
 CITY OF BATAVIA 
 

DATE: March 30, 2012 

TO: Zoning Board of Appeals, Plan Commission, and  

Historic Preservation Commission 

FROM: Joel Strassman, Planning and Zoning Officer 

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARINGS:  Variances and Conditional Use Permit, and 

Design Review and Certificate of Appropriateness for a 

McDonald’s Restaurant with Drive-Through                                    

125 West Wilson Street, McDonald’s USA, LLC, applicant 
 
Background 
 
A joint meeting of the Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA), Plan Commission (PC), and Historic 
Preservation Commission (HPC) is scheduled on April 4

th
.  The purpose for this joint meeting is for all 

bodies to conduct their review of this proposed McDonald’s restaurant with drive-through in an open 
meeting format.  The ZBA and PC will conduct public hearings for variances and for the conditional 
use for a drive-through restaurant, respectively.  The HPC will  review a Certificate of Appropriateness 
(COA), and the PC will additionally conduct Design Review for the proposed site conditions, 
including the review for outdoor dining. 
 
The property is zoned DMU Downtown Mixed Use and is classified as Downtown Mixed Use on the 
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Map.  All surrounding properties are identically zoned and classified, 
except for the Riverwalk to the north that is designated as Public Facilities and Institutional on both 
maps. 
 
On February 13

th
, the HPC conducted a study session to review the proposal.  The HPC commented 

that overall the project would be an improvement in the downtown.  They noted that the project would 
work well with the City’s Streetscape project.  
 
 
Information Provided by the Applicant 
 
McDonald’s proposes to replace its existing single drive-through, 4,908 square foot restaurant with a 
new double drive-through, 4,039 square foot restaurant.  Changes from the existing site include two 
drive-through ordering stations that funnel into a single lane leading to separated payment and pick-up 
windows.  Vehicular access and site circulation would function as the site now does.  The Wilson 
Street access is designed to integrate with the proposed access for Walgreen’s and Batavia Plaza on the 
south side of Wilson Street.  Ingress and egress points on Wilson would be separated more than they 
currently are, to provide a pedestrian refuge in between.  Other pedestrian amenities are proposed such 
as more pronounced pedestrian routes into and through the site, and coordination with the Downtown 
Streetscape project on both Wilson and Houston Streets. 
 
Building architecture reflects the corporate identity with additional cultured cobblestone accents to 
complement limestone that is prevalent in downtown Batavia.  Illuminated wall and freestanding signs 
are proposed, along with parking lot and access signage.  Site lighting would be provided by 
freestanding parking lot lights and building architecture accent lights.  A refuse enclosure is proposed 
adjacent to the north wall of the building. 
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Extensive site landscaping is proposed.  In addition to parking screening and integration with the 
Streetscape project, site accesses would be enhanced, the drive-through area would be landscaped, and 
parking lot islands with trees are proposed.  The outdoor dining area would also include landscaping.  
Along Wilson Street, a decorative wall and landscaped seating area are proposed. 
 
Proposed on-site parking largely complies with the Zoning Code.  A space for over-length vehicles is 
proposed to the north of the drive-through entrance. 
 
To accomplish all of the design elements in the proposal, McDonald’s has requested the following 
Variances from the Zoning Code: 
 
 Variance 1: Maximum 10’ front (Wilson Street) building setback 
 Variance 2: Minimum 10’ building setback to parking 

 Variance 3: Mulched planting area extending a minimum 5’ from the base of a freestanding sign 

Variance 4: Prohibition of (1) electronic changeable message signs in this historic district and 

(2) moving signs 

Variance 5: Vision glass on the front elevation (Wilson Street) from at least 2’ above grade to 

7’ above grade 

Variance 6: Vision glass on the rear elevation (Houston Street) from at least 2’ above grade to 

7’ above grade, with a minimum of 40% transparency on this elevation, and one 

pedestrian entry 

Variance 7: Wall mounted lights maximum of 15’ above grade 
 
 
Staff Analysis 
 
Overall, staff supports this proposal.  The proposed site design would be very similar to the existing 
site, allowing for use patterns that have been compatible with the downtown for many years.  Both the 
replacement building and proposed landscaping would improve the appearance of the site.  Pedestrian 
access would be enhanced and improved. 
 
The ZBA first needs to consider and make recommendations on all applicable Variances.  If the City 
Council does not approve any of the Variances, the project can still move forward with adjustments to 
the site plan to make it conform to the Zoning Code.  PC and HPC action will, of course, be dependent 
on final City Council action on the individual Variances and the Conditional Use. 
 
Variance 1:  Staff agrees with McDonald’s assertion that vehicle circulation around the building is 
necessary for safe and efficient drive-through and overall site operation.  To accomplish this, the 
building must be set back farther than the DMU District’s maximum building setback of 10 feet.  The 
site is now improved with a similar building in approximately the same location as the replacement 
structure.  Staff believes the findings of fact can be made, and supports this Variance. 
 
Variance 2:  The ten foot separation between parking and building is needed to provide safe and 
effective accessibility between the parking lot and building entrances.  This site is commonly used by 
pedestrians to walk between Wilson and Houston Streets.  As proposed, the separation between 
parking and building would result in a very narrow space in proximity to the main entrance door.  Only 
five feet of space is proposed between the door and the required accessible parking sign.  This will be 
the busiest pedestrian area on the site. Proposed site improvements can be minimally modified to allow 
compliance with the ten foot separation requirement, by moving the parking field to the east, or  
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reducing the east-west dimension of the parking lot by increasing the angle of the parking spaces. Staff 
disagrees with McDonald’s assertion that reducing the building to parking separation is the only 
solution to developing the property as proposed.  Staff does not support this Variance.    
 
Variance 3:  McDonald’s has designed the front pedestrian area to coordinate well with the City’s 
Downtown Streetscape Framework Plan concepts.  Areas proximate to the sign would be well 
landscaped, but to best work with the Streetscape design, the Code requirement for a mulched planting 
bed in front of the sign (south side) needs to be eliminated.  Staff supports this Variance.   
 
Variance 4:  Staff has determined that the design and operation of the menu signs do not fit what was 
intended in the Zoning Code’s definitions for moving or electronic changeable signs.  The proposed 
menu signs are not classified as either type; therefore, a Variance is not needed. 
 
Variance 5:  Staff notes that the existing restaurant has glass that extends down to less than 2 feet 
above grade.  This condition has not been an impediment to the operation of the business.  McDonald’s 
has indicated that the elevation of the proposed building compared to the Wilson Street elevation 
necessitates the window be raised.  As the building is completely new, and no evidence has been 
submitted to support this assertion, staff does not support this Variance for the window installation 
height.   
 
Variance 6:  The functional design of the building necessitates that storage, kitchen and related 

activities be located in the rear portion of the building.  These activities do not permit vision glass or 

pedestrian entry from the rear elevation.  Alteration of the proposed floor plan will prevent the 

property from functioning effectively as a restaurant with a drive-through on this property.  The 

property is a double frontage lot that creates added burdens in site and building design.  Staff supports 

this Variance. 
 
Variance 7:  Staff has determined that the Zoning Code limit for wall-mounted lights should only apply 
to lights that are designed to provide site illumination.  The proposed lights are architectural in nature, 
being designed to highlight features of the building and not the site.  A Variance for the proposed 
lights is not needed. 
 
Conditional Use Permit:  Staff supports the Conditional Use Permit.  The site has functioned with a 
very similar building/parking/drive-through arrangement.  The proposed changes would provide a 
more efficient drive-through design that reduces congestion while increasing pedestrian and vehicle 
safety from what exists now.  Additional drive-through stacking space would be provided. 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness:  The proposed site and landscape plans, and building elevations are 
nearly identical to the plans the HPC reviewed favorably on February 13

th
.  The COA is primarily to 

approve the design of the building, wall signage, and the monument sign.  Staff notes that as proposed, 
the north edge of the illuminated monument sign can would be exposed to Wilson Street.  The City’s 
Standard Design Review Criteria for Commercial and Institutional Projects requires other material to 
surround the sign can.  The HPC can apply a condition to continue the masonry of the sign base around 
all sides of the sign as part of its COA approval.  Signs in the DMU district do not require PC approval 
of Design Review; the COA is the only aesthetic review for signs.  In addition to the sign’s masonry 
condition, COA approval must be conditioned on approval of the zoning actions. 
 
Design Review:  As previously noted, staff is supportive of this proposal, including most of the 
Variances.  The building, lighting and landscaping work well together and would greatly improve the 
appearance of the site from its current condition.  McDonald’s has designed a welcoming pedestrian 
environment on Wilson Street.  Staff strongly believes that more pedestrian space is needed between 

http://www.cityofbatavia.net/content/articlefiles/7923-Standard%20Commercial%20DR%20Criteria%2011-17-2010-web.pdf
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the building and parking as discussed in the Variance analysis, which can only occur with a greater 
separation between the parking and the east face of the building.  The site plan can be minimally 
adjusted to provide the dimension required.  Another improvement would be to better define pedestrian 
routes where they cross the vehicle circulation aisles.  These areas should be defined with enhanced 
pavement to replace the proposed striping.  The PC and HPC can determine the type of treatment and 
materials for these areas as part of the Design Review.  Conditions of approval can include a revised 
parking lot design to provide the required 10 foot separation between the building and parking and the 
enhanced pedestrian crossing pavement.   
 
 
Staff Recommendations 
 
Staff recommends the ZBA and PC open the public hearings, and the HPC and PC begin the 
Certificate of Appropriateness and Design Review, respectively.  The three bodies should let all 
persons in attendance have an opportunity to speak.  The ZBA and PC should then close the public 
hearing after all persons have had an opportunity to speak and the ZBA, PC, and HPC are satisfied that 
no additional information is needed for each to take action. 
 
The ZBA and PC must adopt findings for the Variances, Conditional Use, and Design Review before 
making a motion to take action on each.  Staff has prepared drafts of these findings and they are 
attached to this report. 
 
 
Variances: 
 
Staff recommends the following for each needed Variance as discussed above: 
 
Variance 1 - Zoning Code Table 2.404: Maximum 10’ front (Wilson Street) building setback 
 Staff recommends the ZBA recommend approval. 
 
Variance 2 - Zoning Code Table 2.404: 10 foot separation between building and parking 
 Staff recommends the ZBA recommend denial. 
 
Variance 3 - Zoning Code Section 4.303.S.1: Monument Sign Base Planting Area 
  Staff recommends the ZBA recommend approval. 
 
Variance 5 - Zoning Code Section 2.405.A: Vision glass beginning at no higher than 2 feet above 
 finished grade on the Wilson Street building frontage 
 Staff recommends the ZBA recommend denial. 
  
Variance 6- Zoning Code Sections 2.405.A & B: Vision glass and entries on Houston Street building frontage 
 Staff recommends the ZBA recommend approval. 
 
 
Conditional Use for a Double Drive Through: 
 
Staff recommends approval, provided that the City Council approves Variance 1. 
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Design Review: 
 
Provided that the City Council approves at least Variances 1, 3, and 6, staff recommends approval 
subject to the following: 
 

1. Revisions to the site plan to provide the required 10 foot building to parking separation 
2. Revising the front (south) building elevation to show window bottoms installed at no higher 

than 2 feet above grade 
3. PC specification of enhanced pavement treatment where pedestrian walkways cross vehicle 

drive aisles 
 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness: 
  
Provided that the City Council approves at least Variances 1, 3, and 6, staff recommends approval 
subject to the following: 
 

1. Continuation of matching masonry around all sides of the Wilson Street monument sign 
2. Revising the front (south) building elevation to show window bottoms installed at no higher 

than 2 feet above grade 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Draft Variance, Conditional Use, and Design Review Findings 
2. Application Material 

 
 
 
Cc: Mayor and City Council 
 Department Heads 
 Rich Neubauer, McDonald’s USA, LLC 
 Henry Stillwell and Tracy Kasson, Rathje & Woodward, LLC 
 Media 
 



Draft Findings of Fact for Variances 

McDonalds – 125 West Wilson Street 

April 4, 2012 

 

Findings Required for Each Variance 

A. There are unique circumstances applicable to the property, including its size, shape, 

topography, location or surroundings, strict application of the Zoning Code would create a 

hardship or other practical difficulty, as distinguished from a mere inconvenience, and deprive 

the property owner of property rights enjoyed by other property owners in the same zoning 

district. 

B. Such unique circumstances were not created by the current or previous owners or  applicant. 

C. The property cannot yield a reasonable return or be reasonably used for the purpose intended 

by the Zoning Code under the regulations in the district in which it is located. 

D. The variance does not constitute a grant of special privileges inconsistent with the limitations 

upon other properties in the vicinity and zone in which such property is located. 

E. The variance will not be materially detrimental to persons residing or working in the vicinity, to 

adjacent property, to the neighborhood, or the public welfare in general. 

 

Variance 1 

Table 2.404 – Site Development Regulations: Maximum 10’ front (Wilson St.) building setback  

A. The property’s owners have enjoyed the right to use the property with a drive-through 

restaurant building in nearly the same location as the proposed building, with nearly identical 

site improvements.  This right was established by the Batavia City Council approving a 

Conditional Use for the drive-through (Ordinance 77-35), along with a site plan for the 

property allowing vehicle circulation around the entire building.  This is unique as no other 

property in the Downtown Mixed Use District has been granted a Conditional Use for the same 

purpose to allow the same condition.  The proposed building location allows the property 

owner to continue enjoying these rights.  Allowing vehicle circulation in front of the building 

has been effective in minimizing traffic volumes on adjacent streets, including Wilson Street 

located immediately in front of the property. 

B. Many of the unique circumstances were not caused by property owners. 

C. The existing building is obsolete and the only viable replacement is with a similar building and 

site configuration that will allow vehicle circulation around the building as proposed.  Without 

the proposed building setback and vehicle circulation as proposed, the property cannot yield a 

reasonable return, as access to and from the property would be much more inconvenient. 

D. This would not constitute a grant of special privilege as the building setback would not be a 

unique circumstance in Downtown Mixed Use District.  Other properties in the District have 

similar building setbacks. 

E. The increased building setback and site conditions would essentially mirror what has existed on 

the property for many years without not negatively affecting the public welfare. 
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Variance 2 

Table 2.404 – 10 foot separation between building and parking 

A. There are no unique circumstances on this property to justify granting of this variance.  

Proposed site improvements can be minimally modified to comply with this requirement. 

B. There are no unique circumstances on this property related to this requested Variance.   

C. No evidence has been submitted to demonstrate an inability to realize a reasonable return with 

the proposed conforming condition.  Proposed site improvements can be minimally modified to 

comply with this requirement. 

D. This would not constitute a grant of special privilege as other properties in the Downtown 

Mixed Use District have similar building to parking setback conditions. 

E. This requirement is needed to provide safe and effective accessibility between the parking lot 

and building entrances, and along the pedestrian route through the site from Wilson Street to 

Houston Street.  The proposed pedestrian walkway system mostly has been designed to provide 

safe pedestrian access within and across the property.  As proposed, the separation between 

parking and building would result in a very narrow space in proximity to the main entrance 

door.  Only five feet of space is proposed between the door and the required accessible parking 

sign.  This will be the busiest pedestrian area on the site.  

 

Variance 3 

Section 4.303.S.1 – Monument Sign Base Planting Area 

A. The desire of the City to create a unique visual experience adjacent to Wilson Street through 

the use of an architectural street wall design creates a unique circumstance which necessitates a 

reduction of the 5 foot planting area around the base of the freestanding sign.  The strict 

application of said planting standard will undermine the efforts of the City and property owner 

to create an enhanced visual and aesthetic experience for the general public, create a practical 

difficulty in facilitating the design and development of the property and deprive the property 

owner of the rights enjoyed by other property owners in the same zoning district. 

B. The unique circumstances were not caused by the property owner and the proposed variance 

serves to promote the planning objectives of the City for Wilson Street. 

C. The requested variation is necessary to provide an integrated design for the freestanding sign 

and the Wilson Street streetwall, and without the same the property cannot yield a reasonable 

return.  The sign would have to be set back farther, reducing its visibility from the street, 

lowering its ability to attract customers. 

D. The requested variation will not create a condition which is unique within the district or 

inconsistent with the overall conditions within the zone.  Other properties in this zoning district 

have a similar condition. 

E. The variance will facilitate the construction of a public amenity, providing aesthetic appeal and 

public seating for pedestrians, and will therefore not be materially detrimental to persons 

residing or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood or the public 

welfare in general. 
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Variances 5 

2.405.A – Vision glass beginning above 2 feet above grade facing Wilson Street (front) 

A. This requirement is intended to provide visibility from the street to see activity in the building.  

The majority of the site would be redeveloped, allowing for new site elevations to be built.  

There is no evidence to support the assertion that building must be set at the proposed elevation 

that necessitates raising the windows, therefore there are no unique circumstances that would 

create a practical difficulty in complying with the requirement of the Zoning Code.  

therefore there are not unique circumstances. 

B. The property’s elevation at the front property line was not caused by an owner of this property. 

C. Requiring lower vision glass will not affect the intended business’ ability to effectively serve its 

customers.  A portion of the existing building’s front has vision glass that meets the required 

minimum height above grade. 

D. This would not be a unique circumstance as other properties in the Downtown Mixed Use 

District have nonconforming windows.  New buildings would be required to comply with the 

code standard. 

E. The proposed building provides sufficient vision glass to not negatively affect the public 

welfare. 

  

Variance 6 

2.405.A and B – Vision glass and pedestrian entry on Houston Street facing building elevation 

A. The double street frontage of Wilson Street and Houston Street affecting the property creates a 

unique condition which necessitates a variation from the vision glass and pedestrian access 

requirements applicable to the rear elevation.  Providing the required vision glass and 

pedestrian entry on the rear elevation will have a negative impact on employee and public 

safety and will create a practical difficulty for a restaurant facility which will conflict with the 

food storage, kitchen and employee work areas located by necessity in the rear portion of the 

building.  

B. The double frontage condition was not created by the property owner and has existed since said 

streets were platted. 

C. The functional design of the building necessitates that storage, kitchen and related activities be 

located in the rear portion of the building, which uses do not permit vision glass or pedestrian 

entry to be utilized on the rear elevation.  Alteration of the proposed floor plan will prevent the 

property from functioning effectively as a restaurant with drive-through and would prevent the 

property owner from realizing a reasonable return and render construction of the new building 

economically unfeasible. 

D. The absence of vision glass and a pedestrian entry at the rear of commercial buildings is a 

common design and the variation will not create a unique condition or constitute a special 

privilege for the property owner. 

E. The rear elevation of the building is screened with intense landscaping and the drive-thru 

signage improvements within the landscape area immediately behind the building as well as the 

landscape area adjacent to Houston Street.  The variation will not denigrate the visual or 

aesthetic appearance of the building and will not be materially detrimental to persons residing 

or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood of the public welfare in 

general.  The building provides sufficient vision glass and pedestrian access on other elevations 

to satisfy the purpose and intent of the Code. 

 



Draft Findings of Approval for Conditional Use Permit 

McDonalds – 125 West Wilson Street 

April 4, 2012 

 

Findings Required for Approval 

1. The proposed use will not be detrimental to health, safety, or general welfare of persons living 

 or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood, or to the public in general 

2. The proposed use, as conditioned, conforms with the purposes, intent, and policies of the 

 Comprehensive Plan and any applicable area, neighborhood, or other plan adopted by the City 

 Council 

3. The proposed use conforms with the conditions, requirements, or standards required by the 

 Zoning Code and any other applicable local, State, or Federal requirements 

4. The proposed use, as conditioned, would not unreasonably interfere with the use and enjoyment 

 of nearby properties 

 

Findings for Approval 

1. The proposed use would be essentially identical to the existing use that has been in operation 

for many years without being detrimental to health, safety, or general welfare of persons living 

or working in the vicinity, to adjacent property, to the neighborhood, or to the public in general.  

The double drive through will allow faster customer service and prevent on-site congestion. 

 

2. The proposed use, as conditionally recommended for approval, would be generally consistent 

with the Comprehensive Plan.  The proposed use as conditionally approved is designed to 

coordinate with the Downtown Streetscape Framework Plan. 

 

3. Several Variances have been recommended for approval for this proposed use.  With Variances 

approved and the proposed use modified per the conditional recommendation for approval, the 

proposed use would comply with the Zoning Code and other applicable requirements. 

 

4. The proposed use would function nearly identically to the existing use it would replace.  The 

existing use has not unreasonably interfered with the use of neighboring properties.   



Draft Findings of Approval for Design Review 

McDonalds – 125 West Wilson Street 

April 4, 2012 

 

Findings Required for Approval 

1. The project is consistent with applicable design guidelines. 

 

2. The project conforms to the Comprehensive Plan, and specifically to the Land Use, Urban 

Design, and Environment Elements. 

 

3. The project is consistent with all applicable provisions of the Zoning Code. 

 

4. The project is compatible with adjacent and nearby development. 

 

5. The project design provides for safe and efficient provision of public services. 

 

Findings for Approval 

1. The project design, as conditionally approved, generally would be consistent with the Standard 

Design Review Criteria for Commercial and Institutional Projects.   

 

2. The project design, as conditionally approved, generally would be consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan. 

 

3. Several Variances have been recommended for approval for this proposed use.  With Variances 

approved and the proposed use modified per the conditional approval, the proposed project 

design would comply with the Zoning Code. 

 

4. The project design, as conditionally approved, would effectively control pedestrian and vehicle 

traffic.  The project design would allow for connections to public utilities.  The project design 

would ensure safe and efficient delivery of public services. 

































HIRAF LINEAR LED FACADE FIXTURE
The HIRAF Linear Facade Lighting System is a holistic

LED lighting solution designed from a clean slate to

maximize the lighting effect for marketing your

building as your brand while keeping energy usage

and maintenance to an absolute minimum. Thanks to

its intuitive plug and play mounting design with

integral driver system, installation is quick and simple

and only requires that power be brought to one

fixture in each continuous row. The long life LED

source minimizes maintenance to only an occasional

cleaning of outer lens surfaces. This system is truly a

"set it and forget it" solution only from Security

Lighting l

Fixture Specifications

FEATURES

• 5200K color temperature standard. Consult factory for
others

• 50,000 hour long life LED illumination
• Fixtures available in up and down light down light only or

up light only

• Extruded aluminum construction, finished in
weatherproof powder-coat paint

• Tempered glass lenses
• Power feed required only at beginning of each

continuous row; subsequent fixtures plug together in
series

• Fully integral driver system for completely self-contained
lighting system

• Aluminum mounting brackets are finished in powder
coat paint and each order ships with a formed drilling
template for ease of installation

• 70 CRI standard

DIMENSIONS LGJ T
o 0 3.9'
o 0 I

I-- 7.8"--1-

ORDERING INFORMATION -------- 36",48",72" or 96" --------

SAMPLE CATALOG NUMBER

HIRAF
I

LED
I

xx
I

xx
I

xxx
I

PS
I

Series Source Size Distribution Voltage Finish

Platinum Si~er

White
Black
Dark Bronze

Custom Color: Consult Factory

FINISH
Standard:
PS=
WH
BL=
OB-

Power whip kit (one required per row of Fixtures or one per Fixture
iF not mounting continuous row)

Up and Down Light
Down Light Only
Up Light Only

120 120-Volt
277 277-Volt

~lSTRIBUTION

HIRAFLEOWHIPKIT
ACCESSORIES' .

V~LTAGE'. s,

UO
DO
UO

A HUBBEll LIGHTING, INC. COMPANY

8-Foot
6-Foot
4-Foot
3-Foot

Linear Fa<;ade Fixture

LED

0.f"IIp
~:::>

~'

.SOURCE

gR/ES

~'ZE

LED

96
72
1,8

36

HIRAF

Performance Designed Lighting Products www.securitylighcing.com

1085 Johnson Drive' Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 • TOLL-FREE 800-5LjLj-Lj8Lj8 • PHONE: 8Lj7-279-0627 • FAX: 8Lj7-279-06Lj2



RADIUS WALL SCONCE

Fixture Specifications

The RWSC Series radius wall sconce offers maximum

versatility with multiple light sources and finishes. The

available combination of uplightldownlight washes

the building facade while the radial soft form housing

will complement similar architectural design elements.

----B---

FEATURES

• Durable cast aluminum housing

• Available in various lighting distributions for

maximum versatility

• Integrated design eliminates high angle brightness

• Luminaire finished in weatherproof powder-coat paint

DIMENSIONS

• Completely sealed. flat tempered glass

lenses suitable for use in wet location

• Ships complete with lamp

• Downlight only, full cut-off

Dark Sky compliant --c--

ORDERING INFORMATION

SAMPLE CATALOG NUMBER

RWSC
I

Series

XJ(J(J(J(J(

I
Wattage/Source

xx
I

Distribution

xx
I

Rnish

xxx
I

Voltage

RWSC

70PMH

100PMH

150PMH

70HPS

100HPS

150HPS

260F

32TRF

lo2TRF

226QF

232TRF

2lo2TRF

30LED

Radius Wall Sconce

70 watt pulse start metal halide

100 watt pulse start metal halide

150 watt pulse start metal halide

70 watt high pressure sodium

100 watt high pressure sodium

150 watt high pressure sodium

26 watt quad tube nuorescent

32 watt triple tube nuorescent

"2 watt triple tube nuorescent

2x26 watt quad tube fluorescent

2x32 watt triple tube nuorescent

2x"2 watt triple tube nuorescent

30 watt LED'

UD Up/Downlight

WD Downlight only (wide distribution)- standard

FI' Downlight only (forward throw)

DB Dark Bronze

BK Black

WH White

PS Platinum Silver

, Consult factory for other lamp wattage and sources.
2 Other finishes available. Consult facrory.
3 Available wflh WD dfstrlbutlon only.
4 Not for use with LED source.

120 120volt

277 277 volt

MT Multi-Tap

OSL Ouartz re-strike with lamp

F Single fUsing

FF Double fUsing

EM12' 1 MRII/MR16 two pin socket for 12v power

(by others) 35w max. 35w MRll lamp

included.

2EM12' 2 MRII/MR16 two pin sockets for 12v

power (by others) 35w max. 35w MR11

lamp included.

EM Remote emergency ballast (fluorescent only)

A HUBBELL UGHTlNG, INC COMPANY

Performance Designed Lighting Products www.securitylighting.com

1085 Johnson Drive· Buffalo Grove. IL 60089· TOLL-FREE: 800-5LJLJ-LJ8LJ8 • PHONE: 8LJ7-279-0627 • FAX 8LJ7-279-06LJ2
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