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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, DECEMBER 7, 2020 

7:00 P.M. 
VIRTUAL MEETING 

 
 
Members Present: Charles Smith, Chairman 

Nada Andric  
Richard Brill 
Devan Castellano  
Doug Johnson 
Mason Miller 
Jeffery Saad  
 

Members Absent:  None 
 
Guests: Lloyde and Peggy Nelson, 2244 Beechwood Avenue (via phone) 

Jon Talty, 600 W. Jackson, Chicago, IL    
Dave Schlagetter, 1 Indian Hill Road 
Mike Thompson, 1719 Walnut Avenue 
Jennifer Boyd, 2309 Kenilworth Avenue 
Joel Berman, 5212 N. Clark Street, Chicago, IL 
Michael Clarke, 1168 Wilmette Avenue 
 

Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 
Mr. Smith called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
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II. CASES 
 

2019-AR-37 Indian Hill Club 
1 Indian Hill Road Appearance Review Certificate 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2019-AR-37, 1 Indian Hill Road, for an Appearance Review 
Certificate to construct two accessory buildings with associated paving, landscaping and 
fencing. He noted this petition was last before the Appearance Review Commission in 
February of 2020. The Zoning Board of Appeals has also reviewed this case and gave a 
positive recommendation along with a special use request and variations.  The special use 
and variation request will go to the Village Board following the Appearance Review 
Commission’s approval. If the commission grants approval, the Village Board will hear this 
case in January of 2021. Previously, the main outstanding point was the lack of a proper 
landscape plan. This has now been provided and is in the packets. Correspondence from 
neighbors is also noted in the packets. Other comments via email from the architect, Lloyde 
Nelson, and Mike Thompson were forwarded today and entered into the case record.  Based 
on these comments, a revised landscape plan was submitted today. However, due to the 
meeting rules on modifications, it could not be accepted. These are fairly minor changes to 
trees and fencing which could be made as a condition upon approval. 
 
Mr. Talty with OKW Architects offered a brief presentation and explained the site plan. He 
reviewed the construction of the maintenance facility on the east side of the property. The 
building has outlived its purpose. They are proposing two new single-story buildings. One 
building would be an employee center with offices, a locker room, and lunch room. The other 
building to the north would be an environmental building. The buildings will match; the 
property would be more organized. Parking and storage would be added. A six-foot stockade 
fence now encloses the property and will remain with an extension added at the northeast 
corner (to replace the Nelson’s chain link fence at their request). There will also be 
improvements to storm water management. 
 
Mr. Talty noted the Nelson’s and Mr. Schlagetter at the Club have spoken on numerous 
occasions to enhance the landscape plan. He noted The Lakota Group was hired to complete 
a landscape plan.    
 
Mr. Sivertsen confirmed the landscape plan that is in the packets is not the updated plan.  He 
highlighted the changes including the addition of three more Norway Spruce trees and the 
stockade fence at the northeast corner of the property. 
 
Mr. Talty noted there are two points of access into the property. The main entry is located 
along Indian Hill Road, and a gated secondary entrance off of Kenilworth Avenue is for 
emergency vehicles only (curb cut is noted for this reason). 
 
Mr. Schlagetter introduced himself as the Grounds Superintendent for the golf course as well 
as all the grounds at Indian Hill Club. He has been with the Club for 28 years and is very 
excited about this proposal. He indicated the landscape plan includes perimeter planting. The 
Nelson’s asked that the two pine trees inside the fence be moved to outside the fence closer 
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to their property. Another pine tree is new and replaces an existing maple tree. There are a 
total of five pine trees (15-18 feet) that will provide a screen. At the fence line, a 10-foot 
chain link fence will be replaced with a six-foot stockade fence to match. Mr. Schlagetter 
shared there is a significant amount of tall trees along Kenilworth Avenue; this will be 
enhanced with understory trees. 
 
Mr. Talty advised the property that the Club controls and owns goes to the center line of 
Kenilworth Avenue. As part of this improvement, the Club is giving that land back to the 
Village thus moving the property line approximately 50 feet to the north. Everything south 
of the property line becomes Village property. The Club will continue to maintain that right-
of-way and improve same. 
 
Mr. Smith said the commission is now aware of the updates and opened the floor to questions 
from Commissioners. 
 
Ms. Andric asked if there is any dispute between the neighbors and the Club, and if the 
neighbors’ requests have been met. She asked what is being approved tonight. 
 
Mr. Talty believes the Club meets the Nelson’s requests based on many conversations. He 
noted the Kenilworth corridor is strong and improved with additional landscaping. 
 
Mr. Talty believes the approval would be on the entirety of tonight’s proposal.  
 
Mr. Smith added that the standards of review would be highlighted. 
  
Ms. Castellano asked, regarding comments and correspondence, if there is any change of 
equipment, materials, or is there anything being housed that is not currently housed.  
 
Mr. Talty stated the site will function as it does today. The intensity of use will remain as is. 
There are no more employees. The goal is for everything to function better.  
 
Ms. Castellano noted there was discussion previously for landscaping on the west     
perimeter. Mr. Talty noted the west side of the fence continues to be improved. There are    
no neighbor comments from the west side; currently heavily landscaped.  
 
Mr. Sivertsen identified new plantings on the landscape plan along the west property line. It 
was noted there are 15 new plants along the west perimeter. 
 
Mr. Johnson thanked the petitioner for responding to the commission’s comments. He asked 
if there are any changes to the buildings or sight lines to the buildings from the last meeting.  
 
Mr. Talty said they remain as is. 
 
Mr. Saad thanked the petitioner for presenting. He asked about Club integrating the whole 
campus so that all the buildings would be white (as there is now one green maintenance 
building). He asked if the seven spots are parking spaces.  
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Mr. Talty noted they are storage bins for topsoil, gravel, and sand and would soon be 
separated and organized. There are no plans for improvements to the maintenance building.  
 
Mr. Saad suggesting painting the building white so it matches the other buildings. He asked 
staff about the square near the storage bins.  
 
Mr. Sivertsen said this is a pad where dumpsters will be placed.  
 
Mr. Saad noted there are two 30-inch oak trees in that area and asked if there is an intent to 
save the trees. Mr. Talty explained rationale of moving the building with the new property 
line. He noted the Zoning Board of Appeals had asked them to move the buildings to conform 
to setback requirements.  Because of the relocation of the buildings to meet the setback 
requirements they buildings have moved closer to the trees and would require removal of 
some of the trees. 
 
Mr. Miller concurs with Mr. Saad that losing the oak trees was a shame. He asked if the 
storage bins have foundations.  
 
Mr. Talty advised they do; a painted CMU wall. 
 
Mr. Brill asked how tall the seven storage bins are and if they currently exist. Mr. Talty 
advised they are six feet high and do not exist now; materials are on-site but loosely dropped 
on property. This is an effort to clean it up. He noted the earlier proposal with a sand soli that 
trucks would go underneath.  He said that has been removed at the request of the commission. 
  
Mr. Brill asked what the height of the pad is for the dumpsters, and if they are visible to the 
neighbors. Mr. Talty said the pad is at grade and dumpsters would sit five feet high off of 
grade; not in view of the neighbors. Regarding neighbors’ letters, Mr. Brill asked if they are 
present. Mr. Smith shared there will be an opportunity for public comment. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked if it is possible to place a decorative cap on the storage bins. Mr. Talty 
stated a stone cap would be placed to prevent water from entering. 
 
Mr. Smith complimented petitioner on the well thought-out scheme, although he would like 
to see the three trees saved. Mr. Smith identified light sconces on the new employee center 
and asked if the four light fixtures in the submittal are the ones being used.  
 
Mr. Talty advised they are.  
 
Mr. Smith asked for the lighting fixture color and if there is site lighting in the parking lot.  
 
Mr. Talty was unsure about the light color and said they were not proposing any site lighting.  
 
Mr. Smith complimented the work on the site for an employee center and asked if the code 
is being met on equitable needs for women and men from the Club’s standpoint. Mr. Talty 
advised there are no women employees currently; however moving forward, this is subject 
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to change so the opportunity is being provided. The women’s locker room could sit empty 
for some time. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if the Club is mixed gender or male only.  
 
Mr. Talty advised it is mixed gender. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked that lighting be more no more than 4,000 kelvin.  
 
Ms. Andric asked about the removal of the two large trees. Mr. Talty deferred to the 
landscape architect and noted they are placed in the middle of how the maintenance yard 
functions. The intent was not to remove the trees.  
 
Mr. Smith asked, regarding the environmental building, if there is any way to push the 
dumpster and storage bins to the north.  
 
Mr. Talty explained the building is already pushed north within the setback based on the 
Zoning Board of Appeal’s request to move these items north away from Kenilworth Avenue. 
 
Mr. Smith opened the floor to public comments. Mr. Sivertsen advised some residents are on 
the call.  
 
Ms. Boyd stated the neighbors prefer that none of this happens though she appreciates the 
situation has improved. She noted she sees half of the maintenance shed from her first floor. 
The maintenance building could have been torn down and a new building erected to improve 
it. The Zoning Board of Appeal’s request for the building be moved back is an improvement. 
The storage bins could be eliminated. The removed trees could have helped with storm water 
maintenance. The storm water management is located under her property, and a lot of 
impermeable surface is being added. There doesn’t seem to be an existing storm water 
problem as she did not receive storm water from this property when it rained hard this past 
spring.   
 
Mr. Thompson advised he has lived in Wilmette for over 30 years. They purchased a home 
near the southeast corner on Kenilworth Avenue for their daughter. He unfortunately was not 
approached by the Indian Hill Club for comments. His concerns are the lack of buffering on 
the southeast corner of the project. He referenced pictures he submitted to staff (of stockade 
fencing and emergency gate) opposite his daughter’s house. The fencing and gate are worn. 
He would like to see these surfaces cleaned with a wood treatment to preserve the luster of 
the wood. Columns could support the gate structure to reflect the character of the 
neighborhood (rather than metal pipes sticking out of the ground). The (2-3 seasonal 
serviceberry) plantings on the southeast corner were referenced; hopefully an adjustment 
could be made to allow for evergreen plantings to offer more coverage and year round 
landscaping. Possibly one or two stately oak trees could be saved. He appreciates that the 
land being given back to the Village will be maintained by the Club. Residents have gone 
into that parkway to beautify it on their own. The environmental building hasn’t been 
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painted; painting this could enhance the campus so that all buildings match. Mr. Thompson 
appreciates the commission’s consideration.  
 
Mr. Nelson advised they have been residents for 29 years and have a good relationship with 
the Staff at Indian Hill Club. He would like to make a correction that the fence is off of the 
corner of the building. Mr. Nelson thanked Messrs. Schlagetter and Talty for including five 
Douglas Fir trees and removing the maple tree. The northeast corner asphalt pad eliminates 
22 burning bushes that are 15-17 feet high.  The area will look very different once those 
bushes are removed. He asked what the asphalt pad will be used for; this is aesthetically the 
closest area to their home; he doesn’t want it to become a junkyard or thoroughfare. It appears 
this could go on the northwest corner of the property so the bushes can remain. They love 
the oak trees and don’t care for the green color on the building.  
        
Mr. Smith said he would like the club to respond to several concerns and questions brough 
up by the neighbors. 

 
Mr. Smith asked if two bins could be moved to the east so that two oak trees could be saved.  
 
Mr. Schlagetter advised typically any construction near oak trees has to stay outside the drip 
line of the trees; it would take more land than just the bins to save the trees. The trees are 
very sensitive to construction soil disturbance and would likely not survive, 
 
Mr. Smith asked if the existing green building could be painted. 
 
Mr. Talty noted it may be best to be left alone; may cause attention to the building. He 
reminded that Ms. Nelson commented the white paint on the roof eroded.  
 
Mr. Schlagetter said a new roof was installed in 2009 with a white tarp over the top. The 
color of the building ties in with the landscape and thinks it is better left hidden. 
   
Mr. Smith asked if the club could work with the community to maintain the parkway. 
 
Mr. Schlagetter said the group maintaining a portion of the parkway is the Friends of 
Thornwood Park. He noted the club has donated materials and labor to assist; proud to give 
back to the community. It’s a natural area with wildflowers then transitions to a more 
maintained look. There won’t be any room for paths or remaining grass. As the Club moves 
this land to the Village, the parkway will belong to the Village and will be maintained by the 
Club. 
 
Mr. Smith asked the petitioner to respond to the concerns over asphalt pad and removal of 
bushes.  
 
Mr. Schlagetter stated they respect the Nelson’s. He said there is not specific plan for the 
area other than it will be used as a staging area for materials.  It works well for a staging area 
because of its proximity to the main entrance. Plantings, hardscape, construction material 
could be placed; the area will change by the season, but it will not turn into a junkyard.  
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Mr. Talty reminded this area is 20x30 feet; will not be an eyesore as it is an entry point to 
the Club 
 
Mr. Johnson asked if a condition could be placed that this area not be used for permanent 
storage but rather for transient items. The petitioners concurred; nothing would be 
permanent.  
 
Mr. Brill referred to Kenilworth Avenue, asking if the Club is continuing to maintain the 
trees, landscaping, etc 
 
Mr. Smith advised this is already stated; a protocol in Wilmette, though language could be 
added.  

 
Mr. Smith summarized the proposed conditions.  
 
Mr. Thompson reiterated the buffering is subpar; sparse with a poor fence.  
 
Mr. Schlagetter recommended Mr. Thompson visit the Club and walk the property together 
to discuss what things could be improved.  
 
Mr. Thompson advised he would even be willing to share costs and appreciates the offer.  
                  
Mr. Saad stated by removing the burning bushes, the building will be more visible. He shared 
Google Maps and highlighted the site. Mr. Smith concurred the existing bushes are a visual 
barrier. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approved Case 2019-AR-37, 1 Indian Hill Road, Indian Hill Club, 
for an Appearance Review Certificate to construct two accessory buildings, with associated 
site work including paving and landscaping as submitted with the following conditions: 1) 
addition of two Douglas Fir trees and 6 foot tall stockage fencing at the northeast corner of 
the property for a total of five Fir trees, 2) limitation on the use of the proposed loading 
area to temporary storage 3) maintenance of parkway landscaping, 4) 3000 kelvin light 
fixtures, and 5) installation of a cap on the masonry storage bay walls.  The motion was 
seconded by Ms. Andric.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, 
Miller, Saad and Chairman Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
 
A two-minute break was taken at 8:48 p.m. The virtual meeting resumed at 8:50 p.m. 
  
2020-AR-19 The Pit & Tap 
1168 Wilmette Avenue Appearance Review Certificate 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2020-AR-19, 1168 Wilmette Avenue, The Pit & Tap, requesting 
an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the façade including installing new windows, 
installing lighting, and adding synthetic wood cladding and new masonry to the façade.  He 
highlighted two renderings that were not in the packet. 
 
Mr. Berman offered a presentation with changes based on the Commission’s comments. 
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They are installing operable glass, creating a knee-wall treatment contextual to the 
neighborhood, and relocating the entrance. He referenced past conversations about the front 
door swinging out, lighting, etc. The Commission was reminded about concerns about 
natural wood, where blue material is, and its durability in all climates. A cement fiber 
board has been selected instead of the natural wood; Hardie board with aluminum edging. 
A round window has been added to the front door. The height of the knee wall was 
discussed (renderings were shown).  Contextual photos were illustrated. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if a façade without a sign is still the case or is the placement of a sign 
accurate.  
 
Mr. Clarke advised the sign company is still creating the sign so the placement is accurate 
but not official.  
 
Mr. Brill asked if the final plan is the blue-gray plank going across the front.  
 
Mr. Clarke stated it’s a midnight blue color. A paint sample is at the building site.  
 
Mr. Berman stated the plank is cement board and very durable.  
 
Mr. Brill said regarding the window in the door, the doors in the downtown are all glass so 
there is no need to open the door carefully; he would like to see a glass door.  
 
Mr. Clarke stated the preference is a solid door to complete the look. He referenced the 
Alchemy Coffee House that has a solid front door. There is glass on the side of the door. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen stated the Building Department is currently reviewing the plans for code 
compliance which includes the door.  The door will need to swing out because the 
occupancy will be greater than 50 people. 

 
Mr. Miller noted the size of the entry appears small for the restaurant. The door seems like 
one that would be placed for a bar. The knee wall makes the restaurant look closed in and 
doesn’t address the street; not a fan of blue against brick.  
 
Mr. Berman asked for clarification. 
 
Mr. Miller stated because the planks are horizontal, it emphasizes a skirt. If it were more of 
a solid panel to deemphasize the horizontal, it may be better. 
 
Ms. Andric referred to the rendering and asked if the height of the knee wall was changed.  
 
Mr. Berman stated it was not. Height was discussed.  
 
Ms. Andric stated the taller knee wall make it look like a speakeasy and concurs with Mr. 
Miller’s comments.  
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Mr. Berman explained the counter is bar height; eye level with passersby; more open than 
perceived.  
 
Ms. Andric went to the location and viewed the samples. She said the counter along the 
window is terrific and people outside need a (visual) invitation to go inside; more 
beneficial.  
 
Mr. Clarke reiterated the dynamics of the edging. 
 
Mr. Saad likes what’s been done. He impressed by this presentation compared to last time. 
He went to the location and saw the samples. A suggestion is to review the color of the 
mullions.  He said the mullion looks like a jet-black color.  Regarding the wooden door, 
he’s not that concerned with its durability.  If it gets dinged up it could add to the charm 
and vibe of the restaurant.  
 
Mr. Berman noted the metal is bronze rather than black. 
 
Mr. Johnson shared this is an immense improvement; visually nice. The rendering takes 
advantage of the way the sign is done. Outside lighting should be warm. He believes the 
door would be a great look if set back; however, it’s a safety hazard as currently drawn. 
The knee wall looks deceptively low. Children won’t be seen through the portal in the door.  
 
Mr. Clarke discussed rationale on the counter being bar height. He would be disappointed 
to have a glass door as it resembles a strip mall and it would not go with the look they are 
trying to create.  
 
Discussion took place on jurisdiction of the front door; standards of decision.  
 
Mr. Johnson said the particulars of the code on doors is still unknown until the building 
department completes their review. 
 
Ms. Castellano also has safety concerns about the door. If the door swings out, perhaps a 
planter could be placed so the door his that rather than a person. She would like petitioner 
to search for a safer option. Regarding the knee wall and operable windows, other bars 
were referenced. She stated the cement board will stick out; could be recessed rather than 
in front; inside of masonry structure. Regarding the sills, Ms. Castellanos asked if there 
would be a cap on the window system to wrap the top of cement board. Mr. Berman stated 
there would be cast stone sills below the windows extending out with a drip in a limestone 
color. He said the cement board could stop before the sill. There will be an aluminum strip 
where there is no window (to cap it).  
 
Ms. Castellano stated the entry with cement board and side window and door should be 
simplified. She explained there is a wood door with a porthole window and a side window; 
perhaps the window next to the door could be full height. 
 
Mr. Smith likes the door, porthole, and sidelight window; he agrees that the side window 



   Approved 01/04/2021 
  

 10 

could be full height. He believes the sill height would work out okay; view is upward in the 
restaurant; doesn’t mind the height of knee wall. The color is subjective and could relate to 
the branding.  
 
Mr. Johnson noted it’s about the code. He read a design standard. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen asked if the Commission could approve demolition of a portion of the knee 
wall so construction may begin.   
 
Mr. Smith identified that this group is not in full agreement.  
 
Discussion took place on a door swinging in and occupancy issues. A suggestion is to 
recess the door. Petitioners said this would remove seating. Mr. Clarke needs to move his 
smoker in as quickly as possible.  
 
Mr. Smith summarized that part of the demo includes moving the equipment in. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if the Commission could separate the door and vote on everything else. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen stated this is possible.  
 
Mr. Saad moved to approve Case 2020-AR-19, 1168 Wilmette Avenue, for an Appearance 
Review Certificate to remodel the façade including constructing a new knee wall, installing 
new windows, installing lighting, and adding synthetic wood cladding and new masonry to 
the façade with the condition that the doorway opening would be continued until Village 
code review has been completed which may impact the design. The motion was seconded 
by Mr. Brill. Voting yes:  Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, Saad 
and Chairman Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 
III. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

There were no additional public comments. 
 
IV. NEW BUSINESS 
 

The next meeting of the Commission is scheduled for Monday, January 4, 2021 at 7:00 pm. 
 

V. ADJOURNMENT 
 
At 9:54 p.m., Mr. Johnson moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by 
Mr. Miller.  Voting yes: Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, Saad 
and Chairman Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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