
 
 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, IL  60091 

 

1 This meeting will be held remotely by the Appearance Review Commission and will be recorded as required by law. The 
meeting will be broadcast live on YouTube at https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live and on Channel 6 and 
then published on the Village’s YouTube website. Members of the public may submit a comment in advance of the meeting 
by emailing their comment to comdev@wilmette.com. All emailed comments received two hours prior to the start of the 
meeting will be provided, unredacted, to the Appearance Review Commission. Emails received anytime within two hours of 
the beginning of the meeting until its adjournment will be included in the draft minutes of the meeting. Public comments may 
be made during the meeting through YouTube Live which will be read aloud during the appropriate portion of the meeting. 
There is also the option to make a public comment during the meeting via PC, mobile device or phone. For complete details 
and instructions on joining or participating in the meeting, please visit: https://www.wilmette.com/2020/06/12/village-
meetings-dial-in-instructions-for-public-comment-participation/ 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (847) 853-7550 
DEPARTMENT Fax (847) 853-7701 

 TDD (847) 853-7634 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

of the  
APPEARANCE REVIEW COMMISSION 

OF THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE 
 

Monday, March 1, 2021 at 7:00 P.M. 
Remote Meeting1 

 
 
AGENDA 
I. Call to Order 
II. Approval of Minutes 

• Minutes of the Appearance Review Commission of February 1, 2021 
III. Consent Agenda 

• 2021-AR-10, 1100 Central Avenue, One Magnificent MedSpa, Certificate 
IV. Cases 

• 2021-AR-05, 1150 Central Avenue, Central Station Coffee & Tea, Certificate 
& Sign Variation 

• 2021-AR-09, 1146 Wilmette Avenue, Sophia Steak, Preliminary Review 
• 2021-AR-14, 3232 Lake Avenue, Newport Capital Partners, Preliminary 

Review 
V. Public Comment 
VI. Adjournment 

Charles Smith, Chairman 

https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live
file://vowfile/vhdata/Comm_Dev/COMMON/ARC/Meeting%20Documents/Agenda/2020/comdev@wilmette.com
https://www.wilmette.com/2020/06/12/village-meetings-dial-in-instructions-for-public-comment-participation/
https://www.wilmette.com/2020/06/12/village-meetings-dial-in-instructions-for-public-comment-participation/
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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, FEBRUARY 1, 2021 

7:00 P.M. 
VIRTUAL MEETING 

 
 
Members Present: Richard Brill 

Doug Johnson 
Mason Miller  
Jeffery Saad  
Charles Smith 
 

Members Absent:  Nada Andric  
Devan Castellano  

 
Guests: Sehul Patel, 1515 Sheridan 
 Nilax Patel, 711 N Elmhurst Road, Prospect Heights, Illinois 
 Charlotte Champon, 3330 NE 34th Street, Ft. Lauderdale, Florida 
 Katie Degen, 1150 Central Avenue 
 David Kasprak, 940 W. Adams, Chicago, IL 

 
Staff Present:  Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 
Mr. Smith called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Mr. Brill moved to approve the January 4, 2021 meeting minutes as submitted.  The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Saad.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Johnson, Miller, Saad and 
Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
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III. CASES 
  
2021-AR-02 Rosati’s Pizza 
1515 Sheridan Road Appearance Review Certificate 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2021-AR-03, 1515 Sheridan, Rosati’s Pizza, requesting an 
Appearance Review Certificate to install roof top mechanical equipment with screening. 
 
Ms. Charlotte Champon said she was the architect for the project.  She understood the 
commission’s request was to move the roof top exhaust fan as far north as possible away 
from the south parapet wall.  They would run into issues trying to run the ductwork if they 
moved the exhaust fan any further north than proposed.  There are pipes and structural 
supports that would conflict with a grease duct running further north. 
 
Mr. Smith asked about the proposed screen wall. 
 
Ms. Champon said the screen wall height had been revised so that screen wall for the  
exhaust fan and the screen wall for the make-up air handling unit were equal heights. 
 
Mr.  Nilax Patel said he reviewed the height of the existing units on top of the building.  He 
didn’t think the existing units were visible from the sidewalk across the street.  They 
measured the height of the parapet wall as 36 inches.  Given the location of the exhaust and 
height compared to the existing roof top units he didn’t think the exhaust fan would be 
visible. 
 
Mr. Brill asked if you would be able to see the make-up air handling unit and the exhaust 
fan from the townhomes across the street. 
 
Ms. Champon said they would not be able to see the equipment because of the proposed 
screening. 
 
Mr. Saad asked for confirmation that the parapet wall was 36 inches tall. 
 
Mr. Nilax Patel said that was correct. 
 
Mr. Saad asked if they have verified the height of the proposed roof top equipment. 
 
Ms. Champon said they used the information from the shop drawings. 
 
Mr. Saad said during the summer months the trees help screen the units.  He asked for the 
color of the mechanical screen. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said he was sent a sample with a cream color to match the wall. 
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Mr. Saad said the distance between the exhaust fan and screen was shown at 3 feet.  He 
asked if that was the minimum distance required or if the screen could be moved back from 
the parapet wall and closer to the exhaust fan. 
 
Ms. Champon said the minimum distance is 3 feet to allow for maintenance of the unit.  
That was what the manufacturer had specified. 
 
Ms. Nilax Patel said once they get under construction they can see if they can move the fan 
further from the wall, but he knows they can get at least 5 feet from the parapet wall. 
 
Mr. Saad said he would like the contractor to move the screen walls as far back from the 
parapet wall and align them as possible. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked if the color of the screen walls will be consistent with the color of the 
existing screen walls. 
 
Mr. Nilax Patel said all the screen walls would be the same color.  No screen wall exists on 
the building. 
 
Mr. Saad asked that the case number be clarified.  The case report says 2021-AR-02, but 
the agenda says 2021-AR-03. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen verified the correct case number was 2021-AR-02. 
 
Mr. Smith said he agreed with Mr. Saad that the southernmost screen walls would be 
aligned.  He said according to the drawings, the screen walls will be taller than the 
equipment so they will provide sufficient screening.  The color of the screen will be a close 
match to the color of the exterior walls. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2021-AR-02, 1515 Sheridan Road, Rosati’s Pizza, 
granting an Appearance Review Certificate to install roof top mechanical equipment and 
screening with the condition that the southernmost screen walls are aligned.  The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Miller.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Johnson, Miller, Saad and 
Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
 
2021-AR-05 Central Station Coffee & Tea 
1150 Central Avenue Appearance Review Certificate 
 
Mr. Sivertsen introduced Case 2021-AR-05, 1150 Central Avenue, Central Station Coffee 
& Tea, requesting an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the storefront with 
modifications to the existing trim, new awning, lighting, and signage.  He explained that 
the signage was part of the proposal, but because the sign required a variation and 
variations required additional notice, the signage request could not be considered until the 
next meeting. 
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Ms. Katie Degen introduced herself as the business owner and said her architect David 
Kasprak would be presenting the proposal. 
 
Mr. Kasprak described the proposal as submitted in the case report.  He mentioned the 
sides of the awning would likely be closed, but they did not specify that in the drawings.  
The transom window will remain per the landlord’s requirement.  They will run conduit on 
the exterior behind the awning up to the gooseneck light fixtures where they will end in a 
junction box.  The existing base will be removed and replaced.  He said Mr. Sivertsen had 
requested a material that will be more durable.  They have chosen a PVC product which 
would be painted white. 
 
Mr. Miller asked where the downlight will be located in plan view and how many were 
proposed. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said the downlights are attached to the wall and underneath the transom.  He 
thought there would be three or four proposed. 
 
Mr. Miller asked if the PVC would be smooth. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said it would be smooth.  Some of the challenge is that they don’t know 
what’s behind the existing storefront. 
 
Mr. Brill asked if the existing door to the business was recessed as shown and if the black 
door to the right was proposed to be modified. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said the doors were existing.  The only change is that they would be painted. 

 
Mr. Johnson asked about the color temperature of the lights. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they were all 3000 kelvin. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked if the sign was proposed to be illuminated. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they would not be illuminated. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked for details on the junction box and gooseneck lights. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said the junction box would be covered with a canopy that covers the face of 
the box.  The box could be painted to match the color of the fixture.  The conduit would 
come from the bottom through the canopy. 
 
Mr. Johnson asked how much of the junction box would be visible. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said you would see the sides of the junction box, but the face of the junction 
box would be covered with a plate color. 
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Mr. Saad asked if the awning would be covered on the bottom or if it would be open. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said the bottom would be open however, the sides would be covered. 
 
Ms. Saad asked about the bottom of the storefront. 
 
Ms. Kasprak said they were recladding the bottom of the storefront.  They were not 
proposing to rebuild the entire storefront. 
 
Mr. Saad asked if the store would be ADA accessible. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they would be installing an accessible entrance in the rear.  They had 
reviewed this will the Village. 
 
Mr. Saad asked what the rear entrance would look like. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they were locating the door where a window exists.  They would be 
extending the opening down to accommodate the doorway.  There would be a light above 
the door. 
 
Mr. Smith asked where the person using the accessible entrance would enter the store. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they would enter into a seating area for the restaurant. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said directly behind the rear entrance would be an accessible parking space 
with a hard surface such as asphalt or concrete.  The Village had discussed this with the 
property owner. 
 
Ms. Degen confirmed that was her understanding that the landlord would be applying for 
the permit to install an accessible parking space. 
 
Mr. Smith asked if the door itself was accessible. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said the door and entrance was reviewed by the Village’s building 
department and found to meet accessibility requirements. 
 
There was discussion on how the awning would be designed. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said the white line across the top of the awning was showing a possible 
flashing to be installed.  The conduit would run from the building just above the door up to 
each gooseneck junction box through the awning.  They would also run it on the side and 
run the conduit horizontally above the awning, but he though esthetically that would not be 
the preferred option. 
 
Mr. Smith said he had concern over the proposed PVC material. 
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Mr. Kasprak said the PVC was chosen for its durability as well as the relative ease for 
sourcing.  He understands the concern of appearance which is why they are proposing to 
paint the material.  He is trying to be mindful to the owner to provide the most effective 
and economical solution. 
 
Mr. Smith understands the comments from Mr. Kasprak.  The commission wants to make 
sure what is installed will stand up over time.  Other storefronts in downtown Wilmette 
have used more durable materials such as Hardie panel.  He asked Mr. Miller if he had any 
experience with PVC in this type of use. 
 
Mr. Miller said he hasn’t seen PVC used in this application.  He didn’t know how paint 
would adhere.  He asked if the applicant had considered a darker material to help hide dirt 
and scuff marks. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they were going off a conceptual image of the storefront. 
 
Mr. Saad asked if the PVC would require exposed fasteners. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they would not have exposed fasteners. 
 
Mr. Smith said he liked the overall proposal, but was still concerned with the proposed 
PVC. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they had looked at a cement fiber board previously and they could revisit 
that. 
 
Mr. Johnson said it was mentioned the sheen of the PVC.  He has concerns over the ability 
to paint PVC.  He asked if there was a specific type of paint that would work on PVC. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said it will be important to use the correct primer, but he doesn’t know what 
the specific type that is needed. 
 
Mr. Smith asked the petitioner what their construction timeline looked like. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said they anticipated submitting revisions to the first round of plan review 
comments next week. 
 
Ms. Degen said their contractor is ready to start once the permit is approved. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said if the only issue is the material, that they could issue a building permit 
with the condition that the material needs approval by the commission. 
 
Mr. Kasprak said that would be helpful.  Once the contractor can open up the wall and see 
the underlying construction, they will have a better idea of how they can clad the wall. 
 
Mr. Smith asked for the name of the contractor. 
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Ms. Degen said it was Rosewood Construction. 
 
Mr. Smith asked Mr. Sivertsen if they have done work in Wilmette. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said they may have done work in Wilmette, but he was not familiar with that 
contractor. 
 
Ms. Degen said they have done a lot of food service projects throughout the northern 
suburbs, but didn’t think they have done work in Wilmette. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen said there were no members of the public who wished to speak.   
 
Mr. Smith asked for a motion. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to approve Case 2021-AR-05, 1150 Central Avenue, Central Station 
Coffee & Tea granting an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the storefront with 
modifications to existing trim and installation of an awning sign and lighting, with the 
condition that the material of the base and trim be continued to the March 1, 2021 meeting.  
The motion was seconded by Mr. Saad. 
 
Mr. Johnson moved to amend the motion to add a second condition that an accessible path 
is provided on the site to the back door that is the accessible door into the café.  The motion 
was seconded by Mr. Saad.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Johnson, Miller, Saad and 
Smith.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 
 
Mr. Smith thanked the applicant for their proposal and welcomed them to the community.  

 
IV. OLD BUSINESS 
 

Mr. Brill said the ground sign installed at the Shell gas station at Ridge and Wilmette looks 
very nice, however, he thought the copy was difficult to read.  In very small lettering it 
reads “regular cash” and “regular credit”. 
 
Mr. Sivertsen thought the copy of pricing is regulated by the State, but that he could 
research what is permitted. 

 
V. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

There were no additional public comments. 
 
VI. ADJOURNMENT 

 
At 8:10 p.m., Mr. Miller moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Mr. 
Saad.  Voting yes:  Commissioners Brill, Johnson, Miller, Saad and Smith.  Voting no: 
none.  The motion carried. 



 
 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, IL  60091 

 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (847) 853-7550 
DEPARTMENT Fax (847) 853-7701 
 TDD (847) 853-7634 

February 24, 2021 
 
To:  Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission 
 
From:   Lucas Sivertsen, AICP 
  Business Development Coordinator 
 
Re:  Consent Agenda for March 1, 2021 
 
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, March 1, 2021 and 
I will notify the petitioner to be present at the meeting to discuss the proposal. 
 
2021-AR-10 One Magnificent MedSpa 1100 Central Avenue 
 
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 11th Street 
frontage where the business has their front door.  
While the business has a Central Avenue 
address the entrance is located on 11th Street. 

Wall signs are allowed up to 30% wall 
coverage. 

The proposed wall sign is located on the existing 
conforming sign band. 

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

The proposed wall sign included the business 
name. 

 
The petitioner wishes to install a new wall sign on the existing sign panel.  The sign would be printed 
and laminated to the existing sign panel.  No fasteners are required. 
 
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: 2021-AR-05 
 
Property: 1150 Central Avenue 
 
Zoning District: VC, Village Center 
 
Petitioner: Central Station Coffee and Tea, LLC 
 
Request: The petitioner requests an amended Appearance Review 

Certificate to specify exterior materials and a sign variation to 
install more than one window sign per frontage. 

 
Applicable Provisions of 3.5, Appearance Review Commission Powers 
Ordinances: 5.7, Appearance Review Certificate 
 5.5, Sign Variation 
 
Meeting Date:    February 1, 2021 
     March 1, 2021 
 
Date of Application: January 7, 2021 
 
Notices: Legal Notice published in Wilmette Life, February 11, 2021 

Certificate of Posting dated, January 12, 2021 
Personal Notice Affidavit dated, February 12, 2021 

 
Report Prepared By: Lucas Sivertsen, AICP 
 Business Development Coordinator 
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Description of the Property 
The subject property is located on the north side of Central Avenue in the VC, Village Center, Zoning 
District.  Surrounding uses include a parking lot and drive-thru bank teller to the north, a wine shop to the 
east, Village Hall to the south and a vacant storefront to the west. 
 
Description of Request 
The petitioner requests an amended Appearance Review Certificate to specify exterior materials and a 
sign variation to install more than one window sign per frontage. 
 
The Commission granted an Appearance Review Certificate to remodel the storefront with modifications 
to existing trim and installation of an awning sign and lighting with the condition the trim material be 
continued to the March 1, 2021 meeting for further discussion.  The petitioner has revised the proposed 
base and trim cladding to Hardie Panel and Hardie Trim in a white finish. 
 
The proposed signage includes two window signs and one valance sign.  The valance sign was previously 
approved.  The code allows one window sign with a maximum coverage of 20% of the overall storefront 
window.  The proposal shows two window signs with a combined coverage of 16.5% of the overall 
window area.  A variation is required to display one additional window sign. 
 
Action Required 
The Appearance Review Commission may grant an Appearance Review Certificate and recommend 
granting a sign variation provided they determine the proposal meets the following standards of 
review. 
 
(After the vote on the request) 
Move to authorize the Chairman to prepare the report and recommendation for the Appearance Review 
Commission for case number 2021-AR-05. 
 
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. 
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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. 
 
Sign Variation Standards of Review 
 

Unusual Circumstances: 
A variation will serve to relieve the petitioner from an unusual difficulty due to the location, 
topography, or circumstances on the petitioner’s property or a peculiar attribute existing on the 
neighboring property, which directly affects the petitioner’s property. 

 
Character and Appearance: 
A variation will be consistent in design and scale with other signs nearby, and will not alter the 
essential character of the commercial streetscape in the vicinity of the subject property. 
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Not Self-Created: 
The plight of the property owner was not created by the owner and denial of the variation will 
impose undue hardship or difficulty on the owner’s ability to conduct business on the subject 
property. 
 
Health, Safety and Welfare: 
A variation will not create a traffic or safety hazard and will not impair the utility of 
neighboring properties’ signage. 
 
Purpose of Ordinance: 
A variation is in harmony with the purpose and intent of the Sign Ordinance. 

 
Case File Documents 

Location Maps and Plans 
 
2.1 Aerial Map 
2.2 Storefront Elevation 



0 35 70
ft

Disclaimer: The GIS Consortium and MGP Inc. are not liable for any use, misuse, modification or disclosure of any map provided under applicable law.  This map is for general information purposes only. Although the

information is believed to be generally accurate, errors may exist and the user should independently confirm for accuracy. The map does not constitute a regulatory determination and is not a base for engineering design.

A Registered Land Surveyor should be consulted to determine precise location boundaries on the ground.
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Notes



APPEARANCE REVIEW

REVISED: FEBRUARY 24, 2021



REVISED: FEBRUARY 24, 2021

EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURES
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Date: February 25, 2021 
 
To: Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission 
 
From: Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 
 
Subject: 2021-AR-09, 1146 Wilmette Avenue, Sophia Steak, Preliminary Review 
 
 
The Village has received a proposal from the owners of Sophia Steak, 1146 Wilmette 
Avenue, to remodel the restaurant entrance to accommodate a revolving door.  They 
request a preliminary review of the proposal at the March 1 ARC meeting. 
 
The current proposal includes a new revolving door and accessible entrance.  The 
entire storefront window system would be removed and replaced.  There are two 
options for the design.  One option shows the entire window system in line.  The other 
shows the framing for the accessible entrance angled to allow the egress door of the 
accessible entrance to not cross over the public sidewalk. 







1200 WILMETTE AVENUE 
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (847) 853-7550 
DEPARTMENT FAX (847) 853-7701 

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

Date: February 25, 2021 

To: Chairman Smith and the Appearance Review Commission 

From: Lucas Sivertsen, Business Development Coordinator 

Subject: 2021-AR-14, 3232 Lake Avenue, Starbucks, Preliminary Review 

The Village has received a proposal from the owners of Edens Plaza, Newport Capital 
Partners, to construct an outlot building to accommodate a Starbucks drive-thru and 
cafe. 

The zoning ordinance requires new buildings at Edens Plaza to receive preliminary 
review from the Appearance Review Commission prior to accepting applications for 
zoning or building approval.  The applicant requests a preliminary review of their plans 
at the March 1 ARC meeting.  As proposed the proposal will need to be reviewed by 
the Zoning Board of Appeals, Village Board and the Appearance Review Commission.  
The applicant will apply for an Appearance Review Certificate upon consideration of 
the commission's review. 
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NO. MATERIAL MANUFACTURER COLOR / DESCRIPTION FINISH / STYLE

BRICK VENEER MUTUAL MATERIALS
888-688-8250 COAL CREEK RUNNIG BOND, SM770 SABLE

COLORED MORTAR

ACCOYA WOOD SIDING (@ FACADE) reSAWN TIMBER CO.
215-709-2003 MONTE, T&G SEALED FACE AND BACK, 3/4" THICK X 5" 

WIDE X 6'-16' RANDOM HEIGHTS

EIFS DRYVIT
734-276-0404 634A - GRANITE CITY

IDENTITY WOOD CLADDING (@ CANOPY UNDERSIDE) IDENTITY WOOD PRODUCTS
215-709-2003

1000 - LIGHT BROWN BEIGE WITH DARK 
LOWLIGHTS, 1/16" REVEAL

SEALED FACE AND BACK 5/8" THICK 
x 7-1/4" WIDE

METAL COPING

LOCALLY SOURCED TO MATCH RAL#7021 MATTE 
MT0028 - FLAT BLACK

PRE-FINISHED

ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM ANODIZED

METAL CANOPY POWDERCOAT
HOLLOW METAL DOOR FRAME

RECESSED LED CAN LIGHT (@ CANOPY)

CONCRETE

ACUITY, JUNO 27000K, 1000 LUMENS, FLOOD, DOWNLIGHT

INCRETE SYSTEMS COLOR - CRETE LIQUID - SOFT GRAY

PAINTED

BLACK TRIM, WET RATED

CAST-IN-PLACE
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NO. MATERIAL MANUFACTURER COLOR / DESCRIPTION FINISH / STYLE

BRICK VENEER MUTUAL MATERIALS
888-688-8250 COAL CREEK RUNNIG BOND, SM770 SABLE

COLORED MORTAR

ACCOYA WOOD SIDING (@ FACADE) reSAWN TIMBER CO.
215-709-2003 MONTE, T&G SEALED FACE AND BACK, 3/4" THICK X 5" 

WIDE X 6'-16' RANDOM HEIGHTS

EIFS DRYVIT
734-276-0404 634A - GRANITE CITY

IDENTITY WOOD CLADDING (@ CANOPY UNDERSIDE) IDENTITY WOOD PRODUCTS
215-709-2003

1000 - LIGHT BROWN BEIGE WITH DARK 
LOWLIGHTS, 1/16" REVEAL

SEALED FACE AND BACK 5/8" THICK 
x 7-1/4" WIDE

METAL COPING

LOCALLY SOURCED TO MATCH RAL#7021 MATTE 
MT0028 - FLAT BLACK

PRE-FINISHED

ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM ANODIZED

METAL CANOPY POWDERCOAT
HOLLOW METAL DOOR FRAME

RECESSED LED CAN LIGHT (@ CANOPY)

CONCRETE

ACUITY, JUNO 27000K, 1000 LUMENS, FLOOD, DOWNLIGHT

INCRETE SYSTEMS COLOR - CRETE LIQUID - SOFT GRAY

PAINTED

BLACK TRIM, WET RATED

CAST-IN-PLACE

EX
TE
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OR
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NO. MATERIAL MANUFACTURER COLOR / DESCRIPTION FINISH / STYLE

BRICK VENEER MUTUAL MATERIALS
888-688-8250 COAL CREEK RUNNIG BOND, SM770 SABLE

COLORED MORTAR

ACCOYA WOOD SIDING (@ FACADE) reSAWN TIMBER CO.
215-709-2003 MONTE, T&G SEALED FACE AND BACK, 3/4" THICK X 5" 

WIDE X 6'-16' RANDOM HEIGHTS

EIFS DRYVIT
734-276-0404 634A - GRANITE CITY

IDENTITY WOOD CLADDING (@ CANOPY UNDERSIDE) IDENTITY WOOD PRODUCTS
215-709-2003

1000 - LIGHT BROWN BEIGE WITH DARK 
LOWLIGHTS, 1/16" REVEAL

SEALED FACE AND BACK 5/8" THICK 
x 7-1/4" WIDE

METAL COPING

LOCALLY SOURCED TO MATCH RAL#7021 MATTE 
MT0028 - FLAT BLACK

PRE-FINISHED

ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM ANODIZED

METAL CANOPY POWDERCOAT
HOLLOW METAL DOOR FRAME

RECESSED LED CAN LIGHT (@ CANOPY)

CONCRETE

ACUITY, JUNO 27000K, 1000 LUMENS, FLOOD, DOWNLIGHT

INCRETE SYSTEMS COLOR - CRETE LIQUID - SOFT GRAY

PAINTED

BLACK TRIM, WET RATED

CAST-IN-PLACE

EX
TE
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NO. MATERIAL MANUFACTURER COLOR / DESCRIPTION FINISH / STYLE

BRICK VENEER MUTUAL MATERIALS
888-688-8250 COAL CREEK RUNNIG BOND, SM770 SABLE

COLORED MORTAR

ACCOYA WOOD SIDING (@ FACADE) reSAWN TIMBER CO.
215-709-2003 MONTE, T&G SEALED FACE AND BACK, 3/4" THICK X 5" 

WIDE X 6'-16' RANDOM HEIGHTS

EIFS DRYVIT
734-276-0404 634A - GRANITE CITY

IDENTITY WOOD CLADDING (@ CANOPY UNDERSIDE) IDENTITY WOOD PRODUCTS
215-709-2003

1000 - LIGHT BROWN BEIGE WITH DARK 
LOWLIGHTS, 1/16" REVEAL

SEALED FACE AND BACK 5/8" THICK 
x 7-1/4" WIDE

METAL COPING

LOCALLY SOURCED TO MATCH RAL#7021 MATTE 
MT0028 - FLAT BLACK

PRE-FINISHED

ALUMINUM STOREFRONT SYSTEM ANODIZED

METAL CANOPY POWDERCOAT
HOLLOW METAL DOOR FRAME

RECESSED LED CAN LIGHT (@ CANOPY)

CONCRETE

ACUITY, JUNO 27000K, 1000 LUMENS, FLOOD, DOWNLIGHT

INCRETE SYSTEMS COLOR - CRETE LIQUID - SOFT GRAY

PAINTED

BLACK TRIM, WET RATED

CAST-IN-PLACE

EX
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