
   Approved 10/15/2018 
  

 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, AUGUST 27, 2018  

7:30 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM 

 

 

Members Present: Carrie Woleben-Meade, Chair 

Nada Andric 

Richard Brill 

Mason Miller  

Charles Smith    

 

Members Absent:  None 

 

Guests: Steve Mihelich, 500 Park Boulevard, Itasca, IL 

 Martina Stoycheva, 2610 Lake Cook Road, Riverwood, IL 

 Warner Briske, 2610 Lake Cook Road, Riverwood, IL 

 Chad Boomgaarden, 1315 Central Avenue, Wilmette, IL 

 Joseph Molfese, 1149 Wilmette Avenue, Wilmette, IL 

 Joseph LaJeune, 601 Green Bay Road, Wilmette, IL 

 Elizabeth Gobbi, 1630 Sheridan Road, Wilmette, IL 

 Maqbool Khan, 399 Ridge Road, Wilmette, IL 

 Chris Vallace, 522 Forest Avenue, Wilmette, IL 

 Roger Seebacher, 1630 Sheridan Road, 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. 
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II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING 

OF JULY 2, 2018. 

 

Mr. Smith moved to approve the July 2, 2018 meeting minutes.  The motion was seconded 

by Mr. Brill.  Voting yes:  Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, 

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

 

III. CONSENT AGENDA 

 

Mr. Miller moved to approve Case 2018-AR-19, 1156 Central Avenue, Lefty’s Pizza, 

Awning; Case 2018-AR-23, 1100 Central Avenue, @properties, Wall; and Case 2018-AR-

28, 415 4th Street, Loft 415, Awning.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Smith.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Miller, and Smith.  Voting 

no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

IV. CASES 

 

2018-AR-25 Bella Cosa Jewelers 

1149 Wilmette Avenue Preliminary Review 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-25, 1149 Wilmette Avenue, Bella Cosa Jewelers, for a 

preliminary review of a wall sign coverage variation. 

 

Mr. Molfese said he was requesting approval for a wall sign above the storefront entrance.  

It would be a reverse lit channel letter wall sign so the face of the sign would not be 

illuminated.  He said the sign was slightly larger than the existing sign that was displayed 

for Wilmette Jewelers. 

 

Mr. Brill said the sign was generally the same sign and in the same relative position as the 

sign for North Shore Community Bank. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade pointed out that the size of the signable area relative to the size of the 

building was very small.  She said she considers this a hardship, which is one of the 

standards of review that the Commission uses in making their recommendation to the 

Village Board. 

 

 

2017-AR-10 St. Francis Xavier 

808 Linden Avenue Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2017-AR-10, 808 Linden Avenue, St. Francis Xavier School, 

requesting an amendment to an existing Appearance Review Certificate to modify a 

window location on the east elevation, modify landscaping, and add a canopy to the west 

elevation. 
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Ms. Stoycheva presented the requested modifications to the previous approval.  She said 

their structural engineer recommended moving the window on the east elevation further 

north.  After they received more details from ComEd regarding clearances for the 

transformer, they found they could move some of the landscaping closer to the transformer.  

The proposed canopy on the west elevation will be located over the main entrance to the 

addition from the parking lot.  The previously approved awning located off the alley will 

act as the main entrance for afterschool activities.  The color of the awning is intended to 

closely match the existing fabric awing in color. 

 

Mr. Stoycheva said they were also requesting preliminary approval for a sign variance to 

display a sign on the new awing. 

 

Mr. Smith asked how they would they be able to match the color of the metal awning to the 

existing fabric awning.  He said the existing fabric and proposed metal awning are on the 

same elevation and will be viewable at the same time. 

 

Mr. Briske said it was a close match, but given the difference in materials, they would 

reflect light differently.  In addition, the fabric awning will have a vertical and sloped plane 

so it will not be an exact match to the vertical only plane of the metal awning. 

 

Mr. Miller asked what color would be used on the underside of the canopy. 

 

Ms. Stoycheva said the underside had not yet been selected.  There will be recessed 

lighting in each canopy pointed down. 

 

Mr. Briske said he imagined the underside would be a stone color. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said they will add that point to the approval. 

 

Mr. Smith asked that the color of the canopy lighting match the color of the existing 

lighting on the building and on the site. 

 

Mr. Smith moved to approve Case 2017-AR-10, 808 Linden Avenue, requesting an 

amendment to an existing Appearance Review Certificate to modify a window location on 

the east elevation, modify landscaping, and add a canopy to the west elevation, with the 

conditions that: 1) the underside of the canopy to have a buff color to match the adjacent 

stone color of the building, 2) and that the canopy lighting is recessed.  The motion was 

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

Andric, Brill, Miller, and Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

Ms. Stoycheva said the signage would be surface mounted with either clear anodized or 

champagne anodized to match window frames.  It may be externally illuminated up 

lighting. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked what variation was being requested. 
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Mr. Sivertsen said because they are an institutional use in a residential area they were 

limited in the amount of signage they could have.  They are permitted one wall or ground 

sign per frontage.  The code does not allow for signage on canopies, therefore a variation 

would be required. 

 

Mr. Smith said he understood the reason for the sign on the west elevation facing the 

parking lot, but didn’t know why they were requesting approval for the sign facing the 

alley. 

 

Ms. Stoycheva said the building is not only used by the school, but also the parish.  The 

two entrances allow for sectioning off the building for different events.  The north entrance 

will likely be used in the afternoon or on weekends.  There is also a parking lot north of the 

alley. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said up lighting the sign would cause an issue if it were located in 

front of the canopy.  It would shine into people’s eyes.  She suggested spending some more 

time figuring out if and how the sign would be illuminated. 

 

 

2018-AR-17 Mona Lisa Stone & Tile 

601 Green Bay Road Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-17, 601 Green Bay Road, Mona Lisa Stone & Tile, 

requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to construct a second floor addition, remodel 

the existing façade, and construct a roof top deck. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden stated the building was a historic building that had an addition 

constructed to the north side of the building at some point in time.  They are proposing to 

construct a second story addition on top of the existing one story addition to the north.  

They will renovate the second floor to create two residential apartments.  In order to 

provide access out of those apartments they would create a rear stairway on the west and 

north elevation. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade asked Mr. Boomgaarden to go into more detail on the design thoughts 

of the second floor addition. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden explained the existing one story addition had a horizontal orientation 

due to the square windows.  The window frame has more of a contemporary look to it 

because it was done at later time than the rest of the building.  The window on the second 

floor addition carries that contemporary look from the first floor.  The thought being the 

addition should look different from the original building.  He decided not to align the 

limestone band on the addition with the crown on the existing building.  The roof top 

railing was setback three feet front the edge of the parapet wall to allow better access for 

roof repairs. 
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The pergola will be cedar and naturally silver in the weather.  The new materials on the 

addition will mirror what was already approved for the original building a few years ago.  

Black tile will be applied to the exterior.  All of the metal will be black. 

 

Ms. Andric asked for clarification on the windows. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said the existing window frames would be painted black to match the 

new windows. 

 

Mr. Miller asked if the annex and the existing building will be on the same plane or will 

there be a reveal. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said they will be on the same plane. 

 

Mr. Smith asked why the second story limestone band was tucked up tight to the second 

story windowsill. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said they were hoping for another horizontal band. 

 

Mr. Smith said it looked unique to have the limestone band and sill abutting each other. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said he was open to rethinking that portion.  He would be willing to 

remove the horizontal band. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said the pergola stands out because of its location on the roof near the 

corner of Wilmette and Green Bay.  It would be better if it was located back towards the 

rear of the roof. 

 

Mr. Smith said he does not support the pergola.  It does not fit with the character of Green 

Bay Road to have a pergola on the roof of a two-story building.  It looks like a foreign 

object on the building.  It does not seem as timeless as the rest of the building.  They have 

done a nice job restoring the building and the proposed pergola is taking a step back. 

 

Mr. LaJeune said there are other buildings on Green Bay Road with a similar pergola; 

however, they are located in Evanston.  The pergola provides an exterior space that helps 

the marketability of the residential apartments.  

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said she understands the applicant’s desire to have an outdoor space 

for their tenants. 

 

Mr. Miller said he thought if it were tucked back further towards the rear of the building, it 

might be more acceptable. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said the pergola should be lower as well. 
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Mr. Smith said he was not convinced any pergola on top of the roof was appropriate.  He 

said the roof deck was massive for two tenants and that the deck and railing could be 

moved back further so the railing was not as visible from the street. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said it sounded like the commission would not be in support of the 

rooftop.  They could separate the roof top deck from the discussion if they wanted to study 

that further. 

 

Mr. Miller said the rear balcony is six feet in width, which causes the diagonal supports to 

be quite large.  He asked if there was a reason why they chose to make that area so wide. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said it was to accommodate furniture and grills. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen asked if they could move the grills over to the new cove created by the 

proposed addition. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said they could reduce the balconies to four feet in width and would not 

need the diagonal supports. 

 

Ms. Andric asked if there was any landscaping proposed. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said they were not proposing any landscaping. 

 

Mr. Sivertsen said landscaping was not required by Village code.  The parking lot has 

existing landscaping. 

 

Mr. Smith asked if there was an existing tenant on the second floor. 

 

Mr. Lajeune said there were four smaller existing units.  He wanted to reduce the number 

of units and increase the size. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade said she heard some rumblings about the amount of black metal 

proposed and wondered if the Commissioners wanted to state their opinion. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said he thinks it will help unify the building.  There are multiple 

materials and finishes on the building and thinks changing it all to black will help. 

 

Mr. Smith said the thinks it will help. 

 

Ms. Andric said she still has an issue with the west façade.  She wishes they could make 

the first floor more inviting. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden said it would be difficult to add an amenity area because of the location 

of the curb cut. 
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Ms. Woleben-Meade said she would love to see some landscaping, but does not see it as a 

requirement. 

 

Ms. Andric asked about putting some potted evergreen plants along the west elevation. 

 

Mr. Miller said the roof deck seemed overly large for just two tenants.  He thinks it can be 

reduced in size and still provide an amenity. 

 

Mr. Boomgaarden asked if they could get approval for at least the addition and rear stairs 

so he could begin tackling some of the building code issues with the design. 

 

Mr. Smith moved to approve Case 2018-AR-17, 601 Green Bay Road, Mona Lisa Stone & 

Tile, for an Appearance Review Certificate to construct a second floor addition, and 

remodel the existing façade with the conditions that 1) on the east elevation, the 

northernmost limestone band on the addition be removed, 2) elevations showing the roof 

top railing and pergola be eliminated 3) on the west elevation, the single balcony running 

across the second level be reduced in width to a maximum of 4 feet, 4) the stair going from 

the second level to the roof top be eliminated 5) the opportunity to soften the wall of the 

west elevation from grade to second level should be considered.  The motion was seconded 

by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, 

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

 

Mr. Smith moved to continue the Case to the October 1, 2018 Appearance Review 

Commission meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  Chairman 

Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Miller, and Smith.  Voting no: none.  

The motion carried. 

 

 

2018-AR-20 Ridge Shell Mart 

399 Ridge Road Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-20, 399 Ridge Road, Ridge Shell Mart, requesting an 

Appearance Review Certificate to permit site work including landscaping and construction 

of a trash enclosure. 

 

Mr. Khan said they were proposing to correct some site maintenance items at the request of 

Village staff.  The existing trash enclosure had rotted and rusted out.  They are proposing to 

construct a new masonry trash enclosure at the rear of the station.  Cracks in the pavement 

will be fixed and the landscaping will be replaced along the Wilmette Avenue frontage. 

 

Mr. Brill said the landscaping will be a major improvement to the station.  He asked what 

height of shrubs were proposed. 

 

Mr. Khan said the landscaping would be low shrubs that would stay below three feet. 
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Mr. Smith said he was concerned over the ability of the plants to survive along the 

sidewalk. 

 

Ms. Woleben-Meade suggested adding some native grasses such as Prairie Dropseed.  

They would do well and would not grow very tall. 

 

Mr. Smith said the foundation of the masonry wall of the enclosure is only proposed to be 

18 inches deep.  He said it would need to go down at least 42 inches so it does not heave 

and crack. 

 

Mr. Miller moved to approve Case 2018-AR-20, 399 Ridge Road, Ridge Shell Mart, for an 

Appearance Review Certificate to permit site work including landscaping and construction 

of a trash enclosure, with the following conditions 1) that the trash enclosure footing be at 

least 42 inch below grade, and 2) Prairie Dropseed be added to the plant list.  The motion 

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

Andric, Brill, Miller, and Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

 

 

2018-AR-24 1630 Sheridan Road 

1630 Sheridan Corporation Appearance Review Certificate 
 

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2018-AR-24, 1630 Sheridan Road, requesting an Appearance 

Review Certificate to remove and replace a swimming pool and pavement walkway, and 

install new fencing and lighting. 

 

Mr. Roger Seebacher, introduced himself as the Chairman of the Buildings & Grounds 

Committee at 1630 Sheridan. 

 

Mr. Steve Mihelich, introduced himself as the architect for the project.  He said the existing 

pool will be replaced in approximately the same location.  It will be a zero entry pool.  The 

pool deck will be a Butterfield product with gray color and tetra stone pattern.  There will 

be a stainless steel handrail that conforms to the slope of the zero entry pool. 

 

Mr. Brill asked what was located to the southeast of the pool. 

 

Mr. Mihelich said it was an existing gravel patio. 

 

Mr. Seebacher said the planting bed will be used for annual plantings only. 

 

Ms. Andric moved to approved Case 2018-AR-24, 1630 Sheridan Road, for an Appearance 

Review Certificate to remove and replace a swimming pool and pavement walkway, and 

install new fencing and lighting with the conditions that 1) the stamped concrete will be 

Butterfield in a pewter gray color and tetra stone pattern, and 2) the metal fence and 

bollards will be finished in black.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Smith.  Voting yes:  

Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Miller, and Smith.  Voting 

no: none.  The motion carried. 
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V. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

There were no additional public comments. 

 

 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 9:09 p.m., Mr. Smith moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 

Miller.  Voting yes:  Chairman Woleben-Meade and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Miller, 

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

 


