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

Meeting 
  

 
April 18, 2024 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. March 20, 2024, Special Meeting Minutes 
4. New Applications 
  a. Case No. 24-07-DR: 458 Maple Street - Christ Church: A Certificate of 

Appropriateness to allow the replacement and expansion of the existing brick 
patio. 

  b. Case No. 24-08-DR: 902 Green Bay Road - Lunk + Hancy: A Sign Permit to 
allow installation of a wall sign on the Green Bay Road frontage. 

5. Other Business 
  a. May 16, 2024, Regular Meeting - Quorum Check 
6. Adjournment 
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1 Winnetka Design Review Board/Sign Board of Appeals Special Meeting Minutes
2 March 20, 2024
3
4 Members Present: Katie Moor, Chairperson
5 Fritz Duda
6 Colin Kennedy 
7 Maggie Meiners 
8 Michael Ritter 
9

10 Members Absent: Paul Konstant 
11 Heather Niehoff 
12
13 Village Staff: Ann Klaassen, Assistant Director of Community 
14 Development 
15 Davorka Kirincic, Building and Code Enforcement 
16 Manager 
17
18 Call to Order & Roll Call:
19 Chairperson Moor called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Ms. Kirincic took roll call of the Board 
20 Members present. 
21
22 Public Comments:
23 No comments were made at this time.
24
25 Approval of Minutes:
26 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to approve the February 15, 2024, meeting minutes. A motion to 
27 approve the February 15, 2024, meeting minutes was made by Mr. Duda and seconded by Mr. Ritter. A 
28 vote was taken, and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0: 
29 AYES: Duda, Kennedy, Meiners, Moor, Ritter 
30 NAYS: None 
31
32 New Applications:
33 a. Case No. 24-05-DR: 191 Linden Street - Saints Faith, Hope, and Charity Church: A Certificate of 
34 Appropriateness to allow the installation of two new condenser units on the one-story flat rooftop of 
35 the church on the southeast corner of the church property.  
36 Ms. Kirincic identified the property’s location and zoning classification and provided a summary of the 
37 applicant’s request for two condenser units to be installed on the church’s roof at the southeast corner. 
38 She referred to the condenser units’ illustrations and positions on various elevations and described the 
39 lack of visibility and screening for the condensers. Ms. Kirincic then advised the Board of the items they 
40 are to consider with regard to the issuance of a Certificate of Appropriateness and asked if there were 
41 any questions. 
42
43 Chairperson Moor asked where the existing condensers are located. Ms. Kirincic responded they are 
44 located in the basement.  No additional questions or comments were raised from the Board members, 
45 and no public comments were made. 
46
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1 Chairperson Moor then asked for a motion. Ms. Meiners moved to issue a Certificate of Appropriateness 
2 for the request as presented. Mr. Duda seconded the motion. A vote was taken and the motion 
3 unanimously passed, 5 to 0: 
4 AYES: Duda, Kennedy, Meiners, Moor, Ritter 
5 NAYS: None 
6
7 b. Case No. 24-06-DR: 586 Lincoln Avenue - United States Postal Service: A Sign Permit to allow 
8 installation of a wall sign on the Lincoln Avenue frontage. 
9 Ms. Kirincic identified the property’s location and zoning classification and stated the request is for the 

10 installation of a wall sign on the Lincoln Avenue frontage as the new post office location. She then 
11 referred to storefront elevations and described the proposed sign’s wording, placement, design and size 
12 which complied with the standards. Ms. Kirincic asked if there were any questions. 
13
14 Mr. Duda asked why the request could not be administratively approved. Ms. Kirincic explained the 
15 reason that the proposed sign required Board approval. No additional questions were raised at this 
16 time.  There were no public comments on this request. 
17
18 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to approve the request. A motion to approve the request was 
19 made by Mr. Duda and seconded by Mr. Ritter. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 
20 to 0: 
21 AYES: Duda, Kennedy, Meiners, Moor, Ritter 
22 NAYS: None Duda
23
24 c. Case No. 24-02-SU: 1110 Chatfield Road - Hubbard Woods Elementary School: A Certificate of 
25 Appropriateness to allow improvements to existing playgrounds. The Village Council has final 
26 jurisdiction on this request.
27 Ms. Klaassen identified the property’s location and zoning classification and described the proposed 
28 improvements to three play areas she identified. She stated the wood chip play surface in the 
29 kindergarten play area would be replaced with poured in place rubberized surfacing with the existing 
30 play equipment to remain. Ms. Klaassen then stated the existing synthetic turf in the upper play area 
31 would be replaced with new synthetic turf and reconfiguration of the concrete path. She also stated the 
32 bridge would be relocated and new play pieces installed along with a new sand box. Ms. Klaassen 
33 referred to the overall site illustrations and described in detail the improvements to the west play area. 
34 She then explained the site’s existing nonconformities and described the proposed landscaping 
35 improvements. Ms. Klaassen referred to the addition approved in 2023 with the condition that the 
36 applicant install and maintain landscaping to buffer the mechanical and refuse container enclosure 
37 which is part of the request being considered by the Board this evening. She then referred to the 
38 proposed landscaping plan in the materials as well as proposed play equipment renderings and its 
39 coloring. 
40
41 Ms. Klaassen informed the Board the ZBA recommended approval of the request and the Plan 
42 Commission is scheduled to consider the special use request on April 3. She referred to the items the 
43 Board is to consider noting there is no one in the public to comment. Ms. Klaassen then stated the Board 
44 may wish to make a motion to recommend approval or denial as indicated on page no. 48 of the agenda 
45 packet and asked if there were any questions. 
46
47 Mr. Duda asked if public comment was received at the ZBA meeting. Ms. Klaassen stated Mr. Humphrey, 
48 a neighbor to the west, spoke in support of the application and commended the applicant.  She noted 
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1 no written comments were received. Chairperson Moor described the new landscaping plan as more 
2 substantial over the existing condition. 
3
4 Chairperson Moor then asked for the applicant’s presentation. Brad Goldstein, School District 36 CFO 
5 and Katherine Talty, the landscape architect, introduced themselves to the Board. Mr. Goldstein 
6 described the proposed landscaping plan. Chairperson Moor commented the proposed landscape plan is 
7 great. Ms. Talty informed the Board most of the request was prompted between the District and 
8 adjacent neighbors to make the playground impact as minimal as possible and also described the 
9 increased setback to the neighbors. Mr. Goldstein added the proposed plans were shared with the 

10 neighbors who are in full support. The Board Members commented the proposal is nice. No additional 
11 comments were made at this time.
12
13 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to recommend approval. A motion to recommend approval was 
14 made by Mr. Kennedy as stated on page no. 48. The motion was seconded by Mr. Ritter. A vote was 
15 taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0: 
16 AYES: Duda, Kennedy, Meiners, Moor, Ritter 
17 NAYS: None 
18  
19 Other Business.
20 a. April 18, 2024, Meeting – Quorum Check. 
21 The Board Members discussed their availability. 
22
23 Adjournment:
24 Chairperson Moor asked for a motion to adjourn. A motion to adjourn was made by Mr. Duda and 
25 seconded by Mr. Kennedy. A vote was taken and the motion unanimously passed, 5 to 0: 
26 AYES: Duda, Kennedy, Meiners, Moor, Ritter 
27 NAYS: None 
28 The meeting was adjourned at 7:26 p.m.
29
30 Respectfully submitted,
31
32 Antionette Johnson 
33 Recording Secretary
34
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MEMORANDUM 
VILLAGE OF WINNETKA 

TO: DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM: DAVORKA KIRINCIC, AICP 
BUILDING AND CODE ENFORCEMENT MANAGER 

DATE: APRIL 18, 2024

SUBJECT: 458 MAPLE STREET – CHRIST CHURCH CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FOR PATIO (CASE NO. 24-07-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On April 18, 2024, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to consider an application submitted by 
Christ Church (“the Applicant”), as the owner of the property located at 458 Maple Street (the “Subject 
Property”), to allow the replacement and extension of the existing brick patio on the Subject Property. 
The Applicant is seeking approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness to allow the proposed changes to 
the existing patio on the Subject Property.

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
The Subject Property  is generally located on the southwest corner of the intersection of Maple and Oak 
Streets and contains an existing church. It is located in the R-4 Single-Family Residential District. Figure 1 
identifies the Subject Property, and Figures 2 and 3 on the following page identify the subject patio's 
location.

CURRENT REQUEST

The Applicant is seeking approval to replace and extend the existing 240-square-foot brick patio to 700 
square feet. This extension will include a knee brick seating wall (8 inches wide and 18” high) and six brick 
pillars (6 x 6 inches wide and 30 inches high) around the patio, as shown in Figure 4. Due to the significant 
change in grade variance near the RR tracks, the applicant plans to incorporate the use of a 4" wide by 1 
0' channel drain to manage water flow, as highlighted in their design plan. 

The Applicant has provided a site plan showing the location, design, and written explanation for the brick 
paver patio extension with knee brick seating wall around it, all available in the application materials 
included in Attachment A.
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Figure 1 – Subject Property – Location Map

                        View from Cherry Street                                             View from Maple Street 

  
Figure 2 – Subject Property –Showing the location of the proposed patio  

General Location of brick patio

Subject Property

Location of brick patio Location of brick patio
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Figure 3 – Subject Property – Site Plan showing the location of the proposed patio  
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Figure 4 – Subject Property – Design of proposed replacement and extension of the existing patio

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 Board will need to determine if the proposed changes to the existing brick paver patio comply with the 
above standards.  

DESIGN GUIDELINES ANALYSIS   

The Design Guidelines provide guidance on the appearance of outdoor spaces in commercial districts. The 
Guidelines call for the use of occasional first-floor courtyards as an alternative to uninterrupted 
commercial space/institutional space. Additionally, the Guidelines strongly encourage masonry and 
stucco materials, which the proposed changes would provide with the use of brick. An excerpt of the 
Design Guidelines pertaining to the proposed alterations is included as Attachment B. 
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SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed changes to the existing patio appropriate and 
compatible with the Design Guidelines and approve them as proposed. Should the DRB approve the 
Certificate of Appropriateness, the Applicant would first need to obtain an approved Building Permit from 
the Community Development Department prior to replacing and extending the existing brick paver patio. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A:  Application Materials 
Attachment B:  Design Guidelines Excerpt
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ATTACHMENT A
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Village of Winnetka, Illinois

Design Guidelines  4

Design Guidelines

Building and Architecture

I. Contextual Design
Commercial, mixed-use, institutional and multiple-family development projects should reflect an
understanding of the immediate site surroundings and the village-wide character. Contextual
design reflects existing features including massing, height, setbacks, proportions, scale, roof
forms, materials, articulation, lighting, signs and awnings while creating appropriate architectural
design.

The prevalence of the English Tudor style throughout the Village dictates smaller structural bays
and massing, limited building heights, variety in roof forms, mix of materials and special
attention to detailing and fenestration proportions and patterns. It is not the intent of these
guidelines to recreate traditional architectural styles that do not allow for contemporary
architectural designs or materials, but to provide a framework within which good design can
flourish in context and enhance the existing Village character.

II. Uses
The three districts have a mix of uses that includes commercial, mixed-use, institutional and
multiple-family facilities.

Exclusively commercial buildings make up a small percentage of the structures within the
districts. They are typically single-story buildings that house a single retailer with on street
frontage and a large expanse of storefront. These buildings are strongly horizontal with large
sign bands and varying stylistic detailing.

Most buildings in the commercial districts are mixed-use. The architectural designs are based on
a traditional two-part structure with retail on the ground floor and offices or residences above.
The facades clearly separate the two uses through changes in materials and wall plane as well as
changes in fenestration, with large glass storefronts on the street level and punched windows
above creating a hierarchy of public versus private spaces. In select locations, where large or
awkward site geometry suggest, alternatives to the existing mixed-uses may encourage the use of
first floor courtyards or pedestrian ways instead of uninterrupted commercial space.

Institutional buildings include a wide variety of building types and uses such as civic buildings
(Village Hall), schools, libraries, churches, recreational facilities and utilitarian public works
facilities. Most institutional structures located within the Elm Street District are designed in the
Classical Revival, Contemporary or Georgian styles.  Most schools and churches are located
within residential neighborhoods.  Typically, institutional structures are freestanding and larger
in scale as they represent unique aspects of community life: governmental, religious and
educational. The design of institutional buildings, whether new or an alteration to an existing
building, should reflect the context of their immediate surroundings and respect the existing
neighborhood while identifying their function.

ATTACHMENT B
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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
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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: APRIL 18, 2024

SUBJECT: 902 GREEN BAY ROAD – LUNK + HANCY – WALL SIGN PERMIT 

(CASE NO. 24-08-DR)

INTRODUCTION

On April 18, 2024, the Design Review Board (DRB) is scheduled to consider a sign permit application 
submitted by Lunk + Hancy (the “Applicant”), the current lessee of the commercial space located at 902 
Green Bay Road (the “Subject Property”), to allow the installation of a wall sign on the Green Bay Road 
frontage of the Subject Property.  

The Subject Property is located west of Green Bay Road between Spruce and Pine Street in the West Elm 
Business District.  It is zoned C-2 General Retail Commercial. Figures 1 below and 2 on the following page 
identify the Subject Property, and Figure 3 identifies the proposed wall sign's location on the building's 
exterior facade.

                                                                       

         
                                                 Figure 1 – Subject Property – Location Map    

Location of Subject Property
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             Figure 2 – Subject Property
                                          Lunk + Hancy – Storefront Location

CURRENT REQUEST

The Applicant seeks approval for a new wall sign to identify and promote their new business location at 
the Subject Property. The proposed wall sign will feature the business' name, as shown in the illustration 
below. 

Proposed wall sign is:
• Aluminum letters in Sundan yellow color (not too bright, but leans toward orange); 
• Letters will be individually pin-mounted to the wall;
• Futura font letters stating “Lunk + Hancy” in two rows;
• Letters 10 inches in height and projecting a maximum of ¼ inches from the wall;
• Located on the Green Bay Road exterior wall on the sign band above the storefront window;
• Approximately 4.43 square feet of sign area, and
• 11.0 feet above grade.

                                             
                                                 Proposed Wall Sign on the Green Bay Road Frontage

Location of Lunk + Hancy
Storefront

Location of the Proposed 
Wall Sign
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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 wall sign standards. 

Wall sign standards
• Sign may only contain the business name, a three-word generic description of the types of 

products or services offered, and the occupant’s logo or trademark;
• Sign may not exceed 70 square feet in area; 
• Shall be placed substantially parallel to the surface of the wall;
• Shall not be located above the second-floor windowsill level and shall not be higher than fourteen 

(14) feet above grade if there is no second-floor window sill; and
• For a building that contains more than one type of sign (e.g. wall, window, awning, etc.), the total 

sign area for all signs shall not exceed 15% of the street exposure.

The proposed wall sign meets all the above standards for wall signs.

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 affect 
adjacent structures adversely. 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 the proposed signage. The 
Village’s Design Guidelines provide guidance on the design and appropriate placement of wall signs. See 
Attachment B.

o The sign should harmonize with the building and reflect the character of the building style;

o Sign Materials should be limited to painted wood, canvas, architectural glass, and metal;
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o Sign color must harmonize with the building upon which it is mounted and adjacent 
structures;

o The height of the sign is restricted to 75% of the sign band or 14 inches – whichever is less;

o Sign should be located at least 8 feet above grade, but no more than 15 feet above grade, 
with a height measurement of no more than 14 inches; and

o Sign should be externally illuminated or highlighted where possible.   

SUMMARY 

The Applicant requests that the DRB find the proposed wall sign appropriate and compatible with the 
Design Guidelines and approve the Sign Permit as submitted. Should the DRB find the proposed 
improvements to be appropriate, the Applicant would first need to receive the approved sign permit from 
the Community Development Department prior to the installation of the signs. 

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A:  Application Materials
Attachment B:  Design Guidelines Excerpt
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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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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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