
Village of Winnetka 
 Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Regular 

Meeting 
  

 
August 17, 2023 at 7:00 PM 

Winnetka Village Hall Council Chambers 
510 Green Bay Road 

 

NOTICE 
Public comment is permitted on all agenda items at the meeting.  If you wish to provide testimony or comments 
prior to the meeting, you may provide them one of two ways: (1) by sending an email to planning@winnetka.org; or 
by sending a letter to Community Development, Village of Winnetka, 510 Green Bay Road, Winnetka, IL  60093.  All 
agenda materials are available at www.villageofwinnetka.org/agendacenter.  

The Village of Winnetka, in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, requests that persons with 
disabilities, who require certain accommodations to allow them to observe and/or participate in this meeting or have 
questions about the accessibility of the meeting or facilities contact the Village ADA Coordinator at 510 Green Bay 
Road, Winnetka, Illinois 60093, (Telephone (847) 716-3543; T.D.D. (847) 501-6041). 
 
 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order 
2. Public Comments 
3. Approval of Minutes 
  a. July 20, 2023 Regular Meeting Minutes 
4. Continued Applications 
  a. Case No. 22-10-DR: 1025 Tower Road - BP Gas Station: An amended 

application for a Certificate of Appropriateness to allow exterior alternations to 
the main building and gas pump canopy at 1025 Tower Road. This item was 
continued from the April 21, 2022, Design Review Board meeting. 

  b. Case No. 23-15-DR: 800 Elm Street - Lakeside Foods: An amended 
application for a Sign Permit to allow installation of window signs on the 
storefront of the building located at 800 Elm Street and a Sign Code Variation to 
allow installation of window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window 
area. This item was continued from the July 20, 2023, Design Review Board 
meeting. 

5. New Applications 
  a. Case No. 23-16-DR: 1083 Gage Street - Northshore Barbershop: Sign Permit 

to allow existing window and door signs to remain at the storefront of the 
Northshore Barbershop and a Sign Code Variation to allow installation of window 
signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area. 

  b. Case No. 23-17-DR: 80 Green Bay Road - John Plunkett Interiors: Sign Permit to allow 
installation of wall and glass door signs at the building located at 80 Green Bay Road and a 
Sign Code Variation to allow a non-street exposure wall sign to exceed twenty square feet in 
area. This application was not ready for this meeting and the Board is asked to 
continue the item to its September 21, 2023, meeting. 

6. Other Business 
  a. September 21, 2023, Regular Meeting - Quorum Check 
7. Adjournment 

Page 1 of 77

mailto:planning@winnetka.org
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.villageofwinnetka.org%2Fagendacenter&data=05%7C01%7CBGradjan%40Winnetka.org%7Cd16a8dfeae464eb0b1ee08da66817f81%7C00280eee725c4276aa6029c6c477d7fe%7C1%7C0%7C637935003613465081%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZdINO2FevVJ61P82XsuntIx1%2FbI0NuVx2mShdxI9iI0%3D&reserved=0


Village of Winnetka  Design Review Board - August 17, 2023 
 

 

Page 2 of 77



1 Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes
2 July 20, 2023
3
4 Members Present: Katie Moor, Chairperson
5 Paul Konstant 
6 Maggie Meiners 
7 Heather Niehoff 
8 Michael Ritter 
9

10 Members Absent: Fritz Duda 
11
12 Village Staff: Christopher Marx, Associate Planner
13 Davorka Kirincic, Building and Code Enforcement Manager 
14
15 Call to Order & Roll Call:
16 Chairperson Moor called the meeting to order at 7:06 p.m.
17
18 Public Comments:
19 No comments were made at this time. 
20
21 Approval of Minutes:
22 a. June 15, 2023 Regular Meeting Minutes.
23 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to approve the June 15, 2023 meeting minutes. A motion to approve the June 
24 15, 2023 meeting minutes was made by Mr. Ritter and seconded by Ms. Meiners. A vote was taken and the motion 
25 unanimously passed, 5 to 0:
26 AYES: Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff, Ritter  
27 NAYS: None 
28
29 New Applications:
30 a. Case No. 23-15-DR: 800 Elm Street - Lakeside Foods: Sign Permit to allow installation of window signs on 
31 the storefront of the building located at 800 Elm Street and a Side Code Variation to allow: (i) decal window signs 
32 that are not die-cut; (ii) window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area; and (iii) the total area of 
33 all wall signs and window signs to exceed 15% of the area of street exposure along Elm Street. 
34 Mr. Marx identified the property’s location and size and explained the request for window decals along the Elm 
35 Street frontage along with sign permit requirements for the decals. He then identified the specifics of the side code 
36 variation being requested. Mr. Marx referred to the proposed graphics in an illustration and identified the far right 
37 doorway window which would not exceed the percentage maximum for graphics. He noted the Village Council 
38 allowed code revisions which allowed administrative staff approval of requests which met certain conditions and 
39 identified the elements which did not meet those requirements. Mr. Marx stated the applicant provided a response 
40 included as Attachment A which addressed the criteria behind the signage request. He also referred to Attachment 
41 B which included the sign area measurements along with Attachment C representing an excerpt from the design 
42 guidelines. Mr. Marx then asked if there were any questions. 
43
44 Chairperson Moor also asked if there were any questions. No questions were raised at this time. 
45
46 Kevin Janke stated he would present the request to the Board on behalf of the applicant. Mr. Ritter asked if the signs 
47 would be applied to the window’s interior. Mr. Janke responded it could be done either way and noted it would be 
48 U-V light protected to extend the life expectancy. Mr. Ritter commented the logo and signage are attractive but he 
49 is not in favor of large photos of food which covered too much of the window. Mr. Janke referred to the client’s 
50 attempt to bring awareness of their offerings to the community. Chairperson Moor agreed with the comments made 
51 and the need to inform the community of their offerings. She suggested it be presented more as a fine food market 
52 and commented the signage with food images do not accomplish that. 
53
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Design Review Board July 20, 2023
Page 2

1 Chairperson Moor then asked if the applicant considered using a different awning. Mr. Konstant suggested it should 
2 work with the window. Chairperson Moor suggested changing the name to Lakeside Food and Delicatessen. Ms. 
3 Meiners agreed with the comments made and stated she preferred the idea of a striped awning. She also suggested 
4 the logo above the door should be included in the middle of the windows to make it consistent. Mr. Janke agreed 
5 with the comments made. 
6
7 Ms. Niehoff also agreed with the comments made and added she did not like the canopies’ shape which did not 
8 agree with the window shape and should be better integrated. Mr. Janke agreed with the comments made. No 
9 additional comments were made at this time. 

10
11 Chairperson Moor then asked for a motion to recommend approval of the request or if the Board would like to 
12 continue the request with suggestions. She then stated the Board agreed that photos of the food items should be 
13 removed and they are fine with the banners in terms of items being sold. Chairperson Moor also suggested 
14 consideration be given with regard to the canopies and how to attract more people to the store with a different 
15 canopy look. Mr. Janke agreed with the suggestions made and stated the request can be represented to the Board 
16 incorporating their suggestions. Ms. Meiners suggested revisions be made to the window referencing the 
17 reconfiguration of the large selection of fine wine and craft beer without losing that message. She also suggested 
18 for the image on the left with the Lakeside Food logo and black and white banners, for it to be located below with 
19 the logo in the middle. Ms. Meiners then asked for the application to be brought back to the Board with their 
20 suggestions incorporated. Ms. Niehoff suggested the same fonts be used to integrate them better. 
21
22 Chairperson Moor then asked for a motion to continue the request to the August 2023 meeting. Ms. Meiners moved 
23 to continue the request to the August 2023 meeting based on the Board’s suggestions. Mr. Ritter seconded the 
24 motion. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:
25 AYES: Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff, Ritter  
26 NAYS: None 
27
28 Other Business.
29 a. August 17, 2023 Meeting – Quorum Check. 
30 Chairperson Moor asked if there was any other business. No additional business was discussed at this time. The 
31 Board Members then discussed their availability. 
32  
33 Adjournment:
34 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Ritter and seconded by Mr. 
35 Konstant. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:
36 AYES: Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff, Ritter  
37 NAYS: None 
38 The meeting was adjourned at 7:28 p.m.
39
40 Respectfully submitted,
41
42 Antionette Johnson 
43 Recording Secretary
44
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Page 1

MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM: DAVORKA KIRINCIC, AICP
BUILDING AND CODE ENFORCEMENT MANAGER

DATE: AUGUST 10, 20223

SUBJECT: 1025 TOWER ROAD – CONSIDERATION OF CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS TO ALLOW EXTERIOR ALTERNATIONS TO THE 
EXISTING GAS STATION (AMENDED CASE NO. 22-10-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On August 17, 2023, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to hold a public meeting on an amended 
application submitted by Nick Panchal (the “Applicant”), as the owner of the property located at 1025 
Tower Road Street (the “Subject Property”). The application is for a Certificate of Appropriateness to allow 
the installation of new lighting, masonry, and stucco surfaces to the main building and gas pump canopy.

April 21, 2022, DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MEETING

On April 21, 2022, the DRB considered the Applicant’s request for approval of a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to allow exterior alterations to the main building and gas pump canopy on the Subject 
Property.  April 21, 2022, meeting staff report and meeting minutes can be found in Attachment B1.  This 
attachment also includes excerpts from the Village’s Design Guidelines. 

After hearing from Village staff and the Applicant, the DRB discussed the proposed exterior alterations to 
the main building and gas pump canopy. The DRB members raised concerns that the proposed traditional 
white stucco application and arched stone-clad gable at the parapet horizontal ends of the building were 
not cohesive and did not have a relationship with the lower course of the building. Additionally, they 
raised concerns that the large canopy over the gas pumps with similar stone proposed over its support 
posts at the base while transitioning to a grey brick veneer on the upper half did not have a relationship 
with the lower course of the building and did not feel authentic. The DRB members wanted to see the 
specifics of the proposed stucco color and texture.  

It was suggested that the proposed arched sections of the stone parapet be removed and better located 
over the main doorway. The DBR members also wanted to see better cohesion between the materials and 
color of the canopy and the station. They wanted the brick material of the canopy columns to match or 
pair better with the building. They also wanted information about the proposed lighting fixtures. Overall, 
they wanted the canopy and building to match better. 

At the Applicant’s request, the DRB continued the item to a future meeting to give the Applicant time to 
respond to the Board’s comments.
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AMENDED PROPOSED PLAN

In response to the comments on April 21, 2022, DRB meeting, the Applicant has provided the attached 
revised site plan, visuals, elevation renderings, and proposed building lighting specifications (Attachment 
A1). The primary changes include adding sconce lights on the white stucco fascia, removing the arched 
stone-clad gable at the parapet horizontal ends of the building previously proposed at the DRB meeting 
on April 21, 2022, and replacing it with arched thin stone veneer, which matches the existing stone base 
of the building, only above the entrance door. The proposed large canopy columns would have the same 
thin stone veneer at the base and white stucco at the upper portion of the columns to achieve a cohesive 
look with the main building. 

The Applicant has not proposed any signage with its request.    Any future wall, window, or other signage 
requiring a permit will require review and approval by the Design Review Board.

At the August 17 meeting, the Applicant will review the revised plan and explain the design decisions in 
response to the Board’s comments. The applicant was also advised to bring samples of the proposed 
materials to the meeting.

Figures 1 and 2 below include proposed elevation renderings of the main building, and Figures 3 and 4 
include gas pump canopy elevations.

SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed exterior alterations as appropriate and compatible 
with the Design Guidelines and approve the application as proposed. Should the DRB find the façade 
materials as appropriate and approve the Certificate of Appropriateness, the Applicant needs to receive 
a building permit from the Community Development prior to any construction.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A1:  Applicant’s Revised proposed elevation renderings of the main building and gas pump 
canopy

Attachment B1:  April 21, 2022, DRB Staff Report with Attachments and DRB Meeting Minutes

Figure 1 – Subject Property – South Building Elevation (Tower Road) 
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Page 3

Figure 2 – Subject Property – West building Elevation (Green Bay Road) 

Figure 3 – Subject Property – Gas Pump Canopy Structure/East Elevation (Green Bay Road)

Figure 4 – Subject Property – Gas Pump Canopy Structure/North Elevation (Tower Road)
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ATTACHMENT A1
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GRADE
0' - 0"

FIRST FLOOR
0' - 6"

T/O BUILDING
14' - 2"

14
'-2
"

EXISTING BUILDING

T/O CEILING
10' - 2"

9'
-8
"

NEW WHITE STUCCO

NEW WHITE STUCCO

NEW SURFACE 
THIN STONE VENEER
TO MATCH EXISTING

EXISTING STONE WALLEXISTING STONE WALL EXISTING STONE WALLEXISTING STONE WALL

GRADE
0' - 0"

FIRST FLOOR
0' - 6"

T/O BUILDING
14' - 2"

EXISTING BUILDING

T/O CEILING
10' - 2"

NEW WHITE STUCCO

20'-11"

EXISTING BRICK VENNER

NEW WHITE STUCCO

EXISTING STONE WALL

GRADE
0' - 0"

FIRST FLOOR
0' - 6"

T/O BUILDING
14' - 2"

EXISTING BUILDING

T/O CEILING
10' - 2"

NEW STUCCO

 EXISTING SIDING

FINISH NOTES

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

COMPLY WITH CODES AND LAWS, ORDINANCES, RULES, 
AND REGULATIONS OF PUBLIC AUTHORITIES GOVERNING 
THE WORK. 
GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO REVIEW DOCUMENTS, 
VERIFY DIMENSIONS AND FIELD CONDITIONS AND 
CONFIRM THAT WORK IS BUILDABLE AS SHOWN. REPORT 
ANY CONFLICTS OR OMISSIONS TO THE ARCHITECT FOR 
CLARIFICATION PRIOR TO PERFORMING ANY WORK IN 
QUESTION. 
SUBMIT REQUEST FOR SUBSTITUTIONS, REVISIONS, OR 
CHANGES TO ARCHITECT FOR REVIEW PRIOR TO 
PURCHASE, FABRICATION OR INSTALLATION. 
COORDINATE WORK WITH THE OWNER, INCLUDING 
SCHEDULING TIME AND LOCATIONS FOR DELIVERIES, 
BUILDING ACCESS, USE OF BUILDING SERVICES AND 
FACILITIES, AND USE OF ELEVATORS. MINIMIZE 
DISTURBANCE OF BUILDING FUNCTIONS AND OCCUPANTS. 
OWNER WILL PROVIDE WORK NOTED "BY OTHERS" OR 
"NIC" UNDER SEPERATE CONTRACT. INCLUDE SCHEDULE 
REQUIREMENTS IN CONSTRUCTION PROGRESS SCHEDULE 
AND COORDINATE TO ASSURE ORDERLY SEQUENCE OF 
INSTALLATION.
COORDINATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, DATA AND 
SECURITY SYSTEM INSTALLATIONS. 
MAINTAIN EXITS, EXIT LIGHTING, FIRE PROTECTIVE 
DEVICES, AND ALARMS IN CONFORMANCE WITH CODES 
AND ORDINANCES. 
PROTECT AREA OF WORK AND ADJACENT AREAS FROM 
DAMAGE. 
MAINTAIN WORK AREAS SECURE AND LOCKABLE DURING 
CONSTRUCTION. COORDINATE WITH TENANT AND 
LANDLORD TO ENSURE SECURITY. 
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS, WRITTEN DIMENSIONS 

GOVERN. IN CASE OF CONFLICT, CONSULT THE 
ARCHITECT.
PARTITIONS ARE DIMENSIOND FROM FINISH FACE TO 

FINISH FACE, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. MAINTAIN 
DIMENSIONS MARKED "CLEAR". ALLOW FOR THICKNESS OF 
FINISHES.  
COORDINATE AND PROVIDE BACKING FOR MILLWORK 

AND ITEMS ATTACHED OR MOUNTED TO WALLS OR 
CEILINGS.
WHERE EXISTING ACCESS PANELS CONFLICT WITH 

CONSTRUCTION, RELOCATE PANELS TO ALIGN WITH AND 
FIT WITHIN NEW CONSTRUCTION.
ALL WINDOWS HEIGHTS TO BE MEASURE FROM FINISH 

FLOOR, TO GRADE. GENERAL CONTRACTOR TO REVIEW 
AND VERIFY DIMENSIONS WITH WINDOW SCHEDULE. 
REPORT ANY CONFLICTS TO ARCHITECT BEFORE 
COMMENCING ANY WORK. ARCHITECT NOT RESPONSIBLE 
FOR INACCURATE WORK IF NOT CONLSULTED PRIOR TO 
WORK COMPLETED.
UNDERCUT DOORS TO CLEAR TOP OF FLOOR FINISHES 

BY 1/4" UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.
SMOKE, NOISE OR ODOR PRODUCING ACTIVITIES MUST 

BE DONE AFTER HOURS, WITH CONSENT OF BUILDING 
MANAGEMENT, INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO 
PAINTING, WALLCOVERING, CARPET, VCT INSTALLATION.
CONTRACTORS SHALL NOT INTERRUPT ANY SERVICE 

TO ANY BUILDING TENANT WITHOUT THE CONSENT OF 
BUILDING MANAGEMENT. 
CONTRACTORS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLIANCE 

WITH BUILDING CONSTRUCTION MANUAL NOTIFY 
BUILDING & ARCHITECT OF ANY CONFLICTS IN 
DOCUMENTS.
CONTRACTORS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR PROTECTING 

BUILDING HVAC SYSTEMS FROM CONSTRUCTION DUST & 
DEBRIS. INSTALL & PERIODICALLY REPLACE PRE-FILTERS; 
REPLACE MAIN FILTER & CLEAN INTAKE DUCTWORK UPON 
COMPLETION OF WORK.
THE ASSIGNED ARCHITECTS SHALL HAVE NO 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR JOB SITE SAFETY ON THE PROJECT 
AND DOES NOT HAVE CHARGE OF THE WORK. THE 
CONTRATOR SHALL HAVE FULL AND SOLE AUTHORITY 
FOR ALL SAFETY PROGRAMS AND PRECAUTIONS IN 
CONNECTION WITH WORK. WHEN THE ARCHITECT IS 
PRESENT AT THE SITE, WHETHER PARTICIPATING IN 
MEETINGS OR OBSERVING ANY OF THE WORK, SUCH 
PRESENCE SHALL ONLY BE FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
ENDEAVORING TO PROTECT AGAINST ANY DEVIATIONS 
OR DEFECTED IN THE COMPLETED WORK, AND THE 
ARCHITECT SHALL HAVE NO AUTHORITY TO TAKE ANY 
ACTION WHATSOEVER ON THE SITE REGARDING SAFETY 
PRECAUTIONS OR PROCEDURES. 
ARCHITECT IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR CHANGE ORDERS/ 

CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION/OBSERVATION.
ARCHITECT IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR VERIFYING SHOP 

DRAWINGS. 
CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCATION OF DUCTWORK 

IN FIELD, DRAWINGS ARE FOR GRAPHICAL PURPOSES ONLY. 
CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCATION OF ELECTRICAL 

OUTLETS AND FIXTURES IN FIELD
CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCATION OF PLUMBING 

FIXTURES AND PIPING IN FIELD

GENERAL NOTES

USE (FLOOR & ROOF)
DWELLING UNITS / SLEEPING RMS.
COMMERCIAL FLOOR
CORRIDORS/STAIRS
EXTERIOR BALCONIES/ROOFDECKS
SIDEWALKS AND DRIVEWAYS
ROOF LIVE LOAD
PARTITION LOAD
SNOW LOAD (FLAT)
WALLS (WIND LOAD)

MIN. LIVE LOAD (P.S.F.)
40
100
100
100
250
25 (SEE DRIFT DIAGRAM)
15
25
20 (SURFACE/UPLIFT)

UNIFORM LOAD TABLE

ROOF
23 PSF

25 PSF
5'24'

1.

2.

3.

ENSURE SURFACES TO RECEIVE FINISHES ARE CLEAN, TRUE, 
AND FREE OF IRREGULARITIES. DO NOT PROCEED WITH 
WORK UNTIL UNSATISFACTORY CONDITIONS HAVE BEEN 
CORRECTED. 
REPAIR EXISTING SURFACES TO REMAIN AS REQUIRED FOR 
APPLICATION OF NEW FINISHES. 
PROVIDE STRAIGHT, FLUSH RESILIENT BASE AT 
CARPENTED AREAS, AND COVED, TOP SET RESILIENT BAE 
AT RESILIENT FLOORING, UNLESS OTHER WISE NOTED. 
PROVIDE MANUFACTURE'S PRE-FORMED OUTSIDE 
CORNERS AT ALL OUTSIDE CORNER LOCATIONS. DO NOT 
BEND OR FIELD FORM BASE AT OUTSIDE CORNERS. 
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD  

FROM: CHRISTOPHER MARX, AICP, ASSOCIATE PLANNER 

DATE: APRIL 15, 2022 

SUBJECT: 1025 TOWER ROAD – CERTIFICATE OF APPRPRIATENESS (CASE NO. 22-
10-DR)

INTRODUCTION 

On April 21, 2022, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to hold a public hearing on an application 
submitted by Nick Panchal (the “Applicant”), as the owner of the property located at 1025 Tower Road 
Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant is requesting approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness 
to allow the installation of exterior stone, brick, and stucco on portions of the facades of the main building 
and gas pump canopy on the Subject Property.   

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

The Subject Property is located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Tower Road and Green Bay 
Road, in the Hubbard Wood Business District. It is zoned C-2 General Retail Commercial and is partially 
located in the Commercial Overlay District. The Subject Property contains a single-story commercial 
building that contains a BP gas station along with a series of gas pumps and a large overhead canopy 
structure. Figure 1 below identifies the Subject Property. Figures 2 through 4 at the end of this report also 
identify the pertinent area of the Subject Property. 

Figure 1 – Subject Property 

CURRENT REQUEST 

The Applicant is seeking approval to install new façade material on the building and canopy structure to 
improve their appearances. The thick, parapet-like sill across the top of the main building would have its 
exterior panels removed and replaced with a traditional white stucco application. The sill would also have 

DRB - 1025 Tower - Page 1
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an arched stone clad gable at the horizontal ends of the building. Each arch would be capped with 
limestone coping at the top. The stone material would be a lightly toned and smooth application that 
would provide contrast to the existing red brick veneer of the building. The large canopy over the gas 
pumps would have similar stone placed over its support posts at the base while transitioning to a grey 
brick veneer on the upper half.  The Applicant has provided visuals, elevation renderings, and design 
specifications of the proposed changes that are available in the application materials included as 
Attachment A.   

While the elevation renderings of the proposed changes represent a wall sign for the business, it should 
be noted that no changes to the existing signage is proposed at this time.  Any changes to the signage will 
require the Applicant to submit a Sign Permit for consideration by the DRB at a future meeting.  

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS CONSIDERATIONS 

As established by the Village Code, the Design Review Board is to consider the following four (4) factors in 
determining whether to grant a Certificate of Appropriateness: 

“(1) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are 
appropriate to and compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood;”  

“(2) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are 
appropriate to and compatible with adopted Village plans for and improvements in the 
immediate neighborhood, and including both urban design and site arrangement 
considerations;”  

“(3) whether the proposed external architectural features and site improvements are 
consistent with applicable Village design guidelines and such standards and criteria as may be 
adopted by the Board; and”  

“(4) the probable effect of the proposed external architectural features on the integrity of the 
immediate vicinity.” 

The proposed alterations to the façade are intended to improve the building’s appearance and aesthetics 
within the context of the Hubbard Woods Business District and surrounding neighborhood.     

DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS 

The Design Guidelines provide guidance on materials for external building features on commercial 
properties. The Guidelines state that primary and secondary materials should include masonry, stucco, 
and modular brick where appropriate. An excerpt of the Design Guidelines that pertains to the Applicant’s 
proposal are included as Attachment B. 

SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed exterior alterations as appropriate and compatible 
with the Design Guidelines and approve the application as proposed. Should the DRB find the façade 
materials as appropriate, the Applicant would first need to receive an approved building permit from the 
Community Development Department prior to any construction.    

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A:  Application Materials  
Attachment B:  Design Guidelines Excerpt 

DRB - 1025 Tower - Page 2
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Figure 2 – Subject Property – West building façade along Green Bay Road 

Figure 3 – Subject Property – South building façade along Tower Road 

DRB - 1025 Tower - Page 3
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Figure 4 – Subject Property – Gas pump canopy structure along Tower Road 
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Village of Winnetka 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION 

VILLAGE OF WINNETKA, ILLINOIS 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION 

Project Address: J025 w TQWER BD WTNNF.TKA II 60093

Name of Business(es):_G_A_S _S_T_A_TI_ O_N ____________________ _ 

Application is hereby made for the following work (please check all that apply): 

□ Sign Sign Permit Application attached? □
□ Awning Awning Permit Application attached? □
□ Other (general description) FACADE TO BE REMOVED AND REPLACED AT EXISTING MASONRY BUILDING 

Please provide a detailed description of the proposed work (attach additional information such as material 
specifications, photographs, etc.): ______________________ _ 
FACADE TO BE REMOVED AND REPLACED AT EXISTING COMMERCIAL SPACE AT 
EXISTING MASONRY BUILDING AS PER PLANS. 

I/We hereby certify that as Nick PanchaKLessee/0wner) of the property located at 
1025 W Tower Rd, Winnetka il, (address), I am/we are authorized to submit plans for alterations of the subject 

property. I/We agree to perform the subject work in accordance with the conditions of approval by the Winnetka 
Design Review Board as well as all other applicable codes, rules and regulations of the Village of Winnetka. 

SIGNED 

PRINTED NAME(S) 

ADDRESS 

PHONE NO. 

EMAIL 

SOAIB AKHTAR 

PRIMARY DESIGN FIRM PMPC ARCHITECTS

CONTACT NAME 

ADDRESS 

PHONE NO. 

EMAIL 

965 W CHICAGO AVE 

CHICAGO, IL 60642. 

312 - 207-0501 

INFO@PMPCARCH.COM 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY 

COA applied for (date): 

COA Case Number: 

COA Issued (date): 

MAR 1 5 2022 

ATTACHMENT A 
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Building & Architecture23

2. Screening

For at-grade equipment screening, see Sections IX.a (p.26), X.c.9 (p. 33), and
XI.d.5 (p.57).

Mechanical equipment located at grade should be screened from view with a
fence or wall that is constructed of the same materials as the adjacent building.
Rooftop equipment that cannot be located out of view should be screened by
walls constructed of materials sympathetic to those of the primary facade.

VIII. Materials
Building materials throughout the districts consist primarily of masonry and stucco. The existing
buildings currently have a good palette of colors, textures and material mixes from which new
materials should be selected.  The masonry palette consists of wirecut, smooth and textured
modular brick and rough-face and dressed limestone veneer.  Rough-faced limestone should be
limited to accent or base pieces only.  The brick color palette should be restricted to those present
in the district but can vary in color from reds to yellows and have varying levels of iron spotting.
Pink or orange brick is not allowed.

English Tudor buildings obtain some of their character from the mix of materials used in the
upper floors.  Creative use of material combinations is encouraged to break up the massing.  The
number of facade colors should be minimized to maintain unified districts – white and cream
stucco with reds and browns, emphasizing earth tones and eliminating saturated colors.

Commercial and Mixed Use:  Acceptable materials include modular brick, rough-faced or
dressed limestone and exterior grade stucco with wood trim.  Wood, aluminum or vinyl
siding, metals, rough/random lannon stone, concrete block (split face or smooth) and
glassblock are not acceptable materials.  EIFS may be allowed if the location is limited to the
second floor facades or higher and the finish and articulation are acceptable.  The finish of
the EIFS must resemble exterior grade stucco of the historic English Tudor buildings in the
Village.

Institutional:  Institutional buildings are encouraged to have monochromatic material
selection such as modular brick, or rough-faced or dressed stone.  Wood, aluminum or vinyl
siding, metals, rough/random lannon stone, concrete block (split-face or smooth) and
glassblock are not acceptable materials. EIFS may be allowed if the location is limited to the
second floor facades or higher on secondary facades only and the finish and articulation are
acceptable.  The finish of the EIFS must resemble exterior grade stucco of the historic
English Tudor buildings in the Village.

Multiple-Family Residential: Acceptable material for multiple-family structures includes
modular brick, limited areas of dressed limestone, and exterior grade stucco with wood trim.
Wood siding is allowed on secondary facades on upper floors only.  Aluminum or vinyl
siding, metals, rough/ random lannon stone, concrete block (split face or smooth) and
glassblock are not acceptable materials. EIFS may be allowed if the location is limited to the
second floor facades or higher and the finish and articulation are acceptable.  The finish of

DRB - 1025 Tower - Page 11

ATTACHMENT B

Page 24 of 77



Village of Winnetka, Illinois

Design Guidelines  24

the EIFS must resemble exterior grade stucco of the historic English Tudor buildings in the
Village.

Acceptable Materials:

a. Primary Facade
Commercial, Mixed Use, Multiple-Family
and Institutional

Modular face brick (See figure 43)
Limestone (Limited to partial first
floor only. Limestone is to be
integrated with brick for multiple-
family residential) (See figure 44)
Cast stone, which clearly simulates
stone, is limited to accent pieces such
as belt courses, sills and shoes. (Split
face or rusticated are not permitted.)
Exterior grade stucco with wood trim
(See figure 45)
Wood siding (Multi family Residential
only)

b. Secondary Facade
Commercial, Mixed Use, Multiple-Family
and Institutional

Modular face brick (See figure 43)
Modular common brick
Dressed limestone (Limited to first
floor only) (See figure 44)
Cast stone, which clearly simulates
stone, is limited to accent pieces such as
belt courses, sills and shoes. (Split face
or rusticated are not permitted.)
Exterior grade Stucco with wood trim
(See figure 45)
EIFS (upper floors only, troweled texture
to resemble stucco) (See figure 46)

c. Roof materials
Commercial, Mixed Use, Multiple-Family
and Institutional.

Clay Tiles (See figure 47)
Cement Tiles and Shingles
Ceramic Tiles that simulate natural
materials.

      Figure 43

Figure 44

Figure 45

DRB - 1025 Tower - Page 12
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Adopted on 6.29.2022 

Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes 1 
May 19, 2022 2 

 3 
Members Present:     Kirk Albinson, Chairman 4 

Paul Konstant  5 
Maggie Meiners  6 
Katie Moor 7 
Heather Niehoff 8 
 9 

Members Absent:     Michael Klaskin 10 
Michael Ritter 11 

 12 
Village Staff:  David Schoon, Director of Community Development   13 
  Ann Klaassen, Senior Planner  14 

 15 
Call to Order & Roll Call: 16 
Chairman Albinson called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m. 17 
 18 
Approval of April 21, 2022 Meeting Minutes. 19 
Chairman Albinson asked for a motion to approve the April 21, 2022, meeting minutes. Mr. Konstant 20 
moved to approve the April 21, 2022, meeting minutes. Ms. Meiners seconded the motion. A vote was 21 
taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:  22 
AYES: Albinson, Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff  23 
NAYS: None 24 
 25 
Case No. 22-10-DR – 1025 Tower Road – BP Gas Station (Continued from the April 21, 2022 meeting): 26 
Certificate of Appropriateness to allow exterior alterations to the main building and gas pump canopy 27 
at 1025 Tower Road. This item is not ready for this meeting and the Board will consider continuing it to 28 
the June 16, 2022, meeting.  29 
Chairman Albinson asked for a motion to continue the matter to the June 16, 2022, meeting. Mr. Konstant 30 
moved to continue the matter to the next meeting. Ms. Niehoff seconded the motion. A vote was taken 31 
and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:  32 
AYES: Albinson, Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff  33 
NAYS: None 34 
 35 
Case No. 22-03-SU 564 Green Bay Road – New Mixed-Use Building. Certificate of Appropriateness to 36 
allow the construction of a new three-story mixed-use building with a roof top deck at 564 Green Bay 37 
Road. 38 
Ms. Klaassen stated the request is for a proposed three-story mixed-use building and identified the 39 
current building on the site. She noted the request was presented to the Landmark Preservation 40 
Commission for a demolition permit and approval was granted without delay. Ms. Klaassen also stated 41 
applications were submitted for zoning relief along with a special use permit to allow parking at grade. 42 
She described the proposed parking layout, parking requirements and rear yard setback for the proposed 43 
development as well as the proposed parking lift. Ms. Klaassen noted one public comment was sent to 44 
the Board this afternoon and referred to Figure 7 on page 5 describing the building’s appearance and 45 
materials. She also noted the Board is to determine whether a Certificate of Appropriateness should be 46 
granted for the proposed design and the applicant can further address the design and proposed materials. 47 
Ms. Klaassen asked if there were any questions of staff.  48 
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Design Review Board                May 19, 2022 
Page 2 

 
 

Chairman Albinson asked if there was any public comment. No comments were made at this time. He 1 
then asked for the applicant’s presentation. Paul Lazarre introduced himself to the Board along with Javier 2 
Enciso from the design team. Mr. Lazarre identified their current location in the Laundry Mall and stated 3 
the proposed development would be located near the train and identified their goal to match the 4 
aesthetic and streetscape. Mr. Enciso stated the goal is to deliver a unique, high quality product which 5 
resembled the community and described how the proposed development would blend in with the 6 
neighborhood character and streetscape and is consistent with the Village’s Design Guidelines. He stated 7 
the current building would be demolished and replaced with a three story building containing commercial 8 
space and two stories of 1,400 square foot residential units and a roof deck. He also stated there would 9 
be a parking garage in the rear with two parking spaces at grade and described the proposed car lift system 10 
for the third parking space. Mr. Enciso stated the building would also provide a continuous street wall and 11 
described the building’s brick and limestone detail, white aluminum clad windows, Juliette balcony and 12 
provided material samples to the Board for their review. He then asked if there were any questions.  13 
 14 
Chairman Albinson asked for the railing system’s detailing and Mr. Enciso described how the black railing 15 
system would be manufactured. He also described the standard brick color palette. Mr. Enciso confirmed 16 
it would not be utility brick. Ms. Meiners questioned the setback for the roof deck. Mr. Enciso responded 17 
and also confirmed the residential units would be rentals. Chairman Albinson questioned the windows 18 
and how the SDLs would be applied. Mr. Enciso referred to the elevation rendering on page 5 with the 19 
intent to use a high quality window.  20 
 21 
Chairman Albinson provided several comments including and commenting on the appearance of black 22 
railings on a white façade and asked the applicant to consider color and detailing. He also stated for the 23 
windows, he questioned certain style elements for the overall building. Chairman Albinson then stated he 24 
would like to see additional detail with regard to the overall composition including lighting, railings, etc. 25 
and asked for the applicant to come back to the Board with a rendering. Ms. Meiners commented the 26 
building is attractive and agreed with Chairman Albinson’s comments relating to the building’s traditional 27 
detailing. She suggested pure materials be used as much as possible which would be more appropriate 28 
considering the building’s Green Bay Road location. Mr. Lazarre agreed with the comments made.  29 
 30 
Chairman Albinson confirmed the Board is to only provide comments to the applicant and asked for the 31 
applicant to come back before the Board with additional details either vetted or explained. Mr. Schoon 32 
stated the Village Council would like to hear the Board’s final opinion on the design before their vote and 33 
suggested the matter be continued to the next meeting with the Board’s specific comments. Mr. Schoon 34 
noted the applicant is scheduled to appear before the ZBA and Plan Commission at their next meetings 35 
and summarized the Board’s comments for the applicant.  36 
 37 
Chairman Albinson then asked for a motion to continue the matter to the next meeting. The applicant 38 
agreed with the Board’s recommendation and stated they need to confirm their availability. Ms. Meiners 39 
moved to continue the matter to the June 23, 2022, meeting. Ms. Niehoff seconded the motion. A vote 40 
was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:  41 
AYES: Albinson, Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff  42 
NAYS: None 43 
 44 
Discussion of Sign Code Requirements and Design Guidelines for Window Signs. 45 
Mr. Schoon provided the Board with a recap of the Board’s discussion from their last meeting relating to 46 
changing the window sign regulations. He stated an outline of ideas for administrative approval is included 47 
in the agenda packet which he then described for the Board. Mr. Schoon identified the items being 48 
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considered for administrative approval as the sign area, sign colors, text and logo size, etc.   He spoke 1 
about text and logo size ranging from existing guideline to possibly changing it to not being larger than 8 2 
inches with possible exceptions for larger logos and language similar to that used in Lake Forest relating 3 
to sign height and width requirements in conjunction with the 10% window area limitation. He then 4 
provided several examples to the Board for their review.  5 
 6 
Mr. Schoon stated materials and colors were also discussed at the last meeting and identified the specifics 7 
where administrative approval would be allowed for sign approval to include one or two colors. Ms. 8 
Meiners and Ms. Niehoff referred to examples of preferred signs and others which appear as stickers. Ms. 9 
Niehoff suggested administrative approval be allowed for signs with no more than two colors with the 10 
preference/requirement for die-cut. Chairman Albinson clarified for administrative approval, it would 11 
include items that are two colors and die-cut and referred to the wording shown on page 2 which would 12 
eliminate label signs.  13 
 14 
Mr. Schoon went on to note internally illuminated signs are not allowed and referred to sign placement 15 
in the window, which the Board previously discussed. He then referred to the administrative approval 16 
language for the location of window signs and referred to an example on which the Board provided their 17 
preferences. Chairman Albinson referred to the three options for the Board to consider. Ms. Meiners 18 
suggested administrative approval be allowed for Option B. Ms. Niehoff then suggested a diagram be 19 
provided to provide clarity. Mr. Schoon explained how signs are measured which do not have a 20 
background and used the Bliss sign as a reference. He then drew on the illustration to explain the area 21 
included in the sign area regulations. Mr. Konstant stated a limit of 8 inches with Option B would be fine. 22 
The Board Members agreed more flexible options should require Board review as opposed to 23 
administrative review. Mr. Schoon provided the Board with a sign example with 8 inch lettering. The Board 24 
Members suggested the height limitations in Option B be combined with the height and width limitation 25 
standard related to a proportion of the window area of Option C. Mr. Schoon confirmed if a proposed sign 26 
did not meet those requirements, it would have to come before the Board. The Board Members confirmed 27 
an opaque background should never be allowed and for any sign over 10% to require a variance with the 28 
remaining items on the list of guidelines to remain.  29 
 30 
Mr. Schoon then stated with regard to sign variations, he referred to the proposed language relating to 31 
the plight of unique circumstances for applicants in terms of when the Board would consider varying from 32 
the standards. The Board Members agreed with the language. Mr. Schoon then stated variances cannot 33 
be granted for prohibited signs and provided the Board with the list of prohibited signs. Chairman Albinson 34 
suggested the matter be studied at a future date and agreed the language is fine. Mr. Schoon 35 
recommended deleting the sign measurements as indicated in item 4. He then stated with regard to 36 
temporary window signs, he identified the current regulations which would result in a 20% limitation for 37 
temporary and window signs together. The Board Members agreed with that suggestion. Mr. Schoon then 38 
stated the business community should be given the opportunity to provide their thoughts to the Board. 39 
He confirmed signs which did not go through the appropriate approval process would then be revisited in 40 
terms of compliance once the sign code is updated.  Chairman Albinson confirmed the awning discussion 41 
would be deferred to the next meeting.  42 
 43 
Discussion of Residential Design Guidelines for New Single-Family Homes. 44 
Mr. Schoon provided the Board with an update behind the concept of discussion single family residential 45 
design guidelines. Ms. Meiners asked how it would be administered if the end result of the process would 46 
only be suggested residential design guidelines for builders. Mr. Schoon informed the Board the issue 47 
related to the demolition of existing homes which changed the character of the community and identified 48 
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the amount of recently issued demolition permits. He stated there are 3,800 detached homes in the 1 
community and nearly 20% of that housing stock has been replaced in the last 20 years. Mr. Schoon then 2 
stated there are 30 designated landmarked homes and described the process relating to their review as 3 
well as the advantages of landmarking a home. He noted the zoning code has been amended to address 4 
certain design components such as detached garages, chimneys, bay windows, building line articulation, 5 
etc. Mr. Schoon then referred to two approximately same sized homes on similar size lots with very 6 
different designs to illustrate zoning cannot adequately address all design elements that impact the design 7 
of a home. 8 
 9 
Mr. Schoon informed the Board that Lake Bluff, Lake Forest and Park Ridge are communities which have 10 
residential design guidelines and process. He then stated there was an ad hoc committee which studied 11 
the impact of teardowns between 2003 and 2010 and the draft report is included in the packet which 12 
addressed key principles such as neighborhood scale and character, lot line and building setback, etc. Mr. 13 
Schoon stated the Board’s thoughts are needed with regard to design in the community and if it is an 14 
issue, how to encourage better design such as providing information, education or incorporating a review 15 
process and what that review would entail.  16 
 17 
Chairman Albinson stated the main question related to whether they should require a residential design 18 
review process. Ms. Niehoff commented they do need to maintain the community’s integrity. Ms. Meiners 19 
agreed with Ms. Niehoff’s comment and stated the question related to the process. Mr. Konstant 20 
commented Lake Forest does a good job in connection with their residential design review. He agreed 21 
putting together guidelines is important and commented on the effect on neighbors in connection with 22 
bad design. Chairman Albinson stated that issue is what spawned the topic and commented on the 23 
difficulty of building in Lake Forest. Ms. Niehoff agreed getting projects done in Lake Forest is difficult and 24 
stifling.  Ms. Meiners commented the issues relate to spec homes and referred to properties being 25 
purchased with teardowns in mind. Chairman Albinson indicated it would be difficult to differentiate 26 
between owner occupied purchases and spec homes. Ms. Niehoff stated the issue also relates to 27 
promoting quality.  28 
 29 
Chairman Albinson stated the issue is to what extent is such a review’s oversight and scope. Ms. Meiners 30 
suggested the review be limited to five items such as materials and front elevation for example. Ms. 31 
Niehoff referred to the HAIS report done on an historic home which is being demolished and agreed there 32 
is power to having a process and to educate who they are as a community. Chairman Albinson stated 33 
while he agreed with Ms. Niehoff’s comments, it would not discourage bad builders. Ms. Meiners 34 
commented having oversight can work such as being similar to those which would require zoning review. 35 
Mr. Schoon noted the design guidelines do not call for a particular style of home and identified examples 36 
of new construction which did and did not fit its neighborhood.  37 
 38 
Chairman Albinson commented it is not an easy issue and stated if they decide to have oversight, they 39 
have to discuss the limits and oversight adding that Mr. Schoon’s presentation was helpful. He then asked 40 
the Board to think about the issue and then to have a more in-depth discussion. Chairman Albinson 41 
identified several issues that can be considered such as requiring the architect to attend the meeting and 42 
to offer incentives to encourage going through the process. Mr. Konstant suggested consulting with an 43 
experienced urban planner in terms of how to proceed. Mr. Schoon informed the Board the Plan 44 
Commission is undergoing in their Comprehensive Plan discussion quality livable neighborhoods with one 45 
issue being to encourage good design rather than having a design review process. He then stated he would 46 
provide the language to the Board. Chairman Albinson stated if it is perceived as an incentive rather than 47 
punitive, it would be better received and that the matter is worthy of continued discussion.  48 
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Other Business. 1 
a. June 16 or June 23, 2022 Meeting – Quorum Check.  2 

The Board Members discussed their availability and the alternative of holding a special meeting during 3 
the week of June 27, 2022.  4 
 5 

b. Comprehensive Plan – May 23 Plan Commission Special Meeting – Sustainability and Climate 6 
Action. May 25 Plan Commission Meeting – Educational Excellence and Mobility & 7 
Accessibility.  8 

Mr. Schoon advised the Board Members of the status of the Comprehensive Plan discussion with the Plan 9 
Commission and consultants and that he would provide the Board Members with a link to the materials. 10 
Chairman Albinson noted Mr. Klaskin’s term has been up since last year and he would continue to serve 11 
on the Board until a replacement is found. He asked the Board Members if they knew of any possible 12 
candidates.  13 
 14 
Public Comment. 15 
No comments were made at this time.  16 
  17 
Adjournment: 18 
A motion to adjourn was made by Ms. Meiners and seconded by Mr. Konstant. A vote was taken and the 19 
motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0:  20 
AYES: Albinson, Konstant, Meiners, Moor, Niehoff  21 
NAYS: None 22 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 p.m. 23 
 24 
Respectfully submitted, 25 
 26 
Antionette Johnson  27 
Recording Secretary 28 
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MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM: DAVORKA KIRINCIC, AICP
BUILDING AND CODE ENFORCMENT INSPECTOR

DATE: AUGUST 10, 20223

SUBJECT: 800 ELM STREET – LAKESIDE FOODS – SIGN PERMIT AND SIGN CODE 
VARIATION (AMENDED CASE NO. 23-15-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On August 17, 2023, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to hold a continued public hearing on 
an amended application submitted by Lakeside Foods (the “Applicant”) as the lessee of first-floor 
commercial space at 800 Elm Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant has submitted applications 
seeking the following approvals: 

1. Sign Permit to allow installation of window die-cut decal signs applied to the exterior of the 
window, and 

2. Sign Code Variation to allow the window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window 
area.

July 20, 2023, DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MEETING

On July 20, 2022, the DRB considered the Applicant’s request for the Sign Permit to allow installation of 
window signs on the storefront of the building located at 800 Elm Street and a Side Code Variation to 
allow: (i) decal window signs that are not die-cut; (ii) window signs that exceed 10% of their respective 
window area; and (iii) the total area of all wall signs and window signs to exceed 15% of the area of street 
exposure along Elm Street. The July 20, 2023, meeting staff report can be found in Attachment B1.

After hearing from the staff and Applicant, the DRB discussed the proposal and agreed that 
photos/posters of the food items should be removed and that it is ok keeping the banners with black 
backgrounds listing items being sold. It was also suggested to consider different designs to attract more 
people to the store with a different canopy look (white/black stripes option). The board suggested 
revisions to the window referencing the reconfiguration of the large selection of fine wine and craft beer 
without losing that message. Additionally, it was suggested that the image with the Lakeside Food logo, 
black background, and white letters should be located below with the logo in the middle. Additionally, 
DRB members suggested altering the design of the awning or business name to achieve a more upscale 
look.

At the Applicant’s request, the DRB continued the item to the August 17, 2023, meeting to give the 
Applicant time to respond to the Board’s comments and to incorporate their suggestions. A copy of the 
July 20, 2023, meeting minutes is included in the August 17, 2023, agenda packet for the DRB’s approval.
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AMENDED PROPOSED PLAN

In response to the comments on July 20, 2023, DRB meeting, the Applicant has provided the attached 
revised storefront elevation renderings (Attachment A1). The primary changes include removing posters 
of food and banners with black backgrounds and food items listed in white text from all windows 
previously proposed at the DRB meeting on July 21, 2023.

The proposed signs would still be applied on the exterior of the windows of the first floor along the 
building’s north façade along Elm Street. The proposed signs are as follows:

• Far-left window (Window 1):
o Text die-cut decal in the upper portion of the window that reads “HOT FOOD” in white 

fonts 5 inches in height; and
o The lower half of the window in the left corner would receive a decal showing an 

artistic white outline of fruit and vegetables varying in height between 12 inches and 
16 inches.

• Main storefront window (Window 2): 
o Expansive die-cut decal text in the upper portion of the window that reads “FRUITS”, 

“DELI”, “MEAT”, VEGGIES”, “CHEESE,” and FISH”, along with the business logo in red 
and white color located above text decals, and

o The lower half of the window in the right corner would receive a decal showing an 
artistic white outline of fruit and vegetables varying in height between 6 inches and 
28 inches.

The signs described above are identified below in Figure 1.

Figure 1 – Rendering of Proposed Far-Left & Main Storefront Window Signs

Window 1    
Proposed sign 

occupies 21% of  
window area.

Window 2 
Proposed sign 

occupies 23% of  
window area.
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• Doorway entrance:
o Main transom window (Window 3) would have a die-cut decal business logo with 

white text that reads “Lakeside Foods” and a red ribbon below with white text that 
reads “SINCE 1958”; 

o Door window (Window 5) at the lower right corner would receive an outlined white 
graphic showing a bottle of wine and different fruits and vegetables varying in height 
between 6 inches and 28 inches, and in the upper third portion would receive a text 
that reads “Welcome” in white text 4” in height;

o Left doorway window (Window 4) would receive die-cut decal text in white that reads 
“CRAFT BEER”, “FINE WINES”, and, ”SPIRITS” in height of 5 inches, and

o Right door window (Window 6) would receive a die-cut decal on the upper half that 
states the business hours in white font, 2 inches in height. 

The proposed entrance signs described above are identified below in Figure 2.  

Figure 2 – Rendering of Proposed Entrance Window Signs

The Applicant has provided details of the proposed revised signs in the application materials in 
Attachment A1. 

SIGN CODE ANALYSIS 

Section 15.60.120 of the Village Sign Code establishes commercial district window sign standards.  

Window signs that meet the following standards can be administratively approved by staff. When the 
proposed window signage does not meet these standards, it is noted; and thus the signage requires review 
by the Design Review Board:

Transom Window 3    
Proposed sign 

occupies 30% of 
transom area.

Doorway Window 5 
Proposed sign 

occupies 29% of door 
window area.

Window 4
 Proposed sign 

occupies 21%  of 
window area.

Doorway Window 6 
Proposed sign 

occupies 1% of door 
window area.
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• limited to 10% or less of the single windowpane;
o decals in windows 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 take up more than 10% of the respective window area 

(Sign variation required);
• limited to 50% or less of a door window or transom;

o decals in windows 1, 2, and 5 contain more than just individual letters and logos;
• height of the sign to not exceed 1/3 of the height of the glass area and 90% of the glass width;

o decals in windows 1, 2 and 3 exceed one-third of the height of the glass area and
o decals in windows 1, 2 and 5 exceed 90% of the width of the glass area (portions of the 

decal leave no space between the graphic and the edge of the glass);
• limited letters and logos no taller than 8”, except one logo, and the first letter of each word may 

be up to no taller than 24” and except store hours and contact information shall be limited to 2” 
in height;

o decals of graphic images in windows 1 and 5 exceed 24” in height;
• no window sign should be illuminated;
• located in the lower two-thirds of the window opening;

o decals in windows 1, 2, 3, and 4 are located in the upper one-third of the window;
• without reflective materials;
• limited to two colors;
• decal sign shall be die-cut and limited to individual letters and logos;
• only be applied to the interior of the window;
• shall not extend over or through architectural features/window muntin; and
• comply with the following: for each street exposure, the total area of all wall signs, window signs, 

and awning signs other than exempt signs and permitted directional and incidental signs shall not 
exceed 15% of the street exposure.

Sign Window 
Area 
(sf)

Maximum 
Allowed Sign Area 

(% of Window 
Area)

Maximum 
Allowed 

Sign Area 
(sf)

Proposed 
Sign Area 

(sf)

Proposed 
Sign Area as 

% of Window 
Area

Window 1 21 10% 2.1 4.5 21%
Window 2 70 10% 7.0 16 23%
Transom Window 3 17 50% 8.5 4.5 30%
Window 4 14 10% 2.1 4.5 21%
Doorway Window 5 17 50% 8.5 5.0 29%
Doorway Window 6 70 50% 35 1.0 1%

The proposed signs meet the above standards for window signs.

Signage Street Exposure

Area Square 
Foot

Percentage

Street Exposure 598 -
Max Allowed per Sign Code
(15% of the Street Exposure)

89 15%

All Proposed Signs counted toward Street Exposure 67.82 11%

The proposed signs comply with the maximum allowed sign area street exposure requirement.

SIGN CODE VARIATION REQUEST 
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The Applicant has applied for a Sign Code Variation from Section 15.60.120 [Commercial Signs] to allow 
window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area.

Ordinance MC-01-2023, adopted by the Village Council on January 17, 2023, also amended the standards 
for granting a variation from the Sign Code.  The Design Review Board (also sitting as the Sign Board of 
Appeals) may grant relief from the Sign Code if it determines that the following standards set out in 
Section 15.60.250 [Variations] are met:

1. The variations would be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this chapter; 

2. Given the design elements of the building or site on which the sign is located, the design of the 
sign is as compatible, if not more compatible, with the character of the business district than the 
standard sign regulations would otherwise allow;

3. For window signs, the design of the sign would not significantly inhibit the viewing of store 
products, activities, or services; 

4. The variation will not alter the essential character of the locality; 

5. The design of the sign is contextually appropriate for the type of business; and

6. The design of the sign exhibits a high degree of artistic embellishment.

DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS   

When reviewing the design of any signs, the Board is to consider the following standards and criteria of 
Section 15.60.150(F) of the Sign Code.

F.   Standards and Criteria for Issuance. The following factors and characteristics 
relating to the safety and appearance of signage shall govern the Board’s 
evaluation of design submittals: 

1.   The sign area shall be in proportion and scale to the building or to other 
buildings or signs in the surrounding area;

2.   A signage package for a business establishment that includes a number 
of signs and graphics shall have an overall plan that demonstrates the 
compatibility of the design and colors of all the signs that are part of that 
package;

3.   The amount of text and graphics contained in or on any sign or group of 
signs shall be limited so that it results in a clear and readable design;

4.  Signs and graphics shall have a harmonious relationship with nearby 
signs, buildings, and the neighborhood and shall be designed not to 
adversely affect adjacent structures. In this respect, the sign shall relate 
to its building, structure, and neighborhood in terms of size, shape, 
material, color, texture, lettering, location, arrangement, lighting, and 
the like;

5.   Colors shall be used with restraint; excessive brightness shall be avoided; 
and 

6.   The additional provisions of this chapter, as specified in this chapter, shall 
be part of the criteria of the design review process.

The Board should also consider the Village Design Guidelines for the proposed signage. (See Attachment 
C). 
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At the August 17 meeting, the Applicant will review the revised sign proposal and explain the design 
decisions in response to the Board’s comments.

SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed signs as appropriate and compatible with the 
Design Guidelines and approve the Sign Permit and Sign Code Variation as submitted. Should the DRB find 
the proposed signs as appropriate, the Applicant must first receive the approved permits from the 
Community Development Department prior to installation. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A1:  Applicant’s Revised proposed signs renderings
Attachment B1:  July 20, 2023, DRB Staff Report and Attachments
Attachment C:  Design Guidelines Excerpt
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Proposal  for August 17, 2023 DRB Meeting
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD  

FROM: CHRISTOPHER MARX, AICP, ASSOCIATE PLANNER 

DATE: JULY 20, 2023  

SUBJECT: 800 ELM STREET – LAKESIDE FOODS – SIGN PERMIT AND SIGN CODE 
VARIATION (CASE NO. 23-15-DR) 

INTRODUCTION 

On July 20, 2023, the Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals (DRB) is scheduled to hold a public 
hearing on an application submitted by Lakeside Foods (the “Applicant”) as the lessee of first-floor 
commercial space at 800 Elm Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant has submitted applications 
seeking the following approvals:  

1. Sign Permit to allow installation of eight window decal signs; and

2. Sign Code Variation to allow the following:
a. Window decal signs that are not die-cut;
b. Window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area; and
c. Total area of all wall signs and window signs that exceeds 15% of the area of street

exposure along Elm Street.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

The Subject Property is located on the south side of Elm Street between Green Bay Road and Chestnut 
Street, is zoned C-2 General Retail Commercial and is located in the Commercial Overlay District, and 
contains a two-story commercial building, which includes the Applicant’s grocery store, Lakeside Foods, 
on the first floor. The building consists of a traditional brick façade and roof parapet with a stucco-clad 
second story. Figure 1 below identifies the Subject Property. Figures 4 and 5 later in this report further 
identify the Subject Property.  

Figure 1 – Subject Property – Store frontage of Lakeside Foods along Elm Street 

ATTACHMENT B1
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CURRENT REQUEST 

The Applicant is seeking additional signage in the form of window decals for promotion and identification 
of the existing grocery business. The signs would be applied on the exterior of the windows of the first 
floor along the building’s north façade along Elm Street. The proposed signs are as follows: 

• Far-left window: 
o Logo decal in the middle that says “Lakeside Foods – SINCE 1958” in traditional 

commercial white fonts; and 
o Above the logo decal would be a picture graphic of a deli sandwich with text that 

reads “SANDWICHES” and “SALAD BAR” in a modern sans-serif white font.  
• Main storefront window:  

o Expansive decal showing pictures of vegetables, sliced ham, and cold cuts with text 
that reads “GROCERIES”, “PRODUCE”, “MEAT & FISH”, “FRESH CUTS”, along with the 
Boar’s Head brand logo in modern white; and 

o Center would have the same logo decal as the far-left window.  
 
The signs described above are identified below in Figure 2. 
 

 
Figure 2 – Rendering of Proposed Far-Left & Main Storefront Window Signs 

 
• Doorway entrance: 

o Main transom window would have a full decal that shows pictures of beer and wine 
with text that reads “CRAFT BEER · FINE WINE · SPIRITS · HARD SELTZER” in a modern 
white font. The center of the decal would have a circular logo with text that reads 
“Lakeside Foods – SINCE 1958” in traditional gold fonts;  

o Left doorway window would receive a graphic that shows bottles of wine with text 
that reads “LARGE SELECTION OF FINE WINE & CRAFT BEER” in a modern white font.  

o Right door window would receive a decal on the upper half that states the business 
hours in a basic white font of varying letter heights between 2 inches and 4 inches. 

Page 45 of 77



 

The lower half of the right door window would receive a decal showing an artistic 
white outline of a wine bottle and chalet.  

 
The proposed entrance signs described above are identified below in Figure 3.  The Applicant has provided 
details of the proposed signs that are available in the application materials included in Attachment A.  

 

 
Figure 3 – Rendering of Proposed Entrance Window Signs 

 
SIGN CODE ANALYSIS    

On January 17, 2023, the Village Council adopted Ordinance MC-01-2023, an Ordinance amending 
Chapter 15.60 of the Winnetka Village Code and the Village’s Design Guidelines concerning sign 
regulations, more specifically window sign regulations. The proposed signs would not meet the new 
window sign requirements for administrative approval for the following standards, thus requiring the 
Board’s review of the proposed signs:  

• Sign Area – Some of the decals would take up more than 10% of their respective window areas. 
• Area of Street Exposure – The total area of the existing wall sign and the proposed window signs 

would exceed 15% of the street exposure along Elm Street.  
• Letter & Logo Size  - Store hours and contact information is limited to 2 inches in height. The text  

proposed for the store hours varies in height from 2 to 4 inches.   
• Sign Height and Width – Some of the decals would exceed one-third of the height of the glass area 

and exceed 90% of the window width.  
• Sign Placement – Some of the decals would be located in the upper third of the window area. 
• Die-Cut Decals – The decals would have background panels, not be die-cut, and contain more than 

just individual letters and logos. 
• Sign Color – Some of the decals would have more than two colors.  
• Application of Sign – The proposed decals would be applied on the exterior of the windows.   
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The proposed window signs would comply with the requirements of having no illumination, having no 
reflective materials, and not extending over architectural features.  A staff analysis of the sign areas with 
calculations is included as Attachment B.   
 
SIGN CODE VARIATION REQUEST  

The Applicant has applied for a Sign Code Variation from Section 15.60.120 [Commercial Signs] to allow 
the following: 

1. Window sign decals that are not die-cut;  
2. Window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area; and  
3. Total Sign area that cumulatively exceeds the maximum permitted coverage of 15% of the street 

exposure along Elm Street.  
 

Ordinance MC-01-2023, adopted on January 17, 2023, by the Village Council, also amended the standards 
for granting a variation from the Sign Code.  The Design Review Board (also sitting as the Sign Board of 
Appeals) may grant relief from the Sign Code if it determines that the following standards set out in 
Section 15.60.250 [Variations] are met: 

1. The variations would be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this chapter;  

2. Given the design elements of the building or site on which the sign is located, the design of the 
sign is as compatible, if not more compatible, with character of the business district than the 
standard sign regulations would otherwise allow; 

3. For window signs, the design of the sign would not significantly inhibit the viewing of store 
products, activities, or services;  

4. The variation will not alter the essential character of the locality;  

5. The design of the sign is contextually appropriate for the type of business; and 

6. The design of the sign exhibits a high degree of artistic embellishment. 
 
DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS    

When reviewing the design of any signs, the Board is to consider the following standards and criteria of 
Section 15.60.150(F) of the Sign Code. 
 

F.    Standards and Criteria for Issuance. The following factors and characteristics 
relating to the safety and appearance of signage, shall govern the Board's 
evaluation of design submittals:  

1.    The sign area shall be in proportion and scale to the building or to other 
buildings or signs in the surrounding area; 

2.    A signage package for a business establishment that includes a number 
of signs and graphics shall have an overall plan that demonstrates the 
compatibility of the design and colors of all the signs that are part of that 
package; 

3.    The amount of text and graphics contained in or on any sign or group of 
signs shall be limited so that it results in a clear and readable design; 

4.   Signs and graphics shall have a harmonious relationship with nearby 
signs, buildings and the neighborhood, and shall be designed so as not to 
adversely affect adjacent structures. In this respect the sign shall relate to 
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its building, structure and neighborhood in terms of size, shape, material, 
color, texture, lettering, location, arrangement, lighting, and the like; 

5.    Colors shall be used with restraint and excessive brightness shall be 
avoided; 

6.    The additional provisions of this chapter, as specified in this chapter, shall 
be part of the criteria of the design review process. 

 
In addition, the Board should consider the Village’s Design Guidelines to provide guidance on the design 
and appropriate placement of window signs. The Guidelines state that the color and style of decal signs 
should harmonize with the building while reflecting the character of the building style. They also state 
that reflective materials should not be used, and only external illumination or lighting should be utilized, 
per the Village Code. An excerpt of the Design Guidelines pertaining to commercial signs is included in 
Attachment C.   
 
SUMMARY  

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed signs as appropriate and compatible with the 
Design Guidelines and approve the Sign Permit and Sign Code Variation as submitted. Should the DRB find 
the proposed signs as appropriate, the Applicant must first receive the approved permits from the 
Community Development Department prior to installation.  
 
ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A:  Application Materials 
Attachment B:  Staff Sign Code Analysis   
Attachment C:  Design Guidelines Excerpt  
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Figure 4 – Subject Property – Corner of main storefront along Elm Street, facing southwest  

 

 
Figure 5 – Subject Property – Storefront façade along Elm Street 
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Attachment B – Staff Analysis of Sign Area 
 

 
Lakeside Foods – Elm Street Frontage - Entrance 

 
Area of Transom Window:  15.88 square feet 

Area of Proposed Transom Window Sign:  15.88 square feet 
Maximum Permitted Sign Area:  1.59 square feet(10%) 

Proposed Sign Area:  15.88 square feet (100%) 
 

Area of Left Doorway Window:  5.33 feet x 2.5 feet = 13.33 square feet    
Area of Proposed Left Doorway Window Sign: 5.33 feet x 2.5 feet = 13.33 square feet 

Maximum Permitted Sign Area:  1.33 square feet (10%) 
Proposed Sign Area:  13.33 square feet (100%)  

 
Area of Right Doorway Window:  6.33 feet x 2.66 feet = 16.84 square feet 

Area of Proposed Right Doorway Window Sign:  (1.67 feet x 1.5 feet) + (2 feet x 1.67 feet) = 5.85 square feet 
Maximum Permitted Sign Area: 8.42 square feet (50%) 

Proposed Sign Area:  5.85 square feet (34.74%) 
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Lakeside Foods – Elm Street Frontage 

 
Area of Left Window:  5.67 feet x 3.04 feet = 17.24 square feet    

Area of Proposed Left Window Sign: (0.42 feet x 1.67 feet) + (2.5 feet x 3.04 feet) = 8.3 square feet 
Maximum Permitted Sign Area:  1.72 square feet (10 %) 

Proposed Sign Area:  8.3 square feet (48.14%)  
 

Area of Storefront Window:  5.67 feet x 9.83 feet = 55.74 square feet    
Area of Proposed Storefront Window Sign:  (0.42 feet x 1.67 feet) + (3.42 feet x 9.83 feet) = 34.32 square feet 

Maximum Permitted Sign Area:  5.57 square feet (10 %) 
Proposed Sign Area:  34.32 square feet (61.58%)  

 
Area of Existing Wall Sign: (2.1 feet x 11.5 feet) + (2.1 feet x 7.5 feet) = 39.9 square feet 

Combined Area of All Signs: 39.9 ft.² + 15.88 ft.² + 13.33 ft.² + 5.85 ft.² + 8.3 ft.² + 34.32 ft.² = 117.58 square feet  
Storefront Street Frontage Area:  13 feet x 46 feet = 598 square feet  
Maximum Permitted Sign Coverage Area: 89.17 square feet (15%)  

Proposed Sign Coverage Area:  117.58 square feet (19.66%)    
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d. Building Signage
Commercial signs should reflect the character of the building style, while expressing
each store’s individuality.  There are several prominent sign styles that are appropriate to
Winnetka:  surface mounted, pin-mounted, interior, decal and projecting blade signs.
Sign materials are limited to painted wood, canvas, architectural glass and metal.  Sign
color must harmonize with the building upon which it is mounted and adjacent
structures.  Lettering color can be unique to the image of the retailer/user.  Metal sign
and plaque material such as brushed bronze, antique bronze, aluminum, stainless steel
and painted cast iron or similarly appearing materials are preferred. Highly reflective
metallic signs are not allowed.  Signs should be lit by marquee or spot lighting; neon
lighting is not permitted. Spot lighting should be minimal and unobtrusive and, per the
Village Code, the source of illumination shall not be visible from any street, sidewalk or
dwelling.  Simplified industrial light fixtures are not permitted.  Contextual solutions are
recommended.  The majority of the signs will be mounted within the building’s sign
band, defined as the wall area located above the ground floor storefront opening and
below the second floor windowsill, and is located a minimum of 8’-0” above grade and a
maximum of 15’-0” above grade. (MC-01-2023, amended, 01/17/2023)

Signs must comply with the general provisions of the Winnetka Sign Ordinance as well 
as design provisions contained within these Design Guidelines.

1. Surface mounted commercial signs are either fabricated from painted wood or cast
metal plaques and are to be mounted within the sign band or within the storefront
transom.  The height  of the sign is restricted to 75% of the area of the sign band or
14 inches - whichever is less.  The sign band of a building consists of the area
located above the ground floor storefront opening and below the second floor
windowsill, and is located a minimum of 8’-0” and a maximum of 15’-0” above
grade.  Refer to figures 28, 29, and 30 for location.  Surface mounted or pin-
mounted signs are not permitted on secondary elevations without a defined sign
band.

2. Pin-mounted commercial signs consist of
reverse channel, cast metal and flat cut
metal letters mounted above the storefront
in the masonry sign band or suspended in
front of the storefront at the transom or
recessed entry.  The size of the lettering is
restricted so that the height of the letters
does not exceed 75% of the height of the
sign band or 14 inches - whichever is less.
The length of the lettering is to be
contained within 75% of the length of the
sign band. (See figure 38)

Figure 38

ATTACHMENT C

Page 66 of 77

DKirincic
Highlight

DKirincic_1
Highlight

DKirincic_2
Highlight

DKirincic_3
Highlight

DKirincic_4
Highlight

DKirincic_5
Highlight

DKirincic_6
Highlight

DKirincic_7
Highlight

DKirincic_8
Highlight

AKlaassen
Cross-Out



Village of Winnetka, Illinois

Design Guidelines  20

3. Projecting blade commercial signs    can
be round, square or vertical, mounted
from the face of the building at the
second floor level between the windows
or at the head of the storefront and are
oriented to pedestrian scale.  The signs
are to be mounted on fixed hardware; no
swinging or chain-mounted signs are
allowed.  The dimensions of the sign are
not to exceed 6 square feet (36”
high and 24” deep) (See figure 41).  If
illuminated, the signs should be lit with
an unobtrusive light source.

4. Incidental wall signs such as building management identification and directory
signs should be integrated into a single sign and be constructed of brushed bronze,
antique bronze or painted cast iron.  Such signs should not be placed on the
prominent street front facade and should be directed to public residential entries
(MC-01-2023, amended, 01/17/2023)

Figure 39 & 40 
MC-01-2023, Removed, 01/17/2023

Figure 41
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM: DAVORKA KIRINCIC, AICP 
BUILDING AND CODE ENFORCEMENT MANAGER 

DATE: AUGUST 10, 2023

SUBJECT: 1083 GAGE STREET– NORTHSHORE BARBERSHOP – SIGN PERMIT AND 
SIGN CODE VARIATION (CASE NO. 23-16-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On August 17, 2023, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to hold a public hearing on an application 
submitted by Northshore Barbershop (the “Applicant”) as the lessee of the first-floor commercial space 
located at 1081-1083 Gage Street (the “Subject Property”). The Applicant has submitted applications 
seeking the following approvals: 

1. Sign Permit to allow the existing storefront window and door sign to remain on the Subject 
Property, and

2. Sign Code Variation to allow existing window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window 
area.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION

The Subject Property is located on the northwest corner of Green Bay Road and Gage Street in the Hubbard 
Woods Business District. It is zoned C-2 General Retail Commercial in the Retail Overlay District. Tenants of 
the building include the Applicant’s business in addition to Scott Cleaner, Figueroa Orthodontist, Graeter’s 
Ice Cream, Valerie Wilson Travel, and Wisthoff Fitness Warehouse. Figure 1 identifies the entire building and 
general location of the Northshore Barbershop, and Figure 2 shows the storefront of the Northshore 
Barbershop. 

Figure 1 – Subject Property – View of the entire building from Gage Street 

PREVIOUS APPROVALS

The awning fabric replacement was approved 2012 for Scott Cleaner and Northshore Barbershop 2012.

General Location of Northshore Barbershop
General Locatioin
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CURRENT REQUEST

The Applicant is seeking approval to allow the existing storefront window signs to remain on the Subject 
Property. Existing sign features, text, and colors as shown in the illustrations below:

Each window sign is:
• Individual text die-cut decal; 
• Applied on the exterior surface of the glass;
• Gold and black individual letters and numbers, 7 3/4 inches and 5 1/8” in height;
• Located in the upper portion of the storefront windowpanes, and
• Store Front Window

o Windowpane 1 sign area – 4.19 square feet
o Windowpane 2 sign area – 4.10 square feet.

Door window signs are:
• Posters applied to the interior of the glass:

o Decal Poster 1 sign area – 3.76 square feet
o Temporary Poster 2 sign area – 1.42 square feet

Figure 2 identifies the storefront of the Northshore Barbershop, and Figure 3 shows the storefront's existing 
window and door signs.

Figure 2– 1081-1083 Gage Street -Entire storefront of the Northshore Barbershop
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Figure 3– 1083 Gage Street -Storefront with Existing Window and Door Signs

A copy of the Applicant’s application materials is included in Attachment A.

SIGN CODE ANALYSIS 

Section 15.60.120 of the Village Sign Code establishes commercial district window sign standards. 

Window signs that meet the following standards can be administratively approved by staff.   When the 
proposed window signage does not meet these standards, it is noted; and thus the window signage requires 
review by the Design Review Board:

• limited to 10% or less of the single windowpane; 
o decals in windows 1 and 2 take up more than 10% of the respective window area (Sign 

variation required);
• limited to 50% or less of a door window or transom;
• height of the sign to not exceed 1/3 of the height of the glass area and 90% of the glass width;
• limited letters and logos no taller than 8”, except one logo, and the first letter of each word may be 

up to no taller than 24” and except store hours and contact information shall be limited to 2” in 
height;

• no window sign should be illuminated; 
• located in the lower two-thirds of the window opening

o decals in windows 1 and 2 are located in the upper one-third of the window;
• without reflective materials;
• limited to two colors;
• decal sign shall be die-cut and limited to individual letters and logos;
• only be applied to the interior of the window;

o decals are applied to exterior of glass;
• shall not extend over or through architectural features/window muntin

o decal sign is extending over the window frame; and
• comply with the following: for each street exposure, the total area of all wall signs, window signs, 

and awning signs other than exempt signs and permitted directional and incidental signs shall not 
exceed 15% of the street exposure.

Existing doorway 
signs

occupying 32.72% 
of the doorway 

glass area

Existing sign
each windowpane 
occupying approx. 
21% of the window 

area
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Sign Window 
Area 
(sf)

Maximum 
Allowed Sign Area 

(% of Window 
Area)

Maximum 
Allowed 

Sign Area 
(sf)

Existing 
Sign Area 

(sf)

Existing Sign 
Area as % of 

Window Area

Window 1 19.98 10% 1.99 4.10 20.97%
Window 2 19.98 10% 1.99 16 20.61%
Doorway Window 3 15.83 50% 7.92 5.18 32.72%

Signage Street Exposure

Area Square 
Foot

Percentage

Street Exposure 260 -
Max Allowed per Sign Code
(15% of the Street Exposure)

39 15%

All Proposed Signs counted toward Street Exposure 20.95 8.06%

The existing signs comply with the maximum allowed sign area street exposure requirement.

SIGN CODE VARIATION REQUEST 

The Applicant has applied for a Sign Code Variation from Section 15.60.120 [Commercial Signs] to allow 
window signs that exceed 10% of their respective window area.

Ordinance MC-01-2023, adopted by the Village Council on January 17, 2023, also amended the standards 
for granting a variation from the Sign Code.  The Design Review Board (also sitting as the Sign Board of 
Appeals) may grant relief from the Sign Code if it determines that the following standards set out in Section 
15.60.250 [Variations] are met:

1. The variations would be in harmony with the general purpose and intent of this chapter; 

2. Given the design elements of the building or site on which the sign is located, the design of the sign 
is as compatible, if not more compatible, with the character of the business district than the standard 
sign regulations would otherwise allow;

3. For window signs, the design of the sign would not significantly inhibit the viewing of store products, 
activities, or services; 

4. The variation will not alter the essential character of the locality; 

5. The design of the sign is contextually appropriate for the type of business; and

6. The design of the sign exhibits a high degree of artistic embellishment.

DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS   

When reviewing the design of any signs, the Board is to consider the following standards and criteria of 
Section 15.60.150(F) of the Sign Code.

F.   Standards and Criteria for Issuance. The following factors and characteristics 
relating to the safety and appearance of signage shall govern the Board’s evaluation 
of design submittals: 

1.   The sign area shall be in proportion and scale to the building or to other 
buildings or signs in the surrounding area;
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2.   A signage package for a business establishment that includes a number of 
signs and graphics shall have an overall plan that demonstrates the 
compatibility of the design and colors of all the signs that are part of that 
package;

3.   The amount of text and graphics contained in or on any sign or group of 
signs shall be limited so that it results in a clear and readable design;

4.  Signs and graphics shall have a harmonious relationship with nearby signs, 
buildings, and the neighborhood and shall be designed not to adversely 
affect adjacent structures. In this respect, the sign shall relate to its building, 
structure, and neighborhood in terms of size, shape, material, color, texture, 
lettering, location, arrangement, lighting, and the like;

5.   Colors shall be used with restraint; excessive brightness shall be avoided; 
and 

6.   The additional provisions of this chapter, as specified in this chapter, shall 
be part of the criteria of the design review process.

The Board should also consider the Village Design Guidelines to approve existing signage to remain. (See 
Attachment B). 

SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the existing signs as appropriate and compatible with the Design 
Guidelines and approve the Sign Permit and Sign Code Variation as submitted. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A:  Application Materials
Attachment B:  Design Guidelines Excerpt
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JUL 3 f 2023

OF WINNETKA, 

Village of Winnetka 
SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION 

ILLINOIS 
-- ------

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

Sex.. -Zol 3 -1 b� 

SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION 

Tenant/Lessee 

Name of Business 
N v ..--Hts lt o r-e, Bo_ y b.er-s ho 

Street Address /' /o 'i 3 b"'Cl a s+ 

Sign Company 

P,f.!_mary co?tact nafJe
Ul<.hutlt ttaf'f-r 5on 

Primary contact name 

Phone No. 

Phone No. Name off gn Company 
Do ?re§ LLc l::rne.sfl) 3/2 'f2/D27:3 

Street Address 
w Ful-/411 19'11 

Cit)'. 
CJ11ict110 I State 

IL 

Property Owner 

Name of Company 
P4�/,aw,e11l 

ZiP. Code l Email 

dt,. Ip 606/Z sctles@ o ress

Primary contact name Phone No. 

Email 

u�

Sign type(s): gJ window graphics 

D projecting sign 

D wall-mounted sign D ground-mounted sign 
(check all that apply) 

D other _____________ _ 

Additional description of sign type and materials v,J//JJ)()(I,) 5[�tJ .

OFFICE USE ONLY: PERMIT FEE ($60/$195 per sign) it Got $:55 ::=If;/ ('5
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: _____________________ _ 
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d. Building Signage
Commercial signs should reflect the character of the building style, while expressing
each store’s individuality.  There are several prominent sign styles that are appropriate to
Winnetka:  surface mounted, pin-mounted, interior, decal and projecting blade signs.
Sign materials are limited to painted wood, canvas, architectural glass and metal.  Sign
color must harmonize with the building upon which it is mounted and adjacent
structures.  Lettering color can be unique to the image of the retailer/user.  Metal sign
and plaque material such as brushed bronze, antique bronze, aluminum, stainless steel
and painted cast iron or similarly appearing materials are preferred. Highly reflective
metallic signs are not allowed.  Signs should be lit by marquee or spot lighting; neon
lighting is not permitted. Spot lighting should be minimal and unobtrusive and, per the
Village Code, the source of illumination shall not be visible from any street, sidewalk or
dwelling.  Simplified industrial light fixtures are not permitted.  Contextual solutions are
recommended.  The majority of the signs will be mounted within the building’s sign
band, defined as the wall area located above the ground floor storefront opening and
below the second floor windowsill, and is located a minimum of 8’-0” above grade and a
maximum of 15’-0” above grade. (MC-01-2023, amended, 01/17/2023)

Signs must comply with the general provisions of the Winnetka Sign Ordinance as well 
as design provisions contained within these Design Guidelines.

1. Surface mounted commercial signs are either fabricated from painted wood or cast
metal plaques and are to be mounted within the sign band or within the storefront
transom.  The height  of the sign is restricted to 75% of the area of the sign band or
14 inches - whichever is less.  The sign band of a building consists of the area
located above the ground floor storefront opening and below the second floor
windowsill, and is located a minimum of 8’-0” and a maximum of 15’-0” above
grade.  Refer to figures 28, 29, and 30 for location.  Surface mounted or pin-
mounted signs are not permitted on secondary elevations without a defined sign
band.

2. Pin-mounted commercial signs consist of
reverse channel, cast metal and flat cut
metal letters mounted above the storefront
in the masonry sign band or suspended in
front of the storefront at the transom or
recessed entry.  The size of the lettering is
restricted so that the height of the letters
does not exceed 75% of the height of the
sign band or 14 inches - whichever is less.
The length of the lettering is to be
contained within 75% of the length of the
sign band. (See figure 38)

Figure 38

ATTACHMENT B
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