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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 1, 2016  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

 

 

Members Present: Tim Sheridan, Chairman 

William Bradford 

Dan Collyer 

Mason Miller 

Craig Phillips    

 

Members Absent:  Daniel Elkins 

   Carrie Woleben-Meade 

 

Guests: Jill Sickle, 601 Park Avenue 

 David Lawrie, 1315 Sherman Place, Evanston 

 Steve Blonsky, 1121 Greenleaf Avenue 

 Scott Osterhuas, 1121 Greenleaf Avenue 

 Cristian Gansari, 327 3rd Street 

 Gabe Horstick, 1406 W. Fulton, Chicago 

 Joshua Krueger, 1406 W. Fulton, Chicago 

 Lynn Dee, 1616 Sheridan Road 

 Chris Kaechele, 1616 Sheridan Road 

 Mike Walther, 1035 Meadow, Glencoe 

 

Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 

 

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 JULY 11, 2016. 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approve the July 11, 2016 meeting minutes as amended.  The motion 

was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners 

Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

III. CONTINUANCES 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to continue Case 2015-AR-45, 930 Greenleaf Avenue, Women’s 

Club; Case 2016-SZC-01, 3232 Lake Avenue, Joseph Freed & Associates; Case 2016-AR-

11, 1314-1318 Wilmette Avenue, Sam Gambacorta; Case 2016-AR-18, 601 Green Bay 

Road, Mona Lisa Stone & Tile; and Case 2016-AR-25, 711 11th Street, Enamel & Root to 

the August 29, 2016 meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approve an Appearance Review Certificate for Case 2016-AR-33, 

1137 Greenleaf Avenue, 153 Akira; and Case 2016-AR-34, 1140 Wilmette Avenue, Rose 

Hall Montessori, Certificate.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

V. CASES 

 

2016-AR-24 327 3rd Street 

James Powers Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-24, 327 3rd Street, for an Appearance Review 

Certificate request to construct a fence and pergola in the rear yard of the townhome unit. 

 

Mr. Cristian Gansari said he was the architect representing the owner of the property, Mr. 

James Powers.  He said the owner would like to install a pergola with brick pavers beneath 

it and enclose the yard with a fence.  He said the pergola would be constructed using 

pressure treated wood. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked if the wood was proposed to be stained. 

 

Mr. Gansari said the wood was not proposed to be stained. 

 

Mr. Bradford said the 6x6 inch support column is shown in the plans to sit at grade.  The 

wooden column would potentially be sitting in standing water which would cause the wood 

to rot.  If the base on which the wooden column was sitting were raised above grade it 

might help the long term maintenance of the wood. 
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Mr. Gansari said he agreed with Mr. Bradford, but said the owner liked the look of the 

wood flush with grade. 

 

Mr. Bradford said he has no problem with the appearance, he just thought it was a longer 

term maintenance issue. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said the bracket in the section drawing looked much larger than the example 

which was provided.  He wondered which drawing was more accurate. 

 

Mr. Gansari said the bracket would not be as large as it was shown in the section. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approved Case 2016-AR-24, 327 3rd Street for an Appearance 

Review Certificate to install a pergola and fence in accordance with the plans submitted.  

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

Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

2016-AR-27 601-607 Park Avenue 

Jill Sickle Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-27, 601-617 Park Avenue, Jill Sickle, requesting an 

Appearance Review Certificate to install landscaping at the townhome development. 

 

Ms. Jill Sickle said she was the owner and her landscape architect was David Lawrie. 

 

Mr. Lawrie presented the landscape plans provided to the commissioners.  He said one of 

the plants on their plant list was identified by the Village as being invasive.  He said the 

cultivar they selected was not considered to be invasive, however, they were proposing to 

replace the Euonymus with Pennsylvanian Sedge. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked if a lawnmower would be able to access the lawn on the south side of 

the property with the addition of a hedge around the lawn. 

 

Mr. Lawrie said they will need to add a gap in the hedge near the walkway at the 

southernmost unit. 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approve Case 2016-AR-27, 601-617 Park Avenue, for an 

Appearance Review Certificate to install landscaping with the substitution of plant species 

from Euonymus to Pennsylvanian Sedge.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Bradford.  

Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips. 

Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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2016-AR-29 1121 Greenleaf Avenue 

Steve Blonsky Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-29, 1121 Greenleaf Avenue, Steve Blonsky, requesting 

an Appearance Review Certificate to construct a four story building with lighting, 

landscaping and paving. 

 

Gabe Horstick and Josh Krueger with Campbell Street Asset Management, Steve Blonsky 

with Vanguard Development Group, and Scott Osterhuas with Osterhaus McCarthy 

Architects introduced themselves. 

 

Mr. Scott Osterhaus presented the architectural plans to the commission.  He said he 

wanted the building to reference the north shore downtown architecture that is seen from 

Lake Forest down to Wilmette.  While fitting in with the architecture of the area he also 

wanted the building to have a modern edge.  The objective was to not do a flat roof 

building, but rather do a gabled mansard roof.  They didn’t want the building to be a large 

mass, so they broke up the building and provided a shift to the building.  The said the 

modified mansard roof will provide a screen for the roof top mechanical units.  A majority 

of the building will be brick and Hardie Board.  The metal trim and window frames will be 

dark bronze.  He said the light fixtures on the front and along the sidewalk leading up the 

residential entrance would shine both up and down.  Further along the side of the building 

past the residential entrance the lighting would only shine down.  Along the rear of the 

building above each garage entrance will be an RAB wall pack.  The landscape plan is 

relatively simple. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked what was happening at the bays on either side of the commercial 

entrance doors. 

 

Mr. Osterhaus said they will be part of the commercial storefront.  He said it is drawn 

incorrectly and that he should have drawn the limestone base below each window.  They 

would be butt-glazed windows like the other first floor commercial storefront windows. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked how the Hardie Panel at the head of the windows would be detailed. 

 

Mr. Osterhaus said the Hardie Panel would be right in-line with the window.  It would be 

setback from the face of the brick. 

 

Mr. Bradford asked if a steel lintel would carry the load of the brick. 

 

Mr. Osterhaus confirmed the steel lintel would support the brick. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if the Hardie Panel would be exposed in between the joints.  

 

Mr. Osterhaus said a plastic channel would be placed between the panels to create the look.  

They come black and would not be painted. 
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Mr. Sheridan said the commission would need a point to point photometric plan.  He also 

said the Village Code does not allow up-lighting. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen confirmed that up-lighting is not permitted.  All of the proposed vessel style 

lighting would need to be the dark sky friendly option, shown in the specification sheet. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if there were any other people in the audience who wished to speak on 

the case. 

 

No one in the audience had comments or questions. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approve Case 2016-AR-29, 1121 Greenleaf Avenue, Steve 

Blonsky, requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to construct a four story building 

with lighting, paving and landscaping in accordance with the plans submitted with the 

condition that a point to point photometric plan be submitted for the commission’s 

approval, and that up-lighting be replaced with down lighting.  The motion was seconded 

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

Miller, Phillips. Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2016-AR-32 1616 Sheridan Road 

1616 Condominium Association Appearance Review Certificate 

 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2016-AR-32, 1616 Sheridan Road, requesting an Appearance 

Review Certificate to install new fencing. 

 

Ms. Lynn Dee said she was the property manager for the building.  They need to replace 

the rusted steel fence.  Their proposal is to replace it with an aluminum fence painted white 

to match the existing.  They also need to do some structural repairs which include the 

removal of an existing masonry wall and concrete deck.  When the deck is replaced they 

propose to not replace the wall, but instead install a similar fence around the deck. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said some of the existing fence is face mounted to the side of the masonry 

wall.  The coping on top of the wall has been made to accept an angle brace.  He asked how 

the new installation would compare to what’s existing. 

 

Mr. Chris Kaechele said he would install an 8x8 inch plate on the side of the wall to 

support the fence.  He is not going to touch the coping.  The limestone coping will not 

support the new fence so he does not propose to install anything on top of the limestone.  

The angle brace will be removed. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said if the angle brace is removed the coping cap has been trimmed in a way 

that the top of the wall will be left exposed.  He asked if they could patch the limestone.  

He doesn’t want to create more expense for the owner, but he thinks it will become a 

maintenance issue in the long run and wanted to bring it to the owner’s attention. 
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Mr. Sheridan asked if the gate and ladder on the south side of the parking lot was going to 

be removed. 

 

Mr. Kaechele said the ladder is going to stay and a new gate will be installed to provide 

access to the ladder. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked where the dumpsters would be moved.  They are currently partially 

screened by the CMU wall that will be removed. 

 

Ms. Dee said they will be moved along the wall on the north side of the property. 

 

Mr. Sheridan said typically dumpsters are supposed to be screened by a trash enclosure, but 

the height of the adjacent retaining wall acts as a screen. 

 

Mr. Sheridan asked if the unit residents with the patio are okay with the patio wall not 

being replaced. 

 

Ms. Dee said they were okay with it and that the building would install landscaping around 

the patio to help provide a screen. 

 

Mr. Bradford moved to approve Case 2016-AR-32, 1616 Sheridan Road, for an 

Appearance Review Certificate to install fencing according to the plans submitted with the 

addition of a gate on the south end of the property and that the fence running along the 

north-south wall be no greater than 4 inches away from the face of the building.  The 

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

Bradford, Collyer, Miller, Phillips. Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

VI. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

There were no public comments. 

 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 8:47 p.m., Mr. Phillips moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

Bradford.  Voting yes:  Chairman Sheridan, and Commissioners Bradford, Collyer, Miller, 

Phillips. Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 


