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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 7, 2018  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

 

 

Members Present: Carrie Woleben-Meade, Chair 

Nada Andric (arrived 8:10 pm) 

Daniel Elkins  

Craig Phillips  

Charles Smith    

 

Members Absent:  Mason Miller 

 

Guests: Laurie Jacobs, 123 Green Bay Road, Wilmette, IL 

 Orren Pickell, 1799 Willow Road, Northfield, IL 

 Rob Rejman, 303 E. Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 

 Thomas Clune, 225 N. Michigan Avenue, Chicago, IL 

 Chris Zera, 7800 Lehigh Avenue, Niles, IL 

 Lynn Dee, 1616 Sheridan Avenue, Wilmette, IL 

 

Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 

 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chair Woleben-Meade called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 

 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING 

OF APRIL 2, 2018. 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approve the April 2, 2018 meeting minutes.  The motion was 

seconded by Mr. Elkins.  Voting yes:  Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners 

Elkins, Phillips, and Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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III. CASES 

 

2018-AR-10 1616 Sheridan Road 

1616 Sheridan Condominium Association Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-10, 1616 Sheridan Road, 1616 Sheridan Condominium 

Association for an Appearance Review Certificate to install new fencing. 

 

Ms. Lynn Dee stated she was the property manager.  The sea wall needs to be repaired.  As 

part of that repair, they will be replacing the concrete cap.  Rather than replacing the knee 

wall on top of the cap, they are proposing to install a metal railing. 

 

Mr. Smith said it looked like the existing knee wall is a few feet in height. If the new 

railing is 42 inches in height, it will be slightly taller than the knee wall.  He wondered if 

the residents who live on the first floor had an issue with their view being slightly more 

obscured. 

 

Ms. Dee said the owners on the first floor don’t have an issue with the height. 

 

Mr. Smith asked for clarification on how the railing would be attached to the cap. 

 

Mr. Zera said it would be mechanically secured to the top of the cap and finished with an 

epoxy sealant. 

 

Mr. Phillips moved to approved Case 2018-AR-10, 1616 Sheridan Road, for an 

Appearance Review Certificate to install new fencing.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

Elkins. Voting yes:  Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Elkins, Phillips, and 

Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2018-AR-11 123 Green Bay Road 

Staley Martial Arts Sign Variation 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-11, 123 Green Bay Road, Staley Martial Arts, 

requesting a 23.8% wall sign coverage variation and a variation to reuse an existing box 

sign. 

 

Ms. Laurie Jacobs stated she is one of the owners of Staley Martial Arts.  She said there are 

two existing sign boxes on their storefront.  Because of the 30% coverage requirement for 

wall signs, they decided to propose a sign on only one of the boxes.  They would place a 

opaque metal panel in the left cabinet and their sign in the right cabinet.  It’s her 

understanding that the other more significant variation is for reuse of the existing box sign 

cabinet, so they are trying to make the sign look as tasteful as possible. 
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Mr. Sivertsen explained the history of this property.  He said there was a sign variation case 

for the previous occupant.  In 1992, the Village Board approved a coverage variation and a 

variation for the number of items of information.  At that time, box signs were not 

prohibited, however, they were discouraged by the Village’s design guidelines. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen explained the sign was also not like traditional box signs.  Instead of a single 

illuminated panel, the panel itself would be opaque and only the letters and logo would be 

illuminated.  This is similar to how the projecting sign regulations were written for Plaza 

del Lago’s local sign ordinance.  In that case, the storefront most recently occupied by No 

Man’s Land was allowed a projecting sign with internal illumination.  The face of the sign 

would be opaque and only the letters would be illuminated with push-thru halo lit letters. 

 

Ms. Jacobs said West Lake Plaza was allowed to have box signs while they were prohibited 

by Village Code, up until the point in which the shopping center was remodeled. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked the applicant if they were taking up the entire first floor. 

 

Ms. Jacobs said they were only taking the north side of the storefront which is recessed 

from the sidewalk. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said since there are other existing box signs on the building, the 

commission’s decision may impact the rest of the storefront. 

 

Ms. Jacobs said the remaining storefront has three existing box sign cabinets.  If her 

business displayed a sign on only one of the two cabinets maybe the other storefront would 

want to remove the cabinets altogether if they were only permitted to have a sign on one of 

the three cabinets. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said he had discussed the other three box sign cabinets with the landlord.  He 

was told the cabinets were in poor shape and would likely need to be removed; however, no 

promises were made.  In his review of the building plans from the most recent façade 

remodeling project it appeared that the area behind the sign cabinets were concrete blocks 

and not stone as used on the north facing spandrel. 

 

Mr. Elkins asked how the 23.8% coverage variation was calculated. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen showed the area around the sign that was used.  It was the smallest rectangle 

you could draw around all the proposed logos and letters. 

 

Mr. Elkins said it seemed like they were penalized by their logo because it was so much 

taller than their lettering.  He said unless they were going to take the sign boxes down, their 

design approach is as nice as you can do to reuse the cabinet that is there.  He has been 

involved in projects where they have used the push-thru letters where the faces have been 

illuminated.  In this case, only the sides of the letters would be illuminated.  He doesn’t 

have any problem with the proposal. 

 



   Approved 6/4/2018 
  

 4 

Mr. Smith said he thought the proposal was fine.  The sign is going to be setback from the 

street.  It’s also a good reuse of the existing materials. 

 

Mr. Phillips said he agrees that it’s a good solution to what’s existing.  If the cabinets were 

removed and the storefront was left with the concrete block they would be creating a bigger 

issue. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said she agrees with the other commissioners. 

 

Findings of Fact 

The Commission found the variation would relieve the petitioner from an unusual 

circumstance presented by the existing box signs and the wall behind the existing sign 

cabinets.  The proposal would be consistent with other signs in the area.  The effect of the 

opaque sign with push-thru letters would appear similar to channel letters given the setback 

from the street.  The existing cabinets were installed by the previous tenant and received 

Village approval and variations in 1992. 

 

Decision 

Mr. Elkins moved to recommend granting the request for a 23.8% wall sign coverage 

variation and a variation to reuse an existing box sign as submitted.  The motion was 

seconded by Mr. Smith.  Voting yes: Chair Woleben-Meade, and Commissioners Elkins, 

Phillips, and Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

Mr. Elkins moved to authorize the Chair to prepare the report and recommendations from 

the Appearance Review Commission for case 2018-AR-11.  The motion was seconded by 

Mr. Phillips.  Voting yes: Chair Woleben-Meade, and Commissioners Elkins, Phillips, and 

Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2018-AR-13 444 Skokie Boulevard 

Orren Pickell Design Group Preliminary Review 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-13, 444 Skokie Boulevard, Orren Pickell Design 

Group requesting a preliminary review for an addition and exterior remodeling of the 

existing office building. 

 

Mr. Orren Pickell stated they are proposing to replace the existing ground sign.  The base 

of the proposed sign will be slightly shorter than the existing sign.  They were thinking of 

cladding the base of the sign with the same cladding they are proposing for the building. 

 

Mr. Pickell said the building is constructed on piers.  They would like to enclose as much 

of the first floor as possible to help visually pin down the building.  They propose using 3 

foot by 12 foot perforated metal panels and attaching them to the building.  The panels 

would be used only for screening and would not provide insulation or protection from the 

elements.  They would also like to improve the entrance by constructing an addition that 

would expand the lobby and create an open stairwell. 
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Mr. Smith said the existing building had a rhythm of massing along Skokie Boulevard.  By 

adding the three-story tower that rhythm goes away.  He likes the idea of created a base for 

the building, but does not support changing the massing. 

 

Mr. Smith wondered how they were proposing to maintain the green roof proposed. 

 

Mr. Pickell said they would use a ladder. 

 

Mr. Smith didn’t think the egress paths were designed correctly. 

 

Mr. Elkins said he was most intrigued with the proposed metal panels that would surround 

the first floor.  The commission would want to see a material sample of this product.  He 

likes the idea of screening the first floor parking area underneath the building.  The height 

of the addition feels a little bit forced.  He agrees that you want to draw attention to the 

entrance however, the addition is next to the entrance. 

 

Mr. Phillips noticed the horizontal elements on the addition line up on the first floor, but 

not the second and third.  They should look closer at that detail.  He wondered how the 

screen wall would look with a cinder block wall behind it. 

 

Mr. Pickell said they would be painting the walls behind the panels a darker color.  The 

perforations in the panel get smaller as the panels go bottom to top.  The top area where the 

panels will connect to the building will have smaller perforations.  They also propose 

planting vines at the base, which will hopefully grow up the panels. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said the only thing she noticed was the maiden grass proposed on the 

plant list.  They should replace that with a non-invasive species. 

 

 

2018-AR-07 1100 Laramie Avenue 

Loyola Academy Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-07, 1100 Laramie Avenue, Loyola Academy for an 

Appearance Review Certificate to permit the construction of an addition. 

 

Mr. Smith said he would be recusing himself from the discussion of this case. 

 

Mr. Clune presented the plans that have changed since the previous meeting.  They have 

added extruded aluminum at every fourth section of quad wall that lines up with every 

other section of storefront wall.  That will provide shadow and depth to the south elevation. 

 

Mr. Clune said the quad wall would have the ability to glow in the evening.  The outside 

will be a clear matte finish.  The inside panel will have a more translucent appearance.  For 

special occasions, they will use colored light the help brand the school. 
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Mr. Phillips asked what kind of lighting will they be using to light the wall. 

 

Mr. Clune said they will use interior LED lighting along the top and bottom horizontal 

member of the quad wall. 

 

Mr. Clune said on the west elevation they have extended the limestone from the interior 

space out toward the edge at the south elevation which becomes the eyebrow around the 

south elevation.  They added the donors name on that elevation. 

 

Mr. Clune said on the east elevation they added a reverse lit sign displaying the name of the 

academy. 

 

Mr. Phillips ask for the dimensions of the letters on the east elevation. 

 

Mr. Clune said the Loyola letters are approximately three feet high. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the sign on the west elevation which contains the donors name is exempt 

from the sign regulation because it is considered a dedication or memorial type plaque. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked how the new sign relates to the existing Loyola sign. 

 

Mr. Clune said they were relatively the same size. 

 

Ms. Andric asked about the brick type on the other parts of the building. 

 

Mr. Clune said the brick proposed is the same brick that was used on the 1993 addition to 

Loyola Academy. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked how the Village regulates LED lighting. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the color would need to be static.  It could not change colors or rotate 

from one color to the next or have the appearance of moving.  There could be a stipulation 

in the approval that limits the colors or the frequency in which colors could change.  The 

general standard for electronic signs is one change per 10 seconds. 

 

Mr. Phillips asked the applicant the intent of the colored lighting. 

 

Mr. Clune said the pool lights interior to the building would need to maintain a minimum 

amount of lighting for safety reasons.  The color LED lighting would be used for special 

occasions to use the translucency of the quad-wall to help brand the event. 

 

Mr. Elkins had a question of how the quad-wall transitioned to the storefront system.  As 

he understands, the extruded metal fin sticks out past the quad-wall.  It appears that there’s 

a horizontal element or mullion at the bottom of the quad-wall.  Will that need to grow to 

help support weight of the quad-wall. 
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Mr. Clune said the quad-wall and fin would come down and terminate at a tube that would 

stick out beyond the storefront system below.  There will be a structural member behind the 

tube on the interior. 

 

Mr. Elkins asked if the structural tube would sit below the clear storefront glass. 

 

Mr. Clune said the structural member would be above the storefront glass. 

 

Mr. Elkins asked if the limestone surround returns or will there be some type of separate 

soffit. 

 

Mr. Clune said they intend for it to be limestone. 

 

Mr. Elkins asked if there will there be a metal coping on top of the limestone wall. 

 

Mr. Clune said there will be a metal cap on the top, but that it does not turn down. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked if there were any sign regulations that would not permit the 

proposed reverse-lit wall sign on the east elevation. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the sign is conforming as proposed. 

 

Ms. Andric asked if there was any resolution on the lighting. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said the light would need to be static, however, if the commission would like 

to specify what colors could be displayed or the times in which they could be displayed 

then they should attached those conditions to the approval.  While the light may not exceed 

0.5 foot candles at the lot line, if the entire south wall is illuminated at night it could be 

very noticeable even from Lake Avenue. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said it could be a nice feature for the venue however, there needs to 

be some parameters so that it is not a nuisance. 

 

Mr. Rob Rejman said it was his understanding that the idea of the lighting was to help 

celebrate the schools events.  There’s no desire to have the wall colored for just any day. 

 

There was discussion on why types of limits could be established.  Did they want to limit 

times, color, or number of events. 

 

Mr. Phillips said he was good with the lighting as long as they limited the lighting to a 

certain color. 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said they could use either white of burgundy. 

 

Mr. Rejman said from the school’s perspective they just want to use the school color.  That 

is the intent for the use.  He doesn’t see it changing by minute or hour. 
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Mr. Clune said the school colors are maroon and gold, but he doesn’t see gold working for 

the LED color. 

 

Mr. Elkins moved to approve Case 2018-AR-07, 1100 Laramie Avenue, Loyola Academy 

for an Appearance Review Certificate to permit the construction of an addition, with the 

conditions that the LED backlighting of the quad-wall be limited to a single color 

consistent with the schools color of maroon and shall be controlled in a manner equivalent 

with the sign ordinance for lighting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Phillips.  Voting 

yes: Chair Woleben-Meade, and Commissioners Andric, Elkins, and Phillips.  Voting no: 

none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

IV. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

There were no additional public comments. 

 

 

V. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 8:54 p.m., Mr. Elkins moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

Phillips.  Voting yes:  Chair Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Elkins, Phillips, 

and Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 


