signs existing in Arlington Heights: one received a sign variation in 1996 (Daily Herald), and the
other is an exempt Village owned Civic Events sign. There are two other existing electronic
message board signs that were installed by School District 214 without Village approval, one at
Hersey High School and the other at the former Forest View High School. In 2007, Walgreens
and Tanita Corporation requested sign variations for electronic message signs, and both
requests were denied by the Design Commission and the Village Board. Also in 2007,
Southminster Presbyterian Church omitted the electronic portion of a sign variation request
after the Design Commission raised concerns over an LED sign in a residential neighborhood.

In 2009, the issue of electronic message board signs was studied in detail by the Planning and
Community Development Department and presented to the Design Commission. The
culmination of the 2009 study resulted in multiple options for Sign Code amendments that
were presented for Design Commission consideration, but the Design Commission decided to
continue to not allow electronic message board signs throughout Arlington Heights. Instead,
Sign Code amendments were subsequently drafted and approved to more specifically define
the use of manual change bulletin board signs throughout Arlington Heights.

Mr. Hautzinger stated that the current sign variation request from Patton Elementary School
must be considered by the Design Commission that if approved, the variation will set a
precedent for all other schools and churches in all residential neighborhoods. The
commissioners should evaluate this specific request individually, but must also consider the
effect of this request on a community-wide basis. Eight of the nine schools in School District 25
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alone have manual change bulletin board signs, and all of these schools share similar
characteristics, and approval of this sign variation could like result in numerous other similar
sign variation requests for public schools, private schools, day care centers, and churches in
residential neighborhoods.

The petitioner has submitted a hardship letter addressing the hardship criteria, and while Staff
does agree that manually changing the message on the bulletin board sign is an inconvenience,
electronic message signs are out of character in a residential neighborhood, and the negative
impact on the character of the locality needs to be considered. Additionally, safety needs to be
considered, as electronic signs can be a distraction to drivers. Mr. Hautzinger added that Staff
recently surveyed 7 communities surrounding Arlington Heights and determined that only 2
communities (Mt. Prospect & Des Plaines) allow electronic message signs at schools in
residential neighborhoods (with restrictions), and of all of the schools in those 7 communities,
only 2 elementary schools were reported to actually have electronic message signs.

Mr. Hautzinger also noted that if the Design Commission was to consider this request, certain
restrictions for the signs operation should be evaluated, which include the following:

e Static Message. Shall not be allowed to blink, scroll, or animate.

e Hours of Operation

e lllumination Level. Should require an automatic photo sensor dimmer.

e Frequency of Message Change. Consider only once per day.

e Colors
e Setback
e Sign Type

e Window Signs
e Design Standards
e Sound

In summary, Staff has concerns regarding the precedent of this sign variation request relative to
all residential neighborhoods; and therefore suggests the following options:

1. Defer action at this time to allow a comprehensive Village-wide re-evaluation of
electronic LED signage.

2. Deny the request.

3. Continue the request to a future meeting to allow time for detailed restrictions to be
prepared as possible conditions.

4. Approve the request with restrictions.

Of the 4 options, Staff recommends the Design Commission proceed with either Option 1 or
Option 2.

11
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Mr. Larson gave background information on the variation request. He stated that Patton
School has a very involved PTA who raise funds to purchase items in the district, signs being one
of them. It was the PTA’s desire that drove the request for the LED sign. School
representatives went door-to-door to the homes that face the school to explain the proposed
sign, and they distributed flyers to all parents in the school inviting feedback from them. The
only feedback received was from one person who thought the LED sign was “really neat”. Mr.
Larson also addressed some of the concerns from the 2009 study and concerns that the
commissioners might have. He said that the school does not want to be a distraction and are
very much in favor of limiting when the LED sign would be on/off, such as on school days during
school hours. The proposed LED sign has a photo sensor built in, which will adjust its
brightness/darkness based on outside conditions, and the amount of light the LED sign is
actually casting is no different than a back-lit, fluorescent sign. It was noted that the school is a
no bus school, with students either walking or being dropped off by parents, and the LED sign
would provide a lot of important information to the high amount of foot traffic outside the
school. Mr. Brown reiterated that safety in the school is a big concern for them with the parent
volunteers that change information on the existing bulletin board sign. He saw the LED sign as
no more than a civic desire; the school is a representation and a support for the community.

Chair Eckhardt asked if there was any written response from residents living directly across the
street from the school regarding the new LED sign. He also noted there was nobody in the
audience tonight other than the petitioner’s team. Mr. Larson replied that written responses
were not received from any residents about the new sign. Chair Eckhardt recalled the previous
variation request from the church on Central Road for an LED sign, which was denied by the
Design Commission.

Commissioner Bombick was concerned about the pixels of the proposed LED sign, which did
not allow for the same amount of text as the existing manual change bulletin board sign
without continuously moving. He was also concerned that a changing LED sign could be
annoying to surrounding neighbors, even during the day, and the brightness of the sign should
be considered as well. He explained that he was not opposed to the LED sign; however, the
color of the letters, the brightness, and amount of information and how often it would change,
need to be considered.

Commissioner Fasolo felt the proportions and design of the LED sign were fine; however, he
was unsure if this type of sign is appropriate in a residential neighborhood, instead of across
from commercial properties or on a busy road. He felt the sign would be a nuisance to the
surrounding homes and he was surprised that more feedback was not received from neighbors.
He also acknowledged that approving this LED sign would set a precedent for other schools.

Commissioner Kubow questioned how necessary a sign really is in this day and age with
information technology. His biggest concern is the snowball effect of allowing this type of sign,
especially in a residential neighborhood. Although he wants to help the school get their
message out there, he was in favor of Option 1, which is to defer action at this time. He felt
additional research was needed, with the snowball effect concerning him the most.

12
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Additionally, a rendering of how the LED sign will look both during the day and at night would
be very helpful.

Commissioner Fitzgerald felt the existing bulletin board sign was very unattractive, and he
wanted to keep an open mind about the proposed LED sign, as long as the sign was not going to
change, or it changed only once a day. He felt a changing LED sign would be a huge distraction
and a safety issue. He commented that in the past, he has not cared for LED signs; he does not
like them or how the text message changes into other moving symbols, which he is definitely
opposed to.

Chair Eckhardt reiterated that the only LED sign the Design Commission ever approved was the
Daily Herald sign located near the tollway, and all other previous LED sign requests were denied
by the commission, including the church on Central Road who had all good reasons for wanting
an LED sign. He understood that the LED sign being proposed by the school is a convenient way
to digitally spread information, and he appreciated the efforts of the PTA. He also felt that it
might be time to allow the convenience of technology through signs in the Village; if it’s good
for the Village, then maybe it’s good for churches and schools. However, until a comprehensive
plan is developed to control LED signs, he felt the sign had to be static with a change only once
or twice daily. He had concerns about the neighbors and about distractions with a changing
LED sign, even though the sign sits far back from the street. Although he wanted to help the
school get their message out, he agreed with Staff about the precedent that approving this sign
would set.

Chair Eckhardt said that if a vote is taken tonight, he would vote for Option 1, to defer action at
this time to allow a comprehensive Village-wide re-evaluation of LED signs, with plenty of input
from residents.

Commissioner Bombick commented that part of the issue and anguish with LED signs is the
change from a typical static sign with black and white letters, to a sign that consists of red lights
and a black background with moving/changing letters. He referenced the LED signage at the
fashion mall in Rosemont and asked Staff if there were any statistics on traffic accidents before
and after that sign was put up. He felt that the Village could allow a digital sign with black
letters on a white background that changed 2 or 3 times a day and was dimmed at night, which
he thought could be a good solution.

Chair Eckhardt questioned whether the technology being shown tonight for the proposed LED
sign was considered ‘old technology’, because that was how it looked to him. He wanted to see
a high quality resolution display for the sign, because it will set a precedent if it is approved. He
felt that additional education on the technology for the proposed electronic sign was important
to share with the commissioners. Mr. Brown replied that they are not opposed to providing a
presentation of the sign technology if necessary. He added that the existing sign is dated and
dirty and makes the building look bad, which is why they are trying to propose signage that not
only meets the community’s desire, but also is a communication piece.
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Commissioner Kubow reiterated his preference for Option 1; defer action at this time to allow
a comprehensive Village-wide re-evaluation of electronic LED signs. He added that although
the commissioners want to help the school, he felt this LED sign was a ‘big picture’ item that
really needed to be evaluated further.

Mr. Larson clarified that the proposed LED sign can provide for 4 lines of text, consistent with
the existing bulletin board sign; the sign can be static or change only once a day, which is
appropriate for the school; and the color of the lettering can be changed. They have no interest
in making things bounce across the sign, and understand the need to find a balance between
modern technology and not being obtrusive to the neighbors. They want to work with the
Village to be pro-active in accommodating the concerns of the commission.

Commissioner Fasolo stated he was in favor of Option 1; defer action at this time to allow a
comprehensive Village-wide re-evaluation of LED signs. He also agreed with Commissioner
Kubow’s comment about how necessary a sign really is in this day and age with information
technology being what it is.

Chair Eckhardt said that it appears as though the commissioners all prefer to defer the request
at this time, and commented that the Village-wide re-evaluation could take a long time.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FASOLO, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
FITZGERALD, TO PROCEED WITH OPTION 1 TO DEFER ACTION AT THIS TIME OF THE SIGN
VARIATION REQUEST FOR PATTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (DC#15-001), TO ALLOW FOR A
COMPREHENSIVE VILLAGE-WIDE RE-EVALUATION OF ELECTRONIC LED SIGNAGE.

Commissioner Kubow did not want to see the project delayed while the Village put together an
ordinance on LED signs. Chair Eckhardt agreed and felt that a time limit should be put on the
re-evaluation by the Village. Commissioner Bombick agreed as well and felt this was a specific
and unique situation with the school that the commissioners should make a decision about,
after which time could be taken to discuss LED signs relative to commercial projects.

Chair Eckhardt said that it appeared as though the commissioners all agreed that there needs
to be a comprehensive Village-wide change to the sign ordinance with regards to LED signs. In
the meantime, he questioned why the commissioners would discourage the petitioner from
continuing their variation request and bringing additional information back to help educate the
commissioners and help in their variation being approved. He preferred a motion stating that
while the commissioners agree to defer action for a comprehensive Village-wide re-evaluation
at this time, they did not want to discourage the petitioner from continuing their request, and
continuing to educate and bring something back before the Design Commission that may or
may not be approved. The other commissioners agreed.
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A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FASOLO TO AMEND THE PREVIOUS MOTION,
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER FITZGERALD.

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER FASOLO, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
FITZGERALD, TO PROCEED WITH OPTION 1 AND DEFER ACTION AT THIS TIME OF THE SIGN
VARIATION REQUEST FOR PATTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (DC#15-001), AND THE
FOLLOWING:

1. TO CONTINUE THE PETITIONER’S VARIATION REQUEST AND ALLOW TIME FOR THE
PETITIONER TO PROVIDE A DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED LED SIGN, AND
A PRESENTATION BY THE SIGN MANUFACTURER, SO THE DESIGN COMMISSION CAN
EXPLORE THE TECHNOLOGY REQUESTED.

2. TO ALLOW FOR A COMPREHENSIVE VILLAGE-WIDE RE-EVALUATION OF ELECTRONIC
LED SIGNAGE, AND SIMILAR LED SIGN VARIATION REQUESTS IN RESIDENTIAL
NEIGHBORHOODS.

It was noted that the motion should include a date specific to continue the project to, which
would eliminate additional notification requirements. The petitioner agreed to return to the
Design Commission on February 24, 2015 with additional information on the technology of the
proposed LED sign. Mr. Hautzinger referred the petitioner to the “Possible Restrictions” listed
on Page 5 of the Staff report, and recommended these items be reviewed with the sign
contractor and information provided to Staff on how the LED is intended to be used.

3. TO CONTINUE THE PROJECT TO THE DESIGN COMMISSION MEETING ON FEBRUARY 24,
2015.

BOMBICK, AYE; FITZGERALD, AYE; KUBOW, AYE; FASOLO, AYE; ECKHARDT, AYE.
ALL WERE IN FAVOR. THE MOTION CARRIED.
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ITEM 4. GENERAL MEETING

A MOTION WAS MADE BY COMMISSIONER BOMICK, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER FASOLO,
TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 8:30 P.M. ALL WERE IN FAVOR. THE MOTION CARRIED.
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Item: DC#15-005 - Chuck E. Cheese's - 41 W. Rand Rd. - Commercial

Department: Planning & Community Development

Requested Action

Approval of the proposed architectural design for an exterior renovation to an
existing multi-tenant retail building.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed architectural
design for Chuck E. Cheese’s to be located at 41 W. Rand Road. This
recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans dated and received
1/26/15, Design Commission recommendations, compliance with all applicable
Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance of all
required permits, and the following:

1. Consider a revised kitchen layout to allow additional storefront windows to the
right of the main entry, or consider adding the storefront windows with false
spandrel glass (black color to match the appearance of the vision glass).

2. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to
be an approval of, or to have any other impact on nor represent any tacit approval
or support for the proposed land use or any other zoning and/or land use issues or
decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In
addition to the normal technical review, permit drawings will be reviewed for
consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission or Board
approval conditions. It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to
comply with the Desigh Commission approval and ensure that building permit
plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage requirements.

3. The petitioner is required to meet all landscape and parking requirements per
Chapter 28.

4. All signage must meet code, Chapter 30.

ATTACHMENTS:
Description Type
Staff Report Report

Drawings & Documents Exhibits



Chuck E. Cheese’s
41 W. Rand Rd.

DC 15-005
(Commercial)

PIN #: 03-17-300-006

STAFF DESIGN COMMISSION REPORT

PROJECT INFORMATION: PETITIONER INFORMATION:

Project Name: Chuck E. Cheese’s DC Number: 15-005

Project Address: 41 W. Rand Road Prepared By: Steve Hautzinger

Petitioner Name: Lorena Gatsos Petitioner Address: 221 Bedford Rd., Suite 112
Bedford, TX 76022

Date Prepared: February 3, 2015 Meeting Date: February 10, 2015

Requested Action(s):

1. Approval of the proposed architectural design for an exterior renovation to an existing multi-tenant retail building.

ANALYSIS:

Summary

The subject design is being forwarded to the Design Commission for review pursuant to Chapter 6 of the Municipal Code, specifically
Section 6-501 (e)(1), which states that the Design Commission "shall review all Plan Commission, Zoning Board of Appeals, Building
Permit and Sign Permit applications for new construction...to determine whether it meets with the standards, requirements and
purposes of the Design Guidelines and Chapter 30, Sign Code." The Design Commission reviews commercial buildings to ensure that
the proposed design is in character with the area.

The petitioner is proposing exterior improvements to an existing multi-tenant retail building to create a new storefront for Chuck E.
Cheese’s family fun and entertainment center. The proposed business will occupy a vacant space within the Annex of Arlington
retail center which contains existing retail tenants such as Petco, HH Gregg, Trader Joe’s, Panera Bread, and Barnes & Noble.
The scope of the project includes interior tenant improvements and a new exterior storefront entry. There are no site or
landscaping improvements being proposed. The property is zoned B-2, General Business District. The overall site area is
approximately 16 acres, and Chuck E. Cheese’s space is approximately 13, 263 sf. This project does require Plan Commission
review and Village Board approval as a Special Use for a restaurant and amusement device arcade.

Site Subject Property
ANALYSIS
‘?‘3‘ ) ‘.liZ_ _!f
40N RAND %
= '{;_‘
%
Zoning Map of Subject Property Aerial of Subject Property
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Chuck E. Cheese’s
41 W. Rand Rd.
DC 15-005
(Commerecial)
PIN #: 03-17-300-006
Surrounding Land Uses:

Direction Existing Zoning Existing Use Comprehensive Plan
Northwest | B-2 Zoning District Commercial / Retail Commercial
South R-5 & R-3 Zoning District Multiple Family Dwelling District Moderate Density Multi Family
Single Family Dwelling District Single Family Attached
East B-2 Zoning District Commercial / Retail Commercial
West R-1 Zoning District One Family Dwelling District Moderate Density Multi Family
Architectural Design:

The proposed new storefront design is consistent with Chuck E. Cheese’s national prototype brand. Overall, the materials,
colors, design composition, and scale of the proposed new storefront is nicely done and will work well in this location. The
storefront design has a fun and whimsical appearance that caters towards Chuck E. Cheese’s unique business, but it still retains
a nice appearance that fits in with the overall retail center. The only comment on the design is that adding more storefront
windows to the right side of the main entrance would balance out the composition and provide greater visibility for the business as
well as add more liveliness to the retail center. However, the proposed layout of the kitchen abuts the front wall of the building
preventing additional windows. A revised kitchen layout to accommodate the additional storefront windows, or false spandrel
glass storefront windows (black color to match the appearance of the vision glass) should be considered to the right of the main
entrance.

Dumpster Screening:
All dumpsters and loading are located on the rear service are for the retail center which is screened from public view with a
continuous fence.

Rooftop Mechanical Screening:
Rooftop mechanical units are located away from the front wall of the building and they will be screened from public view by the
building parapet walls. The petitioner has provided a sightline diagram to illustrate compliance.

Signage:
Signage is not included in this review, but will be required to comply with the Chapter 30 sign code.

RECOMMENDATION:

Itis recommended that the Design Commission approve the proposed architectural design for Chuck E. Cheese’s to be located at 41
W. Rand Road. This recommendation is subject to compliance with the plans dated and received 1/26/15, Design Commission
recommendations, compliance with all applicable Federal, State, and Village codes regulations and policies, the issuance of all
required permits, and the following:

1. Consider a revised kitchen layout to allow additional storefront windows to the right of the main entry, or consider adding
the storefront windows with false spandrel glass (black color to match the appearance of the vision glass).

2. This review deals with architectural design only and should not be construed to be an approval of, or to have any other
impact on nor represent any tacit approval or support for the proposed land use or any other zoning and/or land use
issues or decisions that stem from zoning, building, signage or any other reviews. In addition to the normal technical
review, permit drawings will be reviewed for consistency with the Design Commission and any other Commission or
Board approval conditions. It is the architect/homeowner/builder’s responsibility to comply with the Design Commission
approval and ensure that building permit plans comply with all zoning code, building permit and signage requirements.

3. The petitioner is required to meet all landscape and parking requirements per Chapter 28.

4. Al signage must meet code, Chapter 30.
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Chuck E. Cheese’s
41 W. Rand Rd.

DC 15-005
(Commerecial)

PIN #: 03-17-300-006

February 3, 2015

Steve Hautzinger, Design Planner

Cc: Charles Witherington Perkins, Director of Planning and Community Development, James McCalister, Director Building & Health Services, Charley Craig, Building Services,
Petitioner, DC File 15-005
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ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES AND SUBCONSULTANTS HARMLESS FROM ALL CLAIMS, LOSSES, EXPENSES

CHUCK E CHEESE RESTAURANT

. e ANNEX OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS SHOPPING CENTER

S SWC ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD & RAND ROAD
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ILLINOIS

VILL. OF ARL. HTS.

ROAD

BROOKWOOD DRIV

SPECIAL NOTE:

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL AT ALL TIMES CONDUCT HIS WORK IN A MANNER
AS TO MINIMIZE HAZARDS TO VEHICULAR AND PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC. TRAFFIC

CONTROLS AND WORK SITE PROTECTION SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH

A EN E R AL N TE AN D PE IFI ATI N THE APPLICABLE REQUIREMENTS OF CHAPTER 6 (TRAFFIC CONTROLS FOR
21" SAN RY\
VILL. OF ARL HTS.‘\

HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OPERATIONS) OF THE ILLINOIS
MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES FOR STREETS AND HIGHWAYS.

2 1. f\élt ro(;:dv:joys om'jf. pot\'/emer;t c%nstguctians%cll ccc;mp!cy Wti'th ’:ch? treqtuirZT'ents of tf]ce Illinois D;por‘trrgjgfr?tdol Trfhnsportgtic?cn MWRD NOTE #9: ALL SIGNS, BARRICADES, FLAGGERS, ETC. REQUIRED FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL
& andar pecifications for Road an ridge Construction’, latest edition, except as may be modifie y the projec SHALL BE FURNISHED BY THE CONTRACTOR. ALL WORK IN THE ROADWAY
S| COM ED R.OW. plans and specifications. WHENEVER A SANITARY/COMBINED SEWER CROSSES UNDER A WATERMAIN, RIGHTS OF WAY SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL IDOT AND VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON
>0 T 2 Al . . . » e THE MINIMUM VERTICAL DISTANCE FROM THE TOP OF THE SEWER TO THE
. underground construction shall comply with the requirements of the "Standard Specifications for Water and Sewer BOTTOM OF THE WATERMAIN SHALL BE 18 INCHES. FURTHERMORE HEIGHTS STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS.
ARLINGTON Main Construction in lllinois”, lllinois Municipal League, latest edition, except as may be modified by project plans and A MINIMUM HORIZONTAL DISTANCE OF 10 FEET BmEEN SANITARY/
PLAZA 3 3vpet°'f'°°t'9”3- hall b tected i q “4h th . ts of the lllinois EPA. Wh bel COMBINED SEWERS AND WATERMAINS SHALL BE MAINTAINED UNLESS:
8” SANITARY . ater molns' sha 'e' protecte ' IN accor qnce Wi A e reqwremen‘s [e) e INOIS . ere a sewer'crosses elow THE SEWER IS LAID IN A SEPARATE TRENCH, KEEPING A MINIMUM OPERATES
VILL. OF ARL. HTS. a water main, a minimum vertical separation of 18" shall be provided between the top of the sewer pipe and the 18" VERTICAL SEPARATION: OR THE SEWER IS LAID IN THE SAME TRENCH CALL J.U.L.LE. 1-800-892-0123
., bottom of the water main pipe. Where this 18” vertical separation is not provided or when the water main crosses WITH THE WATERMAIN LOCATED AT THE OPPOSITE SIDE ON A BENCH OF %’»‘éSHODXYRSS WITH THE FOLLOWING:
8" SANITARY below the sewer, the sewer shall be constructed to water main standards for a minimum of 10 feet on each side of UNDISTURBED EARTH. KEEPING A MINIMUM 18" VERTICAL SEPARATION COOK
ARLINGTON the water main unless otherwise noted on the drawin If th t i b th th 18" tical Y y COUNTY
ANNEX 3 4 ' ne gs. 1€ water main Ccrosses beneatn the sewer, 1c verticdl IF EITHER THE VERTICAL OR HORIZONTAL DISTANCES DESCRIBED ABOVE CAN CITY—TOWNSHIP ARLINGTON HEIGHTS
- separation shall be provided in gII cases. Minimum water main cover is 5—6". Minimum horizontal separation of 10 NOT BE MAINTAINED, OR THE SEWER CROSSES ABOVE THE WATERMAIN, THE SEC. & 1/4 SEC. NO.# _SW1 /4 17-42-11
o between sewer and water main is required. -, , SEWER SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED TO WATERMAIN STANDARDS. ' —
& 4. All sewer and water main trenches under or within two feet of existing or proposed curbs, sidewalks, or pavement 48 HOURS BEFORE YOU DIG
8" SANITARY 2 shall be backfilled with compacted porous granular backfill (IDOT gradation CA—6). EXCLUDING SAT., SUN. & HOLIDAYS
ARLINGTON ARLINGTON < 5. Commonwealth Edison, AT.& T., Nicor Gas and other utility company facilities are not necessarily shown on the

ANNEX drawings and must be located in the field prior to construction. Call J.U.L.LE. (1—-800—892—0123) at least 48 hours

prior to the start of construction.

6. Any pavement or other improvements disturbed by contractor’s operations shall be replaced in kind at no additional INDEX OF DRAWINGS
cost.
7. Valve vault, catch basin, and manhole covers and rings shall be set in workmanlike manner in mastic bed.
MWRD NOTE 2— 8. All elevations shown are NAVD 1988 datum. —
9. The Village of Arlington Heights Building, Engineering, and Public Works Departments shall be notified at least two C 1 TITLE SHEET
working days prior to start of construction.
PALATINE ROAD 10. Al structures shall be clean at time of final acceptance by the Village at no additional cost. C—2 UTILITY PLAN
11.  All work to meet all State and Local codes and requirements.
12. Water and sewer locations are shown on the drawing from the best available information and must be located in the C_3 DETAILS
field by the contractor prior to construction. Any discrepancy that the contractor may find with the plan shall be
SITE LOCAT'ON M AP immediately reported to the engineer and the Village for resolution prior to proceeding with construction.
N.T.S 13. Valve vault lids shall be stamped "Water”, storm manhole covers shall be stamped "Storm”, and sanitary manhole
T covers shall be stamped "Sanitary”. All covers shall be stamped "Arlington Heights.”
MWRD NOTE 5 — 14. Sanitary sewer pipe shall be PVC SDR 26 pipe meeting the requirements of ASTM D 3034 with flexible elastomeric
joints per ASTM D 3212, unless otherwise noted on the drawings.
LEGEND 15. D.l. sewer pipe to be cement—lined ductile iron pipe, Class 52 conforming to ANSI specification A21.51 with push—on
EXISTING PROPOSED rubber gasket joints ANSI A21.11. All D.l. sewer pipe shall be polyethylene wrapped, 8 mil thick per ANSI 221.5-1972
and AWWA C—-105-72.
W=E631.75 WALK GRADE MWRD NOTE 6 —— 16. Stone bedding 1/4” to 1" in size, with a minimum depth of 6” below the pipe and 12" above the pipe shall be

provided for all sanitary sewer construction (IDOT gradation CA—11 or CA—13).
17. Al floor drains shall be connected to the sanitary sewer system. All down spouts and footing drains shall discharge

C=£630.62 CURB GRADE MWRD NOTE 3 & 4
? —

into the storm sewer system. BENCHMARK.
G=E630.39 GUTTER GRADE MWRD NOTE 7 — 18. "Band Seal” or similar flexible type couplings shall be use'd in the connection of sewer pipe of dissimilar materials. .
* oereaios SAVEMENT GRADE 19. gg:é:sret; t1h1ru?t/4l-n‘lo(<]:rljz ’;orezzz\;‘(ant movement of water main under pressure shall be placed at all tees, valves, and BENCHMARK NO. 1 :701 . 12=ELEVATION OF NORTH UPPER

£632.51 GRADE x_.-m 20. PVC Storm sewer pipe shall be PVC SDR 26 pipe meeting the requirements of ASTM D 3034 with flexible elastomeric FLANGE BOLT ON FIRE HYDRANT 14’ NORTHWEST AND

joints per ASTM D 3212, except as noted.

____Ii _____ CONTOUR - 21. Water service line (2" and smaller) shall be copper water tube, type K, soft temper for underground service 41 ’ SOUTHWEST OF THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE

conforming to ASTM B—88 and B251 and also conforming to all Village of Arlington Heights requirements. Water mains

and service lines larger than 2” shall be cement—lined ductile iron, Class 52, conforming to ANSI specification A21.51 PETCO TRUCK DOCK. (NAVD 1988 DATUM).

CONCRETE CURB with push—on rubber gasket joints. All fittings to be cement lined. Sterilization and pressure testing in accordance with
the local governing authority’s requirements is included. All ductile iron watermain shall be polyethylene wrapped, 8 mil
==========  CONC. CURB TO BE REMOVED thick per ANSI 221.5—1972 and AWWA C-105-72.
22. The contractor(s) shall indemnify the owner, Northwestern Engineering Consultants P.C., and the municipality, their ARCHITECT
RETAINING WALL agents, etc. from all liability involved with the construction, installation and testing of the work on this project. The VTSRV
P - . . Contractor(s) is (are) solely responsible for jobsite safety. JAMES M. HAMILL, A.LA.
~ ~ SANITARY SEWER - - 23. All concrete used shall be I.D.O.T. Class SI, except for concrete pavement which shall be [.D.O.T. Class PV. 221 BEDFORD ROAD. SUITE 212
| | STORM SEWER 1 1 24. Al work shall comply with the IEPA "Standard Specifications for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control” current edition. The BEDFORD, TX 76022
I I ! ! contractor shall take whatever steps are necessary to control erosion on the site. Erosion control features shall be 817-354—6010
W mo WATERMAIN W on constructed concurrently with other work on the site. The contractor shall take sufficient precaution to prevent pollution
12 2 of streams, lakes and reservoirs with fuels, oils, bitumens, calcium chloride or other harmful material. He shall conduct
—x X X X— METAL FENCE X X ¥——X ¥—X X— and schedule his operations so as to avoid or minimize siltation of streams, lakes and reservoirs. Hauling will not be
allowed when the work site is too wet to maintain acceptable conditions on adjacent streets. Adjacent streets and
-4 - —— —o— GUARD RAIL driveways shall be manually or mechanically swept periodically as may be required to maintain clean conditions.
MWRD NOTE 8 — 25. When connecting to an existing sewer main by means other than an existing wye, tee, or an existing manhole, one of SPECIAL NOTE
? ? DITCH FLOWLINE the following methods shall be used: Prior to the commencement of construction, the contractor shall meet with the construction representatives of both Chuck E
A. Circular saw—cut of sewer main by proper tools ("Sewer—Tap” machine or similar) and proper installation of Cheese and The Annex of Arlington to discuss the construction schedule for the project. The existing retail stores both
© MANHOLE @ hub—wye saddle or hub—tee saddle. southeast and northwest of Chuck E Cheese shall remain in full operation and open to employees and customers at all times
= CATCH BASIN . B. Rempve an entire section of pipe (breaking only the top of one bell) and replace with a wye or tee branch during the course of this project. Work shall be scheduled and performed so as not to interrupt the operation of the existing
section. facilities. The contractor shall provide and maintain barricades, warning devices, flag men, etc. as required to insure safe
g INLET BASIN B C. With pipe cutter, neatly and accurately cut out desired length of pipe for insertion of proper fitting, using passage for vehicular and pedestrian traffic to and from the facilities. The contractor shall so conduct and stage his work such
Band—Seal™ or similar couplings to hold it firmly in place. that there is always an adequate parking area available. The existing parking areas and walkways shall remain free from mud,
X VALVE VAULT @ 26. Not used. dirt, debris and contractor’s stored materials at all times during construction, except for those areas shown on the plans as
27. The contractor is responsible for maintaining a clean construction area and shall remove debris resulting from his peing removed and r‘eploced. Saw cut‘ting, removal and replacement of pavement shall be cc_:nducted so as to minimize
VALVE BOX ® operations. Open trenches or other construction hazards shall be protected with barricades at the end of each day’s inconvenience to_ vehicles and pedestrians, and shall oII_on safe access to entrqnces at all times. The contractor ‘shol‘l use only
_¢_ LIGHT POLE _+_ operations. rubb_er tired egu[pment on and over those areas of existing pavement t‘o remain, and shall remove and replace in kind any
28. The contractor shall be responsible for compliance with all of the requirements of the Occupational Safety and Health sections of existing pavement shown to remain that are damaged by his operations at no additional cost.
o WOOD POLE Act including those requirements for open cut trenches and sheeting and bracing required. At no time will the engineer
or any of his employees be held liable, either directly or as third party participants to any litigation concerned with
hof FIRE HYDRANT & the construction project. .,
29. The contractor and its employees are responsible to comply with all the requirements of the IDOT "Confined Space
DIRECTION OF DRAINAGE _ Entry Policy” as published by IDOT, latest edition, insofar as it relates to entry into manholes, sewers, pipes, lift REVISIONS
_ stations, vaults, wet wells, tanks, and other confined spaces that may be involved with this project.
CONCRETE WALK/PAVEMENT FRR . 30. All existing buildings, foundations, utilities, landscaping, fences, and other improvements on adjacent properties shall be NO. DATE DESCRIPTION
protected at all times during construction. The contractor is responsible to provide and install materials, equipment,

and/or manpower necessary to accomplish this.

ASPHALT PAVEMENT 31. In order to prevent damage due to settlement, structural support shall be provided for the upper pipe at all water
main/sewer crossings in accordance with the standard drawings 19,20,21,22, and/or 23 (whichever is applicable to the
SILT FENCE S particular situation) as shown in the "Standard Specifications for Water and Sewer Main Construction in lllinois”, 2009
edition.
TREE 32. Any new sanitary sewer shall be tested in accordance with the specifications in the "Standard Specifications for Water
and Sewer Main Construction in lllinois”, and all Village of Arlington Heights and MWRD requirements.

PROPERTY LINE ) 33. All construction and traffic control within the highway rights—of—way shall comply with all 1.D.0O.T. and Village requirements.
E UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC Pavement, curb, concrete walk or any other improvements disturbed by contractor’'s operation’s shall be replaced in kind.
Cost of traffic control and replacement of disturbed items shall be considered incidental to the contract.

ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES AND SUBCONSULTANTS WITH RESPECT TO ANY DEFECT ERROR OR OMISSION IN THE DATA. NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C. ALONE RETAINS ALL OWNERSHIP, COPYRIGHT

GAS MAIN 34. All excess excavated material shall become the property of the contractor and shall be removed from the site and be
T UNDERGROUND TELEPHONE legally disposed of by him. The contractor shall comply with all current requirements of the State of lIllinois EPA Clean
Construction and Demolition Debris (CCDD) Requirements. PREPARED BY
OH OVERHEAD WIRES MWRD NOTE 1 —=— 35. The MWRD Local Sewer Section (708) 588—4055 must be notified at least two working days prior to the start of — — PREFARED DT
construction. W ly,
OVERLAND FLOW ROUTE |:> 36. Reinforced concrete storm sewer pipe shall be ASTM C—76 with rubber gasket joints (ASTM C443), except as noted. ,_\\“;;\P*LL -3;’-9,’ NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING’
O O 37. Any damage to perimeter street curbs and/or pavement caused by the contractor’s activity shall be repaired by the S COP %
MRS S— ot " 7 o ! o ST B CONSULTANTS, P.C.
MWRD NOTE 11— 38. All sanitary manholes, (and storm manholes in combined sewer areas), shall have a minimum inside diameter of 48 inches, S 57 0062-039395 = M2
and shall be cast in place or precast reinforced concrete. Flexible connectors conforming to ASTM C—923 are required at = 5 LICENSED : = ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL DESIGN FIRM LICENSE NO 184_002695
. gll monhofle pipe ctonnections- e <hal ot be blocked ot t . o ) et = EPROFESS&%&;‘EL.—’ 5 LICENSE EXPIRES APRIL 30, 2015
. rainage from upstream properties shall not be blocked at any time in any manner by any o e proposed construction Z . ENGIN s £
GENERAL DEVELOPMENT NOTES work shown on these drawings. 'g’* OF *§ 675 N NORTH COURT
40. The design engineer shall not be responsible for the means, methods, procedures, techniques, or sequences of construction G Bt iy \© \\S PALAT|NE’ ILLINOIS 60067
. All work shall be performed in @ manner so as not to unreasonably impair or interfere with the use, not specified herein, nor for the safety on the job site, nor shall the design engineer be responsible for the contractor’s "f;.,’ LINO “\\\\
occupancy or enjoyment of, or with any business conducted on, any adjacent property. failure to carry out the work in accordance with the contract documents. gt (847) 520—8410
. At dll times during the performance of any Work all areas other than the construction site proper and MWRD NOTE — 41. Al abandoned sewers/force mains shall be plugged at both ends with a minimum of two (2) feet long non—shrink NOVEMBER 20 2014
the staging area shall be kept free from any loose dirt, debris, equipment or construction materials concrete/mortar plugs. % ; ' !
relating to the work. MWRD NOTE 12— 42. Except for foundation/footing drains provided to protect buildings, and for underdrains serving green infrastructure, drain tiles/field tiles/ W r :
Upon completion of the Work, Constructing Party shall promptly restore the area to as good or better underdrains/perforated pipes are not allowed to be connected to or tributary to combined sewers, sanitary sewers, or storm sewers 1 _20_14
condition than existed before the use of the area commenced. Restoration shall include, without tributary to combined sewers in combined sewer areas. Construction of new facilities of this type is prohibited; and all existing drain
limitation, clearing the areas of all loose dirt, debris, equipment and construction materials, the repair tiles and perforated pipes other than those serving green infrastructure, encountered within the project area shall be plugged or removed, LIC_ EXP_ 11-30-15
or replacement of paving, striping and landscaping, and the repair or replacement of any and all and shall not be connected to combined sewers, sanitary sewers, or storm sewers tributary to combined sewers.
damaged areas or improvements. 43. All work shall conform to NRCS Standards as described in the current edition of the lllinois Urban Manual.

AND ATTORNEYS FEES ARISING OUT OF THE UNAUTHORIZED MODIFICATION OR ANY USE OF THESE MATERIALS. THE RECEIVER SHALL MAKE NO CLAIM NOR INITIATE ANY ACTION IN LAW OR EQUITY AGAINST NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING

TRANSMISSION VIA EITHER DISK OR E—MAIL, TRANSLATION, INCOMPATIBILITY WITH RECEIVING SYSTEMS, HARDWARE OR SOFTWARE OR WITH REGARDS TO ANY Y2K RELATED PROBLEMS. INFORMATION IN THIS ELECTRONIC DATA FILE IS
CONSULTANTS, P.C.,

NOT GUARANTEED ACCURATE AND SHALL NOT BE MODIFIED OR TRANSFERRED TO ANY OTHER PARTY WITHOUT WRITTEN PERMISSION OF NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C. THE RECEIVER BY ACCEPTANCE OF THIS CADD

THE RECEIVER OF ELECTRONIC DATA TRANSMISSION BY USE THEREOF UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES AS FOLLOWS:
PORTIONS OR ALL OF THE CIVIL ENGINEERING DRAWINGS FOR THIS PROJECT MAY BE TRANSMITTED TO THE CLIENT AS ELECTRONIC CADD FILES. THE ENGINEER MAKES NO WARRANTIES, EITHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, REGARDING THE

SUITABILITY OF THE ELECTRONIC DRAWING DATA FILES FOR ANY PURPOSE. DIMENSIONS OF ALL IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN ON THE HARD—COPY DRAWINGS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLIENT SHALL GOVERN OVER THE LOCATION OF THE

AND OTHER INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY INTERESTS IN THIS DATA.

ELECTRONIC FILES DELIVERED AND THE PRINTED HARD—COPY CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS. THE RECEIVER SHALL COMPARE THE DATA WITH AVAILABLE HARD COPIES. IN THE EVENT OF A CONFLICT BETWEEN THE SIGNED CONSTRUCTION
DOCUMENTS AND ELECTRONIC FILES, THE SIGNED OR SEALED HARD—COPY CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS SHALL GOVERN. THE ENGINEER DOES NOT WARRANT THE ACCURACY OR LONG TERM STABILITY OF THE CADD FILES DUE TO DATA

IMPROVEMENTS AS LOCATED IN THE CADD FILES. THE CADD FILES HAVE BEEN PREPARED FOR THE SOLE PURPOSE OF PREPARING A SET OF 1 INCH EQUALS 20 FEET PAPER DRAWINGS. DIFFERENCES MAY EXIST BETWEEN THE

FILE VIA EITHER E—MAIL OR DISK AGREES TO DEFEND, INDEMNIFY, AND HOLD NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C.,

14—45
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Annex of Arlington
1-115 West Rand Road, Arlington Heights, IL - 80004 (42.113461, -87.983431)
GLA: 193,175
Maijor Tenants: Trader Joe's, Barnes & Noble Booksellers, hhgregg, Petco, Binny's Beverage Depot, Dollar Tree, Party City

BRIXMOR"

Unit Retailer Sq. Ft
N.A.P McDonalds
01 Garibaldi's 4,000
02 Bedding Experts 3,600
03 For Eyes Optical 2,500
CE C 04 T-Mobile 2:338
05 The Vitamin Shoppe 4,881
!' 06 Edward's Cleaners 1,417
N *(, 07 Panera Bread 4,000
6? 08 Hallmark 6,500
\ / 09 Barnes & Noble Booksellers 24,000
10 Trader Joe's 12,960
12 Weight Watchers 1,700
13 Life Source 2,832
14 hhgregg 33,932
15A Available 13,515
15B Petco 13,518
\mTllliHIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIL 16 West Marine 7403
17 Binny's Beverage Depot 21,808
] 18 Dollar Tree 12,729
19 H&R Block 1,800
21 Party City 12,050
22 Smash Burger 2,201
23 Jersey Mike's Subs 1,473
24 Available 2,099
(N.A.P) 13 NN
12
10 n
[u] = i g
2" BARNESEZNOBLE| | S g
Ba
08 ar-
24,000 S H
L H
=1 g
EA LU L O L

Rand Road

Brad Ratajezak (847) 562-4130 brad.ratajczak@brixmor.com West Region (847) 272-9800 Brixmor.com

Note: This site plan indicates the general layout of the shopping center and is not a warranty, representation or agreament on the part of the landlord that the shopping center will be exactly as depicted herein

13566 - 03/17/2014
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) DWARD J. MOLLOY] | ASSOCIATES, LID
° >C ’ °
\ LAND & CONSTRUCHION SURVEYORS
HINTZ RD.
. 1230 MARK STREET, BENSENVILLE, ILLINOIS| 6DP106 (630) 595-2600 Fax (630) 595-—4700
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: O A F ?
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PARCEL T: ARCEL ZB: (SOUTHEAST PORTION)
o e THAT PART OF LOT 2 IN HARDEE'S RAND ROAD SUBDIVISION, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARTS OF THE THAT PART OF LOT 2 IN HARDEE'S RAND ROAD SUBDIVISION, BEING A SUBDIVISION OF PARTS OF THE
9, WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, AND THE EAST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17 AND THE EAST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF
& = ” , SECTION 18, LYING SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE CENTER LINE OF RAND ROAD, ALL IN TOWNSHIP 42 SECTION 18 LYING SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE CENTER LINE OF RAND ROAD, ALL IN TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH,
& & 17 = 40 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED
S 0 40’ 80’ RECORDED JULY 16, 1986 AS DOCUMENT 86297345 , AND A 0.019 ACRE PARCEL SOUTH OF SAID LOT| JULY 16, 1986 AS DOCUMENT 86297345, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
PALATINE RD ~ . D, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
: S o BEGINNING AT THE MOST SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 2, SAID POINT BEING ON A LINE 900
o 8 i BEGINNING AT THE EASTERLY MOST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH 42 DEGREES 02 MINUTES FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE OF THE EAST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF
A & / 4 GRAPHIC SCALE A4 SECONDS WEST, 568.13 FEET TO A SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES SAID SECTION 18, 90.69 FEET WEST OF THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 18;
&) 5 / DR, 7 MINUTES 42 SECONDS WEST, 28.95 FEET ALONG THE SAID SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2, TO A THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 02 MINUTES 18 SECONDS EAST ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT
§ / A CORNER OF LON1 RO POINT 96.40 FEET, AS MEASURED ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE, EAST OF A CORNER OF SAID OT 2; D FOR A DISTANCE OF 354.43 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 31 DEGREES 32 MINUTES 09 SECONDS EAST,
2 // % Found Cross Notch  \ G(/o)é\o 0,9 THENCE NORTH 47 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 39 SECONDS WEST, 186.71 FEET TO A SOUTH LINE OF SAID 157.43 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 47 DEGREES 57 MINUTES 53 SECONDS EAST, 194.53 FEET TO A POINT
N s R A4 -OT 2; THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES 47 MINUTES 42 SECONDS WEST, 27.62 FEET ALONG THE LAST ON THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES 46 MINUTES 28 SECONDS WEST
/ % IZ‘?‘ % P DESCRIBED SOUTH LINE TO A POINT 373.47 FEET, AS MEASURED ON SAID SOUTH LINE, EAST OF THE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2 FOR A DISTANCE OF 373.47 FEET TO A BEND POINT ON
& / N 1%¢ . WEST LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, AFORESAID; THENCE NORTH 47 DEGREES 57 THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2, SAID POINT BEING ON THE WEST LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4
VICINITY MAP L9 N NN &/I/ /@0 MINUTES 53 SECONDS WEST, 194.53 FEET; THENCE NORTH 31 DEGREES 32 MINUTES 09 SECONDS OF SAID SECTION 17; THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 58 SECONDS WEST ALONG THE
RN (Hpighl)e’ AN 2% Yy, WEST, 157.43 FEET TO A WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 00 MINUTES 33 SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2 FOR A DISTANCE OF 90.69 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, IN
FVMRS y - \\\\ SECONDS EAST ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE, 10.81 FEET TO A SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2; FOOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
" Q§) YA ok Q%b THENCE NORTH 47 DEGREES 59 MINUTES 25 SECONDS WEST ALONG SAID SOUTHWESTERLY LINE, 325
LEGEND: 2 O HXDBNG SPYie SO FEET TO A NORTHWEST LINE OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 00 MINUTES 35 SECONDS SARCEL 3:
¢~\§7 7, 93 v - FAST ALONG SAID NORTHWEST LINE, 550.00 FEET TO THE SOUTH LINE OF RAND ROAD (SAID SOUTH 0T 1 IN THE ANNEX OF ARLINGTON PHASE Il, BEING A SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST 1/2 OF THE
_ ///// A HINE ALSO BEING THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2); THENCE SOUTH 47 DEGREES 59 MINUTES SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
— — @& ——  Sanitary Manhole N . /. o %gASE(S:SgBE/ISEIg?\IT QE%EESESD TSI_%EHE legE.T H24f2'30DE|(:3ERErESTOO 5\ ﬁﬁﬁ% z?sF léggo:\mlg WE\STDEEZ?O %%(\)ND MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JUNE 23, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99569378, IN
— — @ Storm Catch Basin/Inlet A & / - ROAD , ; : » 230. COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS (EXCEPTING THEREFROM THAT PART CONVEYED TO THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,
/ Q\,O éﬁ // /@/ ] L L) e i L S E ML DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION BY WARRANTY DEED DATED DECEMBER 13, 1999 AND RECORDED
; _ ) : , ; UANUARY 25, 2000 AS DOCUMENT 00062458 AND MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
= Fire Hydrant w/B=Box < /s SOUTH 47 DEGREES 59 MINUTES 25 SECONDS EAST, 478.67 FEET TO THE PLACE OF BEGINNING, ALL
—W—®r—W—  Water Valve Vault «\> é/% // N COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS. PARCEL A:
2 & / a < THAT PART OF LOT 1 IN THE ANNEX OF ARLINGTON PHASE Il, BEING A SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST 1/2
—SM—@p-SM—___Storm Manhole S S/ R PARCEL 2: OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD
A _ ) ) )
LP X : & <7 9 A PERPETUAL NON—EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT ESTABLISHED PURSUANT TO A GRANT OF EASEMENT DATED DRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JUNE 23, 1999 AS DOCUMENT
Street |ight < i JULY 10, 1990 AND RECORDED JULY 26, 1990 AS DOCUMENT 90359319 OVER, ACROSS AND UPON 09569378, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING AT THE MOST NORTHERLY CORNER OF SAID LOT 1:
v THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED PROPERTY FOR USE AND MAINTENANCE OF A STORM WATER RETENTION y ' ’
J Traffic Sian s I ‘ THENCE SOUTH 47 DEGREES 57 MINUTES 52 SECONDS EAST ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID
7 < e I T OND FOR THE BENEFIT OF PARCEL 1: |OT 1, BEING ALSO THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF RAND ROAD PER DOCUMENT 12592035, 428.04 FEET
cep® Concrete Filled Past Pﬁ{ 4, R TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 01 MINUTES 28 SECONDS
T e A ARCEL 2A: (ARLINGTON GROVE PORTION) WEST ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS
= PAS Gas Valve X/ 4 o K THAT PART OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17 AND THE EAST 1/2 OF THE ROAD, 20.19 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH A LINE 15.00 FEET, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES
UBKity. Pole w,/Overhead Wires //é;i/// % SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SECTION 18, LYING SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE CENTER LINE OF RAND ROAD, ALL IN SOUTHWESTERLY OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTH 47
— 0. —o- &Il i / 1S TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: DEGREES 57 MINUTES 52 SECONDS WEST ALONG SAID LAST DESCRIBED PARALLEL LINE, 441.56 FEET
_ N © TO THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 03 MINUTES 40 SECONDS
—_—— Roof Drain A&/-Q ! g S COMMENCING AT THE MOST SOUTHWESTERLY CORNER OF LOT 2 IN HARDEE'S SUBDIVISION, BEING A FAST ALONG THE NORTHWESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, 15.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, IN
D= Deed Y %5 o SUBDIVISION OF PARTS OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 17 AND THE COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
& z;,//// N s 7R FAST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 18, LYING SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE CENTER LINE N
M= Measured NS N\, 4 G OF RAND ROAD, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JULY 16, 1986 AS DOCUMENT ARCEL B
A% N 4 2 B6297345, SAID POINT BEING ON A LINE 900 FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE SOUTH LINE THAT PART OF LOT 1 IN THE ANNEX OF ARLINGTON PHASE I, BEING A SUBDIVISION IN THE WEST 1/2
| Traffic Signal Paost &%6\ ///k ./,, 0 N OF THE EAST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 18, A DISTANCE OF 90.69 FEET WEST {D)F THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD
o Telenhone Pedictal <9kx% <7, DF THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST 1/4 OF SAID SECTION 18: THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 02 RINCIPAL MERIDIAN, ACCORDING TO THE PLAT THEREOF RECORDED JUNE 23, 1999 AS DOCUMENT
- B ) \\\\ MINUTES 18 SECONDS EAST ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 2, A DISTANCE OF 120 FEET FOR A 99569378, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: COMMENCING AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1;
i i Denressed Curb & g N 4 gy HYDRAN POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE NORTH 03 DEGREES 44 MINUTES 40 SECONDS WEST, 142 FEET; THENCE THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES O1 MINUTES 28 SECONDS WEST ALONG THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1,
f . ~‘,‘\/ 4 <& X ( NORTH 02 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 16 SECONDS EAST, 127.88 FEET; THENCE NORTH 42 DEGREES 02 BEING ALSO THE WEST LINE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD, 20.19 FEET TO AN INTERSECTION WITH A
g ( ( ( ( ( ( ( ¢ MINUTES 18 SECONDS EAST, 48 FEET TO A POINT ON THE WEST LINE OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH JINE_15.00 FEET, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES, SOUTHWESTERLY OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE
7 S 7 DEGREES 57 MINUTES 42 SECONDS EAST ALONG THE WEST LINE OF LOT 2 FOR A DISTANCE OF NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE NORTH 47 DEGREES 57 MINUTES 52 SECONDS WEST
VAW _ 183.80 FEET TO A BEND POINT OF SAID LOT 2; THENCE SOUTH 42 DEGREES 02 MINUTES 18 ALONG SAID LAST DESCRIBED PARALLEL LINE, 13.46 FEET TO A POINT OF BEGINNING AT THE
/ & A& SECONDS WEST ALONG THE WEST LINE OF SAD LOT 2 FOR A DISTANCE OF 24513 FEET TO THE NTERSECTION OF SAID LAST DESCRIBED PARALLEL LINE WITH A LINE 10.00 FEET, AS MEASURED AT
FENCE CORNER IS 4 HYDRANT 2, o ) RIGHT ANGLES, WEST OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE EAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1; THENCE CONTINUING
, : < OINT OF BEGINNING, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; AND
0.98'SE.& 1.88'NE. $ NORTH 47 DEGREES 57 MINUTES 52 SECONDS WEST PARALLEL WITH THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID
y XX |OT 1, 40.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 23 DEGREES 58 MINUTES 12 SECONDS EAST, 73.09 FEET TO A
N v 5 POINT ON A LINE 10.00 FEET, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES, WEST OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE
% N © S R % FAST LINE OF SAID LOT 1, SAID POINT BEING 40.00 FEET SOUTH OF THE POINT OF BEGINNING;
\\\ \\\\ ¥ v o THENCE NORTH 00 DEGREES 01 MINUTES 28 SECONDS EAST PARALLEL WITH THE EAST LINE OF SAID
4 . X \\\\ LOT 1, 40.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
N @ s
\ o% . LN Y PARCEL 4:
XN O VAV A \\\\ A 2, N AN EASEMENT FOR THE BENEFIT OF PARCEL 1 AS CREATED BY EASEMENT AGREEMENT DATED APRIL 1,
NS AR Y e 2 D Q ~ 1999 AND RECORDED APRIL 5, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99322489 FROM COSMOPOLITAN BANK AND TRUST
%, <+< # = N 8, A N P & COMPANY, AS SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE TO FIRST BANK OF OAK PARK, AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST
% 4%f\\\ N, N 8XF & 3 A3 AGREEMENT DATED JUNE 19, 1973 AND KNOWN AS TRUST NUMBER 10095, TO AMERICAN NATIONAL
0 N\ Ny >, \eLe N BANK AND TRUST COMPANY OF CHICAGO, AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST AGREEMENT DATED JULY 20, 1994
~ ® ¢, S \\\\ S @, \\\\ AND KNOWN AS TRUST NUMBER 118561—01, AND ARLINGTON, L.L.C., AN ILLINOIS LIMITED LIABILITY
/ﬁb 7 O\ y & " COMPANY, FOR THE PURPOSE OF PARKING AND FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS OVER THE FOLLOWING
<:§1/ <{ #, O\ \\\\ N | P S DESCRIBED LAND
S DN\ S ° N\ .
R C;;x (732) <:2/>\ R SR NN Y] \;, 2 % THE NORTH 88 FEET OF THE SOUTH 738.33 FEET OF THE EAST 155.00 FEET (EXCEPT THAT PART
& e % THEREOF TAKEN FOR WIDENING OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD) OF THAT PART OF THE WEST 1/2 OF
2 ) LS s,
O /V O AN 5. y 0 N THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF SECTION 17, TOWNSHIP 42 NORTH, RANGE 11, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL
00 o % é) G e QQ N\ SN R MERIDIAN, LYING SOUTH OF THE CENTER OF RAND ROAD, IN' COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
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PROFESSIONA
LAND
SURVEYOR
ORDER NO.: 2004-0390 SLLNOS
. — ILLINOIS
PROJECT NO.: 809 DEM/L

PREVIOUS ORDER NO.: 2001-1238

SURVEYOR

TITLE COMMITMENT: THE FOLLOWING MATTERS OF TIT
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY COMMITMENT FOR TITLE
FFFECTIVE DATE OF APRIL 19, 2004:

C. PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN DEED RECORDED DEC
THAT SUCH ‘CONVEYANCE IS SUBJECT TO THAT PAR

D. EASEMENT IN, UPON, UNDER, OVER AND ALONG

OF SERVING THE LAND AND OTHER PROPERTY WITH
RIGHT OF ACCESS TO SAID EQUIPMENT, AS CREATED
AND ILLINOIS BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY RECORDED

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY. PARTIAL RELEASE]

E. ON—SITE UTILITY MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT DATED
4, 1988 AS DOCUMENT 88511320, BY AND BETWEE
TRUST AGREEMENT DATED NOVEMBER 12, 1987 AND
THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. [INCAPABLE O

. CONDITIONS AND RESTRICTIONS DATED JULY 21,
DOCUMENT 86308674, FROM BANK OF RAVENSWOOD
DECEMBER 18,
ROADWAY EASEMENT, PARKING EASEMENTS, WALKWAY

ROADWAYS, PARKING SPACES, WALKWAYS AND UTILITI

rEBRUARY 14, 1994 AS DOCUMENT 94141291 AND
12, 1994 AS DOCUMENT 95292999. [INCAPABLE OF

H. RIGHTS OF THE PUBLIC, THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
FEET OF THE LAND WHICH FALLS IN PUBLIC ROAD.

RECORDED MAY 20, 1986 AS DOCUMENT 86200217,
UNDER TRUST NUMBER 25-6836, AND THE VILLAGE
DRAWING]

K. A 30 FOOT BUILDING LINE FROM THE EAST AND
PLAT OF ARLINGTON GROVE SUBDIVISION RECORDED
DRAWING]

COMMUNICATION, SEWER, WATER, GAS AND DRAINAGE]
GROVE SUBDIVISION RECORDED DECEMBER 29, 1987
DRAWING]

M. EASEMENT OVER NON-BUILDING AREAS OF LOT §
CREATED AND SET OUT IN PLAT OF ARLINGTON GRO
DOCUMENT 87677623. [PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

N. (A) TERMS, PROVISIONS AND CONDITIONS RELATIN
A4, 5, 6 AND 7 CONTAINED IN THE INSTRUMENT CRE
OWNER OR OWNERS OF THE ADJOINING LAND TO TH
[EASEMENT PREMISES PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

O. BUILDING LINES AND A BLANKET UTILITY EASEMEN
PLAT OF THE ENCLAVE RECORDED APRIL 27, 1989
DRAWING]

P. DECLARATION OF GRANT OF DRIVEWAY, UTILITY AN
1994 AS DOCUMENT 94592544. FIRST AMENDMENT ¥
[PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

R. ELECTRIC FACILITIES AGREEMENT RECORDED JULY
TRAVELERS INSURANCE COMPANY TO COMMONWEALTH
PUBLIC UTILITY PURPOSES TO INSTALL ELECTRIC FAQ
THERETO. [PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

5. ON—SITE UTILITY AND ROADWAY AGREEMENT REC(
RAVENSWOOD AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST AGREEMENT
TRUST NUMBER 25-6836 AND THE VILLAGE OF ARL
THEREIN. [INCAPABLE OF BEING PLOTTED]

V. DECLARATION OF GRANT OF CROSS ACCESS EASH
AND AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST COMPAN
AGREEMENT DATED JULY 20, 1994 AND KNOWN AS
MOTOROLA, INC., GRANTEE RECORDED MARCH 5, 194
[PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

W. DECLARATION OF UTILITY EASEMENT RECORDED J
NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST COMPANY OF CHICAGO,
PO, 1994 KNOWN AS TRUST NUMBER 118561-01,

[INCAPABLE OF BEING PLOTTED]

X. RECIPROCAL DECLARATION OF GRANT OF PARKING
LLC AND AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST COM
AGREEMENT DATED JULY 20, 1994 AND KNOWN AS
1999 AS DOCUMENT 99322488, AFFECTING PART OF]
CONTAINED THEREIN. [PARKING SPACES PLOTTED ON

V. EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF THE VILLAGE OF ARLINGT
ANNEX OF ARLINGTON PHASE |l RECORDED JUNE 23
LOT 1, EXCEPT UNDER THE BUILDING TO BE CONST

AA. COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS CONTAINED IN T
DOCUMENT 12048140. SAID DEED ESTABLISHES A 4]
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD, AS PROVIDES THAT AS P
GRANTOR, AS OWNER OF THE PREMISES ADJOINING

CONVEYANCE OF SAID PROPERTY OR ANY PART THE
LINE FROM THE WEST LINE OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS

THE SOUTHWESTERLY LINE OF RAND ROAD, THAT NQ
SAID PREMISES SHALL BE PERMITTED OVER OR UPO
[PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

AB. UNRECORDED GRANT ORDAINED BY THE HIGHWA
DATED JUNE 28, 1924 BETWEEN COMMONWEALTH EO
TOWNSHIP OF WHEELING, TO MAINTAIN OVERHEAD EL
ADJOINING PROPERTIES, BY AN UNDISCLOSED AMOUN
CHICAGO TITLE DATED JULY 21, 1997. [INCAPABLE (

AC. UNRECORDED EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF PUBLIC 4
MAINTAIN AND REPAIR A TELEPHONE PEDESTAL, UTIL
STANDARD, MONITOR WELLS AND SANITARY MANHOLE
AS DISCLOSED BY PLAT OF SURVEY NUMBER 8237

DATED FEBRUARY 3, 1982 AND RECERTIFIED FEBRUA
NOT MADE AVAILABLE TO THIS SURVEYOR. NOT PLOT]

AD. DECLARATION OF GRANT OF DRIVEWAY AND CRQ
ARLINGTON, L.L.C. AND AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK Al
UNDER TRUST AGREEMENT DATED JULY 20, 1994 AN
RECORDED APRIL 5, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99322487

AE. SIDEWALK EASEMENT IN FAVOR OF THE VILLAGE
ENTITLED "RESOLUTION ACCEPTING A DECLARATION O
6, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99432614 AND AFFECTING T
DRAWING]

rLOOD MAP DESIGNATION: OUR EXAMINATION OF 1
F.E.M.A.) FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP COMMUNITY
DATE OF MARCH 1, 1984, SHOWS THAT NO PART O
HAZARD AREA AND THAT SAID PROPERTY DOES FALL|

ACCESS: THE SUBJECT PROPERTY HAS DIRECT ACC
HEIGHTS ROAD, BOTH LEGALLY OPENED AND PUBLIC
HIGHWAYS.

AREA SUMMARY: PARCEL 1 CONTAINS 478,893 SQ
190,283 SQUARE FEET OR 4.368 ACRES.

SUMMARY OF PARKING SPACES

REGULAR HANDICAP
PARCEL 1 * 527 15
PARCEL 3 ** 224 8
PARCEL 4 19 0
TOTAL 770 23

* INCLUDES 45 UNPAINTED SPACES AT REAR OF BU
** INCLUDES 10 UNPAINTED SPACES AT REAR OF B
NUMBER OF REQUIRED SPACES UNKNOWN

TAX PARCEL PERMANENT INDEX NUMBERS, STH
CLASSIFICATIONS:

PARCEL 1: PIN 03-17-302-074-0000
COMMONLY KNOW AS 17—111 W. RAND ROAD
VONING CLASSIFICATION: B—2 PLANNED UNIT DEVELQ

PARCEL 2: PIN 03-17-302-075-0000
VONING CLASSIFICATION: B—2 PLANNED UNIT DEVELQ

PARCEL 3: PIN 03-17-302-077-0000
COMMONLY KNOW AS 1-13 W. RAND ROAD

AND 1950—1990 N. ARLINGTON HEIGHTS ROAD
VONING CLASSIFICATION: B—2 PLANNED UNIT DEVELQ

PARCEL 4: PIN 03-17-302-055-0000
VONING CLASSIFICATION: B—2 PLANNED UNIT DEVELQ

NUMBERED ITEMS IN TABLE "A”

PARTIAL EASEMENT DISCLAIMER RECORDED AUGUST §,

. DECLARATION OF AGREEMENT AND GRANT OF EASEMENT DATED FEBRUARY 9,

. AGREEMENT CONCERNING PUBLIC SIDEWALK LOCATED ON THE LAND, DATED MAY 5,

S NOTES

LE ARE REFERENCED IN SCHEDULE B OF CHICAGO
INSURANCE ORDER NUMBER 008209670 WITH AN

tMBER 4, 1950 AS DOCUMENT 14964822, RECITING
I OF THE NORTH 33 FEET OF THE SOUTH 933

FEET OF THE WEST 1/2 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 QF SAID SECTION 17 THAT FALLS WITHIN THE LAND
TO BE LEFT OPEN FOR USE AS A PUBLIC ROAD. [ALOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

THE AREA SHOWN ON AND MARKED EXHIBIT "A”

ATTACHED TO A SKETCH OF THE LAND TO INSTALL AND MAINTAIN ALL EQUIPMENT FOR THE PURPOSE

TELEPHONE AND ELECTRIC SERVICE, TOGETHER WITH
BY GRANT TO COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY
FEBRUARY 24, 1986 AS DOCUMENT 86074384.
1994 AS DOCUMENT 94699903 MADE BY THE

OF EASEMENT RECORDED AUGUST 22, 1994 AS

DOCUMENT 94740238 MADE BY AMERITECH. [PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

SEPTEMBER 29, 1988 AND RECORDED NOVEMBER
N HARRIS BANK HINSDALE, AS TRUSTEE UNDER
KNOWN AS TRUST NUMBER L—1757 [OWNER] AND
- BEING PLOTTED]

1986 AND RECORDED JULY 22, 1986 AS
, AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST AGREEMENT DATED

1984, ALSO KNOWN AS TRUST NO. 25-0836, AND HARCON FOODS, INC., RELATING TO

EASEMENT, UTILITY EASEMENTS, REPAIR EASEMENTS

AND SUCH RIGHTS AND DUTIES AS BETWEEN THE PARTIES AS FURTHER SET FORTH THEREIN. [ON—SITE

ES PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

1994 AND RECORDED
AMENDED BY INSTRUMENT RECORDED DECEMBER
BEING PLOTTED]

AND THE MUNICIPALITY IN AND TO THE SOUTH 33
[PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

1986 AND
BETWEEN BANK OF RAVENSWOOD, AS TRUSTEE
OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS. [PLOTTED ON THE

EASTERLY LOT LINES OF LOT 8, AS SHOWN IN THE
AS DOCUMENT 87677623. [PLOTTED ON THE

L. NON—EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT FOR SERVING THE SUBDIVISION AND OTHER PROPERTY WITH ELECTRIC,

SERVICES AS SHOWN ON PLAT OF ARLINGTON
AS DOCUMENT 87677623. [PLOTTED ON THE

FOR THE BENEFIT OF OTHER OWNERS, AS
VE SUBDIVISION RECORDED DECEMBER 29, 1987 AS

G TO THE EASEMENTS DESCRIBED IN PARCELS 2,
ATING SUCH EASEMENTS. (B) RIGHTS OF THE
E CONCURRENT USE OF THE EASEMENTS.

NT OVER PART OF THE LAND INCLUDED IN THE
AS DOCUMENT 89189371. [PLOTTED ON THE

D CROSS ACCESS EASEMENTS RECORDED JULY 7,
RECORDED APRIL 5, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99322485.

12, 1994 AS DOCUMENT 94606879 MADE BY THE
EDISON COMPANY GRANTING AN EASEMENT FOR
ILITIES AS SHOWN ON EXHIBIT "A” ATTACHED

RDED AS DOCUMENT 85208638 MADE BY BANK OF
DATED DECEMBER 15, 1985 AND KNOWN AS
NGTON HEIGHTS, AND THE PROVISIONS CONTAINED

MENTS MADE BY AND BETWEEN ARLINGTON, L.L.C.,
OF CHICAGO, AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST

ITRUST NUMBER 118561—01, GRANTORS AND

Y9 AS DOCUMENT 99322485, OVER THE LAND.

UNE 14, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99569377, AMERICAN
AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST AGREEMENT DATED JULY
S5RANTOR AND ARLINGTON, LLC, GRANTEE.

EASEMENTS MADE BY AND BETWEEN ARLINGTON,
PANY OF CHICAGO, AS TRUSTEE UNDER TRUST
ITRUST NUMBER 118561—01 RECORDED APRIL 5,
THE LAND, AND THE TERMS AND PROVISIONS
THE DRAWING]

ON HEIGHTS CONTAINED IN THE PLAT OF THE
, 1999 AS DOCUMENT 99569378 AFFECTING ALL OF
RUCTED THEREON. [PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

fiE DEED RECORDED AUGUST 31, 1937 AS

» FOOT BUILDING LINE WEST OF THE WEST LINE OF
ART OF THE CONSIDERATION THEREOF THE

IHE LAND TO THE NORTH, AGREED THAT ANY

REOF WILL BE SUBJECT TO A 42 FOOT BUILDING
ROAD AND TO A 42 FOOT BUILDING LINE FROM
ADDITION TO THE BUILDINGS THEN LOCATED ON

N THE 42 FOOT BUILDING LINE SO ESTABLISHED.

Y COMMISSIONER OF THE TOWNSHIP OF WHEELING
ISON AND THE HIGHWAY COMMISSIONER OF THE
ECTRIC SERVICE TO THE EXISTING BUILDINGS AND
T PER LETTER FROM COMMONWEALTH EDISON TO
F BEING PLOTTED]

AND QUASI-PUBLIC UTILITIES FOR THE RIGHT TO
TY POLES, OVERHEAD WIRES, METAL LIGHT

5, TOGETHER WITH THE RIGHT OF ACCESS THERETO
PREPARED BY GREMLEY AND BIEDERMANN, INC.

RY 19, 1999. AFFECTS PARCEL 4. [COPY OF PLAT
TED ON THE DRAWING]

SS ACCESS EASEMENTS MADE BY AND BETWEEN
ND TRUST COMPANY OF CHICAGO, AS TRUSTEE
D KNOWN AS TRUST NUMBER 118561-01,
[PLOTTED ON THE DRAWING]

OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS CONTAINED IN DOCUMENT
F GRANT OF SIDEWALK EASEMENT” RECORDED MAY
HE NORTHERLY LINE OF LOT 1. [PLOTTED ON THE

'HE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

PANEL NO. 170056—0005-B WITH AN EFFECTIVE
- THE PROPERTY FALLS WITHIN A SPECIAL FLOOD
WITHIN ZONE "C” (AREA OF MINIMAL FLOODING).

FSS TO AND FROM RAND ROAD AND ARLINGTON
LY DEDICATED, USED AND MAINTAINED STREETS OR

UARE FEET OR 10.994 ACRES. PARCEL 2 CONTAINS

ILDING
UILDING

EET ADDRESSES AND ZONING

PMENT

PMENT

PMENT

PMENT

2. VICINITY MAP.
3. FLOOD ZONE DESIGNATION.
4. LAND AREA.

1. MONUMENTS PLACED OR FOUND AT BOUNDARY CORNERS OF THE PROPERTY.

6. ZONING CLASSIFICATION AND APPLICABLE SETBACK, HEIGHT AND FLOOR AREA RESTRICTIONS. 7(a).
EXTERIOR DIMENSIONS OF ALL BUILDINGS AT GROUND LEVEL.

8. SUBSTANTIAL VISIBLE IMPROVEMENTS.
9. PARKING AREAS AND STRIPING.
10. INDICATION OF ACCESS TO A PUBLIC WAY.

11(b). LOCATION OF UTILITIES AS DETERMINED BY OBSERVED EVIDENCE AND PLANS PROVIDED.

14. OBSERVABLE EVIDENCE OF EARTH MOVING WORK
15. ANY CHANGES IN STREET RIGHT—OF—WAY LINES

ALTA/ACSM LAND

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
COUNTY OF DUPAGE ) SS

[, EDWARD J.
NEW PLAN EXCEL REALTY TRUST, INC.,
ARLINGTON,

OR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION. (NONE FOUND)
CONTEMPLATED OR PROPOSED. (NO)

TITLE SURVEY

MOLLOY, AN ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR, HEREBY CERTIFY TO:

ITS SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS:
LLC;

FIDELITY NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY OF NEW YORK;
THAT THIS PLAT AND THE SURVEY ON WHICH IT IS BASED WERE MADE (i) IN ACCORDANCE WITH
"MINIMUM STANDARD DETAIL REQUIREMENTS FOR ALTA/ACSM LAND TITLE SURVEYS” JOINTLY ESTABLISHED

AND ADOPTED BY THE AMERICAN LAND TITLE ASSOCI

ATION (ALTA), THE AMERICAN CONGRESS ON

SURVEYING & MAPPING (ACSM) AND THE NATIONAL SOCIETY OF PROFESSIONAL SURVEYORS (NSPS) IN

1999, AND INCLUDES ITEMS 2, 3, 4, 6, 7(a), 8, 9,

10, 11(b), 14 AND 15 OF TABLE "A” THEREOF

AND INCLUDES THE METROPOLITAN REQUIREMENTS, AND (ii) PURSUANT TO THE ACCURACY STANDARDS
AS ADOPTED BY ALTA, NSPS AND ACSM AND IN EFFECT ON THE DATE OF THIS CERTIFICATION, |
FURTHER CERTIFY THAT THE POSITIONAL UNCERTAINTIES RESULTING FROM THE SURVEY MEASUREMENTS
MADE ON THE SURVEY DO NOT EXCEED THE ALLOWABLE POSITIONAL TOLERANCE. DIMENSIONS ARE

SHOWN IN FEET AND DECIMAL PARTS THEREOF.

DATED AT BENSENVILLE, ILLINOIS THIS 17TH DAY OF MAY , A.D. 2004
EDWARD J. MOLLOY
ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR NO. 1617

MY LICENSE EXPIRES NOVEMBER 30, 2004 AND IS RENEWABLE
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EX. TREN

UTILITY NOTES
@ 7 LF 2" TYPE K COPPER WATER SERVICE WITH CURB STOP

MAKE PRESSURE CONNECTION TO EXISTING 8" WATER MAIN IN
ACCORDANCE WITH ALL VILLAGE REQUIREMENTS.

14 LF 4" D.. PIPE SANITARY SEWER S=4.00%

20 LF 4" D.l. PIPE SANITARY SEWER S=4.00%

4 LF 6" D.I. PIPE SANITARY SEWER S=7.50%

4 LF 6" PVC SDR 26 SANITARY SEWER S=6.50%

EXTERIOR CLEAN OUT—SEE DETAIL SHEET C-3

48" DIAMETER INSPECTION MANHOLE. RIM=699.10. INV=693.01.

1000 GALLON GREASE TRAP. SEE DETAIL SHEET C-3.
RIM=699.13(NW). RIM=699.16(SE). INV=693.31.

NEW 6" WYE CONNECTION TO EXISTING 8" SANITARY SEWER.
EX. 8" INV=E692.67 (VERIFY!). 6" INV=692.75.

SAW CUT AND REMOVE EXISTING ASPHALT PAVEMENT. PAVEMENT
REPLACEMENT SHALL BE PER FIRE LANE PAVEMENT DETAIL SHEET C-3.
MEET EXISTING PAVEMENT GRADE ALONG SAW CUT LINES, AND

GRADE ALL NEW PAVEMENT TO DRAIN.

CONTRACTOR SHALL USE EXTREME CARE NOT TO DISTURB OR DAMAGE
EXISTING SANITARY SEWER DURING GREASE TRAP EXCAVATION AND
INSTALLATION. ANY SEWER DISTURBED BY THE CONTRACTOR'S OPERATIONS
SHALL BE REPLACED IN KIND IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL VILLAGE AND
MWRD REQUIREMENTS AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER.

INSTALL FILTER FABRIC EROSION CONTROL FILTRATION SYSTEM IN THE
EXISTING STORM STRUCTURE TO PREVENT ERODED MATERIAL FROM
ENTERING THE STORM SEWER SYSTEM DURING THE CONSTRUCTION
PROJECT. SEE DETAIL, SHEET C-3.

® O 0 WEQELV®E

@)

NOTE:

Prior to the start of construction, the contractor shall expose

any utilities or other obstructions to be crossed by the
GENERAL NOTES proposed sewer, and shall notify the engineer immediately if

. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE EXACT LOCATION OF EACH BUILDING

there are any conflicts with the proposed sewer grade.

UTILITY SERVICE LINE FROM THE PLUMBING AND/OR MECHANICAL DRAWINGS

OPERATES

24 HOURS

365 DAYS

CALL JULIE 1-800-892-0123

WITH THE FOLLOWING:

COUNTY COOK
CITY=TOWNSHIP ARLINGTON HEIGHTS

SEC. & 1/4 SEC. NO.#_W1/2 22-38-9

48 HOURS BEFORE YOU DIG
CLUDING SAT., SUN. & HOLIDAYS

SPECIAL NOTE:

SPECIAL NOTE
CONTRACTOR SHALL INSURE THAT

Existing grades and improvements are shown from the best ALL NEW ASPHALT PAVEMENT AREAS

information available and must be verified in the field by the ARE GRADED WITH PROPER DRAINAGE.
contractor prior to the start of construction. Any discrepancy
with the plan shall be immediately reported to the engineer.

NOTE: NEW WATER
METER TO BE INSIDE
OF BUILDING

ASPHALT PAVEMENT

N 89'45'45"

AND SHALL COORDINATE UTILITY SERVICE LINE LOCATION WITH SAME.
. CONTRACTOR SHALL COORDINATE ALL WORK WITH UTILITY COMPANIES (SEWER, SPECIAL NOTE
WATER, ELECTRIC, GAS, TELEPHONE, ETC.)

. BACKFILL TRENCHES WITH SELECTED GRANULAR BACKFILL COMPACTED The locations of existing underground utilities, such as water mains, sewers, gas lines, electric lines,
TO 95% OF MODIFIED PROCTOR MAXIMUM DENSITY IN 8” LIFTS. telephone lines, etc., as shown on the plans have been determined from the best available
REMOVE AND REINSTALL EXISTING PIPE BOLLARDS AS REQUIRED TO INSTALL information and is given for the convenience of the contractor. However, the engineer and owner do
NEW SANITARY SEWERS/WATER SERVICE. not assume responsibility for the accuracy of the locations shown. It shall be the contractor’s

responsibility to contact all utility companies and their facilities shall be located prior to any work.

PORTIONS OR ALL OF THE CIVIL ENGINEERING DRAWINGS FOR THIS PROJECT MAY BE TRANSMITTED TO THE CLIENT AS ELECTRONIC CADD FILES. THE ENGINEER MAKES NO WARRANTIES, EITHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, REGARDING THE

SUITABILITY OF THE ELECTRONIC DRAWING DATA FILES FOR ANY PURPOSE. DIMENSIONS OF ALL IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN ON THE HARD—COPY DRAWINGS TRANSMITTED TO THE CLIENT SHALL GOVERN OVER THE LOCATION OF THE
CONSULTANTS, P.C., ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES AND SUBCONSULTANTS WITH RESPECT TO ANY DEFECT ERROR OR OMISSION IN THE DATA. NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C. ALONE RETAINS ALL OWNERSHIP, COPYRIGHT

ELECTRONIC FILES DELIVERED AND THE PRINTED HARD—COPY CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS. THE RECEIVER SHALL COMPARE THE DATA WITH AVAILABLE HARD COPIES. IN THE EVENT OF A CONFLICT BETWEEN THE SIGNED CONSTRUCTION
DOCUMENTS AND ELECTRONIC FILES, THE SIGNED OR SEALED HARD—COPY CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS SHALL GOVERN. THE ENGINEER DOES NOT WARRANT THE ACCURACY OR LONG TERM STABILITY OF THE CADD FILES DUE TO DATA
TRANSMISSION VIA EITHER DISK OR E—MAIL, TRANSLATION, INCOMPATIBILITY WITH RECEIVING SYSTEMS, HARDWARE OR SOFTWARE OR WITH REGARDS TO ANY Y2K RELATED PROBLEMS. INFORMATION IN THIS ELECTRONIC DATA FILE IS
NOT GUARANTEED ACCURATE AND SHALL NOT BE MODIFIED OR TRANSFERRED TO ANY OTHER PARTY WITHOUT WRITTEN PERMISSION OF NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C. THE RECEIVER BY ACCEPTANCE OF THIS CADD
FILE VIA EITHER E—MAIL OR DISK AGREES TO DEFEND, INDEMNIFY, AND HOLD NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS, P.C., ITS OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES AND SUBCONSULTANTS HARMLESS FROM ALL CLAIMS, LOSSES, EXPENSES
AND ATTORNEYS FEES ARISING OUT OF THE UNAUTHORIZED MODIFICATION OR ANY USE OF THESE MATERIALS. THE RECEIVER SHALL MAKE NO CLAIM NOR INITIATE ANY ACTION IN LAW OR EQUITY AGAINST NORTHWESTERN ENGINEERING
AND OTHER INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY INTERESTS IN THIS DATA.

IMPROVEMENTS AS LOCATED IN THE CADD FILES. THE CADD FILES HAVE BEEN PREPARED FOR THE SOLE PURPOSE OF PREPARING A SET OF 1 INCH EQUALS 20 FEET PAPER DRAWINGS. DIFFERENCES MAY EXIST BETWEEN THE

THE RECEIVER OF ELECTRONIC DATA TRANSMISSION BY USE THEREOF UNDERSTANDS AND AGREES AS FOLLOWS:

BENCHMARK:

BENCHMARK NO. 1=701.12=ELEVATION OF NORTH UPPER
FLANGE BOLT ON FIRE HYDRANT 14’ NORTHWEST AND
41’ SOUTHWEST OF THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE

PETCO TRUCK DOCK. (NAVD 1988 DATUM).

20 0 20 40

SCALE: 1"=20’

e —

(847) 520-8410
184-002695 EXPIRES 4-30-15

LAND SURVEYORS

ENGINEERING

SITE PLANNERS
PALATINE, ILLINOIS 60067

CONSULTANTS, P.C.

NORTHWESTERN

675 N. NORTH COURT
ILLINOIS PROFESSIONAL DESIGN FIRM LICENSE NO.

UTILITY PLAN
CHUCK E. CHEESE’'S PIZZA
RD & RAND RD

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, ILLINOIS

NOTE: PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTOR SHALL
EXCAVATE TO DETERMINE THE EXACT ELEVATIONS OF THE EXISTING

12" STORM SEWER AND 8" WATER MAIN AT THE PROPOSED SANITARY
SEWER CROSSINGS. NOTIFY ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY OF ANY DIFFERENCE
WITH THE EXISTING UTILITY GRADES SHOWN.

NOTE: CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE AN ALTERNATE PRICE BID TO
LOWER EXISTING 8” WATER MAIN IF REQUIRED AT THE TWO NEW
SANITARY SEWER CROSSINGS.

NOTE: CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE AN ALTERNATE PRICE BID PER
LINEAL FOOT TO REMOVE AND REINSTALL THE EXISTING 12" STORM
SEWER IF IT IS REQUIRED FOR THE PROPER INSTALLATION OF THE

NEW GREASE TRAP.
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CHECKED BY: MKs
DATE: 11-20-14
SCALE: 1"=20"
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817 354-6010

JAMES M. HAMILL, A.L.A.
221 BEDFORD ROAD, SUITE 212

BEDFORD, TX 76022
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CEC LEASE LINE
® /.

El ” i 5
93'-3" (EXT'G. — V.LF.) O

©

18'-10"

T.0. EXT'G. PARAPET

REMOVED

EL. +£127'-3"

V.ILF.

<

CORNICE TO BE .~ |

CORNICE TO BE
REMOVED

OUTLINE OF NEW
ARCH. FEATURE
FOR REFERENCE

CEC LEASE LINE

B.0. PRECAST
WALL PANEL

EL. £109°-10"
V.IF.

CUT PORTION OF
CURB FOR NEW
STOREFRONT
DOOR

FIN. FLOOR

e

.
.

====c=c=x==
===========3

p——————————

INSTALL NEW ((6) COLUMNS
AND' LINTELS [AS  INDICATED.

(SIZE TBD.)

— | | .1

| =] |

EL. £100'-0"

12'-0" \\ \’(EXT’G. TO REMAIN)

A*T
E

\_ CUT PORTION OF EXT'G. EXTERIOR
01 DEMO - FRONT ELEVATION PRECAST WALL PANEL AS INDICATED.

\—DEMO EXT'G. \— EXT'G. CURB

CUT PORTION OF EXT'G. EXTERIOR

DOOR AND TO REMAIN. PRECAST WALL PANEL AS INDICATED.
SOE 1/6=T0" PREPARE FOR NEW WORK. FRAME TYP. PREPARE FOR NEW WORK.
' REMOVE EXT'G. STOREFRONT. CUT PORTION OF
REMOVE EXT'G. FIRE DEPARTMENT P
CONNECTION, SAVE FOR DOORS
RELOCATION.
NEW 8' CEC L0GO (64 SF) AND (01)(02)
NEW 30" LETTERS (56.25 SQ. FT.).
@ S @ NEW ENTRY ELEMENT AND @ @
93'-3" (EXT'G. — V.LF.) SIGNS BY CEC :
18'-10" 47-8" 26'-8 1/2”
13-4 .
| I|
| |
RTU BEYOND |
T.0. ARCH PARAPET - ,
I I I : | RTU'S TO BE SCREENED BY ARCH .
' N i ELEMENT. ALL RTU'S VISIBLE FROM
= | THE STREET VIEW TO BE SCREENED
D 0 i IN' COMPLIANCE WITH LOCAL | |
TO. PARAPET SN L K , REQUIREMENTS.
EL £131-0 1/277 |
. ~ ' |
T.0. EXT'G. PARAPET 3 | 7 ] |
EL £127-3" Vi DN 7 i | ,'
V.IF. / <D ] [
TE'E ' Eﬂf_g%— PP PANTOOLORS —— — | e e LR e ——
VIF. 10 REMAIN AS—IS. EXT'G. PAINT COLORS ™ |
PATCH AND REPAR AS 4 TO REMAIN AS-IS. |
REQUIRED. WATCH ExTs. <G1D PATCH AND REPAR AS |
DARK BRONZE STOREFRONT = REQUIRED. MATCH EXTG. |
TO MATCH EXT®G. & | . !
B.0. FINISH | o i ~ I ! @’ | L
oo, et g Moz \ |
wa paneL | 1,1 < / " / | <19 i |
EL. £109°—107 ' ! ya W, _ T 7 | 7
ZHZ]Z i | 717 TZMM 7 [ = MMMz 1712
REUAN. PATCH AND & | 1 | 2 |
: I / AN
REPAIR AS REQUIRED. AV | 717 |/ S / L / — /7 7/
PAINT TO MATCH EXT'G, o ~ 7 rrrh
/ / / = ! / / / / / / 4 4
FIN. FLOOR 7 7 7 \ WE"H‘L‘\ / / / IIIIIII / AN |d / IIIIIII / / / |
EL. £100-0" i \ Z
PDJACENT LEASE |, CEC LEASE RELOCATED NEW "CEC RED DARK BRONZE KNOX Box\‘®wp CEC LEASE |, ADIACENT LEASE

FIRE

00)_PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION  ¥7i

SCALE: 1/8"=1'-0"

RTU TO BE SCREENED
FROM STEET VIEW BY

ARCH ELEMENT. l_@

S

_|.|

£24'-0"

7

_T.0. ARCH_PARAPET
EL 1371 1/2 -

_T.0. PARAPET
EL. £131-0 1/2 -

| T.0. EXT'G. PARAPET &

EL. +127'-3"
V.LF.

_B.O. FINISH & i
EL. £ 113-10" RTU B

DOORS”

:|:41_2n
EXT'G.-V.LF.)

STOREFRONT TO
MATCH EXISTING
(TYP.)

I
i T.0. EXT'G. PARAPET
I

([

SIDE ELEVATION
03

SCALE: 1/8"=1'-0"

GENERAL NOTES

1. SIGN COMPANY SHALL OBTAIN ALL REQUIRED SIGNAGE PERMITS PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION OF NEW WORK AND REPAIRS.

2. PAINTED FEATURES: ALL DOWNSPOUTS, SCUPPERS, ELECTRICAL
PANELS, GRILLES, CONDUIT AND PIPING, VISIBLE TO PUBLIC, SHALL BE
PAINTED TO MATCH ADJACENT MATERIAL FINISH AND BANDING, U.N.O.

3. UNPAINTED ITEMS: DO NOT PAINT OVER SECURITY CAMERAS,
SECURITY/FIRE ALARM BELLS AND ASSOCIATED PUMPS FIXTURES
FITTINGS AND OTHER LIFE SAFETY FIXTURES. DO NOT PAINT OVER
ELECTRICAL AND PLUMBING LABELS.

4. VEGETATION: ALL PLANTS, TREES, VEGETATION, GARDEN BEDS AND
ASSOCIATED PATHWAYS TO BE PROTECTED FROM ANY PHYSICAL OR
PAINT DAMAGE PRIOR TO PAINTING. PLANTS TO BE TRIMMED AND
MAINTAINED PER INSTRUCTION FROM C.E.C. ENTERTAINMENT INC.

EXTERIOR ELEVATION LEGEND

A4.01 SIGNAGE — LOGO: PROVIDE ILLUMINATED "CHUCK E LOGO” SIGNAGE.

SIGN COMPANY TO PROVIDE AND INSTALL SIGNAGE. POWER THROUGH TIME
CLOCK.

A4.02 SIGNAGE — LETTERS: SIGN COMPANY TO PROVIDE AND INSTALL
ILLUMINATED CHUCK E CHEESE LETTERING SIGNAGE. SIGN COMPANY TO
PROVIDE AND INSTALL ALL ITEMS REQUIRED FOR A COMPLETE INSTALLATION.
POWER THROUGH TIME CLOCK.

A4.03  SIGNAGE — HOURS DECAL: G.C. TO INSTALL HOURS OF OPERATION
DECAL ON DOOR. SEE ELEVATION FOR LOCATION.

A4.04 SIGNAGE — ADDRESS: G.C. TO PROVIDE AND INSTALL ADDRESS
SIGNAGE, SEE EXTERIOR ELEVATION FOR LOCATION AND SIZES.

A4.05 CANOPY — SIGN COMPANY TO PROVIDE AND INSTALL PRE—FINISHED
METAL CANOPY

A4.06 TERON ZENITH W SMALL LIGHT: G.C. TO INSTALL AND PROVIDE
POWER TO 15"SQ. ZENITH W SMALL LIGHT.

A4.07 REVEAL: "V" GROOVE REVEAL — SEE DETAIL 09/A7.2.

A4.08 ADA SIGNAGE: ADA DECAL SYMBOL APPLIED TO MAIN ENTRANCE DOOR.

A4.09 DOOR BELL: PROVIDE DOOR BELL AT SERVICE DOOR FOR DELIVERIES
AT 72" AFF. SEE ELECTRICAL DRAWINGS.

EXTERIOR ELEVATION LEGEND

7 ) [ EL. £127'-3"
AN e v e ]
é __T.0. STOREFRONT ¢ T ——
% \E/Ll-Fi109 =10 /////////////////////////////////////// ____________________________________________________________________
g Ar +55 FT ;,j k4T e .
) L 1T e
gs I
% FIN. FLOOR 69 --------------------------------------------------------
g I T
7 FIN. FLOOR i/ 1
EL. £100-0" ﬁ—@
RTU SIGHT LINE N "% W. RAND ROAD
04 SCALE: 1" = 20"

PANELIZED STONE VENEER: VERSETTA STONE.
TYPE — TERRA ROSA VENEER

STYLE- LEDGE

COLOR - TAN

HOLLYBERRY RED
PAINT SAND

EIFS DRYVIT SYSTEM SAND BLAST TEXTURE
— TO MATCH P-12 SAND SW2059

BUCKSKIN #449 BASE: PASTEL

EIFS DRYVIT SYSTEM SAND BLAST

TEXTURE — TO MATCH P-14 CANOE

SW 2043

PAINT CANOE

PAINT AUGUST MOON.

EXISTING METAL COPING AND PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN
EXISTING EIFS CORNICE AND PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN

EXISTING EIFS WALL AND PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN
EXISTING EIFS ACCENT BAND AND PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN

EXISTING GROOVED PRECAST WALL PANEL AND PAINT COLOR TO
REMAIN.

SO © OO &

1. P=1 HOLLYBERRY RED USED ON EXTERIOR METALS.
METAL PRIMER — SW KEN KROMICK UNIVERSAL PRIMER, B50Z
SERIES.METAL PAINT — CUSTOM FORMULA: BASE — SW INDUSTRIAL
ENAMEL SAFETY RED — B54R38 TINTED TO THE FOLLOWING: 844
COLORANTS - QV-40, QR-32, TW-16 THESE COLORANTS ARE 844
COLORANTS THAT ARE AVAILABLE AT SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMMERCIAL
STORES. EXTERIOR SUBSTRATES (DRYVIT AND METALS) BASE — EXTERIOR
ACCENTS LATEX SEMI-GLOSS MATCHED TO HOLLYBERRY RED.

2. P—12 SAND SW2059 - USED ON EXTERIOR DRYVIT
MASONRY PRIMER — SW LOXON MASONRY PRIMER, A24W300.
MASONRY PAINT — A—100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES. (TWO
COATS MINIMUM)
CMU BLOCK — HEAVY DUTY BLOCK FILLER, B42W46.
CMU PAINT — A-100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES. (TWO COATS
MINIMUM
METAL P)RIMER — KEN KROMIK UNIVERSAL METAL PRIMER, B50Z SERIES
ON METAL FLASHING. PAINT — DTM B66W201

3. P-14 CANOE SW2043 USED ON EXTERIOR DRYVI.
PRIMER — SW LOXON MASONRY PRIMER, A24W300.
PANT — FORMULA BASE A—100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES.
(TWO COATS)
CANOE SW2043 TO BE USED ON EXTERIOR CMU
PRIMER — SW HEAVY DUTY BLOCK FILLER, B42W46. BLOCK MUST BE
FILLED TO BE PIN HOLE FREE
PANT — FORMULA BASE A-100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES.
(TWO COATS)

4. P—15 AUGUST MOON SW2119 USED ON EXTERIOR DRYVIT AND
METALS.
MASONRY PRIMER — SW LOXON MASONRY PRIMER, A24W300
MASONRY PAINT — A—100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES. (TWO
COATS MINIMUM)
CMU BLOCK — HEAVY DUTY BLOCK FILLER, B42@46.
CMU PAINT — A-100 EXTERIOR LATEX SATIN, A82 SERIES. (TWO
COATS MINIMUM)
METAL PRIMER — KEN KROMIK UNIVERSAL METAL PRIMER, B50Z
SERIES ON METAL FLASHING. (PAINT — DTM B66W201)

817 354-6010

JAMES M. HAMILL, A.l.A.
221 BEDFORD ROAD, SUITE 212

BEDFORD, TX 76022

ARCHITECTURE - PLANNING - DESIGN
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® ® © o

1933 (B~ VIF)
ADJACENT LEASE CEC LEASE ﬁg;ﬁéﬁ.}r‘;‘{sﬂ CEC LEASE ADJACENT LEASE
(56.25 50. FT.
47'-8"
13-4 15 200" 134"
1LY PIG-EXTG. METAL COPING

371 1/2 AND PAINT COLOR TO REMAMN,

PROPOSED FRONT ELEVATION - N.T.S

NEW STANDING SEAM METAL AWNING: NEW ARCH METAL COPING: PAINT
- PRE-FINISHED, PURPLE WITH RED STRIPE D P15, AUGUST MOON SW2118,

EXISTING METAL COPING: PAINT
COLOR TO REMAIN, P16,

NEW PANELIZED STONE VENNER: M-1,
VERSETTA STONE

EXISTING EIFS CORNICE: PAINT
COLOR TO REMAIN, P17

NEW EIFS CHECKER BOARD WALL:
E1 - PAINT P-12, SAND SW2059,

NEW EIFS CHECKER BOARD WALL: EXISTING EIFS WALL: PAINT
EZ - PAINT P14, CANOE SW2043, COLOR TO REMAIN, P-18.

EXISTING EIFS ACCENT BAND:

NEW EIFS CORNICE: PAINT P-15,
AUGUST MOON SW2118, PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-18.

EXISTING FRONT ELEVATION

EXISTING GROOVED PRECAST

COLOR LEGEND WALL PANEL: PAINT COLOR TO

REMAIN, P20,

ELEVATIONS OF EXISTING STREET FACADES

e e o
CHUCK E. CHEESE’S PIZZA |I: w |
ANNEX OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS SHOPPING CENTER — - N |
41 WEST RAND ROAD JAMES M. HAMILL, AIA
ARLINGTION HEIGHTS, IL. 60004 ARCHITECTURE-PLANNING-DESIGN

221 BEDFORD ROAD, SUITE 212, BEDFORD, TX 76022 (817) 354-6010



(S PAINT P-4 (SAND)

‘ | . / . -
R PAINT P-11 (CANOE)

VERSETTA STONE (TAN)

- s
METAL AWNING
(CORSICAN PURPLE)

PAINT P-1 (HOLLYBERRY RED)
CHUCK E CHEESE'S
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JAMES M. HAMILL, AIA
ARCHITECTURE-PLANNING-DESIGN
221 BEDFORD ROAD, SUITE 212, BEDFORD, TX 76022 (817) 354-6010

PETITIONER NAME: LORENA GATSOS

DATE: JANUARY 20, 2015
PROJECT: CHUCK E. CHEESE'S
LOCATION: ANNEX OF ARLINGTON HEIGHTS SHOPPING CENTER

41 W. RAND ROAD
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, IL. 60004

MATERIAL LIST:

9.

. NEW STOREFRONT: DARK BRONZE TO MATCH EXISTING.
. NEW STANDING SEAM METAL AWNING: PRE-FINISHED, PURPLE WITH RED STRIPE.

. NEW PANELIZED STONE VENNER: M-1, VERSETTA STONE.

TYPE - TERRA ROSA VENEER
STYLE- LEDGE
COLOR - TAN

. NEW MAIN ENTRANCE CEC RED DOORS: PRE-FINISHED P-1, HOLLYBERRY RED.

METAL PRIMER - SW KEN KROMICK UNIVERSAL PRIMER, B50Z SERIES.METAL PAINT -
CUSTOM FORMULA: BASE - SW INDUSTRIAL ENAMEL SAFETY RED - B54R38 TINTED
TO THE FOLLOWING: 844 COLORANTS - QV-40, QR-32, TW-16 THESE COLORANTS
ARE 844 COLORANTS THAT ARE AVAILABLE AT SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMMERCIAL
STORES. EXTERIOR SUBSTRATES (METALS) BASE - EXTERIOR ACCENTS LATEX
SEMI-GLOSS MATCHED TO HOLLYBERRY RED.

. NEW EIFS CHECKER BOARD WALL: E1 - PAINT P-12, SAND SW2059.
. NEW EIFS CHECKER BOARD WALL: E2 - PAINT P-14, CANOE SW2043.

. NEW EIFS CORNICE: PAINT P-15, AUGUST MOON SwW2119.

NEW ARCH METAL COPING: PAINT P-15, AUGUST MOON SW2119.

10. EXISTING METAL COPING: PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-16.

11. EXISTING EIFS CORNICE: PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-17.

12. EXISTING EIFS WALL: PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-18.

13. EXISTING EIFS ACCENT BAND: PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-19.

14. EXISTING GROOVED PRECAST WALL PANEL: PAINT COLOR TO REMAIN, P-20.



Dimensional

Data

(1272 - 25Tons)
Accessories

All dimensions are in inches.

—Fresh Air Hood
(Manuat)

Harizontal Units

Fresh Air Hood
{(Manual)

Downflow Units

]!

————

Power Exhoust with Downflow
Economizers Only End Paonel View

62

Panel Economizer

Horizantal Units

Stonderd End Ponel
/ of Unit

When applying economizer to horizontal units,
connecting ductwork must be run full size to
allow proper operation of economizer damper.

STANDARD END
PANEL OF UNIT

Power Exhoust with Downflow

Table DD-1

Unit

Model # A B

YC*150-151-180,210 17 53% 36

YC*181, 21301 9% 64% 39

Notes

1 Horizontal dimension only. Downflow economizer is width
ofend panel

2 Power exhaust is applied on downfiow economizer only

RT-PRCO01-EN



% TRANE'

Dimensional 12%2Ton (High Efficiency)
Data 121/2, 15, 17%2Ton (Standard Efficiency)

All dimensions are in inches.

— \
n spe” 1
-
/ Py

FLTER
ACCESS DOOR [
NORIZONTAL

oMY

S )
s ]
\f 5 15167
1/2° NPT GAS IRETY S i :”a. J L ymom woce 5
(YC*1808-4 ~ 3/4 NPT) s 172 (UNIT CONTROL WRES:
(vce200c-w = 374 npT) 1% WIE }//

e SERVICE GAUCE

70 13167 PORT AGCESS

%

" OA. HOLL
{UNIT POWER WIRES)

11/ PERIMETER s rye £ P
CURB FLANGE / 754

Note: o : i

Duct flanges mount 7-7/16" down inside 776 & 7ot

the curb on the 1-1/2" curb flanges. See
recommended duct dimensions on the

next page.
Roofcurb is intended for downflow use
only.

14 116" ./

712 ¢ L
102 14

Downflow Unit Clearance

DOWNFLOW - 36

Pl

~—
—

CLEARANCE FROM —

TOP OF UNIT 72°

CLEARANCE 48°

RT-PRCO01-EN



é TRANE

Dimensional 12%2Ton (High Efficiency)
Data 1 21/2, 1 5, 172 Ton (standard Efficiency)

All dimensions are in inches. 1"
2 ~
~y 17 7/8°
Downflow Duct Ci jons — Field Fabricated >
59 7/16"
~
> BENE P
< 52 1/2" N 1
’
11\
i A . PERIMETER
s 14116 32 CURB FLANGE
/ 4 v
; | o
7716 -, 2 oS

\ - K
Note: 2 & 7

Duct flanges mount 7-7/16° down inside the #

curb on the 1-1/2" curb flanges.

Roofcurb is intended for downflow use only.

CLEARANCE 48
. CLEARANCE 60
Horizontal Unit Supply/Return and Unit
Clearance

FILTER ACCESS DOOR
HORIZONTAL UNITS

SUPPLY

CONNECTION
1.0 NPT

\41 ° cwxm@ 38

CLEARANCE 18 ~

RF-PRCOO1-EN 59



Dimensional 15 - 25Tons (High Efficiency)
Data 20, 25Ton (Standard Efficiency)

All dimensions are in inches.

a3 /18"

122 /16

. / | t
N e
LOW HEAT 1/2° WPT .
A% DRET ~ 2/8° A, WO

LE
ace! WAL 3" NPT W A {omr"Conmaoe wats)

IO HOLE
\/ (UNIT POWER WRES)

=
112 PERIMETER e
Note: CURB FLANGE - P
Duct flanges mount 7-7/16" down inside the e 9% - Lo A %,
curb on the 1-1/2" curb flanges. See
ded duct dimensions on the next L4, s
U i é&
Roofcurb is intended for downflow use only. A\ P m »
116 A b £ | 1
7‘}’ 81

nrye

Downflow Unit Clearance

DOWNFLOW - 36

/:—:\\ P
S|
CLEARANCE 68° e UNIT OUTLINE

CLEARANCE FROM
TOP OF UNIT 72°

< — N
"’ ~_ > CLEARANCE 48°
EARA 60"

60 RT-PRCOO1-EN



é TRANE

Dimensional 15 - 25Tons (High Efficiency)
Data 20, 25Ton (standard Efficiency)

All dimensions are in inches. 1"
/ S
T 19516
Downflow Duct C — Field Fabricated >
73716
- A e
1> 26 5/16° 2
< 66 1/2" < s
”
11\2°
i ‘ ) PERIMETER
s :4 116 , S CURB FLANGE
/ y ;

77/16"
Note:
Duct flanges mount 7-7/16" down
inside the curb on the 1-1/2" curb
flanges.
Roofcurb is intended for downflow use
only.

CLEARANCE 60

Horizontal Unit Supply/Return and Unit
Clearance

FILTER ACCESS DOOR
HORIZONTAL UNITS
ONLY

__HORIZONTAL
CONDENSATE
DRAIN

1 CONNECTION
-"‘1 1LONPT
CLEARANCE 18 24) 2% e
Gl o' CLEARANCE 38
|
e kL

RT-PRCOOT-EN 61





