
   Approved 4/06/15 
  

 1 

 

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, MARCH 2, 2015  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

 

 

Members Present: Tim Sheridan, Chairman 

William Bradford 

Dan Collyer  

Daniel Elkins 

Craig Phillips  

 

Members Absent:  Mason Miller 

   Carrie Woleben-Meade 

 

Guests: Michel Freiburger, 907 Ridge Road 

 Hani Jacob Saleh, 328 Linden Avenue 

 

Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Planner III 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairman Sheridan called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING 

OF FEBRUARY 2, 2015. 

 

Mr. Phillips moved the Commission approve the February 2, 2015 meeting minutes as 

amended.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, 

and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion 

carried. 
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III. CONTINUANCES 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to continue Case 2014-AR-21, 111 Green Bay Road, Firefly Kitchen 

to the April 6, 2015 meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Elkins.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approve Cases 2015-AR-09, 1146 Wilmette Avenue, Contadino, and 

2015-AR-10, 111 Skokie Boulevard, Weinstein & Piser Funeral Home.  The motion was 

seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, 

Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

V. CASES 

 

2015-AR-02 1177 Wilmette Avenue 

Grey Gardenia  Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2015-AR-02, 1177 Wilmette Avenue, Grey Gardenia, requesting 

an Appearance Review Certificate to install a new awning sign. 

 

Ms. Tammy Setner said she would like to install a continuous awning across the entire 

storefront.  She said visually the awning should span both storefronts.  When she spoke to 

the awning company she instructed them to submit that design to the Village for review.  

She never wanted the awning company to present an option for two awnings to replace the 

existing two awnings.  She asked the Commission to reconsider their approval at last 

month’s meeting for two separate awnings and instead approve the plan for one continuous 

awning. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked Ms. Setner what she would do if she didn’t have an awning. 

 

Ms. Setner said she wouldn’t do anything. 

 

Mr. Bradford said he appreciated the views of Ms. Setner and her desire to have one 

continuous awning, but he felt having one continuous awning went against the building’s 

architecture.  There is a very strong pier between the two existing awnings.  The one 

continuous awning would cover that pier.  One of the storefronts has a pediment over it, 

which distinguishes that side from the other.  The intent to stitch two side by side elements 

into one element by a piece of canvas works against the building’s design. 

 

Ms. Setner said she also intends to replace the existing doors.  There are two existing 

entries.  She would like to change it to one set of French doors.  She knew that was a 

request she would need to bring back to the Commission at a later date. 
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Mr. Sheridan said the entire block from Central Avenue west towards the alley is one 

building.  All of the storefronts in that building have one awning per storefront.  There is a 

certain pattern and rhythm to the building. 

 

Mr. Collyer agreed the two different pediments over the two existing storefronts made it 

difficult to extend one awning across both storefronts.  If both storefronts were the same it 

would make it easier for him to agree to install one continuous awnings, but that is not the 

case. 

 

Ms. Setner said she thought the awning as previously approved would hurt her ability to 

market her business.  She didn’t know why the awning company presented another option 

at the previous meeting. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked Ms. Setner what she wanted to do.  He didn’t think the Commission 

would vote favorably on her current request. 

 

Ms. Setner left the meeting. 

 

Mr. Elkins moved to continue Case 2015-AR-02, 1177 Wilmette Avenue, to the April 6, 

2015 meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  Chairman 

Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The 

motion carried. 

 

 

2014-AR-32 905-907 Ridge Road 

Newlook Construction  Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2014-AR-32, 907 Ridge Road, Newlook Construction, requesting an 

Appearance Review Certificate to address outstanding items from the previous approval. 

 

Mr. Freiburger said the outstanding items he wished to present included the final siding color, 

coping color, fencing detail, planting materials and photometric plan.  He said the photometric 

plan only showed one light fixture, but he would be installing two lighting fixtures.  The plan 

showed there would not be any light crossing the lot line. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the light fixture would need to be a downlight only and could not have any 

uplight due to the Village’s zoning regulations. 

 

Mr. Freiburger said Sheet C-1 showed proposed landscaping including ivy that would 

eventually grow up the fence. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked on which side of the fence the ivy would be planted. 
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Mr. Freiburger said it would be on the neighboring side of the fence.  He said the fence would 

consist of horizontally planked cedar boards to match the siding.  Both the siding and the fencing 

would be stained the same color, a custom Olympia stain with a Canyon Brown base.  The 

coping color would be a dark bronze to mimic the framing of the windows. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if Mr. Freiburger had received permission from the neighboring property to 

flash the joint in between the two buildings on the property line.  He also recommended they 

spend some time thinking about how the other joints between the buildings are sealed. 

 

Mr. Freiburger said he had received verbal approval from the neighbor based upon the drawings. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said he felt the request met the applicable standards of review. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approve an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2014-AR-32, 

905-907 Ridge Road, Newlook Construction, based on the information presented including 

siding and fencing detail, parapet trim color, plant materials, and photometric plan, with the 

understanding that there will be no uplight.  The motion was seconded by Phillips.  Voting 

yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2015-AR-08 328 Linden Avenue 

North Shore Associates Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2015-AR-08, 328 Linden Avenue, North Shore Associates, 

requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to replace an existing rear stairwell.  

 

Mr. Saleh said they were replacing the exterior stairwell to meet the Fire Department’s life 

safety requirements.  The interior stairwells do not meet the width requirements for 

paramedic stretchers. 

 

Mr. Bradford said it appears they are basically replacing a wooden stair with another 

wooden stair. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said a guardrail was shown on the plans, but not a handrail.  Both were 

needed for an exterior stairwell.   

 

Mr. Bradford asked if the wooden stairs would be stained or painted. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said they were proposing to use a clear sealant, without a stain. 
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Mr. Elkins moved to approve an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2015-AR-08, 328 

Linden Avenue, to replace an exterior stairwell with the stipulations that 1) the handrail be 

installed complaint with the IL Accessibility Code, 2) the applicant confirm the required 

stairwell width includes the handrail, 3) the gutter and downspout metal be painted white, 

and 4) the wood will have a clear sealant.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  

Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  

Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2015-AR-04 721 Green Bay Road 

Imperial Motors Appearance Review Certificate  
 

Mr. Elkins moved to continue Case 2015-AR-04, 721 Green Bay Road, Imperial Motors, to 

the April 6, 2015 meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 8:23 p.m., Mr. Bradford moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by 

Mr. Elkins.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissions Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, 

Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 


