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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, MAY 4, 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: Lukasz Cholodecki, 1126 Central 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 APRIL 6, 2015. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved the Commission approve the April 6, 2015 meeting minutes as 

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

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

none.  The motion carried. 
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III. CONTINUANCES 

 

Mrs. Woleben-Meade moved to continued Cases 2015-AR-04, 721 Green Bay Road, 

Imperial Motors and 2015-AR-06, 422-444 Ridge Road, BCH 422 LLC, to the June 1, 

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

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

Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approve Cases 2015-AR-14, 116 Skokie Boulevard, Indiana Tech 

and 2015-AR-15, 1195 Wilmette Avenue, Trendy Taco.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

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

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

 

V. CASES 

 

2015-AR-16 1126 Central Avenue 

Napolita Pizzeria  Preliminary Review 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2015-AR-16, 1126 Central Avenue, Napolita Pizzeria for a 

preliminary review of their proposed awing sign. 

 

Mr. Lukasz Cholodecki stated he was one of three owners of Napolita Pizzeria.  They would 

like to install a new awning across both storefronts.  When the space was formerly occupied 

as Gilson’s it was difficult to determine which storefront was the restaurant.  It seemed as 

though there might be two separate restaurants because of the multiple doors.  They feel one 

awning will unify the space and create less confusion for customers.  He wasn’t sure what 

Gilson’s signage had been originally, but felt this was the best solution to identity the 

storefronts as one business. 

 

Mr. Bradford said Gilson’s originally occupied only the western most of the two storefronts.  

They then expanded into the storefront to the east. 

 

Mr. Elkins added that at one point they had removed the awning and installed a blade sign 

above the west storefront. 

 

Mrs. Woleben-Meade asked if there were any requests in the past to install one awning over 

both storefronts. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said he couldn’t recall a request being made to install a single awning over 

both storefronts.  He thought Gilson’s had only wanted to recover the existing awnings.  They 

had originally recovered the existing awning frame with their business name.  As Mr. Elkins 

had previously stated they then removed the awning and installed a blade sign. 
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Mr. Cholodecki mentioned the entrance to the second floor was actually a second entrance 

and that the main entrance to the second floor was on the Wilmette Avenue side of the 

building.  The second floor offices all have a Wilmette Avenue address. 

 

Mr. Phillips asked if they were proposing to install any window signage. 

 

Mr. Cholodecki said their plan was to install their logo on the window of the west 

storefront.  They haven’t yet thought what they would do on the east storefront other than 

place an arrow directing people to the west storefront entrance. 

 

Mr. Elkins asked the petitioner to finalize their design when they come back to the 

Commission.  The plans specified the awning would be black, but the color shown on the 

rendering was red. 

 

Mr. Cholodecki said the awning would be red. 

 

Mrs. Woleben-Meade said they had a similar request several weeks ago for a storefront 

around the corner.  The business owner wanted to install one awning across two 

storefronts, and her request was not approved by the Commission.  The case was slightly 

different because that building had a column sticking out front.  She wondered if the 

Commissioners had a similar viewpoint on the current request. 

 

Mr. Bradford said he had considered that former case when reviewing the current request.  

He felt the two requests were different because the building where Napolita will be located 

does not have the strong vertical architectural element that the previous case had.  The only 

question he had about this proposal was whether or not the awning would extend to the end 

of the storefront.  He thought it might be shown that way in the rendering so they could fit 

the whole awing in the photo. 

 

Mr. Cholodecki said they awning would extend to the ends of the storefront. 

 

Mr. Elkins said the previous case was also different because the building also had different 

types of architectural elements above the awning.  One side of the storefront had a gable 

with stucco and the other had a flat brick parapet.  The proposal being discussed at this 

meeting did not have those variations in design above the storefront. 

 

Mr. Elkins said he would like the petitioner to present a complete proposal with all of their 

signage when they come back for final review.  He prefers to not review piecemeal 

proposals where the applicant keeps coming back with additional sign requests. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the sign request as currently shown would require a sign variation to 

install an additional awning sign. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if any of the Commissioners had an issue with the door leading to the 

second floor offices. 
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The Commission discussed the possibility of painting the door frame so that is blends in 

more with the rest of the storefront. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the petitioner would need to provide additional information when they 

come back to the Commission for a formal review.  They would need to know exact 

dimensions of the awning frame and signage.  Mr. Sivertsen asked the Commission if they 

would encourage the applicant to keep the same awning depth as the other awnings on the 

building. 

 

The Commissioners agreed they would encourage the depth of the awning to remain 

consistent with the other awnings on the building. 

 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 8:00 p.m., Mr. Elkins moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

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

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


