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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, AUGUST 31, 2015  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

 

 

Members Present: Tim Sheridan, Chairman 

William Bradford  

Dan Collyer  

Daniel Elkins  

Mason Miller  

Craig Phillips  

Carrie Woleben-Meade 

 

Members Absent:  None 

 

Guests: Lindsay Brown, 318 Linden Avenue 

 Mary Bowman, 835 Westerfield Drive 

 John Olvany, 803 Chestnut Avenue 

 Bob Reichner, 807 Chestnut Avenue 

 Dean Lindsay, 808 Chestnut Avenue 

 

Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Planner III 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairman Sheridan called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 
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II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING 

OF AUGUST 3, 2015. 

 

Mr. Elkins moved to approve the August 3, 2015 meeting minutes as amended.  The 

motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and 

Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

III. CONTINUANCES 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to continue Case 2015-AR-06, 422-444 Ridge Road, BCH 422; and 

Case 2015-AR-20, 135 Green Bay Road, IL Center for Digestive Health to the October 5, 

2015 meeting.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Woleben-Meade.  Voting yes:  Chairman 

Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, Woleben-Meade.  

Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approve the consent agenda consisting of Case 2015-AR-32, 1146 

Wilmette Avenue, Gusto of Wilmette, Wall and Window Sign; 2015-AR-33, 1000 Ridge 

Road, Accu Build Development, Projecting Sign; 2015-AR-34, 515 4th Street, Isabella’s 

Hair Design, Awning Sign.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, 

Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

V. CASES 

 

2015-AR-28 312-322 Linden Avenue 

312-322 Linden Preservation Assoc. Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2015-AR-28, 312-322 Linden Avenue, for an Appearance 

Review Certificate to modify the roof color and material. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said he thought the shingles looked fine, but he wanted to know if the 

proposal included replacing the sheet metal around the chimneys and other protrusions. 

 

Mr. Lindsay Brown said they would be replacing the existing sheet metal with the same 

type and color of sheet metal. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade moved to approve an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2015-

AR-28, 312-322 Linden Avenue, as submitted with the condition that the new sheet metal 

will match the existing.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, 

Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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2015-AR-29 1415-1437 Sheridan Road 

Westerfield Square Home Owners Association Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2015-AR-29, 1415-1437 Sheridan Road, Westerfield Square 

Home Owners Association, for an Appearance Review Certificate to install landscaping 

along the south property line. 

 

Ms. Mary Bowman stated this project was to recapture the use of land that had not been 

used for some time.  An existing stockade fence is setback significantly from the sidewalk.  

They are requesting approval to install arborvitae with pachysandra in front, closer to the 

street.  On the angular corner they would transplant existing hostas and daylilies.  The 

genesis of the project was to find additional space to push their snow.  There are multiple 

locations where they push snow all over the property; however, they still need to pay snow 

removal companies to haul snow off the site.  They are trying to create additional area for 

snow storage by removing the fence.  The arborvitae will be six feet in height when 

planted.  It is their intent to use the arborvitae to screen their parking lot for the benefit of 

their neighbors. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked about the existing trees in the project area. 

 

Ms. Bowman said the existing maple trees would be pruned, but the hawthorn shrubs are 

dead and would be removed. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said arborvitae are salt sensitive plants and wanted to know what how 

the applicant was proposing to protect the trees from salt. 

 

Ms. Bowman said the trees would be setback from the sidewalk.  She spoke to the 

landscape architect about drainage concerns with the proposal.  One of the options they 

could do is to berm the area where the trees will be planted. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said they could also consider installing burlap around the base of the 

trees. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said the fence along the east corner of the property returns back to the 

garage.  The hedge does not return back to the garage, so she was wondering how that 

would be screened. 

 

Ms. Bowman said the hedge will extend into the sides of the existing fence. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if the portion of the fence running along the west property line will 

stay. 

 

Ms. Bowman said that portion of fence will stay. 
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Mr. Sheridan said the proposed hedge will cut back at a 45 degree angle toward the 

neighbor to the west and provide roughly 10-12 feet of clearance from the sidewalk.  That 

should be enough to see people while backing up. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade pointed out the hedge is shown appropriately setback a few feet from 

the property line so as the tree grows it doesn’t need to be trimmed back from the sidewalk.  

The rest of the landscaping that was done last year on Westerfield Square turned out very 

nice. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if anyone in the audience would like to speak. 

 

Mr. Dean Lindsay, 808 Chestnut Avenue, said he abuts the subject property on the west.  

He said he has met with Ms. Bowman and the landscaping committee of the townhome 

association.  He had three items to discuss including the safety issue of the hedge while he 

backs out of the driveway.  He said he has trouble looking back over his shoulder while 

backing out of his driveway.  Because of the way the driveway and garage are configured, 

they back out of the driveway.  The second issue is the drainage on that area of the 

property.  While much of the snow is taken away, the amount of snow melt is tremendous 

and causes water to drain across the sidewalk on Chestnut Avenue.  It makes the area 

boggy and plants don’t do well.  The drainage swale was brought up as a potential solution 

when they met.  The third issue is one of aesthetics.  When the hawthorns are removed it 

will open up a huge area.  The most important issue, however, is the safety issue.  He 

distributed photos to the Commission of the subject area to explain his ideas.  He put some 

tape on the Westerfield Square property to see what the 45 degree angle would look like as 

he would back out of his driveway.  There’s a huge amount of traffic on the sidewalk 

because of Langdon Park.  He asked the landscape committee if the angle could be 

softened a little, and move the hedge over an additional nine feet, to provide extra visibility 

while he backs out of the driveway. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked Ms. Bowman if she was open to the additional nine feet of 

visibility that Mr. Lindsay was requesting. 

 

Ms. Bowman said she discussed this with Mr. Lindsay and Mr. Tom Nathan, Westerfield 

Square Townhome Association President.  They discussed a compromise with Mr. Lindsay 

and came up with a distance of 20 feet from the driveway to the point where the hedge 

begins to return. 

 

Mr. Lindsay said he is willing to compromise, but his main concern is safety. 

 

Ms. Bowman asked Mr. Sivertsen to explain the Village’s sight line requirements. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said he spoke to the Engineering Department which oversees public ways 

and regulates sight lines.  The Village has requirements for sight line obstructions at the 

intersection of two roadways, but there are no sight line requirements for intersections of 

alleys and sidewalks, alleys and streets, or driveways and sidewalks. 
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Mr. Lindsay said the other issue is the drainage of the property and cut through traffic.  

People cannot walk through a stockade fence, but they can walk through shrubs.  Mr. 

Nathan, Ms. Bowman and Mr. Lindsay had discussed earlier the idea of putting up a 

temporary fence behind the hedge to prevent pedestrian cut-through traffic.  He is in favor 

of the arborvitae hedge, but he is not in favor of the void left by the removal of the 

hawthorn shrubs. 

 

Ms. Bowman said the landscaping will only improve the aesthetics of the existing area.  

The stockade fence is in bad shape and the hawthorn shrubs are dead.  A zelkova tree has 

been planted and the maple trees will remain and be pruned. 

 

Mr. Bob Reichner said their main concern is the aesthetics.  He lives directly across the 

street.  He understood the proposed trees would be installed at 6 feet in height, but wasn’t 

sure how far apart they would be planted.  He also understood there was some discussion 

about a low level stockade fence. 

 

Ms. Bowman said they had not discussed a low level stockade fence, but they had 

discussed a wrought iron style fence like the one to the east of the property.  A wrought 

iron fence is not currently part of the plan. 

 

Mr. Reichner said he was also concerned about potential pedestrian cut-through traffic once 

the stockade fence is removed. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said the Commission considers what the landscaping will look like at 

maturity.  There’s some time that needs to be allowed to let the landscaping grow.  The 

townhome association has done a good job at illustrating what the landscaping will look 

like once mature. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said it looked like the arborvitae were proposed to be installed at 

eight feet on center and 4 feet wide at installation.  She estimated it would take 8-9 years 

before the trees will reach maturity. 

 

Mr. Lindsay asked about doing a staggered installation of trees. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said that is not the proposal before them.  They need to vote on what 

is submitted to them. 

 

Mr. Phillips suggested if there are going to be changes, that the case be tabled and 

discussed amongst the neighbors before coming back to the Commission.  The Commission 

can’t negotiate a compromise. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said the Commission can help facilitate a discussion, but can’t require the 

applicant to modify their proposal. 

 

Mr. Reichner asked what happens if the salt in the snow melt affects the health of the trees. 
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Mr. Sheridan said they will be required to maintain the landscaping as approved. 

 

Ms.  Bowman said the association will be spending a lot of money on this landscaping and 

intend to design and maintain something that will look nice.  Their landscape architect is 

very good at what they do.  They also want to be good neighbors. 

 

Mr. John Olvany stated he lived across the street and to the east of the subject property.  He 

thanked the Commission for their service.  When he is looking at issues that affect the 

community, he looks at how those decisions will impact the neighborhood and the overall 

community.  In the 18 years he has been living at this corner it has changed from positive 

to negative a lot.  There’s a ton of traffic thanks to Gilson/Chestnut Beach and the result of 

that traffic is a lot of pedestrian traffic through a group of trees that are sparsely setup on 

the corner.  The design will be inviting people to cut-through all the time.  The view 

outside his front door is going to change dramatically.  The existing stockade fence is fine.  

The arborvitae is a reasonable solution, however, the maturation period sounds pretty 

substantial.  Some other kind of proposal would be conducive to the overall neighborhood. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked Ms. Bowman if the proposal was going to stay the same or if it was 

going to change. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said there are some pretty easy concessions to make.  She thought 

going with the 20 foot sight line rather than the 16 foot sight line would be an easy change 

for the association, and would greatly help the neighbor in backing up his vehicle. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked Mr. Sivertsen if a fence would need a permit. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said it would depend on what type of fence was proposed.  If it were just a 

temporary type fence it would not need a permit.  Just as if somewhere were to install a 

temporary landscaping fence in their garden, the Village wouldn’t require a permit. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said he would recommend they adjust the sight line. 

 

Ms. Bowman said adjusting the sight line would not be an issue.  They would need to put 

the change before their townhome association board.  If it is approved by the Appearance 

Review Commission it would be contingent on their board.  If I doesn’t pass their board 

then the plan fails. 

 

Mr. Bradford said the applicant had also discussed installing a swale and berm on top of 

which the arborvitae would be installed. 

 

Ms. Bowman said she had met with the landscape architect in the morning to discuss the 

drainage swale and also discussed installing a berm. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said he would also recommend the landscaping fence be installed on the 

inside of the hedge. 
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Ms. Bowman she said they would agree to that modification to the plan without hesitation. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to grant an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2015-AR-29, 

1415-1437 Sheridan Road with the following conditions: 1) that the setback from the west 

property line to the turn in the hedge be 20 feet rather than 16 feet; 2) that the arborvitae be 

planted in a small berm and that there be a drainage swale created on the north side of the 

arborvitae; 3) and that a continuous 4 foot high green temporary fence be installed along 

the north side of the arborvitae amending the plans as submitted.  The motion was 

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

Collyer, Elkins, Miller, Phillips, Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

VI. NEW BUSINESS 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said North Shore Meats needed to replace their water cooled freezer with a 

new condensing unit that would be installed at grade outside of the doorway.  Because this 

was an emergency repair, he wanted to know if the unit could be replaced before the 

application appeared before the Commission, with the understanding the owner would need 

to come to the Commission to explain how the unit would be screened. 

 

The Commission felt the owner should be allowed to make the repair, but that they would 

need to appear before the Commission at a future meeting to show how the unit will be 

screened with either fencing or landscaping. 

 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 8:21 p.m., Mr. Bradford moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by 

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

Elkins, Miller, Phillips, Woleben-Meade.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 


