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V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

 
MEETING MINUTES  

 
APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION 

 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2020 

4:00 P.M. 
VIRTUAL MEETING 

 
 
Members Present: Charles Smith, Chairman 

Devan Castellano  
Richard Brill 
Mason Miller  
Doug Johnson 
 

Members Absent:  Nada Andric  
Jeffery Saad  

 
Guests: Mohan Srinivasan, 1918 Wilmette Avenue, Unit C  

Jae Kim, 1116 Central Avenue 
 Thomas Michael, 5259 W Winona St, Chicago, IL 60630 
 
Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 
Mr. Smith called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. 
 
Mr. Smith swore in attendees who wished to speak during the hearing. 

 
II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING 

OF SEPTEMBER 14, 2020. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approve the September 14, 2020 meeting minutes as submitted.  The 
motion was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Castellano, 
Johnson, Miller, and Chairman Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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III. CONSENT AGENDA 

 
Mr. Sivertsen described a request for Case 2020-AR-18, 1129 Central Avenue, Heroines & 
Heroes for an Appearance Review Certificate to install a new awning sign. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2020-AR-18, 1129 Central Avenue, Heroines & 
Heroes as submitted.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  
Commissioners Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Chairman Smith.  Voting no: none.  
The motion carried. 
 

IV. CASES 
 

2020-AR-03 High Point Home Owners Association 
1916-1926 Wilmette Avenue Appearance Review Certificate 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2020-AR-03, 1916-1926 Wilmette Avenue, High Point 
Homeowners Association for an Appearance Review Certificate to install replacement and 
new site lighting. 
 
Mr. Srinivasan, 1918 Wilmette Avenue, Unit C, said he was representing the association.  
He said the original gas lamps were approximately 50 years old and were designed to run 
continuously.  In the interest of being more environmentally friendly and to reduce 
maintenance issues they are proposing to replace the lamps with LED fixtures.  The idea 
would be to match the esthetics of the gas lamps by using an Edison style bulb with a 
warmer color of light. 
 
Ms. Castellano asked if the lighting levels were designed to meet code requirements. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the original plans submitted last year were exceeding the Village’s 
requirements however, they have since revised the plans and the lighting levels are now 
conforming to the Village’s requirements. 
 
Ms. Castellano asked for confirmation that the lighting will be at 2700 kelvin. 
 
Mr. Srinivasa confirmed they would be at 2700 kelvin. 
 
Ms. Castellano said the lighting will be an improvement including improved safety for 
children. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked if the bulbs would have the same wattage. 
 
Mr. Srinivasan said all the light bulbs would have the same lumen output. 
 
Mr. Brill said he was in favor of the proposal. 
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Mr. Smith asked if the height of the proposed light fixtures would be at the same height as 
the existing lamps. 
 
Mr. Srinivasan said the existing lamps are slightly taller than the proposed light fixtures.  
The new fixtures will be adjusted so they are all the same height. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2020-AR-03, 1916-1926 Wilmette Avenue, High 
Point Homeowners Association for an Appearance Review Certificate to install 
replacement and new site lighting, as submitted.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Brill.  
Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Chairman Smith.  
Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 
2020-AR-17 Koya 
1116 Central Avenue Appearance Review Certificate & Sign Variation 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2020-AR-17, 1116 Central Avenue, Koya, requesting an 
Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the storefront and a 34% wall sign coverage 
variation. 
 
Mr. Thomas Michael said he is the architect for the project.  He stated that Koya was an 
existing restaurant in downtown Wilmette.  They were proposing a rebranding of the 
restaurant along with interior remodeling and new signage.  He said they are proposing a 
new wall sign on the existing frieze to create better brand identity.  They are also proposing 
a projecting sign, painting the existing trim and replacing damaged granite base. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said he wanted to add to his case introduction an explanation of the variation 
request.  Part of the reason for the need for a sign variation is due to the location of where 
the sign is proposed.  If it were installed on the area above the storefront window which is 
larger than the facia area where they have proposed the sign it would be conforming.  
However, if they were to install the sign in the larger signable area is would conflict with 
the projecting sign. 
 
Mr. Michael said if they were to install the sign on the larger signable area it would be 
higher on the building and not be as visible to pedestrians.  In addition, the larger signable 
area is stone and they didn’t want to damage the stone by installing pin mounted letters 
which would necessitate many holes being drilled into the stone. 
 
Mr. Brill said he wanted to start by saying Koya is a great restaurant and is looking forward 
to their reopening.  He wondered if the lettering could be reduced in size to make it 
conforming. 
 
Mr. Michael said that is something they are open to.  By reducing the spacing or letter 
height they could potentially make the proposal conforming. 
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Mr. Sivertsen clarified that the variation was for a 34% variation not a 4% variation.  He 
explained that the proposed sign covered 64% of the signable area of the fascia and 
therefore a 34% coverage variation was required.  The size of the sign is calculated by 
measuring the height and length of the smallest possible rectangle that surrounds all letters 
and characters of the sign.  In this case, that area is quite large in proportion to the area 
covered by each letter.  The sign would need to be reduced in height by approximately half 
in order to be conforming.  He demonstrated how the sign coverage was calculated. 
 
Mr. Brill said given the way the coverage is calculated he would not be in favor of 
requiring the applicant to reduce the letter height from what is proposed. 
 
Mr. Johnson ask if the only lighting proposed is the existing lighting that’s on the building.  
He also wanted to know if it would be the same lumens as existing. 
 
Mr. Michael said the lighting fixture would be a replacement of what is currently on the 
building in the same location.  The new fixture would be LED replacing an incandescent 
bulb.  The wattage would be less, but the lumens are intended to be the same.  The fixture 
would be 3000k, so that it is a like for like. 
 
Mr. Johnson said he thinks the sign is fine as currently proposed.  He points out that it is 
not just a sign, but that it is also the artistry and look of the business.  It would be a strain to 
say it is fine if it is moved up two feet, but that it is not allowed in its current location. 
 
Mr. Miller said he likes the overall design.  He asked if they had considered doing back-lit 
letters for the Koya wall signage. 
 
Mr. Michael said they had considered it, but that it was a price consideration.  He also felt 
that if they are illuminating the projecting sign that the wall letters can stand on their own 
and don’t need to be lit. 
 
Mr. Miller said the proposed signage in very much in proportion to the building.  It is a 
huge improvement over what is currently on the building. 
 
Ms. Castellano said she agrees that the proportions are correct.  She wondered how the 
signage related to the other signage on the building.  The signage for the adjacent business 
which is in the same building looked to be larger. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the stone area above the storefront extends across to the adjacent 
storefront, but only the portion of the area above the tenant space would be used in 
calculating the signable area. 
 
Ms. Castellano said the sign on the awning for Wild Child (adjacent storefront) looks to be 
similar in height to the sign proposed for Koya. 
 



   Approved 11/02/2020 
  

 5 

Mr. Sivertsen said that is correct.  They are very similar in size.  Valance signs are 
regulated differently than wall signs, however, in this instance the existing valance sign for 
Wild Child is similar in size to the proposed wall sign for Koya.  Valance signs are allowed 
to have lettering up to 9 inches in height, whereas wall signs are regulated as a percent 
coverage and not a static letter height. 
 
Mr. Smith asked for the color of the proposed letters on the wall sign. 
 
Mr. Michael said it would be an off-white color similar in color to what is shown. 
 
Mr. Smith said he felt the proposed signage is elegant.  If the signage were sized to meet 
the zoning code it would be too small.  The sign as proposed is appropriate. 
Mr. Jae Kim said he wanted to thank the commissioners for their comments.  He said the 
architect has been great to work with and has found cost effective ways at adding improved 
design elements.  He explained the process the restaurant has gone through since the 
pandemic and the reasons for their new concept. 
 
Mr. Smith went through the standards of review and felt the applicable standards had been 
met.  The scale of the sign is appropriate for the building. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if any other remodeling was proposed for the roof or rear of the building. 
 
Mr. Michael said there were no additional remodeling proposed for the roof or rear of the 
building. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if there were any members of the public who wished to provide comment. 
 
No members of the public voiced any comments. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said there were no comments from either Teams chat or You Tube chat. 
 
Findings 
The Commission found the request was in keeping with the spirit of the ordinance and that 
the proposed sign was consistent in size with signage in the surrounding area.  The 
proposed sign is very similar in size to the existing conforming signage on the adjacent 
storefront.  The strict application of the regulations would create a hardship caused by the 
limited signable area.  The scale of the sign and its placement on the building is 
appropriate. 
 
Decision 
Ms. Castellano moved to grant an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the storefront 
and install signage as submitted and recommend granting a 34.4% wall sign coverage 
variation to permit the proposed wall sign.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Miller.  
Voting yes: Commissioners Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller and Chairman Smith.  Voting 
no: none.  The motion carried. 
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V. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

There were no additional public comments. 
 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 
 

The next meeting of the Commission is scheduled for Monday, November 2, 2020 at 6:30 
pm. 
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
At 5:02 p.m., Mr. Johnson moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by 
Mr. Brill.  Voting yes: Commissioners Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller and Chairman 
Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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