1200 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

NOTICE OF MEETING
of the
APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION
OF THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE

(847) 853-7550
Fax (847) 853-7701
TDD (847) 853-7634

Monday, January 6, 2020 at 7:30 P.M.
Second Floor Training Room
AGENDA

I.

Call to Order

II.

Approval of Minutes
Minutes of the Appearance Review Commission of December 2, 2019

III.

Continuances
•

IV.

Consent Agenda
•

V.

2019-AR-37, 1 Indian Hill Road, The Indian Hill Club, Certificate
2020-AR-01, 332 Ridge Road, Artis, Certificate

Cases
•
•
•
•

2019-AR-43, 1146 Wilmette Avenue, Sophia Steak, Certificate
2018-AR-03, 399 Ridge Road, Shell, Certificate
2019-AR-11, 444 Skokie Boulevard, Orren Pickell Design Group, Certificate
1210 Central Avenue, Optima, Non-Binding Design Review

VI.

Public Comment

VII.

Adjournment
Charles Smith, Chairman

IF YOU ARE A PERSON WITH A DISABILITY AND NEED SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS TO PARTICIPATE
IN AND/OR ATTEND A VILLAGE OF WILMETTE PUBLIC MEETING, PLEASE NOTIFY THE VILLAGE
MANAGER’S OFFICE AT (847) 853-7509 OR TDD (847) 853-7634 AS SOON AS POSSIBLE.

Draft 01/06/2020

VILLAGE OF WILMETTE
1200 Wilmette Avenue
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040
MEETING MINUTES
APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION
MONDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2019
7:30 P.M.
SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM
Members Present:

Charles Smith, Chairman
Nada Andric
Richard Brill
Devan Castellano
Doug Johnson
Mason Miller
Jeffery Saad

Members Absent:

None

Guests:

Ryan O’Donnell, 1146 Wilmette Avenue
Glenn Keefer, 1146 Wilmette Avenue

Staff Present:

Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator

I.

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Smith called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.

II.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES; APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION MEETING
OF NOVEMBER 4, 2019.
Ms. Andric moved to approve the November 4, 2019 meeting minutes. The motion was
seconded by Mr. Brill. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill,
Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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III. CONTINUANCES
Mr. Johnson moved to continue Case 2019-AR-37, 1 Indian Hill Road, Indian Hill Club to
the January 6, 2020 meeting. The motion was seconded by Mr. Brill. Voting yes:
Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Saad.
Voting no: none. The motion carried.
IV. CASES
2019-AR-43
1146 Wilmette Avenue

Ryan O’Donnell
Appearance Review Certificate

Mr. Ryan O’Donnell and Mr. Glenn Keefer introduced themselves as the owners of the
proposed restaurant which is seeking an Appearance Review Certificate.
Mr. O’Donnell and Mr. Keefer provided a description of their background and connection
to the area. They provided some background in the restaurant business and their
connection to the area.
Mr. O’Donnell said the big project is the new windows they are proposing. They would
like to remove the windows and install operable windows that will fold back to create an
open setting to the sidewalk. It will create a more natural light for the restaurant and open
up the action of the restaurant into the street. They are also proposing a new cornice and
base trim for the storefront. They would like to do a white wash stain on the brick to help
differentiate themselves from the pediatric office next door. A small wall sign and blade
sign are proposed.
Mr. Brill asked if the applicant had more detailed drawings of the signs.
Mr. Sivertsen provided the updated drawings showing the name of the business on the sign
instead of the placeholder “restaurant” that was shown in the elevation.
Ms. Andric asked how they came up with the name Sophia.
Mr. Keefer said it was named after one of the daughters of Antione Ouilmette.
Mr. Smith said as a point of observation that the operable windows at Collectivo coffee in
Evanston have some trouble staying airtight. He warned the applicants to be careful when
selecting the particular door.
Mr. O’Donnell said he would take a look at the doors mentioned by Mr. Smith and thanked
him for his advice.
Mr. Miller asked if the windows would be aluminum on the exterior.
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Mr. Keefer said they would be painted steel.
Mr. Saad asked Mr. Sivertsen if there were any non-conformities with either the signage or
building design that the Commission should be aware of.
Mr. Sivertsen said the applicant had corrected and/or addressed any non-conformities he
discovered during his staff review of the application.
Mr. Saad asked if they had provided an outdoor seating plan to staff.
Mr. Sivertsen said there is room for outdoor seating, however, they had not yet presented
that plan. Outdoor seating is approved by license and does not require a building permit or
commission review.
Mr. Smith said the applicant was proposing four different light fixtures. One of the
proposed fixtures was proposed to be located on the brick wall between the wall and the
back of the awning. He wondered how the fixture would be attached to the wall and
whether or not it would be seen from the side.
Mr. O’Donnell said they were intended to illuminate the wall.
There was discussion on how exactly the fixtures would be installed.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would provide more information on the light fixtures.
Mr. Smith had a question about the white wash and Azek trim.
Mr. O’Donnell said that Azek is a plastic like material that is paintable.
Ms. Andric said her experience with Azek was that it needed to be protected and
encouraged the applicants to review closer.
Mr. Keefer showed an example of the lime wash applied to a similar brick. He said it may
need an additional coat to make sure the brick doesn’t bleed through as much.
Mr. Miller said he is familiar with the product they are proposing for the lime wash. He
thinks it’s a good product for what they are proposing.
Ms. Andric asked how they will be transitioning the storefront with the existing storefront
to the east.
Mr. O’Donnell said there is a reveal in the brick where the two storefronts meet.
Mr. Saad said there were multiple options for the type of molding and trim pieces
proposed. The drawings are leaving some decisions up to the contractor. He would like to
have a little more specificity.

3

Draft 01/06/2020
Mr. O’Donnell said they were open to suggestions by the commission. If there were things
the commission would like to see they could incorporate them into the final plans.
Mr. Smith discussed the durability of materials as it related to the standards.
Ms. Castellano said Azek is more durable than wood.
Mr. Saad said he can see some of the detail of the molding in the section plans, however,
there are some things like the dimensions of the windows and trim that is not shown on the
plans.
Mr. Smith said there were four different types of lighting proposed on the façade. He
asked the applicant to make sure all four light fixtures work together with the white
background. Different colors of lights shining on the façade could look chaotic.
Mr. Smith reviewed the items which the Commission would like further information on
when the applicant comes back to them. He asked the applicant when they would like to be
open.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would like to be open by spring.
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2019-AR-43, granting an Appearance Review
Certificate to remodel the façade including lime-washing the existing brick, and installing
new windows, doors, awnings, lighting, trim and signs with the conditions that final
approval needed for 1) finish materials and colors 2) lighting plan 3) planters and
landscaping 4) profiles of trim 5) full section of front façade showing the crown molding,
doors, windows, canopy and base trim. The motion was seconded by Mr. Saad. Voting
yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and
Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
V.

PUBLIC COMMENT
There were two members of the public in the audience, however, they were students from
Loyola Academy there to observe and did not have any public comment.

VI. ADJOURNMENT
At 8:31 p.m., Mr. Brill moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by Mr.
Miller. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano,
Johnson, Miller, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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1200 Wilmette Avenue
Wilmette, IL 60091
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

January 3, 2020
To:

Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission

From:

Lucas Sivertsen, AICP
Business Development Coordinator

Re:

Consent Agenda for January 6, 2020

(847) 853-7550
Fax (847) 853-7701
TDD (847) 853-7634

Attached is a conforming proposal. The Commission should determine whether this proposal
meets the Standards of Review for an Appearance Review Certificate. If you would like to remove
an item from the Consent Agenda, please bring it to my attention on Monday, January 6, 2020
and I will notify the petitioner to be present at the meeting to discuss the proposal.
2020-AR-01

Artis

332 Ridge Road

The petitioner wishes to install a new wall sign for the new business.
Sign Ordinance

Proposed Sign

A business use may display one primary
sign per street frontage.

A wall sign is proposed for the Ridge Road
frontage.

Wall signs are allowed up to 30% wall
coverage.

The proposed wall sign has 29.8% coverage.

The maximum amount of information
displayed on a sign is seven items of
information.

The proposed wall sign has two items of
information.

The petitioner wishes to install an illuminated channel letter wall sign. The letters will be mounted to
a raceway that will be painted white to match the building.
Applicable Sections of the Wilmette Zoning Ordinance:
16-10.J states the regulations for wall signs

Report to the Appearance Review Commission
from the
Department of Community Development
Case Number:

2019-AR-43

Property:

1146 Wilmette Avenue

Zoning District:

VC, Village Center

Petitioner:

Ryan O’Donnell

Request:

The petitioner requests an Appearance Review Certificate to
remodel the façade including painting the existing brick, and
installing new windows, doors, awnings, lighting, trim and signs.

Applicable Provisions of
Ordinances:

3.5, Appearance Review Commission Powers
5.7, Appearance Review Certificate

Meeting Date:

December 2, 2019
January 6, 2020

Date of Application:

November 4, 2019

Notices:

Certificate of Posting dated, November 14, 2019

Report Prepared By:

Lucas Sivertsen, AICP
Business Development Coordinator

Case 2019-AR-43
1146 Wilmette Avenue

Description of the Property
The subject property is located on the northwest side of Wilmette Avenue in the VC, Village Center, Zoning
District. The surrounding uses include a pediatrician’s office to the north, a mix of commercial uses to the
east and south, and a bank and multifamily building to the west.

Description of Request
The petitioner requests an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the façade including painting the
existing brick, and installing new windows, doors, awnings, lighting, trim and signs.
The new owner of the property wishes to remodel the façade for their new restaurant. The proposal
includes removing the existing storefront window system, cutting the knee walls to the floor, and
replacing it with new folding windows in the front three bays. The entrance framing will be modified to
match the new folding windows. Azek crown molding, base molding and trim have been removed from
the proposal. A black granite base is proposed in place of the Azek base molding.
New black awnings will be installed over each of the three bays of windows. Four lantern light fixtures
will be installed along the façade. The spot lights underneath the awning have been removed from the
proposal. In addition, the LED rail light fixture proposed for the wall sign has been removed and
replaced with other lighting described below.
A wall sign and projecting sign are proposed. The wall sign would be 34 square feet in area and have
29% coverage. The wall sign will be externally illuminated using the existing gooseneck fixtures on the
building relocated to the new sign location. A projecting sign is proposed to the north of the entrance.
It’s proposed at 5.8 square feet in area and will hang from a powder coated metal bracket with integrated
spot lights.

Action Required
The Appearance Review Commission can grant an Appearance Review Certificate provided the proposal
meets the following standards of review:
Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review
1. All sides of a structure receive design consideration.
2. If the side or rear of the structure faces a street, a residential use, or a property located in a
residential zoning district, the exterior materials used on the side or rear are comparable in
character and quality to the exterior materials used on the facade of the structure.
3. Materials used in the construction and design of the structure are of durable quality.
4. Mechanical equipment is located or screened so as not to be visible from surrounding streets
and properties.
5. The scale and placement of the structure on the site is appropriate to the proportion of the site
covered by the structure and the location of the structure in relation to its lot lines.
2

Case 2019-AR-43
1146 Wilmette Avenue
6. Building design and placement must take into consideration natural grade conditions, existing
vegetation, and other natural features.
7. Excessive similarity or dissimilarity in design in relation to surrounding or adjoining
structures is discouraged, including but not limited to building height, exterior materials,
building mass, roof line, and architectural features.
8. Design takes into consideration the relationship to the street and the pedestrian environment.
9. Parking, storage, and refuse areas are located and screened so as not to negatively affect
neighboring properties.
10. Landscape is designed to maintain existing mature trees and shrubs to the maximum extent
possible.
11. Landscape provides an aesthetically pleasing design and, where applicable, provides for the
screening of parking, storage, refuse, and utility areas from the street and adjacent residential
properties.
12. Selected plant materials shall be suitable to Wilmette’s climate and to their location on the
site. The use of invasive species is prohibited. Invasive species shall be those included in the
“Chicago Botanic Garden” list of “Invasive Plants in the Chicago Region.”
13. Parking areas are designed to achieve efficient traffic flow and minimize dangerous traffic
movements.
14. Signs are of the appropriate design, color and placement to the structure, site and adjoining
properties, in terms of materials, height, setback from the street, and proportion.
15. Accessory structures, exterior lighting and fences, complement the overall structure and site
design, in terms of materials, size, and architectural character.
16. For new two-unit dwellings, review is limited to whether or not the proposed structure
maintains the external appearance of a single-family dwelling.

Case File Documents
Location Maps and Plans
2.1 Aerial
2.2 Elevation
2.3 Wall Section
2.4 Lantern Details
2.5 Sign Plans
2.6 Projecting Sign Bracket
2.7 Awning Details
2.8 Planters
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1146 Wilmette Avenue

Case File Documents
2019-AR-43
1146 Wilmette Avenue

Ryan O’Donnell
Appearance Review Certificate

Mr. Ryan O’Donnell and Mr. Glenn Keefer introduced themselves as the owners of the
proposed restaurant which is seeking an Appearance Review Certificate.
Mr. O’Donnell and Mr. Keefer provided a description of their background and connection to
the area. They provided some background in the restaurant business and their connection to the
area.
Mr. O’Donnell said the big project is the new windows they are proposing. They would like to
remove the windows and install operable windows that will fold back to create an open setting
to the sidewalk. It will create a more natural light for the restaurant and open up the action of
the restaurant into the street. They are also proposing a new cornice and base trim for the
storefront. They would like to do a white wash stain on the brick to help differentiate
themselves from the pediatric office next door. A small wall sign and blade sign are proposed.
Mr. Brill asked if the applicant had more detailed drawings of the signs.
Mr. Sivertsen provided the updated drawings showing the name of the business on the sign
instead of the placeholder “restaurant” that was shown in the elevation.
Ms. Andric asked how they came up with the name Sophia.
Mr. Keefer said it was named after one of the daughters of Antione Ouilmette.
Mr. Smith said as a point of observation that the operable windows at Collectivo coffee in
Evanston have some trouble staying airtight. He warned the applicants to be careful when
selecting the particular door.
Mr. O’Donnell said he would take a look at the doors mentioned by Mr. Smith and thanked him
for his advice.
Mr. Miller asked if the windows would be aluminum on the exterior.
Mr. Keefer said they would be painted steel.
Mr. Saad asked Mr. Sivertsen if there were any non-conformities with either the signage or
building design that the Commission should be aware of.
Mr. Sivertsen said the applicant had corrected and/or addressed any non-conformities he
discovered during his staff review of the application.
Mr. Saad asked if they had provided an outdoor seating plan to staff.
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1146 Wilmette Avenue
Mr. Sivertsen said there is room for outdoor seating, however, they had not yet presented that
plan. Outdoor seating is approved by license and does not require a building permit or
commission review.
Mr. Smith said the applicant was proposing four different light fixtures. One of the proposed
fixtures was proposed to be located on the brick wall between the wall and the back of the
awning. He wondered how the fixture would be attached to the wall and whether or not it
would be seen from the side.
Mr. O’Donnell said they were intended to illuminate the wall.
There was discussion on how exactly the fixtures would be installed.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would provide more information on the light fixtures.
Mr. Smith had a question about the white wash and Azek trim.
Mr. O’Donnell said that Azek is a plastic like material that is paintable.
Ms. Andric said her experience with Azek was that it needed to be protected and encouraged
the applicants to review closer.
Mr. Keefer showed an example of the lime wash applied to a similar brick. He said it may
need an additional coat to make sure the brick doesn’t bleed through as much.
Mr. Miller said he is familiar with the product they are proposing for the lime wash. He thinks
it’s a good product for what they are proposing.
Ms. Andric asked how they will be transitioning the storefront with the existing storefront to
the east.
Mr. O’Donnell said there is a reveal in the brick where the two storefronts meet.
Mr. Saad said there were multiple options for the type of molding and trim pieces proposed.
The drawings are leaving some decisions up to the contractor. He would like to have a little
more specificity.
Mr. O’Donnell said they were open to suggestions by the commission. If there were things the
commission would like to see they could incorporate them into the final plans.
Mr. Smith discussed the durability of materials as it related to the standards.
Ms. Castellano said Azek is more durable than wood.
Mr. Saad said he can see some of the detail of the molding in the section plans, however, there
are some things like the dimensions of the windows and trim that is not shown on the plans.
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1146 Wilmette Avenue
Mr. Smith said there were four different types of lighting proposed on the façade. He asked the
applicant to make sure all four light fixtures work together with the white background.
Different colors of lights shining on the façade could look chaotic.
Mr. Smith reviewed the items which the Commission would like further information on when
the applicant comes back to them. He asked the applicant when they would like to be open.
Mr. O’Donnell said they would like to be open by spring.
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2019-AR-43, granting an Appearance Review Certificate
to remodel the façade including lime-washing the existing brick, and installing new windows,
doors, awnings, lighting, trim and signs with the conditions that final approval needed for 1)
finish materials and colors 2) lighting plan 3) planters and landscaping 4) profiles of trim 5) full
section of front façade showing the crown molding, doors, windows, canopy and base trim.
The motion was seconded by Mr. Saad. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners
Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, Miller, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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Concave awning with open wings (no sides)

Concave awning with wings (sides)

8"
valances

THATCHER OAKS
AWNINGS
718 N. Industrial Dr. Elmhurst, IL. 60126
www.ThatcherOaks.com
(630) 833-5700

Client: 1146 Wilmette Ave. Project
Material/Color: Sunbrella #4608 Black
Salesperson: Russ
Date: 11/26/2019
Drawn By: Russ

This drawing is an artistic representation of an awning project proposed by Thatcher Oaks, Inc. We have provided this drawing to help you visualize and decide on awning style, color,
placement, etc. Photographs have no inherent scale, so final product will differ. Precisely scaled architectural drawings will be provided for your approval after contract acceptance, and
before project completion.

1200 WILMETTE AVENUE
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

(847) 853-7550
FAX (847) 853-7701
TDD (847) 853-7634
EMAIL comdev@wilmette.com

Date:

January 3, 2020

To:

Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission

From:

Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator

Subject:

Case 2018-AR-03, 399 Ridge Road, Shell

The application for new signage at 399 Ridge Road was part of the original agenda that
was posted however the applicant is not ready to be heard before the Appearance
Review Commission and the case will not be discussed at the January 6, 2019 meeting.
There is no need to continue the case to the next meeting as the case will be renoticed.

Report to the Appearance Review Commission
from the
Department of Community Development
Case Number:

2019-AR-11

Property:

444 Skokie Boulevard

Zoning District:

NR, Neighborhood Retail

Petitioner:

Orren Pickell Design Group

Request:

The petitioner requests an amended Appearance Review
Certificate to revise cladding material.

Applicable Provisions of
Ordinances:

20-3.5, Appearance Review Commission Powers
20-5.7, Appearance Review Certificate

Meeting Date:

April 1, 2019
August 5, 2019
January 6, 2020

Date of Application:

March 4, 2019

Notices:

Certificate of Posting dated, March 15, 2019
Certificate of Posting dated, July 19, 2019

Report Prepared By:

Lucas Sivertsen, AICP
Business Development Coordinator

Case 2019-AR-11
444 Skokie Boulevard

Description of the Property
The subject property is located on the southeast corner of Wilmette Avenue and Skokie Boulevard in the
NR, Neighborhood Retail District. Surrounding uses include a gas station and single-family homes to the
north, townhomes and single-family homes to the east and south, and an automobile service station and park
to the west.

Description of Request
The petitioner requests an amended Appearance Review Certificate to revise cladding material.
The petitioner received approval at the April 1, 2019 ARC meeting for an Appearance Review Certificate
to construct a first floor enclosure, replace a front entrance canopy, and remodel the building exterior
with new finish materials and paint. At the August 5, 2019 meeting the applicant requested an
amendment to the approval to modify the pattern of the cladding material. The commission approved
that change along with new landscaping, lighting and a wall sign.
During construction, the applicant has chosen to modify the cladding material from Fundermax to a
composite deck material. A material sample will be provide at the meeting.

Action Required
The Appearance Review Commission can grant an Appearance Review Certificate provided the applicant
meets the following standards of review:
Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review
1. All sides of a structure receive design consideration.
2. If the side or rear of the structure faces a street, a residential use, or a property located in a
residential zoning district, the exterior materials used on the side or rear are comparable in
character and quality to the exterior materials used on the facade of the structure.
3. Materials used in the construction and design of the structure are of durable quality.
4. Mechanical equipment is located or screened so as not to be visible from surrounding streets
and properties.
5. The scale and placement of the structure on the site is appropriate to the proportion of the site
covered by the structure and the location of the structure in relation to its lot lines.
6. Building design and placement must take into consideration natural grade conditions, existing
vegetation, and other natural features.
7. Excessive similarity or dissimilarity in design in relation to surrounding or adjoining
structures is discouraged, including but not limited to building height, exterior materials,
building mass, roof line, and architectural features.
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8. Design takes into consideration the relationship to the street and the pedestrian environment.
9. Parking, storage, and refuse areas are located and screened so as not to negatively affect
neighboring properties.
10. Landscape is designed to maintain existing mature trees and shrubs to the maximum extent
possible.
11. Landscape provides an aesthetically pleasing design and, where applicable, provides for the
screening of parking, storage, refuse, and utility areas from the street and adjacent residential
properties.
12. Selected plant materials shall be suitable to Wilmette’s climate and to their location on the
site. The use of invasive species is prohibited. Invasive species shall be those included in the
“Chicago Botanic Garden” list of “Invasive Plants in the Chicago Region.”
13. Parking areas are designed to achieve efficient traffic flow and minimize dangerous traffic
movements.
14. Signs are of the appropriate design, color and placement to the structure, site and adjoining
properties, in terms of materials, height, setback from the street, and proportion.
15. Accessory structures, exterior lighting and fences, complement the overall structure and site
design, in terms of materials, size, and architectural character.
16. For new two-unit dwellings, review is limited to whether or not the proposed structure
maintains the external appearance of a single-family dwelling.

Case File Documents
Location Maps and Plans
2.1 Aerial Map
2.2 Proposed Elevations
2.3 Wall Section Detail
2.4 Wall Detail

Case Minutes
April 1, 2019
444 Skokie Boulevard

Orren Pickell Design Group
Appearance Review Certificate

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2019-AR-11, 444 Skokie Boulevard, Orren Pickell Design Group,
requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to construct a first floor enclosure, replace a front
canopy, and remodel the building exterior with new finish materials and paint.
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Mr. Mike Piskule said they were looking to clad the exterior of the building to bring it up to
current appearance standards. The curved dry-vit bump-outs will be removed. The existing
building is a single beige color. They want to move the building to more of a gray tone. They
propose painting the upper portion of the building, a light taupe gray and the lower portions will
be clad in a Fundermax laminate panel. They are hoping to visually “ground” the building and
think these materials will help accomplish that goal. He noted that they are not proposing to clad
the existing columns within the structure, only the ones at the perimeter of the building.
Ms. Andric asked if they were concerned with the columns being chipped by cars.
Mr. Piskule said they are not proposing the cladding to protect the columns. They are only
proposed as a visual improvement. The columns are actually steel with a concrete surround so
they are not concerned with the structural integrity if the concrete is chipped.
Mr. Smith asked Mr. Piskule to provide additional detail on the canopy.
Mr. Piskule said the canopy is a pre-manufactured canopy. They would like to use the canopy
as a rain screen, but there is also an option of a sunscreen as well. There is an existing roof drain
that they could tie into. The existing canopy would be removed.
Mr. Smith said as designed, the canopy would hold snow loads. He was concerned over the
structural support of the wall, which the canopy is suspended from.
Mr. Piskule said the outermost portion of the wall is dri-vit however, behind it, is a steel stud,
and then a larger steel substructure which they could tie into if need be. He admits that some of
those structural details will be worked out with the manufacturer, but he is confident the existing
wall will support the canopy.
Mr. Smith asked if there was any lighting attached to the canopy.
Mr. Piskule said at this point they were not proposing any lighting.
Ms. Andric asked if they considered how to illuminate the entrance in the evening.
Mr. Piskule said they could look into that further. They might look at wall sconces or maybe
uplighting in the landscaped bed.
Ms. Castellano asked what was proposed inside the landscaped bed.
Mr. Piskule said they don’t have a plan formalized for that area. They will need to come back to
them on that item.
Ms. Castellano asked what type of pattern or grout lines they were proposing for the bluestone
walk in front. She wanted to makes sure they were thinking about trip hazards.
Ms. Pickell said it will be a flat smooth surface since this will be their accessible access to the
building.
4

Case 2019-AR-11
444 Skokie Boulevard
Mr. Brill moved to approve Case 2019-AR-11, 444 Skokie Boulevard, for an Appearance Review
Certificate to construct a first floor enclosure, replace a front canopy, and remodel the building
exterior with new finish materials and paint as submitted, with the lighting and landscaping to be
reviewed separately. The motion was seconded by Mr. Miller. Voting yes: Chairman Smith
and Commissioners Andric, Brill, Castellano, and Miller. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
August 5, 2019
444 Skokie Boulevard

Orren Pickell Design Group
Appearance Review Certificate

Mr. Sivertsen called Case 2019-AR-11, 444 Skokie Boulevard, Orren Pickell Design Group,
requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to revise the front entrance canopy, paving and
cladding approved with the existing certificate, and to add signage, landscaping, and lighting.
Ms. Lisa Pickell and Mr. Michael Piskule introduced themselves as the petitioners and
presented the amendments they were requesting. A change was made to the layout of the
cladding from a more vertical layout to a more horizontal layout. Another minor change was to
the canopy design. They decided to design a custom canopy that could utilize the existing
cantilever beams. The new canopy design will be able to incorporate down lighting as
previously requested by the commission.
Mr. Johnson asked what color temperature they were proposing for the lighting.
Mr. Piskule said they would likely do a warmer temperature around 2700 kelvin.
Mr. Sivertsen said the previously approved lighting underneath the building was 3000 kelvin.
Mr. Piskule said they will specify the lighting to be 3000 kelvin.
Mr. Piskule showed the proposed paving. The existing interior tile is porcelain. The tile
proposed for the exterior would be porcelain like, but would have more traction in wet weather.
The tile dimensions would be 12x24 inches in a running bond pattern.
Ms. Pickell presented the landscape plan.
Mr. Saad asked about the material proposed to clad the walls.
Mr. Piskule said they were proposing a running bond pattern with the longest panels they could
order. The brand is still Fundermax which they had previously proposed.
Mr. Johnson moved to approved Case 2019-AR-11, 444 Skokie Boulevard, as submitted. The
motion was seconded by Ms. Castellano. Voting yes: Chairman Smith and Commissioners
Andric, Brill, Castellano, Johnson, and Saad. Voting no: none. The motion carried.
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PROPOSED
WEST ELEVATION
SCALE 1/16" = 1'-0"

T/ROOF DECK

T/ DROP CEILING

T/THIRD FLOOR

T/ DROP CEILING

T/SECOND FLOOR

T/GRADE

PROPOSED
SOUTH ELEVATION

SCALE 1/16" = 1'-0"

444 Skokie Blvd, Wilmette, IL 60091

T/GRADE

WILMETTE EXECUTIVE CENTER
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T/SECOND FLOOR

 Copyright 2019
Orren Pickell Design Group, Inc.

6"

T/ DROP CEILING

***DESIGN ADDENDUM***

7'-93 8" +/- VARIES

32'-5" +/- EXISTING

7'-83 4" +/- VARIES

T/ROOF DECK

T/ DROP CEILING

T/ DROP CEILING

T/THIRD FLOOR

P.N. 3-2569-01
DATE: 12/4/19

AD1

5"
17 8"

H

WALL
DETAIL
SCALE: 1" = 1'-0"

LEAVE VOID FOR FUTURE
"CRUMPLE ZONE"/IMPACT
MITIGATION POCKET
KERF CUT AND BEND CONTINUOUS
FURRING HAT CHANNELS AT 24" O.C.
VERTICAL AND FASTEN TO UNDERSIDE
TO SOLID BLOCKING BEYOND.

4'-6 4" +/1
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DASHED LINE INDICATES
EXISTING DECORATIVE
EYEBROW TO BE DEMOLISHED.
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"
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3
16"
3
16"
3
16"
3
16"
3
16"
3
16"
3
16"
3
16"

51 2"
51 2"
51 2"
51 2"
"

8

THICK BY 5 1/2" WIDE COMPOSITE DECK
CLADDING ATTACHED TO HAT CHANNELS
WITH EXPOSED 'JAMES HARDI' "ASPYRE
COLLECTION" "REVEAL EXPOSED FASTENERS"
1
2" Ø PAN HEAD TORX DRIVE TYPE AT TOP AND
BOTTOM BOARDS ONLY. PROVIDE 'CALI
DECKING' UNIVERSAL TYPE HIDDEN
FASTENING SYSTEM FOR DECK BOARDS
IN-BETWEEN.

WILMETTE EXECUTIVE CENTER

7

EXISTING DROP CEILING GRID TO
REMAIN, TEMPORARILY REMOVE
PERIMETER PANELS AND STORE FOR
REINSTALLATION DURING
CONSTRUCTION.

7
8"

***DESIGN ADDENDUM***

81 4"

25 ga. 78" GALVANIZED STEEL FURRING
HAT CHANNEL AT 24" O.C. VERTICAL.

3
16"

51 2"
51 2"
2

1

1.5" x 1.5" PRE-FINISHED ALUMINUM
CORNER BEAD OVER HAT CHANNELS

PRE-FINISHED ALUMINUM
FLASHING TUCKED P.T. FURRING
STRIPS AND LAID OVER EXISTING
'DRYVIT' STUCCO RAINSCREEN
(3) 20 ga. 4" WIDE GALVANIZED STEEL
TENSION STRAPS EQUALLY SPACED
SCREWED TOP AND BOTTOM AT EACH
EXISTING WALL STUD.

51 2"

51 2"
" +/-

EXISTING STEEL SPANDRELS BEYOND

13 4"

OPEN CELL SPRAY FOAM
INSULATION IN NEW VOID
POCKET. PROVIDE MINIUM
DEPTH TO ACCOMMODATE R-49

1'-6" +/EQ

EXISTING STEEL STUD FRAMING,
INSULATION AND EXTERIOR
'DRYVIT' CONSTRUCTION TO
REMAIN THIS LOCATION.

1'-6" +/EQ

51 2"

31 8"

EXISTING 'DRYVIT' WINDOW SILL
PROJECTION TO REMAIN, FINAL
SILL COLOR PER SPECIFICATIONS.

33 8"

5"

31 8"
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EXISTING 'DRYVIT' WALL
CONSTRUCTION ABOVE TO REMAIN,
TO BE PAINTED PER FINAL COLOR
SELECTION IN SPECIFICATIONS.
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EXISTING 'DRYVIT' CURB TO
REMAIN, REPAINT PER
SPECIFICATIONS.

EQ
EQ

12'-61 4"

4"
3 4" +/1

8"

4"

EXISTING CONCRETE COLUMN
BEYOND TO BE PAINTED.
SEE SPECIFICATIONS.
ALUMINUM ANGLE 4"x4"x 163 " FOR PAINT.
PROVIDE 78" Ø DECORATIVE BOLT HEADS
IN MATCHING FINISH COLOR OVER
'TAPCON' CONCRETE SCREWS FOR
ANGLE ATTACHMENT.

DETAIL
 SCALE 3/4" = 1'-0"

444 Skokie Blvd, Wilmette, IL 60091

3" 2"

***DESIGN ADDENDUM***

WILMETTE EXECUTIVE CENTER

THICK BY 5 12 " WIDE x 16' LONG
COMPOSITE DECK CLADDING
W/HIDDEN FASTENERS

4'-61 4" +/-

7
8"
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EXISTING 'DRYVIT' WALL TO
REMAIN, REPAINT COLOR PER
SPECIFICATIONS.
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1200 WILMETTE AVENUE
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

(847) 853-7550
FAX (847) 853-7701
TDD (847) 853-7634
EMAIL comdev@wilmette.com

Date:

January 3, 2020

To:

Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission

From:

Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator

Subject:

Design Review of 1210 Central Avenue

Optima, Inc will be attending the January 6, 2020 Appearance Review Commission
meeting for a non-binding design review of their development proposal for 1210 Central
Avenue.
The Village received a Planned Unit Development application from Optima to construct a
seven story mixed-use building. Unlike traditional applications reviewed by the
Commission, planned unit development applications only require review by the Plan
Commission and Village Board and not the Appearance Review Commission or Zoning
Board. While no formal review is required, staff encouraged the applicant to seek a nonbinding review of their proposal prior to attending the Plan Commission. Optima has
agreed and will be present at Monday’s meeting to discuss their project.
Because no formal review by the Appearance Review Commission is required there are
no specific review criteria which the Commission needs to address. However, in order to
provide a productive review of the proposal I recommend the Commission concentrate
their efforts on three main topics including:
•
•
•

Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review
Village Center Zoning District Building Design and Location Regulations
Identification of design elements needing further clarification or detail so the Plan
Commission and Village Board can make informed decisions

The Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review are provided below for your
reference. As part of the Planned Unit Development application, Optima is seeking relief
from sections of the Village’s Zoning Ordinance including some design standards

contained in the Village Center zoning regulations. Below are the sections of the design
regulations for which they are seeking relief.
Design Regulations – Seeking Relief From
10.7.A.1: All Buildings over one story must evidence a design that illustrates a bottom,
middle, and top.
10.7.A.4: Facades of buildings that face the public right of way including side and rear
facades must be visually broken into bays to avoid the appearance of large, blank walls.
For every twenty-five (25) linear feet of building length, roof lines must either be varied
with a change in height or within the incorporation of a major focal point feature such as
a dormer, gable or projected wall feature. Two (2) rooflines on the east elevation and
three (3) rooflines on the south elevation do not meet this standard.
10.7.A.4.b: Ground floor of commercial buildings must be designed with a minimum
ground floor height of fourteen (14) feet, as measured from the finished floor of the ground
floor to the finished floor of the second story. The proposed building shows a ground floor
height of thirteen (13) feet.
10.7.B.5: For commercial and mixed-use projects, a designated pedestrian access path
from rear parking areas to the public sidewalk shall be provided. For parcels 150 feet or
more in width, two dedicated pedestrian access paths are required. One access path is
provided from the public sidewalk to the public parking area by way of an elevator near
the Green Bay Road sidewalk. A second path is not provided.
10.7.C: Ground floor facades for single-story commercial and mixed use projects shall
include a minimum of forty (40%) clear glass (no tinting) that allows full view into the
facility. The applicant is proposing to provide 34% transparency along the south
elevation.
Appearance Review Certificate Standards of Review
1. All sides of a structure receive design consideration.
2. If the side or rear of the structure faces a street, a residential use, or a property located
in a residential zoning district, the exterior materials used on the side or rear are
comparable in character and quality to the exterior materials used on the facade of
the structure.
3. Materials used in the construction and design of the structure are of durable quality.
4. Mechanical equipment is located or screened so as not to be visible from surrounding
streets and properties.

5. The scale and placement of the structure on the site is appropriate to the proportion
of the site covered by the structure and the location of the structure in relation to its
lot lines.
6. Building design and placement must take into consideration natural grade conditions,
existing vegetation, and other natural features.
7. Excessive similarity or dissimilarity in design in relation to surrounding or adjoining
structures is discouraged, including but not limited to building height, exterior
materials, building mass, roof line, and architectural features.
8. Design takes into consideration the relationship to the street and the pedestrian
environment.
9. Parking, storage, and refuse areas are located and screened so as not to negatively
affect neighboring properties.
10. Landscape is designed to maintain existing mature trees and shrubs to the maximum
extent possible.
11. Landscape provides an aesthetically pleasing design and, where applicable, provides
for the screening of parking, storage, refuse, and utility areas from the street and
adjacent residential properties.
12. Selected plant materials shall be suitable to Wilmette’s climate and to their location on
the site. The use of invasive species is prohibited. Invasive species shall be those
included in the “Chicago Botanic Garden” list of “Invasive Plants in the Chicago
Region.”
13. Parking areas are designed to achieve efficient traffic flow and minimize dangerous
traffic movements.
14. Signs are of the appropriate design, color and placement to the structure, site and
adjoining properties, in terms of materials, height, setback from the street, and
proportion.
15. Accessory structures, exterior lighting and fences, complement the overall structure
and site design, in terms of materials, size, and architectural character.
Attachments
•

Application for Planned Unit Development with Respect to 1210 Central Avenue,
Volume II, Dated November 22, 2019.

