MEMORANDUM
TO: Plan Commission
FROM: Jeff Ryckaert, Principal Planner and Dan Nakahara, Planner
DATE: January 3, 2019
RE: Public Hearing re: Request for an amendment to a sign plan for Walgreens
Company (Corporate Headquarters on Wilmot Road)
Subject Property
The subject property consists of the Walgreens corporate campus at 100, 200, 300, 302
and 304 Wilmot Road. Specifically, the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road office
building. The Walgreens campus is zoned I-1 Office, Research, and Restricted
Industrial District and is a Planned Unit Development.
Proposed Plan
The petitioners are proposing to amend their existing signage plan for the subject
property. Specifically, they are proposing to add their new logo tagline “Trusted since
1901” to their existing Walgreens signage on the west façade of 200 Wilmot Road
building.
In 2007, the petitioners received approval of an amendment to their sign plan for the
property. For background purposes, the drawing of 2007 wall sign approved on the
west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road building is attached, along with the 2007 Plan
Commission recommendation and the 2007 ordinance with the appropriate sections of
these documents marked regarding this previously approved wall sign.
In May of this year, Walgreens received approval for various improvements to their to
their Wilmot Road campus including creating additional parking on the campus, linking
their three main building groups with a new skywalk, refreshed branding and
wayfinding signage across their campus. One of the improvements was a removing a
low ground sign and replacing that with a tall monument sign facing the tollway. New
wall signage was not requested or approved on the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road
facing the tollway as part of these approvals.
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Zoning Conformance – I-1 Office Research and Restricted Industrial District
Business Wall Signage
Number and Content:
Permitted: Limited to one (1) sign for each wall, which fronts on a public street, public
right-of-way, easement for access or parking. Said sign shall only contain the name
of the building, or the name of tenant, or the name of the development. Such
signage may include a logo.
Proposed: One wall sign facing the Tollway exists for the west wall of the 200
Wilmot Road building with the content “Walgreens.”. The petitioner is proposing to add
the text, “Trusted Since 1901” located below the Walgreens script logo.
Area:
Permitted: The maximum surface area shall not exceed one percent (1%) of the gross
surface area of the wall to which it is affixed, or 100 square feet, whichever is

lesser.

Proposed: 1% of the area of the wall to which the proposed wall sign is affixed is
approximately 62 square feet. The existing wall sign is 522 s.f. in area (48’6” x
10’9”), and required a sign exception in 2007. The additional text will make the wall
sign 700 s.f. in area (48’6” x 14’5”) and require an exception.
Location:
Permitted: Wall signs maybe located on any principal building fronting on a public
street, public right-of way, easement for access, or parking area.
Proposed: The proposed wall sign faces a public road, the Tollway.
Height:
Permitted: Wall signs shall not be located higher than the parapet line of the roof of
the building.
Proposed: The existing wall sign was approved slightly above the roof deck (indicated
with a dashed line), which required an exception. The additional text is at the
bottom of the sign and will not increase the height of the sign and not require an
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exception.
Illumination:
Permitted: Any illuminated sign within 120 feet of a residential district must be
extinguished at the close of business conducted within any building or upon the
premises to which such sign is located or 11:00 p.m. whichever is later.
Proposed: The wall sign will be internally illuminated, and is not within 120 feet of a
residential district.
Prefiling Conference Minutes
The minutes from the November 8, 2018 Prefiling Conference meeting are attached.
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APPROVED
PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
Minutes
The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield called to order a Workshop Meeting at 7:30
P.M. on November 8, 2018 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, Illinois.

Present were:

Elaine Jacoby, Chairman Pro-Tem
Al Bromberg
Jennifer Goldstone
Stuart Shayman
Justin Silva

Absent were:

Larry Berg, Chairman
Sean Forrest

Also present:

Jeff Ryckaert, Principal Planner
Daniel Nakahara, Planner

Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby swore in all who plan to testify before the Commission.
Public Comment on a Non-Agenda Item
There were no comments from the public on a non-agenda item.
WORKSHOP MEETING
(1)

Prefiling Conference: Request for an Amendment to the Sign Plan for a Larger
Wall Sign on the West Wall of the 200 Wilmot Road Building – Walgreens Co

The Petitioner Eric Friedman, Architect on the property team at Walgreens addressed the
Commission stating that in his role he focuses on the corporate campus in Deerfield.
Mr. Friedman shared that he is here to gain feedback on a concept to increase the signage on
the west side of the 200 Wilmot building facing the tollway. He showed an image of the current
building wall sign which says Walgreens in large script. He stated that they are hoping to add
the text “Trusted Since 1901” in print lettering underneath the Walgreens script. He showed
images of the proposed signage change. He added that Walgreens previously removed a
smaller wall sign facing the tollway and earlier this year they were approved to add a taller pylon
sign with the W logo facing the tollway.
Mr. Friedman shared that the “Trusted Since 1901” verbiage is a new way that Walgreens is
identifying themselves as a brand and is appearing in stores and communication materials. It is
an adjunct to the Walgreens name and Walgreens corporate leadership wants to use this as
often as possible in conjunction with the Walgreens name. He added that it is now part of the
Walgreens brand standard and they very much hope to add this text below the Walgreens script
on the corporate campus building facing the tollway.
Mr. Friedman showed images of other uses of “Trusted Since 1901” in Walgreens stores. He
stated that the insides of many stores have this phrase on a feature wall behind the registers
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next to the W icon. Walgreens’ fleet of trucks and their website are also being updated with new
verbiage, as well.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby confirmed that the verbiage “Trusted Since 1901” will be added only
to the wall of the building facing the tollway.
There were no other comments from Commissioners.
Commissioner Bromberg confirmed with staff that the Petitioner will need to return for a Public
Hearing on this request. Mr. Ryckaert replied that a public hearing is needed as the additional
wording results in a larger sign and will require an amendment to the previously approved sign
plan, and the previously approved variation (exception) will also needed to be amended. Mr.
Ryckaert added that there have been other signs in the Village approved with this type of
wording as part of the business name, for example, The Dump sign has “Luxe Furniture Outlet”
on their wall signage. The Public Hearing on this matter will be January 10, 2019.
(2)

Prefiling Conference: Request for a Special Use for a Nail Salon to be located at
837 Waukegan Road in Marshall Mall (former Smart Tees space) –Boo Kung You,
Business Owner and Chuck Rayyan, Property Owner

The Petitioner Jerry Rayyan, owner of Marshall Mall at 837 Waukegan Road addressed the
Commission and introduced Boo Kung You who seeks to open a nail salon in a currently vacant
space in Marshall Mall. Mrs. You stated that she goes by Kathy You.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby asked Mr. Rayyan to discuss any changes that will be made to the
property for the nail salon. Mr. Rayyan replied that Mrs. You will update the interior of the space
to suit her business.
Commissioner Bromberg asked the Petitioners to present on the parking study completed. Mr.
Rayyan stated that he hopes to add some parking. He commented that the neighboring pilates
studio shares some parking spaces with his building at the north and when they are most busy
during the morning hours, they use the shared spaces. These spaces will be available for the
nail salon and other Marshall Mall businesses after the pilates peak morning time. Mr. Rayyan
stated that he can move some employee parking, and that he also hopes to add four more
spaces when the parking lot will be restriped. Mrs. You added that she and one employee plan
to carpool, and another employee will take the Metra. She expects their employee parking to
use two or three parking spaces at the most.
Commissioner Bromberg asked if both sides of the parking lot are shared. Mr. Rayyan replied
that the spaces to the north of his building are shared with the pilates studio (American Legion
building). Marshall Mall and the American Legion property line runs through the the middle of
these parking spaces. There are eight spaces at the north end of the buildng; four for the
pilates studio and four for Marshall Mall. He stated that the majority of pilates customers are
gone by 11 a.m. The parking in the back is for Marshall Mall only and is not shared.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby asked if there will be any new signage added to the parking lot
stating that parking spaces are for Marshall Mall customers only. Mr. Rayyan replied that it is his
intention to add signage to his parking spaces because the Marshall Mall parking is being used
by the pilates studio. He added that he wants to be positive and be a good neighbor, but if he
must add signs and enforce it, then he will.
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Commissioner Bromberg commented that a small, neighboring property owner recently blocked
off their parking lot with concrete barriers. Commissioner Bromberg asked what the purpose
might be of doing this. Mr. Rayyan replied that the new owner placed barricades in the lot to
block delivery trucks to reduce wear and tear on the parking lot. Mr. Rayyan indicated that he
does not believe the building owner will remove the barricades. He added that cars also often
speed through the back driveway and he is considering adding speed bumps.
Mrs. You reported that her nail salon business will be busy at different times than the existing
restaurant, pilates studio, and other neighboring stores. She stated that her peak times are
around 10 A.M. and around 2 P.M. and that the evening hours are very slow. Mr. Rayyan
shared that the pilates peak time is morning hours, his restaurant is busiest during lunch hours,
the bagel shop is busiest in the mornings, and the liquor store is busiest in the evening hours.
He also stated that he plans to ask employees to park on the north side of the building to free up
some parking.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby asked when the parking lot will be restriped. Mr. Rayyan replied that
he plans to restripe the lot prior to the nail salon opening. Commissioner Bromberg added that
the parking circulation must remain safe with any additional spaces.
Planner Nakahara reported that he and Mr. Rayyan have reviewed the site plan together. There
are currently 34 spaces not including the shared parking with the American Legion to the north.
However, since the medical office building has added cement planters making two spaces not
usable, so there are 32 spaces total. Mr. Nakahara pointed out the shared parking with the
pilates studio and reported that the American Legion property has an 10 spaces on the south
side of their building. Mr. Nakahara stated that he has advised Mr. Rayyan on the Village’s
specifications for angled parking and Mr. Rayyan will try to add some parking spaces per the
Village’s size requirements.
Mr. Nakahara reported that the parking study, provided by the Petitioners, notes that on
weekdays from 12 to 1 P.M. the Marshall Mall peak parking demand was 28 of 32 parking
spaces used. On weekends, Marshall Mall’s peak parking demand was from 12 to 1 P.M. with a
peak parking demand of 38 spaces.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby asked Village staff if Marshall Mall employees are able park in the
Village lot across the street. Mr. Nakahara reported that the Village lot has a three-hour time
limit and is not intended for all day employee parking.
Mr. Nakahara asked Mr. Rayyan his progress on an agreement with the American Legion to use
the current shared parking at the north end of the property for Marshall Mall tenants only. Mr.
Rayyan replied that he hopes the American Legion will agree to this and he will add signage
indicating these spaces are for Marshall Mall property, if necessary. Mr. Nakahara suggested
having a draft agreement for these parking spaces at the Public Hearing. Mr. Rayyan added
that he hopes to gain back four parking spaces from the American Legion to be used for
employee parking.
Commissioner Bromberg commented that he was not in favor of the barrier the medical office
property owner has installed. Mr. Ryckaert replied the building owner installed these in early
2017 to prevent wear and tear to his lot caused by truck traffic. When the Special Use for the
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accounting office was approved for the medical office building in 2017, the concrete barriers
were already in and discussed at that time too.
Commissioner Goldstone asked Mr. Rayyan his timeline for parking lot restriping. He replied
that he is not able to complete it this time of year due to weather. He plans to first complete an
updated layout and get it approved by the Village, and then complete the restriping in the spring
as soon as weather allows.
Commissioner Goldstone asked Mrs. You when she plans to open. Mrs. You replied that as
soon as her Special Use Permit is issued by the Village, she will begin preparing the interior of
the space and hopes to then open around April.
Mr. Rayyan asked Village staff the timing of the issuance of the Special Use Permit. Mr.
Nakahara explained that the Public Hearing will be December 13 and then the matter will go
before the Village Board in January for a decision. If the Special Use is approved, the reading
of the ordinance would be in February and then a building permit gets issued. Then the interior
work gets underway and will need be inspected and approved by the Building Department.
Commissioner Goldstone clarified that the parking lot restriping will likely be completed around
the time of the nail salon opening, and Mr. Rayyan agreed. Commissioner Silva suggested
making the parking lot restriping a condition of the Special Use Permit required by the owner,
not the tenant, to complete.
Mr. Nakahara reported that the nail salon will meet with the Appearance Review Commission
(ARC) on November 26. Mrs. You thanked the Commission and Village staff and stated that
she has worked in the area for a long time and she is confident that this is a very good location
for her business.
(3)

Review and Recommendation for a Finding of Substantial Conformance to Amend
the Final Development Plan for the JUF Independent Living West Access Drive at
1627 Lake Cook Road and Changes to the Development Agreement – Banner
Development / JFMC Facilities Corporation

The Petitioner, Attorney Barry Nekritz with Faegre Baker Daniels LLP of Chicago, addressed
the Commission and introduced John Burke of Banner Development. He stated that there are
three matters to discuss which they believe are minor items.
Mr. Nekritz explained that the first item is the change to the access that they are hoping to not
have to use; they view the requested change as an alternate plan from the original plan that has
already been approved. He explained the original plan is their first choice. The main access to
their development per the original plans is intended to be on Arbor Lakes Drive which is owned
by the neighboring Arbor Lakes development. They had reached a verbal agreement with the
owner of the Arbor Lakes property and had sent them draft agreements and never heard back.
Mr. Nekritz explained that they then learned that the Arbor Lakes property was being sold to a
purchaser who was not aware of their easement request. The new owner of the property closed
the deal last week and they promptly met with new owner to explain their request and are
anticipating that they will sign an easement agreement. Mr. Nekritz reported that they are
moving towards a closing on the property for their approved development, and their lender has
informed them that in order to close the transaction they would need either a signed easement
agreement for the entryway as planned, or an alternate plan for an entryway approved by the
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Village. Mr. Nekritz reiterated that they believe they will get the easement agreement signed by
the new Arbor Lakes owner and hope to not have to use this plan B which is strictly a failsafe.
Plan B is to move the access from Arbor Lakes Drive to the southwest corner of the property.
Mr. Burke reported that the change includes a new full access at the southwest corner that
would be used in lieu of the access via Arbor Lakes Drive that was previously approved. This
new in and out access on the southwest side of the property would eliminate six parking spaces.
However, removing the access from Arbor Lakes Drive would create eight spaces for a net
increase of two parking spaces if this alternate plan is used.
Mr. Burke further reviewed the changes for the alternative plan. He stated that there is a
driveway on the originally approved PUD plans that ends at the entrance to the parking garage
on the north side of the property. In the alternative plan, they will extend this driveway to create
a loop around the site with more efficient access from the entrance on the south side to the
north parking lot.
Mr. Burke stated that while they are seeking to get this Plan B approved, they are working
simultaneously with the new owner of Arbor Lakes and even traveled to their location in
California to meet with them and discuss the easement. They have also shown the updated plan
to AMLI, their neighbor to the east and slightly revised the plans with their feedback. With these
revisions AMLI is pleased with the plan. Mr. Burke added that the Northbrook Fire Marshal who
services this location has also approved the plan.
Commissioner Bromberg asked the Petitioners if someone parks in the eight or so spaces in the
southwest corner, if when they leave, can they go in either direction or if it is a one-way
driveway. Mr. Nekritz replied that this access drive on the west side of the building would be
one-way. If they park east of the southwest access drive, they can go either direction.
Commissioner Bromberg confirmed that the entrance on the northwest side has not changed.
He commented that his preference would be the previously approved plans with access from
Arbor Lakes Drive, but if that does not work out this is also acceptable.
Commissioner Bromberg asked the Petitioners about the timing of the closing and the easement
agreement. Mr. Nekritz replied that they are planning to close in the next week to ten days and
the could not guarantee that the easement agreement will be finalized before that, hence this
alternative Plan B is requested to be approved.
Commissioner Bromberg confirmed that they are being asked if this Plan B is in Substantial
Conformance with the original plan. Mr. Nekritz added that they need both the original plan and
this alternative plan approved to allow for either plan to be implemented.
Mr. Nakahara stated that changes to a PUD needs to be reviewed by the Plan Commission and
they will make a recommendation on substantial conformance.
Commissioner Bromberg confirmed that Village legal counsel recommended against the
additional language proposed by the Petitioner to keep the language for a letter of credit rather
than to add a bond.
Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby asked Mr. Ryckaert to explain how the Commission will be voting.
Mr. Ryckaert replied that the Plan Commission would vote on the substantial conformance issue
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regarding the site plan changes, and then vote on the other two proposed changes to the
Development Agreement, which are changes to sections 5.A and section 9 on the document.
Commissioner Bromberg confirmed that they also need to vote to approve the recommendation
to the Village Board on this matter. Mr. Ryckaert confirmed that the Plan Commission will be
voting on the recommendation.
Commissioner Bromberg moved, seconded by Commissioner Goldstone, to find that the
alternate plan presented is in Substantial Conformance with original site plan. Said motion
passed with the following vote:
Ayes: Silva, Bromberg, Shayman, Goldstone, Jacoby (5)
Nays: None (0)
Commissioner Bromberg moved, seconded by Commissioner Shayman, to accept the
Petitioners’ requested change to item 5a of the Development Agreement for a performance
bond in lieu of the letter of credit. Said motion failed with the following vote:
Ayes: None (0)
Nays: Bromberg, Shayman, Goldstone, Silva, Jacoby
Commissioner Bromberg moved, seconded by Commissioner Shayman, to accept the
Petitioners’ requested change to item 9 of the Final Development Plan. Said motion passed with
the following vote:
Ayes: Goldstone, Shayman, Bromberg, Silva, Jacoby (5)
Nays: None (0)
Commissioner Bromberg provided minor edits of the staff drafted recommendation on this
matter. Commissioner Bromberg moved, seconded by Commissioner Goldstone, to approve
the staff drafted recommendation with the changes provided. Said motion passed with the
following vote:
Ayes: Silva, Bromberg, Shayman, Goldstone, Jacoby (5)
Nays: None (0)
Commissioner Shayman confirmed that the original plan and this alternate plan will both be
approved. Chairman Pro-Tem Jacoby stated that the original motion should be amended.
Commissioner Bromberg stated that he would like wording to be added to the first motion to
state that the original plan or the alternative plan can be implemented. Commissioner Bromberg
moved, seconded by Commissioner Goldstone, to approve the amendment to the first motion.
Said motion passed with the following vote:
Ayes: Silva, Bromberg, Shayman, Goldstone, Jacoby (5)
Nays: None (0)
Mr. Ryckaert reported that this matter will go before the Village Board on November 19, 2018.
Document Approval
There documents were approved by the commission.
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Items from the Staff
Mr. Ryckaert reported on upcoming Plan Commission agenda items.
There being no further discussion, the Workshop Meeting adjourned at 8:24 P.M. with a
unanimous voice vote.
Respectfully Submitted,
Laura Boll

Village of Deerfield
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FOR BACKGROUND INFORMATION ONLY
• 2007 Plan Commission Recommendation for
Walgreens Corporate Campus West Wall Sign
• Ordinance O-07-39 Approving the West Wall Sign for
Walgreens Corporate Campus

REQUEST FOR BOARD ACTION
Agenda Item: 07-115

Subject:

Report and Recommendation of Plan Commission re: Request for
an Amendment to the Signage Plan for the Walgreens Campus
(200-304 Wilmot Road).

Action Requested:

Approval for Recommendation

Originated by:

Plan Commission

Referred to:

Mayor and Board of Trustees

Summary of Background and Reason for Request:
The petitioner is requesting an amendment to the signage plan for the Walgreens
campus at 200-304 Wilmot Road.
Reports and Documents Attached:
Recommendation
Public Hearing Minutes
Workshop Minutes
Prefiling Conference Minutes
Location Map
Air Photo
Photo of existing Tollway signs
Previously approved Wilmot Road ground sign
Petitioner’s Exhibits

Date Referred to Board: November 19, 2007
Action Taken: __________________________________________

APPROVED
RECOMMENDATION
TO: Mayor and Board of Trustees
FROM: Plan Commission
DATE: October 25, 2007
RE: Request for an amendment to a sign plan for Walgreens Company (Corporate
Headquarters on Wilmot Road).
We transmit for your consideration a recommendation adopted by the Plan Commission
of the Village of Deerfield on the request of the petitioners for an amendment to the
sign plan for the Walgreens Company corporate headquarters on Wilmot Road. The
Plan Commission held a public hearing on October 25, 2007. At that public hearing,
the petitioners presented testimony and documentary evidence in support of the
request. A copy of the public hearing and workshop minutes are attached.
In support of its request, the Plan Commission makes the following findings of fact and
conclusions:
FINDINGS OF FACT
Subject Property
The subject property consists of the Walgreens corporate campus at 100, 200, 300,
302 and 304 Wilmot Road. The 200 Wilmot Road property is approximately 20.4 acres
in area and the 300, 302 and 304 Wilmot Road property is approximately 14.43 acres in
area for a total acreage of approximately 35 acres. The 200 Wilmot Road property was
annexed into the Village in 2000 (the entire Walgreens corporate campus is located
within the corporate limits of the Village). The Walgreens campus is zoned I-1 Office,
Research, and Restricted Industrial District and is a Planned Unit Development. When
the 200 Wilmot Road property was annexed into the Village in 2000, the Village
accepted the ground and wall signage as they existed on the property. This included
the exposed neon mortar and pestle sign on the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road
building, facing the Tollway.
Proposed Plan
The petitioners are proposing to amend their existing signage plan for the subject
property. They are proposing new signage that is reflective of Walgreens’ new
corporate image and logo. The petitioners have scaled back their plans from the July
26, 2007 prefiling conference. The petitioners are now proposing three signs for
Walgreens campus that will replace existing signs (one sign is a wall sign and the other
two signs are ground signs).

Wall Sign
The proposed wall sign is to be placed on the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road
building facing the Tollway. It will be 48’6” in length by 10’9” in height (522 square feet
in area) and will consist of the wording “Walgreens”. The sign will consist of red acrylic
face letters with dark bronze returns. This sign will replace the existing mortar and
pestle wall sign facing the Tollway that contains some exposed neon components.
Ground Signs
The proposed ground sign is a mortar and pestle logo to be placed on both sides of the
existing wall which is located in front of (west) of the 200 Wilmot Road building facing
the Tollway. The Walgreens mortar and pestle logo (to be placed on the existing wall)
is 6’ tall by 5’4” long (32 square feet) and is ¼ inch deep aluminum plate cut outs
painted red. The wording of the current sign that is placed on the existing wall is
“Walgreen Co”.
The other proposed ground sign is located along Wilmot Road. The petitioners are
proposing to redo/rework this sign so it contains the wording “Walgreens Corporate
Campus” on both sides of the existing wall as shown on the petitioners’ drawing. The
words “Walgreens” will be red, and the words “Corporate Campus” will be black. The
letters will be ¼ inch thick aluminum letters. The petitioners are proposing to refurbish
the existing concrete background of the sign, which will be white. The sign is 6’3” tall by
14’ long (87.5 square feet). The current ground sign contains the wording “Walgreen
Co.” Note: When the 200 Wilmot Road property was annexed into the Village in 2000,
the petitioners received approval of a new ground sign at this location but is was never
installed. This ground sign was to be a brushed stainless steel sign face on a concrete
base, and the content of the sign was the word “Walgreens” in red metallic channel
lettering with backlighting to produce a halo glow. The sign approved in 2000 also
contained the address of the property; was approved parallel to Wilmot Road whereas
the existing sign is perpendicular to Wilmot Road. This sign was also granted a
variation to allow it to be located in the perimeter setback. Attached is the previously
approved ground sign for Wilmot Road that was approved when the subject property
was annexed into the Village in 2000.
Zoning Conformance – I-1 Office Research and Restricted Industrial District
Business Ground Signs
Number and Content:
Permitted: Not more than one (1) ground sign shall be permitted for each frontage.
Where a PUD has frontage on a public street or public right-of-way in excess of
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500 feet, one additional ground sign shall be permitted on that frontage. Such
sign may contain only the name of the building, name of the development, or the
name of one (1) tenant located in the building, and may include the address of
the development.
Proposed: One (1) ground sign is proposed along the Tollway with the content
consisting of Walgreens mortar and pestle logo.
One (1) ground sign is proposed along Wilmot Road with the content “Walgreens
Corporate Campus”
Area:
Permitted: The maximum surface area shall not exceed forty-five (45) square feet for
each exposed face and not exceed an aggregate surface of ninety (90) square
feet. Such signs shall not have more than two exposed faces. When a sign is
placed on a wall, the entire area of the wall is included in the area of the sign.
Proposed: Ground Sign facing the Tollway: The area of the sign is 620 square feet
per face when the area of the existing wall (7’9” high by 80’ long) is counted in
the area of the sign as required. The area of the mortar and pestle logo itself is
32 square feet (6’ x 5’ 4”).
Ground Sign on Wilmot Road: The area of the sign is 87.5 square feet
per face when the area of the existing wall (14’ long x 6’3” high) is counted in the
area of the sign as required.
Location:
Permitted: Ground signs may not be located in any required perimeter setback.
Proposed: Ground Sign facing the Tollway: Is not within the perimeter setback.
Ground Sign on Wilmot Road: The Wilmot Road ground sign is located in the
perimeter setback. A sign modification to allow the sign to be located in the
perimeter setback was previously granted for a different ground sign (the ground
sign approved when 200 Wilmot Road property was annexed into the Village in
2000).
Height:
Permitted: Ground signs may not project higher than six (6) feet above the level of the
curb nearest to the sign.
Proposed: Ground Sign facing the Tollway: The existing wall the sign will be placed on
is 7’6” high, and the proposed mortar and pestle logo itself is 6’ in height.
3

Ground Sign on Wilmot Road: The existing wall the sign will be placed on is 6’3”,
and 5’9” to the top of the proposed “W” in Walgreens.
Illumination:
Permitted: Any illuminated sign within 120 feet of a residential district must be
extinguished at the close of business conducted within any building or upon the
premises to which such sign is located or 11:00 p.m. whichever is later.
Proposed: The sign will be lit with the architectural floodlight as indicated on the
petitioner’s cut sheet. The Wilmot Road ground sign is within 120 feet of a
residential area (to the west, across Wilmot Road) and would need to be
extinguished as required. The Tollway ground sign is not within 120 feet of a
residential area.
Business Wall Signage
Number and Content:
Permitted: Limited to one (1) sign for each wall which fronts on a public street, public
right-of-way, easement for access or parking. Said sign shall only contain the name
of the building, or the name of tenant, or the name of the development. Such
signage may include a logo.
Proposed: One wall sign facing the Tollway is proposed for the west wall of the 200
Wilmot Road building with the content to be “Walgreens.”
Area:
Permitted: The maximum surface area shall not exceed one percent (1%) of the gross
surface area of the wall to which it is affixed, or 100 square feet, whichever is lesser.
Proposed: The proposed sign is 522 s.f. in area (48’6” x 10’9”). 1% of the area of the
wall to which the proposed wall sign is affixed is approximately 84 square feet. The
proposed wall sign would require a modification.
Location:
Permitted: Wall signs maybe located on any principal building fronting on a public
street, public right-of way, easement for access, or parking area.
Proposed: The proposed wall sign faces a public road, the Tollway.
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Height:
Permitted: Wall signs shall not be located higher than the parapet line of the roof of the
building.
Proposed: The proposed wall sign is slightly above the roof deck (indicated with a
dashed line), requiring a modification.
Illumination:
Permitted: Any illuminated sign within 120 feet of a residential district must be
extinguished at the close of business conducted within any building or upon the
premises to which such sign is located or 11:00 p.m. whichever is later.
Proposed: The wall sign will be internally illuminated, and is not within 120 feet of a
residential district.
CONCLUSIONS
The Plan Commission has reviewed the petitioners’ request for an amendment to the
sign plan for Walgreens Company and believes the request is reasonable and the
request should be granted. The Plan Commission believes the proposed two (2) new
Tollway signs are a major improvement over the existing signs, which were in place
when the property was annexed into the Village. The Plan Commission believes the
Tollway signs are appropriately sized to be clearly visible to the fast moving Tollway
traffic and believes the Tollway signs should not have an adverse effect on neighboring
residential properties. They believe the modification to allow the 200 Wilmot Road west
wall sign to be 522 square feet in area and to be slightly above the roof deck is
appropriate since the wall the sign is mounted on is very large and since the sign faces
the Tollway and not any residential areas.
The Plan Commission believes the proposed changes to the Wilmot Road ground sign
are appropriate and reasonable. The petitioners will be refurbishing the existing wall
the sign is mounted on and replacing the wording on the sign with Walgreens’ updated
brand look. The size of the wall the sign is mounted on will not change. The Plan
Commission recommends the proposed wording “Corporate Campus” be removed so
that the only wording on the Wilmot Road ground sign is “Walgreens,” which should be
centered on the sign. The Plan Commission believes “Corporate Campus” should not
be included on the sign because that is not the official name of the property and it might
set a precedent for allowing more than just a business name on signs.
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RECOMMENDATION
Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that Walgreens
Company’s request for approval of sign #1, the 200 Wilmot Road west wall sign, as
presented to the Plan Commission, including a modification to allow the sign to be 522
square feet in area and a modification to allow the sign to be slightly above the roof
deck, be approved.
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that Walgreens
Company’s request for approval of signs #2 and #3, the double sided Tollway ground
sign, as presented to the Plan Commission, be approved.
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that Walgreens
Company’s request for approval of sign #4, the proposed Wilmot Road ground sign, as
presented, be denied.
On a motion to approve the petitioners’ request:
Ayes: (2) Marks, Shayman
Nays: (2) Gussis, Swartz
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Motion fails.
Accordingly, it is the recommendation of the Plan Commission that Walgreens
Company’s request for approval of sign #4, the Wilmot Road ground sign, with the
recommendation that the words “Corporate Campus” be removed so that the sign
contain only the wording “Walgreens” centered on the sign, be approved.
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Respectfully submitted,
Michael Swartz, Chairman
Deerfield Plan Commission
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APPROVED
PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a Public Hearing at 7:30 P.M. on
October 25, 2007 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, Illinois.
Chairman Swartz called the hearing to order.
Present were:

Michael Swartz, Chairman
Gail Gussis
David Marks
Stuart Shayman
Norton Wasserman

Absent:

Elaine Jacoby
Mary Oppenheim

Also present:

Kathleen Von Ohlen, Secretary

Public Hearing on the Request for an Amendment to the Signage Plan for the
Walgreens Campus (200-304 Wilmot Road).
Commissioner Wasserman said he would like to recuse himself from the meeting. He
said events took place at the 2004 Plan Commission meeting with Walgreens, in which
the Plan Commission was mislead and lied to. He explained the Plan Commission
recently received a letter from Walgreens which was also untruthful. He does not trust
anything that Walgreens says or presents.
Ms. Jessica Heath-Bolden, Icon Identity Solutions, 5320 N. Sheridan Road, Chicago
presented proof of notification. Ms. Von Ohlen presented proof of publication. Ms.
Heath-Bolden thanked the Plan Commission for their comments during Walgreens
prefiling conference in July. She said they have taken many of those comments into
consideration in the revised plans. She said the proposed signage for Walgreens
reflects Walgreens’ new corporate image.
Mr. Vince DeSantis, Icon Identity Solutions, 2206 Booster Court, Naperville, explained
each of the proposed signs. Mr. DeSantis said the Wilmot Road ground sign is an
existing sign. They will refurbish the existing structure and replace the lettering with the
wording “Walgreens” in the new Walgreens branding, and add the wording “Corporate
Campus.” Chairman Swartz asked what the new Walgreens brand is. Mr. DeSantis
explained the new Walgreens brand has the script bolder and more condensed.
Commissioner Shayman asked if the Wilmot Road ground sign will be illuminated. Mr.
DeSantis said it will be externally illuminated with floodlights in the same way the
existing sign is illuminated. Mr. DeSantis said the only change to the Wilmot Road
ground sign will be the wording.
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Chairman Swartz asked what the official name of the property is. Mr. DeSantis said
based on the proposed signage, he assumes the official name is “Walgreens Corporate
Campus.” Chairman Swartz said the name of the development is not based on the
sign, rather the sign should be based on the name of the development. He said the
sign is only allowed to contain the name of the development, so if “Corporate Campus”
is not part of the official name it should not be allowed on the sign. Mr. DeSantis said
Walgreens added a few more buildings to the property a few years ago, and that is the
reason that it is identified as a campus.
Mr. DeSantis said for the ground sign perpendicular to the Tollway, they propose to
replace the existing “Walgreen Co” with the new red mortar and pestle logo with a “W.”
He said Walgreens is allowed to have two ground signs per code, as they have more
than 500 lineal feet of frontage along the Tollway, but they are only asking for one sign
and they propose to reduce the square footage from the size of the existing sign.
Chairman Swartz verified this sign will contain only the mortar and pestle with the “W,”
and that is the official logo. Mr. DeSantis said that is correct and the sign will be
approximately 32 square feet in area.
Mr. DeSantis explained the 200 Wilmot Road wall sign is currently about 57’ long by
8’10” high. The proposed new sign will be about 48’ long by 10’9” high, which was
reduced from the prefiling conference. The existing sign is 508 square feet and the
proposed new sign is about 522 square feet. The wall the sign is mounted to is about
220’ long by 50’ high for a total of 11,000 square feet in area. Chairman Swartz
pointed out the area of the proposed 200 Wilmot Road wall sign exceeds what is
allowed by code and will require a modification, as only 84 square feet is allowed.
Chairman Swartz explained the property was developed in an unincorporated area and
then annexed into the Village. He said if the property had been developed in the
Village, he believes the Tollway signs would never have been allowed to be
constructed.
Mr. DeSantis pointed out some sections of the Village’s Comprehensive Plan and said
he believes Walgreen’s proposed sign plan fits in with the Comprehensive Plan. He
noted neon will be replaced with LED, which is more efficient. Commissioner Shayman
asked how the brightness of LEDs compares to neon. Mr. DeSantis said it will be about
the same.
Chairman Swartz then opened up the hearing for public comment.
Mr. John Lyons, 310 Forsythia, said his residential property is very close to the
Walgreens signs. He does not see a problem with the proposed plans, but he is
concerned about the illumination of the signs. He believes the signs need to be policed
to make sure they are turned off at a reasonable hour so as not to intrude on the
neighbors. He said the legal notice he received seemed open ended about the
petitioner’s requests for other variations or modifications. Chairman Swartz said the
petitioners will only be allowed to install the signs that are presented to the Plan
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Commission and approved by the Board of Trustees; they will not be allowed other
variations.
Mr. Ivan Kiselev, 1655 We Go Trail, said he is not clear on what Walgreens is
requesting and asked if they are asking for variations from the code. Chairman Swartz
explained Walgreens is requesting for the area of the 200 Wilmot Road sign to be larger
than allowed by the Zoning Ordinance. Mr. Kiselev asked why they should be allowed
to ask for variations. Chairman Swartz explained each petitioner is allowed to request
variations, but the variations are not always granted. He said each petition is looked at
on a case-by-case basis. Commission Gussis pointed out the Plan Commission is a
recommending body and the Board of Trustees has the final approval.
Ms. Nancy Feldman, 380 Castlewood, said her concerns are similar to those of Mr.
Lyons. She said also found the legal notice open ended. She said the Village just
passed a window sign ordinance regulating signs, especially illuminated signage and
neon. She asked why the Village would allow a sign this large for Walgreens now that
the widow sign regulations have passed. She doesn’t think it makes sense.
Mr. William Michael Frame, Walgreens Senior Real Estate Manager, 2018 Central,
Northbrook, explained he was the Walgreens representative who spoke at the public
hearing in 2004 and he wrote the letter to the Plan Commission addressing the issues
that happened at that 2004 public hearing. Chairman Swartz said he was at every
Walgreens Plan Commission meeting in 2004 and there is no indication in the minutes
that Mr. Frame was at any of those of meetings. Chairman Swartz said the Walgreens
representatives who testified at the 2004 public hearings indicated to the Plan
Commission that Walgreens does not consider building stores without a drive-thru,
regardless of location. He said it was very disingenuous of Walgreens to make that
statement to the Plan Commission in 2004. Mr. Frame responded that he has been a
representative of Walgreens for 17 years and whenever he gives testimony about a
Walgreens site at a public hearing, he is always site specific.
Mr. Walter Brown, 365 We Go Court, said he does not understand the legal notice that
was sent to him. He is concerned that Walgreens could be allowed to have variations
and modifications other than what was presented to the Plan Commission tonight. He
said the envelop the legal notice was mailed in was from Icon Identity Solutions, but the
letterhead inside was from the Village of Deerfield. He thought it was junk mail at first.
Chairman Swartz pointed out the letters are sent via certified mail and require a
signature, so the letter would not likely have been junk mail. Chairman Swartz
explained the statement in the legal notice about the petitioners requesting any other
actions, variations or modifications which may be necessary is a standard part of the
every legal notice that goes out. He assured that Walgreens will only be allowed to put
up the signs they have presented to the Plan Commission and that are approved by the
Board of Trustees. If Walgreens wants to put up any other signs or have any other
variations or modifications they will have to hold another public hearing with the Plan
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Commission. Chairman Swartz asked planning staff to look at the format of the legal
notices to make sure they are written clearly.
There being no further discussion, motion to close the public hearing was made and
seconded and the hearing was closed.
Respectfully submitted,
Kathleen Von Ohlen, Secretary

APPROVED
PLAN COMMISSION
VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD
The Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a Workshop Meeting at 7:30 P.M.
on October 25, 2007 at the Village Hall, 850 Waukegan Road, Deerfield, Illinois.
Chairman Swartz called the hearing to order.
Present were:

Michael Swartz, Chairman
Gail Gussis
David Marks
Stuart Shayman
Norton Wasserman

Absent:

Elaine Jacoby
Mary Oppenheim

Also present:

Kathleen Von Ohlen, Secretary

Discussion of Recommendation for Walgreens.
Commissioner Marks said the request for the Walgreens Tollway signs are similar to
Takeda’s request for a larger Tollway sign a few months ago, and at that time the Plan
Commission felt smaller signage was inappropriate for the Tollway as people drive by
so quickly. He has no problem with the 200 Wilmot Road wall sign that will be slightly
above the roof deck. He believes changing the faces of Tollway signs #2 and #3 to just
the Walgreens logo will not be a problem and will not be seen by any residential
neighbors. He believes any sign illumination visible to the neighbors should be on a
timer. Regarding the Wilmot Road ground sign, he said the purpose of this sign is to
serve as a good wayfinding sign. He believes the property is a corporate campus and
to call it something else would be a mistake.
Commissioner Shayman agreed with Commissioner Marks. He said the proposed
Tollway sign is an improvement over the existing sign. He said the west wall of the 200
Wilmot Road building is a big blank wall and if the petitioners were only allowed to have
a sign as large as the ordinance allows, they would only be able to have a “W” instead
of “Walgreens.” He believes the logic behind Walgreens’ request for the Tollway signs
is similar to Takeda’s request earlier this year. He believes the Wilmot Road ground
sign is an improvement over what is currently there. He believes the “Walgreens
Corporate Campus” verbiage on the Wilmot Road ground sign aptly described the
property.
Commissioner Gussis said overall she has no problems with the proposal and she likes
the new logo. She believes the illuminated signs affecting the neighbors should be on a
timer. She does not believe the wording “Corporate Campus” should be on the Wilmot
Road ground sign. She would like to see “Corporate Campus” removed and the
wording ‘Walgreens” centered on the sign. Commissioner Shayman asked if someone
could think there is a Walgreens store on the property if the Wilmot Road ground sign
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says only “Walgreens.” Commissioner Gussis did not think someone could mistake the
property for a Walgreens store. Commissioner Gussis suggested the Plan Commission
vote on each sigh separately.
Chairman Swartz said if the Tollway signs were not existing, he would not vote in favor
of them. He believes the proposed signs are an improvement over the existing ones.
He likes the new logo with the “W.” He agrees with Commissioner Gussis about the
wording on the Wilmot Road ground sign. He said the Village does not often allow
anything on a sign other than the name of the business and he is concerned about
setting a precedent if they allow “Corporate Campus” on the sign. Chairman Swartz
addressed Ms. Feldman’s comment about the recent window sign ordinance. He said
the window sign ordinance was written specifically for the downtown retail district, not
for signs like Walgreens is proposing, which have a lesser impact on the Village. He
said he was looking to vote against this petition, but overall he has no problems with it
other than the removal of the wording “Corporate Campus” on the Wilmot Road ground
sign.
Commissioner Marks made a motion to approve sign #1, the 200 Wilmot Road west
wall sign, as presented, including a modification to allow the sign to be 522 square feet
in area and a modification to allow the sign to be slightly above the roof deck.
Commission Gussis seconded and the vote was as follows:
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Commissioner Marks made a motion to approve signs #2 and #3, the ground sign
perpendicular to the Tollway, as presented. Commissioner Gussis seconded and the
vote was as follows:
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Commissioner Marks made a motion to approve sign #4, the Wilmot Road ground sign,
as presented. Commission Shayman seconded and the vote was as follows:
Ayes: (2) Marks, Shayman
Nays: (2) Gussis, Swartz
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Motion fails.
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Commissioner Gussis made a motion to approve sign #4, the Wilmot Road ground sign,
with the recommendation the words “Corporate Campus” be removed so that the sign
contain only the wording “Walgreens” centered on the sign. Commissioner Marks
seconded and the vote was as follows:
Ayes: (4) Gussis, Marks, Shayman, Swartz
Nays: (0) None
Recuse: (1) Wasserman
Ms. Von Ohlen said the petition will before the Board of Trustees on November 19,
2007.
Document Approval
The documents were approved with a minor correction.
There being no other business, motion to adjourn was made and seconded.
Respectfully submitted,
Kathleen Von Ohlen, Secretary
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Prefiling Conference on the Request for Approval of an Amendment to the Signage Plan
for the Walgreens Campus at 200-304 Wilmot Road.
Present for the petition were: Ms. Jessica Heath-Bolden, Icon Identity Solutions, 5320
N. Sheridan Road, Chicago; Vince DeSantis, Icon Identity Solutions, 2206 Wooster
Court, Naperville; Jim Hollis, Walgreens, 106 Wilmot Road, Deerfield.
Commissioner Wasserman said a few years ago there was a public hearing for a
proposed Walgreens store in Cadwells Corners. He said misrepresentations were
made to the Plan Commission and he would like an explanation or apology before he
will partake in another public hearing with Walgreens. Chairman Swartz explained
Walgreens claimed they no longer construct stores without a drive-thru, but a neighbor
pointed out they just constructed a Ravinia Walgreens without a drive-thru. Mr.
DeSantis said he was unaware of that happening at that public hearing.
Ms. Heath-Bolden explained Walgreens has been headquartered in Deerfield for a long
time and the current campus signage is about 15 years old. They would like to make
the campus more visitor-friendly, have signage identifying the entrances, update the
monument signage, and update the signage facing the Tollway. Some signs will
change size.
Chairman Swartz asked for clarification about what is included in the logo. Mr.
DeSantis said the stars have been removed from the mortar and pestle logo and a “W”
is now contained within the logo. The logo itself is the mortar and pestle with the “W”.
Also the Walgreens script has been condensed. Chairman Swartz said the tagline “the
pharmacy America trusts since 1901” is not allowed on the signage by the Zoning
Ordinance.
Mr. DeSantis described signs 1, 2, 3 and 5. He said the current Tollway sign is
approximately 60’ long including the script plus the logo and they propose the new
signage to be approximately 57’ long. He said the overall size of the large “Walgreens”
sign stays about the same, but since the logo has been removed, the script has gotten
larger. Mr. DeSantis explained the signage facing the Tollway on the 200 Wilmot Road
building is the primary signage. Walgreens would like to change the existing
“Walgreens” script to the new script; they propose to remove the current neon logo and
reorient it on the long wall perpendicular to the building. They also propose to add two
bronze logos that sit atop the parapet wall of the building facing north and south. Mr.
Ryckaert explained the Tollway sign is allowed to be 1% of the area of the wall or 100
s.f. whichever is lesser, so the maximum ever allowed on the larger walls is 100 s.f.
unless a variation is granted. The sign they are proposing is 722 s.f. Chairman Swartz
said this sign is excessive and it acts as a billboard. Mr. DeSantis said the old and new
signs would be about the same amount of square footage, but they are updating the
look of the sign. Chairman Swartz said the Commission will need to be convinced why
the signage should exceed what is permitted.
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Chairman Swartz informed the petitioners that for the public hearing they need to
provide the Plan Commission with materials showing before and after signage,
dimensions, total square footage, and which signs need a modification. Commissioner
Shayman suggested the petitioners provide pictures of the current signage as a basis of
comparison. Commissioner Marks said the plan needs to be clearer on where the signs
are located.
Mr. DeSantis said sign 6 will be added over the employee entrance. They propose a
script sign on the east elevation on the main facility. Mr. Ryckaert said this type of sign
is permitted, but it is larger than allowed, so it would need a modification. Sign 6 and 7
would both need size modifications: sign 6 is proposed to be approximately 100.5 s.f.
and 76 s.f. is allowed; sign 7 is proposed to be approximately 100.5 s.f. and 40 s.f. is
allowed. Mr. DeSantis explained sign 7 is proposed to be located over the visitors
entrance on the main building. Commissioner Oppenheim believes sign 7 would be
more attractive and proportional if it were smaller.
Mr. DeSantis explained sign 8 is the corporate monument sign located on Wilmot Road.
Currently there is a concrete sign, non-internally illuminated, floodlit, with plate letters.
The new sign would be updated, cleaned up and would identify the corporate campus, it
would be floodlit with plate letters. Mr. DeSantis said in 2000, the Village approved an
internally lit, stainless steel ground sign with face lit letters which was never installed.
Walgreens now proposes to use the existing ground sign and update it.
Mr. DeSantis said the Walgreens campus currently has some buildings that have an
address on them, but no brand recognition. Walgreens is proposing to update those
buildings with signs that contain non-illuminated brass plate letters. Sign 10 has the
purpose of bringing brand recognition to the building. Mr. Ryckaert said signs 10 and
11 meet the sign code and will be approximately 44 s.f., when a box is placed around all
sign elements including the address is about 20’ long.
Mr. Ryckaert said sign 14 on the 304 Wilmot Road building does not meet the code for
the number of signs. The Commissioners agreed they did not have a problem with
having 2 signs on the building as it makes the building looked balanced.
Chairman Swartz asked if sign 16 will be on the curved architectural element of the
building; the petitioners said that is correct. The Commissioners pointed out the closeup and the far away shot of the building are different pictures. For sign 18 the
Commissioners noted the 6’ dimension of the panel on the drawing and said the sign
should have the dimensions on it.
Commissioner Wasserman suggested the petitioners contact the appropriate
representative from Walgreens to send an apology or explanation letter to the Plan
Commission for the misrepresentations at the public hearing for the proposed
Walgreens in Cadwells Corners. No public hearing date has been set for an
amendment to the sign plan.
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AN AMENDMENT

TO THE

SIGNAGE PLAN FOR WALGREENS CORPORATE CAMPUS
200 -304 WILMOT ROAD)

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission of the Village of Deerfield held a public hearing on October 25,
2007 to consider the application of Walgreens ( the " Applicant ") to amend the signage plan for the

Walgreens corporate campus at 100, 200, 300, 302 and 304 Wilmot Road, legally described on Exhibit A
attached hereto ( the " Subject Property")

for: ( 1)

approval of a new 552 square foot wall sign consisting of

the wording "Walgreens" for the west wall of the building at 200 Wilmot Road facing the Illinois Tollway
to replace an existing wall sign; ( 2) approval of a new 32 square foot ( on each side) double -sided ground

sign consisting of the Walgreens mortar. and pestle logo at the 200 Wilmot Road building facing the
Illinois Tollway to replace an existing ground sign at said location; ( 3) approval of a new 87. 5 square foot
on each side) double -sided ground sign containing the wording " Walgreens Corporate Campus" at the 200

Wilmot Road building facing Wilmot Road to replace an existing ground sign facing Wilmot Road at said
location; (4) approval of a modification to allow the new wall sign proposed for the west wall of the 200
Wilmot Road building facing the Ill.inois Tollway to exceed the maximum surface area permitted for a wall

sign fronting a public street, public right- of.way or easement for access or parking; and, ( 5) approval of a
sign modification to allow the new wall sign proposed for the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road building
facing the Illinois Tollway to be located above the parapet line ( roof deck) of the roof of said building;
and,

WHEREAS, said public hearing was held pursuant to public notice duly given as required
by law and conforming in all respects, in both manner and form, with the requirements of the Zoning
Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield; and,

WHEREAS, the Plan Commission, after considering the proposed amendments to the
approved signage plan for the Subject Property, the proposed sign modifications and the evidence
and supporting materials offered at said public hearing, has submitted its written report and
recommendation

to the President

and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield

that an

amendment to the approved signage plan for the Subject Property be approved as an amendment to
the Special Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property in the I -1 Office, Research and
Restricted Industrial District, and that sign modifications should be further approved to allow the

proposed 522- square foot wall sign to be placed on the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road building

facing the Illinois Tollway and to allow said wall sign to be located above the parapet line of the
roof of the building; and,
WHEREAS, the President and Board of Trustees of the Village of Deerfield find that. an
amendment to the approved signage plan for the Walgreens corporate campus should be approved

for the Subject Property authorizing and approving the following: (

1) a new 552 square foot wall

sign consisting of the wording " Walgreens" for the west wall of the building at 200 Wilmot Road
facing the Illinois Tollway to replace an existing wall sign; ( 2) a new 32 square foot ( on each side) .
double -sided ground sign consisting of the Walgreens mortar, and pestle logo at the 200 Wilmot

Road building facing the Illinois Tollway to replace an existing ground sign at said location; ( 3)

a

new 87. 5 square foot (on each side) double -sided ground sign containing the wording ".Walgreens
Corporate Campus" at the 200 Wilmot Road building facing Wilmot Road to replace an existing
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ground sign facing Wilmot Road at said location; ( 4)

a modification

to allow the new. wall sign

proposed for the west wall of the 200 Wilmot Road building facing the Illinois Tollway to exceed
the maximum surface area permitted for a wall sign fronting a public street, public right -of w
- ay or
easement for access or parking; and, (

5) approval of a sign modification to allow the wall sign

proposed for the west wal l ofthe 200 Wilmot Road building facing the Illinois Tollway to be located
above the parapet line ( roof deck) of the roof of said building, all in accordance with and to the
extent depicted in the plans, documents and supporting exhibits presented by the Applicant and
attached hereto as Exhibit B hereof,
NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ORDAINED

BY THE PRESIDENT

AND BOARD

OF

TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF DEERFIELD, LAKE AND COOK COUNTIES, ILLINOIS, in
the exercise of its home rule powers, as follows:

SECTION 1: That the President and Board of Trustees ofthe Village ofDeerfield do hereby
find that the requested amendment to the approved signage plan for the Subject Property fully
complies with the requirements and standards set forth in Article 9. 02 -C PUD and in Article 13. 11

of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield;
SECTION 2: That an amendment to the approved signage plan for the Subject Property is

hereby authorized and approved as an amendment to the Special Use Planned Unit Development of

the Subject Property in the I -i Office, Research and Restricted Industrial District authorizing and
permitting: ( 1) a new 552 square foot wall sign consisting of the wording " Walgreens" for the west

wall of the building at 200 Wilmot Road facing the Illinois Tollway to replace an existing wall sign;
2) a new 32 square foot (on each side) double -sided ground sign consisting ofthe Walgreens mortar
and pestle logo to be located at the 200 Wilmot Road building facing the Illinois Tollway to replace
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an existing ground sign at said location; (

3) approval

of a new 87. 5 square foot ( on each side)

double -sided ground sign containing the wording " Walgreens Corporate Campus" to be located at
the 200 Wilmot Road building facing Wilmot Road to replace an existing ground sign facing Wilmot
Road at said location, all in accordance with the plans, drawings and. supporting exhibits listed on
Exhibit B attached hereto.

SECTION

3: That a modification

from the regulations set forth in Article 9, Signs, of the

Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield, is hereby authorized and approved for the Subject
Property to permit an increase in the area of the west wall sign facing the Illinois Tollway at the 200

Wilmot Road building and consisting of the wording " Walgreens" is hereby approved to permit an
increase in the area of said wall sign to 522 square feet ( 48' 6" long by 10' 9" high) in accordance
with the plans, drawings and supporting exhibits listed on Exhibit B attached hereto;
SECTION

4: That a modification

from the regulations

set forth in Article 9, Signs, of the

Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield is hereby authorized and approved for the Subject
Property to permit the wall sign facing the Illinois Tollway on the west wall of the building at 200
Wilmot Road to be located above the parapet line ( roof deck) of the roof of said building in
accordance with the plans, drawings and supporting exhibits listed on Exhibit B attached hereto;
SECTION 5: That the approval and authorization of said amendment to the Special Use

Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property and the approval of said modifications to the sign

regulations set forth in Article 9 of the Zoning Ordinance of the Village of Deerfield are hereby

granted subject to the following conditions, regulations and restrictions: ( i). that the

construction,

maintenance and use of the signs hereby approved shall be in accordance with the supporting
documents, materials and exhibits attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit B; ( ii) except as
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otherwise

provided

herein, the construction,

development,

maintenance

and use of the Subject

Property shall be in accordance with the final development plan heretofore approved as a Special
Use Planned Unit Development of the Subject Property in the I -1 Office, Research and Restricted
Industrial District, including the signage plan for the Subject Property as hereby amended; (

iii)

continued compliance by the Applicant with all other applicable provisions ofthe Zoning Ordinance
of the Village of Deerfield;

SECTION 6: That the amendment to the approved signage plan for the Subject Property
hereby approved and authorized as an amendment to the Special Use Planned Unit Development of
the Subject Property shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of Applicant and Applicant' s
successors, grantees, transferees and assigns, and any violation of the conditions hereinabove set
forth by Applicant or its successors, grantees, transferees or assigns shall authorize the revocation of

the amended Special Use hereby authorized.
SECTION 7: That. the Village Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to record this
Ordinance in the. office of the Recorder of Deeds of Lake County, Illinois, at Applicant' s expense.
SECTION 8: That this Ordinance, and each of its terms, shall be the effective legislative act

of a home rule municipality without regard to whether such Ordinance should: (

a) contain terms

contrary to the provisions of current or subsequent non -preemptive state law; or, ( b) legislate in a
manner or regarding a matter not delegated to municipalities by state law. It is the intent of the
corporate authorities of the Village of Deerfield that to the extent that the terms of this Ordinance

should' be inconsistent with any non =preemptive state law, this Ordinance shall supersede state law
in that regard within its jurisdiction.
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SECTION 9: That this Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from and after its passage,

approval and publication in pamphlet form as provided by law.

PASSED this

17th

AYES:

Benton,

NAYS:

None (

ABSENT:

day of
Feldman,

December ,

Jester,

Rosenthal,

0)

None (

ABSTAIN:

None (

APPROVED

this.

2007.

0)

0)

17th

ATTEST:

V' lage Clerk

8=

Seiden,

Struthers (

6)

EXHIBIT A

200 WILMOT

ROAD:

PRINCIPAL
CORNER

THAT PART OF THE SOUTH '/ 2 OF THE NORTHWEST %

OF THE

OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 43 NORTH, RANGE 12, EAST OF THE THIRD

SOUTHEAST %

MERIDIAN,

DESCRIBED

OF THE SOUTH %

AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING

AT THE SOUTHEAST

OF THE NORTHWEST ' /< OF SECTION

31; THENCE WEST

SECTION, A DISTANCE OF 192. 3 FEET; THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG A LINE FORMING AN ANGLE TO THE RIGHT OF 72 DEGREES,
40 MINUTES, 55 SECONDS, WITH THE PRECEDING LINE EXTENDED 691. 7 FEET; THENCE
ALONG

THE SOUTH

EAST ALONG

LINE OF SAID %

A LINE FORMING

AN ANGLE

TO THE RIGHT OF 107 DEGREES,

20 MINUTES,

05 SECONDS, WITH THE PRECEDING LINE EXTENDED, AND ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF
SAID SOUTH' / z OF THE NORTHWEST %
EAST LINE OF THE SAID QUARTER

OF THE SOUTHEAST %

QUARTER

SECTION

OF SECTION

AND THENCE

31, TO THE

SOUTH

ALONG

THE SAID EAST LINE OF SAID QUARTER QUARTER SECTION TO THE POINT OF
BEGINNING,

ALSO
OF THE SOUTHEAST % OF SECTION 31, TOWNSHIP 43

THAT PART OF THE EAST'/
NORTH,

RANGE

12, EAST OF THE THIRD

PRINCIPAL

MERIDIAN,

DESCRIBED

AS

FOLLOWS: COMMENCING AT A POINT 68 4/ 7 RODS NORTH OF THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF SAID SECTION; THENCE NORTH 516. 13 FEET, THENCE WEST 80 RODS;
THENCE SOUTH 20 RODS; THENCE EAST 10 RODS; THENCE SOUTH 11 3/ 7 RODS;
THENCE

EAST 70 RODS TO THE PLACE

THAT PART OF THE SOUTHWEST %
THE SOUTHEAST %
RANGE

OF BEGINNING,

ALSO

OF THE SOUTHEAST %

OF THE SOUTHEAST ' /< OF SECTION

12, EAST OF THE THIRD

PRINCIPAL

OF THAT PART THEREOF

TAKEN

THE NORTHERN

TOLL HIGHWAY

ILLINOIS

MERIDIAN,

BY THE ILLINOIS
IN CASE

AND THE WEST 10 RODS OF

31, TOWNSHIP

WHICH

TOLL HIGHWAY
NO. 13890,

43 NORTH,

LIES NORTHEASTERLY
COMMISSION

IN THE COUNTY

FOR
COURT

OF LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS ( EXCEPT THAT PART DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: BEGINNING
AT THE INTERSECTION

OF THE NORTHEASTERLY

LINE OF THAT PART TAKEN

BY THE

ILLINOIS TOLL HIGHWAY COMMISSION FOR SAID NORTHERN ILLINOIS TOLL HIGHWAY
WITH THE EAST LINE OF THE WEST 10 RODS OF THE SOUTHEAST ' /<OF THE
SOUTHEAST ' /e OF SAID SECTION 31; THENCE NORTH ON THE EAST LINE OF SAID WEST
10 RODS, A DISTANCE OF 545. 37 FEET TO A POINT 11 3/ 7 RODS SOUTH OF THE NORTH
LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST ' /< OF THE SOUTHEAST %

OF SAID SECTION

31; THENCE

WEST ALONG A LINE FORMING AN ANGLE TO THE LEFT OF 90 DEGREES, 37 MINUTES,
12 SECONDS WITH THE PRECEDING LINE EXTENDED A DISTANCE OF 264. 24 FEET TO
THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID NORTHERN ILLINOIS TOLL HIGHWAY; THENCE
SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG THE NORTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID HIGHWAY A DISTANCE
OF 603. 43 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING) IN LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
300, 302 AND 304 WILMOT ROAD: THAT PART OF THE SOUTHEAST % OF SECTION 31,
TOWNSHIP 43 NORTH, RANGE 12, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN,
DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: COMMENCING AT A POINT 100 RODS NORTH OF THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION; THENCE NORTH 30 RODS, THENCE WEST 80
RODS; THENCE SOUTH 30 RODS; THENCE EAST 80 RODS TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING,
IN LAKE COUNTY,

ILLINOIS.

Exhibit B

Documents Comprising Amendment
to the Signage Plan for Walgreens Corporate Campus
at 100, 200, 300, 302 and 304 Wilmot Road

1.

Colored rendering of existing and proposed wall signs facing Illinois Tollway on west side

of building at 200 Wilmot Road by Icon Identity Solutions dated 9 -26 -07 and revised
10/ 11/ 07.
2.

Colored rendering of existing and proposed monument ground signs facing Illinois Tollway
on west side of building at 200 Wilmot Road by Icon Identity Solutions dated 9 -26 -07 and
revised 10/ 01/ 07.

3.

Colored rendering of proposed " Walgreens Corporate Campus" monument ground sign on

facing Wilmot Road at 200 Wilmot Road by Icon Identity Solutions dated 9 -26 -07 and
revised 10/ 01/ 07.
4.

Technical drawing of LED illuminated channel lettering by Icon Identity Solutions dated 926- 07 and revised 10/ 11/ 07.

5.

Tear sheet ( p. 312) for KLL Architectural Floodlighting by Lithonia Lighting.
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