VILLAGE OF LAKE BLUFF
SUSTAINABILITY AND COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT AD HOC COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING
Wednesday, November 3, 2021 - 7:00 P.M.
Members of the public may view and participate in the meeting via:
•
•
•

•

In person at the Village Hall Board Room, 40 E. Center Ave.
Online: www.lakebluff.org/VirtualSEC
Dial-in: (312) 626-6799. Enter meeting ID 840 4590 2595. Press # when prompted for a Participant ID.
The meeting will be live-streamed at lakebluff.org/Channel19

AGENDA
1. Call To Order
2. Roll Call
3. Consideration of the October 6, 2021 Special Meeting Minutes
4. Non-Agenda Items and Visitors (Public Comment)
The Co-Chairs will allocate fifteen (15) minutes during this item for those individuals who would like
the opportunity to address the Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee on any
matter not listed on the agenda. Each person addressing the Sustainability and Community
Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee is asked to limit their comments to a maximum of five (5) minutes.
5. General Business
The Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee will entertain requests from
anyone present to modify the order of business to be conducted.
a) Review of Native Landscapes
1. CLCJAWA – Water Treatment Plant at 200 Rockland Rd.
2. Village of Lake Bluff – South Sheridan Road
(McClory Bike Path south of Route 176 viaduct)
b) Backyard Chicken Program
c) Sustainability Plan Progress
6. Village Staff Report
7. Member’s Report
8. Co-Chair’s Report
9. Adjournment

The Village of Lake Bluff is subject to the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990. Individuals with
disabilities who plan to attend this meeting and who require certain accommodations in order to allow them to observe
and/or participate in this meeting, or who have questions regarding accessibility of the meeting or the facilities, are
requested to contact Glen Cole at (847) 234-0774 or TDD number 234-2153 promptly to allow the Village of Lake Bluff
to make reasonable accommodations.

VILLAGE OF LAKE BLUFF
SUSTAINABILITY AND COMMUNITY ENHANCEMENT AD HOC COMMITTEE
SPECIAL MEETING
October 6, 2021
7:00 P.M.
Village Hall Board Room
40 East Center Avenue
DRAFT MEETING MINUTES
1. Call to Order
The Village of Lake Bluff Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee (SEC) met
on August 2, 2021 in the Village Hall Board Room (40 E. Center Avenue) at 7:00 p.m. and the
following members were present:
2. Roll Call
Present:

Marina Carney Puryear, Co-Chair
Brian Rener, Co-Chair
Nanette Barrett
McCamie Cole
Sophia Twichell

Also Present:

R. Drew Irvin, Village Administrator (VA)
Glen Cole, Assistant to the Village Administrator (AVA) (via videoconference)

Co-Chair Rener summarized the purpose, goals, objectives and duties of the SEC for the audience.
3. Consideration of the August 2, 2021 Special Meeting Minutes
Member Twichell moved to approve the August 2, 2021 SEC Meeting Minutes as presented. Co-Chair
Puryear seconded the motion. The motion passed on the following roll call vote:
Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:

(5)
(0)
(0)

Barrett, Cole, Twichell, Co-Chair Puryear and Co-Chair Rener

4. Non-Agenda Items and Visitors
Co-Chair Rener stated that the SEC allocates 15 minutes for those individuals who would like the
opportunity to address the SEC on any matter not listed on the agenda.
There were no requests to address the SEC for items not on the agenda.
5. General Business
a.1) Backyard Chicken Application Review for Lindsey Pigott, 516 Lincoln Avenue
Following a request from VA Irvin, AVA Cole stated that the SEC would, in total, review three chicken
applications this evening consistent with the Village’s chicken regulations.
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AVA Cole explained why Staff had worked with two of the applicants to allow them to keep chickens
on their property before this review was conducted. The Pigott family had a time limited opportunity to
take these chickens in before they were disposed. The Deininger family was moving from Arden Shores
and they had checks that were living with them in unincorporated Lake County and need to close on
their property. AVA Cole said two of the application materials will have photographs of chickens living
in the Village. This is not typical and the Village tries to avoid this but Staff believed the least harm was
done by allowing this action.
AVA Cole introduced the agenda item and said there are currently four chickens living on the property.
He showed photographs of the enclosure located in the back corner of the yard with an adjacent run on
wheels.
Co-Chair Rener provided information as to why the applicants were not in attendance at the meeting
then opened the floor for comment from the commissioners.
Co-Chair Puryear said she thought it was interesting that the dog was friendly with the chickens as that
is sometimes a concern.
Co-Chair Puryear moved to recommend that the Village Administrator approve the Backyard Chicken
Permit as presented with renewal annually without coming before the SEC. Member Twichell seconded
the motion. The motion passed on the following roll call vote:
Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:

(5)
(0)
(0)

Cole, Barrett, Twichell, Co-Chair Puryear and Co-Chair Rener

a.2) Backyard Chicken Application Review for Monika Tincher, 341 East Washington Avenue
AVA Cole introduced the agenda item and said the application materials were disturbed in the packet as
well as the two letters received earlier today. He mentioned that the house is located immediately
adjacent to another Village chicken permit licensee.
Co-Chair Rener opened the floor to questions from the commissioners.
Member Cole asked if the applicants have any experience raising chickens.
Mr. Tincher said she have not had any direct experience but chickens have been a part of her life
because she visited and enjoyed being with the chickens on her grandma farm in Wisconsin.
AVA Cole noted that a number of letters had been received by the Village and read aloud one letter that
had been received without adequate time to distribute to the SEC.
Co-Chair Puryear said she had lived next door to chickens for the past two years and have not had any
skunks, raccoons, foxes that were not present beforehand. To her knowledge there have not been any
additional rodents on her property. She said people walk by all the time with their dogs, there is no odor,
and no incidents have occurred.
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Co-Chair Rener said the SEC did not see any of the concerns that were raised by some residents when
the Village was doing the pilot program and since the Village have allowed the chickens there have been
no issues. He mentioned that the ordinance required the licenses to be renewed every year. There is a
method for neighbors, if there is an egregious issue, to raise complaints to the Village about that permits.
That permit could be theoretically rejected in the future if there were serious complaints about it. He said
there are definitely ways to address issues, but the Village have not seen any issues as of today.
Member Twichell moved to recommend that the Village Administrator approve the Backyard Chicken
Permit as presented with renewal annually without coming before the SEC. Co-Chair Puryear seconded
the motion. The motion passed on the following roll call vote:
Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:

(5)
(0)
(0)

Twichell, Cole, Barrett, Co-Chair Puryear and Co-Chair Rener

a.3) Backyard Chicken Application Review for Chad Deininger, 227 East Blodgett Avenue
AVA Cole introduced the agenda item and said the application materials were disturbed in the packet.
He showed photographs of the enclosure. He said they moved into the property which has a damaged
fence but have installed temporary kennel wire until the repairs are made.
Following the introduction, Mr. Deininger said he spoke with Staff and shared some updated
information and photographs. He said he ran wire underneath to prevent digging and put pavers all the
way around the entire enclosure. The outside fence provides an area for the chickens to roam when we
are present.
Co-Chair Rener opened the floor to comments/questions from the commissioners and public.
As there were no questions, Member Cole moved to recommend that the Village Administrator approve
the Backyard Chicken Permit as presented with renewal annually without coming before the SEC. CoChair Puryear seconded the motion. The motion passed on the following roll call vote:
Ayes:
Nays:
Absent:

(5)
(0)
(0)

Twichell, Cole, Barrett, Co-Chair Puryear and Co-Chair Rener

Co-Chair Rener allowed a brief intermission to allow in-person attendees any opportunity to leave the
meeting. AVA Cole departed the meeting.
b. Presentation - Sandy Hart - Stormwater Management
Co-Chair Rener introduced Lake County Board Chair Sandy Hart.
Ms. Hart introduced herself; Ken Endress, Community Plans Liaison Officer; Commander Andrew
Hunt, Naval Station Great Lakes Public Works Officer; Ashley Spellcheck, Lake County Stormwater
Management Commission (LCSMC) Water Resource Professional; and Kurt Wolford, Lake County
Stormwater Management Commission Executive Director.
Ms. Hart gave a presentation including information about the LCSMC; Skokie River Watershed
Flooding Impacts; Options to Mitigate Flood Damage; Why Now?; and Questions and Next Steps.
Following Ms. Hart’s presentation, Co-Chair Rener opened the floor to questions from the committee.
3

Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee – October 6, 2021

Committee Participation
Member Twichell asked if 40 acre-feet of storage would: (i) satisfy the concerns for the flooding for the
area of Route 41 mentioned in the presentation; (ii) address a 20-year projection of increasing rainfall;
(iii) address flooding in Lake Bluff and alleviate basement flooding.
Mr. Ken Endress described how stormwater drainage works in the area and said that the storage area
would only benefit areas lying west of Green Bay. He said that, while more than 40 acre-feet would
create greater benefits, 40 acre-feet was the minimum to not make things worse. He concurred that
rainfall totals would continue to increase due to climate change and that this was a minimum storage
volume. Following a comment from Co-Chair Rener on increasing storm severity, Ms. Hart emphasized
that they 40 acre-feet was a minimum figure and that they were willing to invest in further storage.
Member Twichell said the SEC is trying to be very proactive around climate change and protecting Lake
Bluff as much as possible for the future.
Member Cole thanked everyone involved in the project and asked for more information about how the
federal infrastructure bill might impact future flooding projects for this area. Ms. Hart said she can not
speak to the federal infrastructure bill, but Congressman Schneider has been out to look at this project
and has recommend federal funding to support work like this in Lake County. She said there is a lot of
wetlands in Lake County and a lot of work that needs to be done. Mr. Endress commented that Lake
County is a suburban county that is continuing to urbanize; that flooding will increase with climate
change and urbanization; and that flooding is unavoidable but the County can work to prevent flood
damage.
Co-Chair Puryear asked what the ideal storage volume is if 40 acre-feet is the minimum. Mr. Endress
said if the trends continue, the 500-year frequency storm will be the new 100-year storm (more
frequent). He explained the other tools available for flood mitigation aside from constructing storage and
said that all of these projects benefit Lake County as well as Chicago and other areas downstream. Ms.
Hart said she was told the 40-acre minimum did look at the 100-year floodplain and noted they do get
people or developers purchasing wetland credits out of Cook County. She said that the Des Plaines and
North Branch Chicago River Watersheds are the most valuable wetland credits in the region.
Co-Chair Rener asked about the process for the physical development of a wetland bank in Lake Bluff.
Ms. Hart described the process, explaining that SMC would be responsible for the excavation and rough
grading and that the Park District would be responsible for the “final layer” of the golf course
improvements. Brian Rener discussed the process further and stated his understanding that some of the
wetland bank’s credit fees are paid in advance and some are paid at an uncertain future date, and that the
money can be put to whatever use the owner desires. Ms. Hart concurred and said that Lake Bluff was
fortunate to have an anonymous donor willing to help pay for native plantings, which would help
manage stormwater in these wetland areas. She said it would be a great opportunity to have both a golf
course and a wetland bank but that the ultimate question is what the residents of Lake Bluff want and
what makes sense for them.
Public Participation
Co-Chair Rener opened the floor to question from in-person and Zoom attendees.
Joseph Sharman inquired of the timing of this project and what is the maximum potential of wetland
banks that can be developed – for example, could Lake Bluff have 400 acres of wetlands banked to
create credits for the community, or is there a cap or limit on?
4

Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee – October 6, 2021

Mr. Endress explained that SMC has been planning for roughly 30 years and discussed the County’s
Wetland Restoration and Preservation Plan (WRAPP) which identifies about 15,000 acres of potentially
restorable wetlands in Lake County. He said that SMC was exploring at least ten other major projects
similar to the possible Lake Bluff project elsewhere. These projects would split about $30 million in
funding, and another $92 million would be dedicated to other projects. He said that other projects under
investigation include areas in Waukegan, North Chicago, and Highland Park. These are all areas along
the Skokie River because the river has a lot of flood problems as it is active and urbanized. The
minimum to move forward is 40 acre-feet of storage, but the County may be able to wait if there’s an
opportunity to build a project that provides greater storage and a greater watershed benefit for the local
community and communities downstream. He emphasized that the timeline is based on deadlines for
funding from the U.S. Treasury, which requires the County to contractually obligate funds by the end of
2024 and fully pay funds by the end of 2026.
Co-Chair Puryear asked if the Village’s recycling center or other locations in Lake Bluff could be used
as a wetland bank. Mr. Endress explained the selection criteria for wetland bank development. He said
that 30% of funds would be released as an advance payment to develop a project, and a subsequent 20%
will be released if the project can demonstrate favorable hydrology, e.g. that there is a water source to
keep the wetland area wet. He said that the Army Corps requires a minimum bank size of 25 acres and
so one acre areas aren’t viable.
Member Twichell said that Illinois has lost around 99.9% of its wetlands, which is another reason why
there is so much flooding in addition to climate change and paving. She asked if this area originally was
wetlands and, so, if the project would really be restoring it to its natural state. Ms. Hart replied that
wetlands were dominant in Lake County and that, while the Skokie River was previously meandering, it
became a manmade ditch because much of the land adjacent to the Skokie River was used for
agriculture. Early development interfered with the natural drainage to drain the fields faster and
straightened, channelized, and deepened the Skokie. It is now very narrow and trapezoidal shaped, so it
overtops its banks quickly and creates a lot of flash flooding. Member Twichell replied that it was an
exciting opportunity.
Ms. Hart thanked Lake County State Representatives and State Senators who provided this opportunity
to SMC.
VA Irvin read aloud a question submitted via Zoom: “Does this watershed project address any of the
flood study areas from the Christopher Burke Engineering Report?” He replied that the answer was no.
Ms. Hart said that this project would help the issues that exist west of Green Bay Road but that there is
money available for other projects.
VA Irvin read aloud a question submitted via Zoom: “Does the SMC covers wetland only construction?
It does not cover any cost to remodel the golf course?” Ms. Hart said the SMC could do the rough
grading, especially if you can keep the fill soil on the property to raise the elevation and alleviate
flooding issues on the golf course. The funding would not cover the “final layer” such as the sand traps
and irrigation system. She said she would assume water out of the pond could be used for irrigation.
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Member Cole asked if there were any concerns regarding fertilizers and pesticides potentially tainting a
restored wetland as golf courses traditionally have a lot of dirty runoff. Ms. Hart said this area already
has runoff from a golf course and this product would exchange some of the acres of treated golf course
to add wetlands with native plants what have really deep roots. She said that native buffers along
shorelines were advantageous in addition to reducing fertilizer use. Mr. Endress added that there is a
buffer requirement along the wetland and that the width of the buffer would be between 50 and 100 feet.
VA Irvin read aloud a question from Janet Murphy Ryan: “Is the modeling based on the 100-year or
500-year storm?” Ms. Hart replied that the 40 acre-feet figure is based on the 100-year storm. The more
that can be built beyond 40 acre-feet will help alleviate the issues associated with greater storm severity.
Mr. Endress explained further and said that a tunnel would be necessary to move water from Route 41
underneath the railroad tracks and to the wetlands, and the size of this pipe will restrict how much water
will move into these projects.
VA Irvin read aloud a question submitted via Zoom: “Is the sale of the wetland credits is not guaranteed
and are not necessarily required, because the developer could pay a fee directly to the wetlands
restoration fund, essentially bypassing having to purchase wetland credits?”
Ms. Hart and Mr. Endress explained the process for paying for stormwater impacts. A developer can
purchase outside of the watershed only if there is nothing available in the watershed. After that, a
developer can only put money in that Wetland Restoration Fund if there are no credits available and it
can only be put in that fund to fulfill SMC mitigation requirements. The Army Corps of Engineers does
not allow contributions to the Wetland Restoration Fund and a permit would not be issued if there are no
available mitigation banks to contribute to. That means designs must change, which has an economic
impact.
In response to a comment from Co-Chair Puryear, VA Irvin said the SEC can recommend the
presentation be giving at a Village Board Meeting. Ms. Hart said that her team will be happy to make
the presentation to whomever is interested.
In response to a comment from Member Twichell, Ms. Hart described the history of the Dalitsch Pond
wetland restoration near the Lake Forest Municipal Services Center.
Andrew Henkel, a Lake Bluff resident, asked who the decision maker is regarding this project and if the
community would have the chance to hear from Sam Beckman (who drew the golf course concepts in
Ms. Hart’s presentation). Ms. Hart replied that she thinks Mr. Beckman would love to talk about the
opportunities. She continued to say that SMC does not force projects and looks for partners and
community engagement on this project. She said she is here to hear feedback on the concept. VA Irvin
replied that the Lake Bluff Park District would be the decision-maker as it is their property. VA Irvin
also said that Mr. Beckman had a conflict today but indicated he would be happy to talk about the
project.
VA Irvin read aloud a question submitted via Zoom by Deborah Fischer: “Am I correct in understanding
that the 40 acre-feet storage plan, whether it is stored on the Navy Base or Lake Bluff, handles mainly
the water that currently floods Route 41? And not necessarily water that floods Lake Bluff?
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Ms. Hart displayed a map of modeled flooding areas and said that this project impacts the entire region
from Illinois Route 137 to Illinois Route 176 and that it creates public safety impacts when U.S. Route
41 closes as well as property damage for homeowners and business owners and flooding of the golf
course. VA Irvin clarified that there are no structures in that area within the Village’s corporate limits.
Mr. Endress agreed that there is no structural damage to homes in Lake Bluff from this flooding. CoChair Rener said that many residents use Route 41 for travel and commerce and so this flooding does
impact the Village. VA Irvin clarified that his point was that Lake Bluff is fortunate because there are
many municipalities that have entire subdivisions within flood areas that are greatly impacted.
Co-Chair Puryear asked if SMC would pursue both the Naval Base and Lake Bluff projects or if they
were mutually exclusive. Mr. Endress replied that some work would be necessary in either scenario
within the Naval Base but the location of the storage is the key question. In response to a question from
Co-Chair Puryear, he clarified that there may be more than one storage area and that the total storage
just needs to add up to 40 acre-feet.
Commander Andrew Hunt provided some history regarding the drainage system at Naval Station Great
Lakes. He said that the Navy had previously provided an easement in the 1990s for a 36-inch pipe to
move stormwater away from Route 41. He said that the Navy also had a 12-inch pipe that moves water
into Commonwealth Edison and Union Pacific rights-of-way. He said that, in 2006, the Naval Station’s
housing contractor eliminated at 20 single family homes and over 150 mobile park homes closest to the
river in order to create three small ponds to take excess water from the river.
Ms. Hart said that, whether SMC builds storage at the Naval Station or partners with the Park District to
build a new course, SMC could still capture 40 acre-feet of flood storage on native properties; fix its
regional floodplain issues; and move on to another project. Depending on the course of action, the golf
course may still flood or a new course would be built resistant to flooding. She emphasized that there
would be no upfront construction costs and that revenue from the wetland credits could be used to build
a new course design or a passive recreation area. She said that the question remains what Lake Bluff
residents really want and what is best for the community.
Tanya Sharman, a Lake Bluff resident, said that it appears there are clear revenue benefits to the people
of Lake Bluff. She would love more open space but the community needs to understand what that means
cost-wise and what the costs are to make a new golf course. She continued to say that the community
needs to understand the tax benefit and what would pay the cost of a future referendum, as well as what
people want in terms of recreation space. Co-Chair Puryear replied that she hopes the Park District
would spend some time understanding these issues as well and that, as a member of a committee trying
to help Lake Bluff be more sustainable, it appears that the community should be all about this.
Ms. Hart said that this issue is not only about what Lake Bluff residents want in terms of recreation
space, or open space, or both - but also how much it would cost. She said that a traditional 18-hole golf
course is unlikely given the revenues and expenses. She emphasized that the community and SMC has a
limited time to act with these funds and discussed the history of a comparable project in Libertyville
Township that had to create a project without the same access to upfront financial support from SMC.
Ben Miller, President of Lake Bluff Open Lands Association (LBOLA), said that although LBOLA does
not have 40 acres to contribute to something like this, LBOLA does have wetland properties that are
adjacent to the Skokie River. He asked if there is any financial support to enhance existing wetlands in
conjunction with a project like this. Mr. Endress replied that, if the land is adjoining, it may count
towards meeting a 25-acre minimum size threshold for an Army Corps of Engineer wetland bank.
7

Sustainability and Community Enhancement Ad Hoc Committee – October 6, 2021

In response to a comment from Ms. Hart, Mr. Miller said Lake Bluff Open Lands have three parcels
then commented on their locations (Rockland Wetlands adjacent to Route 176; Belle Foret near the
Naval Base; and Skokie Preserve south of Route 176) and that these areas would be contiguous with the
golf course. The areas would net 40 acres. Mr. Endress replied that is an argument that could be made
that all of these areas are connected by the river but that a plat of survey would show a different legal
situation than the physical reality. VA Irvin said that he asked the same question previously and was told
that the Skokie Preserve was already deeded as a conservation area and so it would not qualify as a
potential property to be part of something similar. There is also an issue with contiguousness as the the
right of way of Route 176 interrupts the wetland.
Co-Chair Rener thanked Ms. Hart for the presentation and said he thinks that this project is a no brainer
from a sustainability standpoint. He said that this is the type of project the SEC wants to see and that the
SEC hopes these conversations would continue or expand with the Park District. He thinks there are
some financial discussions that are outside of the SEC preview, such as the cost of maintaining the golf
course versus the expenses and the cash analysis. But he thinks that, from a sustainability standpoint,
what Ms. Hart presented was impressive and thanked the presenters.
Co-Chair Rener continued, saying that said flooding continues to be a major problem and that this
problem is an even more pressing issue than property taxes in some areas of the Village. He said that the
Village has also been working diligently in parts of the town, not only from an infrastructure standpoint,
to start making improvements where they can but that it is a huge process. The SEC is also looking at
what property owners individually can do to help the Village and their neighbors.
Ms. Hart thanked the SEC. She noted that Susan Raymoure is on the Lake Bluff Park District Board and
she has been terrific as well as the other members of the Board and that she looks forward to continuing
to work with them and all Lake Bluff residents. She said Lake Bluff residents can very deeply about the
town and want to do the right thing for the community, family, and our neighbors because they love it
here. Ms. Hart thanked the SEC for volunteering to serve.
Co-Chair Rener allowed a brief intermission to allow people time to leave the meeting.
6. Village Staff Report
VA Irvin said he had nothing more to add to the Staff report that was included in the packet.
Co-Chair Rener said they have an issue looming with the number of chicken permits and that is written
into the regulatory and making a recommendation to the Board for that to raise it. He said the next
regular meeting agenda should include a conversation to raise that number of chicken permits and
resume discussion regarding landscape planning.
VA Irvin said the McClory Bicycle Path Bridge project is completed and provided an updated on the
project.
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In response to a comment from Co-Chair Rener, VA Irvin commented on the additional safe route
conversations and planning. He said the Village submitted a plan to the Safe Routes to School grant
program a few years ago for bicycle path lighting and did not get funding, which has placed it further
back in the 10 year capital plan. There was a joint discussion (Village, Lake Bluff School District and
Lake Bluff Park District) to submit a Safe Routes to School plan which included a tunnel at the
intersection of Illinois Route 176 and Green Bay Road but the other entities opted not to proceed. There
was also a recent study at the Metropolitan Mayors Caucus that identified gaps in the Villages sidewalk
system. The Safe Routes to School program looks at a two-mile radius around each of the schools in
Lake Bluff to see where connectivity is missing and submit a grant to close those gaps.
VA Irvin said an engineering firm is designing a Rapid Rectangular Flashing Beacon (RRFB)
installation on Green Bay Road for the school crossing on West Washington Avenue. This installation
would be similar to the existing RRFBs at the Lake Bluff Train Station crossing Sheridan Road. He said
that the Green Bay Road & West Washington Avenue crossing is staffed with crossing guards during
school days but not in the summer months. He said when the Village secured the permit for the Sheridan
Road RRFB it took years and there is now a question as to whether IDOT would issue the Village a
permit to install another RRFB at all.
7. Member’s Report
There was no Member’s report.
8. Co-Chair’s Report
Co-Chair Puryear welcomed members Barrett and Cole to the SEC.
Member Barrett said she is occasionally having trouble hearing because of the masks and the acoustics
of the room are a little different and she may have missed some stuff because she thinks the masks are
not helpful. A discussion followed.
9. Adjournment
As no further business came before the SEC, Co-Chair Puryear moved to adjourn the meeting. Member
Barrett seconded the motion. The motion passed on a unanimous voice vote at 7:59 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,

___________________
Glen Cole
Assistant to the Village Administrator
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MEMORANDUM
Date:

October 29, 2021

To:

Co-Chair Rener, Co-Chair Puryear and SEC Members

From:

Glen Cole, Assistant to the Village Administrator

Subject:
Review of Native Landscapes
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Introduction
The SEC should review two proposed native landscaping plans consistent with the Village’s Landscape
Playbook:
o CLCJAWA Prairie Creation Proposal. Bill Sousie, Executive Director of the Central Lake
County Joint Action Water Agency, has shared the attached proposal that would create a restored
prairie landscape throughout much of CLCJAWA’s frontage along Route 176 / Rockland Road.
Bill Sousie will present the proposal to the SEC Wednesday night.
o South Sheridan Road Landscaping. Jodi Mariano of Teska Associates has prepared a landscape
plan for the Robert McClory Bicycle Path immediately south of the replaced trail bridge. The
plan includes additional landscaping and a bicycle repair station. Jodi will present the plan to the
SEC Wednesday night.
In addition, the Village’s 125 Committee has agreed to fund the proposed paving and furnishings
from its remaining private fundraising as an additional gift to the Village.
Action Requested
The SEC should receive a presentation regarding the CLCJAWA Prairie Creation Proposal and may consider
expressing its support of the plan by motion at the conclusion of its discussion.
The SEC should receive a presentation regarding the South Sheridan Road Landscape plan, review the plan, and
should make a formal recommendation to the Village Board regarding the disposition of the plan (e.g.
implement, implement with modifications, do not pursue at this time).
Attachments.
•
•
•
•
•

Landscape Playbook
CLCJAWA Prairie Creation Proposal.
South Sheridan Road Landscape Plans.
South Sheridan Road Landscape Estimates.
South Sheridan Road Landscape Presentation.
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403 Rockland Road, Suite 2, Lake Bluff, IL 60044 phone 847-450-8290

Proposal for Prairie Creation
Central Lake County Joint Action Water Agency
Water Treatment Plant, Lake Bluff
Date: 9-29-21

Client
CLCJAWA
200 Rockland Road
Lake Bluff, IL 60044

Client Rep.
Bill Soucie
847-582-9215
soucie@clcjawa.com

Project: 21266

Native Restoration Services Rep.
Ryan Stanley
847-347-46864
ryan@nrs-lb.com

Job Site
Areas 1,2 & 3

Thank you for your consideration of this proposal. We look forward to working with you to
enhance the native character for portions of your property, outlined on the attached map. Per our
discussions, we will outline a plan to turn two area of the front of your property into prairie
(Area 1 and 2) as well as sumac removal in another area (Area 3). Areas 1 and 2 are roughly the
same exact size and will be receiving the same treatments, they were separated by your request.

403 Rockland Road, Suite 2, Lake Bluff, IL 60044 phone 847-450-8290

Herbicide Treatment/Site Prep: The first step in converting your lawn to prairie will be to
herbicide all existing turf grass from the area. The turf as well as any other existing weeds will
be competition for the natives we seed, so it is important to kill all the existing turf and weeds.
After, our initial herbicide treatment and after the herbicide has time to take effect, we will prep
the entire area. This will consist of dethatching the entire area to pull up as much dead duff as
possible. This will give us bare dirt which is ideal for seeding.
Cost for Area 1 Herbicide Treatment/Site Prep:
Cost for Area 2 Herbicide Treatment/Site Prep:

$1,274.00
$1,274.00

Seed and Matting Installation: As discussed, we are proposing to install a low-profile native
seed mix as well as erosion control matting. Once the turf has been herbicided and the area has
been prepped it will be ready for seed. We will choose a seed mix that is tailored to your site’s
specific habitat, sunlight, hydrology, and soil conditions. Immediately after seeding we will
install bio-degradable erosion control matting to help protect the seed from predation and water
run-off. An important thing to remember with any native seeding is the fact that native plants are
primarily perennials that, when young, spend most of their energy establishing a deep root
system that will enable the plant to survive summer drought and a long cold winter. Grasses
mature more quickly, but forbs may take from two to four years to mature and flower. Patience is
essential!
Cost to Seed and Matt (Fall/Winter 2021) Area 1:
Cost to Seed and Matt (Fall/Winter 2021) Area 2:

$5,174.00
$5,174.00

Mowing: In the first year of restoration, mowing a site is our recommendation. Native plants
spend the beginning year of their life establishing their root systems and are easily outcompeted
by fast-growing weed species. Mowing several times throughout the year allows us to keep
sunlight on our natives, along with controlling annual and biennial weeds by not letting them go
to seed. It is also ill-advised to use herbicide in the first year to avoid collateral damage to newly
sprouted natives from spraying unwanted weeds.
Cost to Mow 4 Times at $250 each (Spring/Summer 2022) Area 1:
Cost to Mow 4 Times at $250 each (Spring/Summer 2022) Area 2:

$1,000.00
$1,000.00

Stewardship: In the second year of your restoration project, we recommend beginning
managing your natural area through stewardship. Stewardship is the function of maintaining a
natural area over time. This is an ongoing process that will always be necessary for the long-term
health of your natural areas. Stewardship encompasses cutting, pulling and herbiciding services
to ensure that your natural areas remain in good condition. There will always be unwanted weeds
in and around natural areas; however, keeping them at bay is possible. It is crucial that the people
performing these tasks are trained to distinguish between native and alien plants. Our employees
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are trained to distinguish between native and alien plants and all personnel performing herbicide
activities possess an Illinois Herbicide Operator or Applicator license.
5 Visits at $383.00 each (Spring/Summer 2023) Area 1:
5 Visits at $383.00 each (Spring/Summer 2023) Area 2:

$1,915.00
$1,915.00

Controlled Burn: Native species evolved in conjunction with regular fire events. Native
landscapes require occasional fire management to preserve their diversity and health. Weedy
species can quickly dominate a natural area in the absence of fire and other land management
practices. Our burn crew personnel are graduates of the Chicago Wilderness Midwest Ecological
Prescription Burn training program. Led by an Illinois Certified Burn Manager, our crew leaders
have more than three decades experience performing prescribed burns throughout the Chicago
region. Native Restoration Services carries $2,000,000 in liability insurance specifically covering
prescribed burn activities. We will secure all necessary permits for this work, notify neighbors
and post roadway signs during the burn.
Cost for Controlled Burn (Fall 2023) Area 1:
Cost for Controlled Burn (Fall 2023) Area 2:

$749.00
$749.00

Sumac Removal: As discussed, in front of the pond the sumac is beginning to get very
aggressive. While it is a native plant, it a little too aggressive for the area it is in. In an effort to
open back up a view of the pond, we will removal all sumac from the area outline on the attached
map. All sumac will be cut, chipped and each stump immediately herbicided. Chips will be
hauled off site and disposed of at an appropriate location.
Cost for Sumac Removal:

$1,946.00

Respectfully submitted,

Ryan Stanley
To indicate your acceptance of this proposal, including all additions, deletions and attached
terms and conditions, please sign below and return a copy to Native Restoration Services at the
address listed above.
Signature ________________________________

Date: _____________
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Summary Table of Proposed Services:
Proposed Service
Estimated Schedule
Area 1: Herbicide Treatment/Site Prep Immediately
Area 2: Herbicide Treatment/Site Prep Immediately
Area 1: Seeding and Matting
Fall/Winter 2021
Area 2: Seeding and Matting
Fall/Winter 2021
Area 1: Mowing (4 visits)
Spring/Summer 2022
Area 2: Mowing (4 visits)
Spring/Summer 2022
Area 1: Stewardship (5 visits)
Spring/Summer 2023
Area 2: Stewardship (5 visits)
Spring/Summer 2023
Area 1: Controlled Burn
Fall 2023
Area 2: Controlled Burn
Fall 2023
TOTAL FOR PRAIRIE CREATION:
Sumac Removal
Fall 2021
Work Sites

Cost
$1,274.00
$1,274.00
$5,174.00
$5,174.00
$1,000.00
$1,000.00
$1,915.00
$1,915.00
$749.00
$749.00
$20,224.00
$1,946.00
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Seed List

Lo Pro Dry Prairie with Flowers Mix
Native species per mix
Native seeds per square foot
Native FQI NE Illinois
Native FQI Illinois
Native Mean C Value NE Illinois
Native Mean C Value Illinois
Mean W Value NE Illlinois
Mean W Value Illinois

45
116
37.62
35.15
5.61
5.24
3.63
3.43

Graminoids, or grasses, sedges, rushes, and other grasslike plants.
ACRONYMS
S&W
ILL
USDA
vPlants scientific name
BOUCUR BOUCUR BOCU
BOCU Bouteloua curtipendula
CALLOM CALLON CALOM CALOM Calamovilfa longifolia magna
CXBICK CXBICK CABI3
CABI3 Carex bicknellii
CXBREV CXBREV CABR10 CABR10 Carex brevior
CXMUHL CXMUHM CAMU4 CAMU4 Carex Muehlenbergii
Dichanthelium oligosanthes
PANOLS PAOLS
DIOLS
VP-330
scribnerianum {Panicum o s}
ELYCAN ELECAN ELCA4
ELCA4 Elymus canadensis
ERASPE ERASPE
ERSP
ERSP Eragrostis spectabilis
KOECRI KOEMAC KOMA
KOMA Koeleria macrantha {K cristata}
Schizachyrium scoparium
ANDSCO SCHSCO SCSCS
SCSCS
{Andropogon s}

common name
Side Oats Gramma
Sand Reed (sand only)
Bicknells Sedge
Shorter Sedge
Sand Sedge

family
Graminae
Graminae
Cyperaceae
Cyperaceae
Cyperaceae

type
Nt P-Grass
Nt P-Grass
Nt P-Sedge
Nt P-Sedge
Nt P-Sedge

S&W S&W wet S&W wet Illinois IL wet IL wet
C
index
acro
C
index acro
8
5
UPL
7
5
UPL
5
10

5
5

UPL
[UPL]

8
8

5
1

UPL
FAC-

4

3

[FACU]

4

0

FAC

5

5

UPL

5

5

UPL

Scribners Panic Grass

Graminae

Nt P-Grass

4

3

Canada Wild Rye
Purple Love Grass
June Grass

Graminae
Graminae
Graminae

Nt P-Grass
Nt P-Grass
Nt P-Grass

4

1

7

5

UPL

7

5

Little Bluestem

Graminae

Nt P-Grass

5

4

FACU-

5

4

3

5

FACU

3

3

FAC-

4

1

UPL

3

5

height
1.5-3.0 (2.3)
4.0-6.0 (5.0)
2.0-3.0 (2.5)
1.0-3.0 (2.0)
1.5-2.5 (2.0)

color
na
na
na
na
na

M A M

J

bloom time
J A S O N
❀ ❀

❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀

❀ ❀

FACU

0.5-1.5 (1.0)

na

❀ ❀ ❀

FAC-

2.0-4.0 (3.0)
0.5-1.0 (0.8)
1.0-2.0 (1.5)

na
purple
na

❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀

UPL
UPL

FACU- 1.5-3.5 (2.0)

❀

❀

❀

❀

❀

❀

na

☘ ☘
❀

☘

☘ ☘

seeds/oz
6,563
10,000
27,813
26,875
14,688

seeds/lb
105,000
160,000
445,000
430,000
235,000

lb/ac
2.500
0.063
0.063
0.250
0.063
0.015

seeds/ acre seeds/ftsq % by weight % by count
262,500
6.03
22.24%
5.21%
10,080
0.23
0.56%
0.20%
28,035
0.64
0.56%
0.56%
107,500
2.47
2.22%
2.13%
14,805
0.34
0.56%
0.29%
2,670

0.06

11,125

178,000

7,500
362,500
175,000

120,000
5,800,000
2,800,000

1.000
0.063
0.188

120,000
365,400
526,400

2.75
8.39
12.08

8.90%
0.56%
1.67%

2.38%
7.25%
10.44%

15,625

250,000

3.500

875,000

20.09

31.14%

0.13%

17.36%

0.05%

53

68.56%

45.88%

7.705

2,312,390

seeds/oz
19,375
31,250

seeds/lb
310,000
500,000

lb/ac
0.063
0.063

seeds/ acre seeds/ftsq % by weight % by count
0.45
19,530
0.56%
0.39%
0.72
31,500
0.56%
0.63%

250,000

Graminoid totals
Forbs
ACRONYMS
S&W
ILL
USDA
AMOCAN AMOCAN AMCA6
ANECYL ANECYL ANCY

common name
family
vPlants scientific name
Leadplant
Leguminosae
AMCA6 Amorpha canescens
Thimbleweed
Ranunculaceae
ANCY Anemone cylindrica
Artemisia campestris caudata
ARTCAU ARTCAM ARCAC ARCAC
Beach Wormwood
Compositae
{A caudata}
Butterfly Weed
Asclepiadaceae
ASCTUB ASCTUB
ASTU
ASTU Asclepias tuberosa
Leguminosae
BAPLEA BAPLAC BALE2 BAALM Baptisia lactea *B alba macrophylla* White Indigo
Brickellia eupatorioides corymbulosa
KUHEUC BRIEUP BREUC BREUC
False Boneset
Compositae
{Kuhnia e c}
New Jersey Tea
Rhamnaceae
CEAAME CEAAME CEAM
CEAM Ceanothus americanus
Bittersweet
Celastraceae
CELSCA CELSCA
CESC
CESC Celastrus scandens
Partridge Pea
Leguminosae
CASFAS CASFAS CHFAF
CHFA2 Chamaecrista fasciculata (Cassia f)
Lanceleaf Coreopsis
Compositae
CORLAN CORLAN COLA5 COLA5 Coreopsis lanceolata
Prairie Coreopsis
Compositae
CORPAL CORPAL COPA10 COPA10 Coreopsis palmata
Tall Coreopsis
Compositae
CORTRI CORTRP COTR4
COTR4 Coreopsis tripteris
White Prairie Clover
Leguminosae
PETCAN DALCAN DACAC DACA7 Dalea candida {Petalostemum c}
Purple Prairie Clover
Leguminosae
PETPUR DALPUR DAPUP DAPU5 Dalea purpurea {Petalostemum p}
Illinois Ticktrefoil
Leguminosae
DESILE DESILE
DEIL2
DEIL2 Desmodium illinoiensis
Flowering Spurge
Euphorbiaceae
EUPCOR EUPCOR EUCO10 EUCO10 Euphorbia corollata
Grassleaf Goldenrod
Compositae
SOLGRG EUTGRA EUGR5 EUGR5 Euthamia graminifolia {Solidago g}
Viscid Grassleaf Goldenrod Compositae
SOLGYM EUTGYM EUGY
EUGY Euthamia gymnospermoides {Solidago g}
Roundhead Bushclover
Leguminosae
LESCAP LESCAP LECA8
LECA8 Lespedeza capitata
Slender Bush Clover
Leguminosae
LESVIR LESVIR
LEVI7
LEVI7 Lespedeza virginica
Button Blazing Star
Compositae
LIAASP LIAASP
LIAS
LIAS Liatris aspera
Lupinus
perennis
Wild
Lupine
Leguminosae
LUPPEO LUPPER LUPE3
LUPE3
Horse Mint
Labiatae
MONPUN MONPUN MOPUV MOPUV Monarda punctata villicaulis
Evening Primrose
Onagraceae
OENBIE OENBIB
OEBI
OEBI Oenothera biennis
Oligoneuron album {Aster
Upland White
ASTPAT SOLPTA OLAL2
SOPT4
Compositae
ptarmicoides} *Solidago p*
Goldenrod, Stiff Aster
SOLRIG
RUDHIR
RUDSUB
SOLNEM
SOLSPE
ASTLAE

SOLRIG
OLRIR
RUDHIR RUHI2
RUDSUB RUSU
SOLNEM SONE
SOLSPE
SOSP2
ASTLAE SYLAL3

ASTAZU ASTAZU

SYOOO

Oligoneuron rigidum {Solidago r}
Rudbeckia hirta
Rudbeckia subtomentosa
Solidago nemoralis
Solidago speciosa
Symphyotrichum laeve {Aster l}
Symphyotrichum oolentangiense
ASOO4
{Aster azureus} *A o*
TROH Tradescantia ohiensis
VEST Verbena stricta
VEFA2 Vernonia fasciculata
VEVI4 Veronicastrum virginicum
SORI2
RUHI2
RUSU
SONE
SOSP2
ASLA5

TRAOHI TRAOHI
TROH
VERSTR VERSTR
VEST
VERFAS VERFAS VEFA2
VERVIR VERVIM VEVI4
v032813
All items subject to availability. Mix composition may vary seasonally


❀
❀

☘

[Abc]
{Abc}
*Abc*

Key
main bloom
extended bloom

Stiff Goldenrod
Black-eyed Susan
Sweet Coneflower
Oldfield Goldenrod
Showy Goldenrod
Smooth Aster
Azure Aster
Ohio Spiderwort
Hoary Vervain
Common Ironweed
Culvers Physic

Compositae
Compositae
Compositae
Compositae
Compositae
Compositae

type
Nt Shrub
Nt P-Forb

S&W S&W wet S&W wet Illinois IL wet IL wet
C
index
acro
C
index acro
9
6

5
5

UPL
UPL

8
8

5
5

UPL
UPL

Nt B-Forb

5

5

UPL

4

5

UPL

1.5-2.5 (2.0)

green

❀ ❀ ❀

4,000,000

0.063

252,000

5.79

0.56%

5.00%

Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb

7
8

5
2

UPL
FACU+

5
6

5
3

UPL
FACU

1.5-2.0 (1.3)
2.0-4.5 (3.3)

orange
white

❀ ❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀

5,500
1,875

88,000
30,000

0.063
0.125

5,544
3,750

0.13
0.09

0.56%
1.11%

0.11%
0.07%

Nt P-Forb

6

5

UPL

6

5

UPL

1.0-2.0 (1.5)

cream

❀ ❀

30,625

490,000

0.015

7,350

0.17

0.13%

0.15%

Nt Shrub
Nt W-Vine
Nt A-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt B-Forb
Nt B-Forb

6
4
5
5
6
5
9
9
6
2
4

5
5
4
3
5
0
5
5
5
5
-2

UPL
[UPL]
FACUFACU
UPL
FAC
UPL
UPL
UPL
UPL
FACW-

8
2
1
5
6
4
9
8
5
3
3

5
3
4
3
5
0
5
5
5
5
-2

UPL
FACU
FACUFACU
UPL
FAC
UPL
UPL
UPL
UPL
FACW-

❀

5

0

FAC

5

-1

FAC+

4
4
6
7

3
5
5
5

FACU
UPL
UPL
UPL

4
5
7
8

3
5
5
5

FACU
UPL
UPL
UPL

5

5

UPL

5

5

8,188
1,800
3,438
11,875
12,188
15,750
27,500
18,750
4,375
8,750
550,000
308,750
10,938
13,125
15,500
1,094
96,875
90,000

131,000
28,800
55,000
190,000
195,000
252,000
440,000
300,000
70,000
140,000
8,800,000
4,940,000
175,000
210,000
248,000
17,500
1,550,000
1,440,000

0.188
0.031
0.156
0.250
0.063
0.063
0.031
0.250
0.015
0.031
0.031
0.046
0.250
0.031
0.250
0.375
0.063
0.063

24,628
893
8,580
47,500
12,285
15,876
13,640
75,000
1,050
4,340
272,800
227,240
43,750
6,510
62,000
6,563
97,650
90,720

0.57
0.02
0.20
1.09
0.28
0.36
0.31
1.72
0.02
0.10
6.26
5.22
1.00
0.15
1.42
0.15
2.24
2.08

1.67%
0.28%
1.39%
2.22%
0.56%
0.56%
0.28%
2.22%
0.13%
0.28%
0.28%
0.41%
2.22%
0.28%
2.22%
3.34%
0.56%
0.56%

0.49%
0.02%
0.17%
0.94%
0.24%
0.32%
0.27%
1.49%
0.02%
0.09%
5.41%
4.51%
0.87%
0.13%
1.23%
0.13%
1.94%
1.80%

UPL

2.0-3.0 (2.5)
white
4.0-15 (8.0)
white
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
yellow
1.0-3.0 (2.0)
yellow
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
yellow
4.0-7.0 (6.0)
yellow
1.5-2.5 (2.0)
white
1.5-2.5 (2.0)
purple
4.0-6.0 (5.0)
blue
1.0-2.5 (1.5)
white
1.0-4.0 (2.0)
yellow
2.5-5.5 (4.0)
yellow
2.0-3.0 (2.5) green white
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
purple
1.5-4.0 (2.5)
lavender
1.5-2.5 (2.0)
blue
1.5-2.5 (2.0)
purple
3.0-6.0 (4.5)
yellow

0

3

FACU

1

3

Nt P-Forb

10

0

[FAC]

9

5

UPL

0.8-1.0 (0.9)

white

Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb

4

4

FACU-

4

4

FACU-

1

3

FACU

2

3

FACU

9
4
7
9

2
5
5
5

FACU+
UPL
UPL
UPL

5
3
7
8

-3
5
5
5

FACW
UPL
UPL
UPL

3.0-6.0 (3.5)
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
2.0-4.0 (3.0)
0.5-1.5 (1.0)
1.0-4.0 (2.0)
2.0-3.5 (2.5)

yellow
yellow
yellow
yellow
yellow
blue

UPL

2.0-3.0 (2.5)

Compositae

Nt P-Forb

8

5

UPL

7

5

Commelinaceae
Verbenaceae
Compositae
Scrophulariaceae

Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb
Nt P-Forb

2
4
5
7

2
5
-3
0

FACU+
UPL
FACW
FAC

3
2
5
6

2
5
-3
0

5.61

3.63

5.24

3.43

FACU

FACU+ 1.5-2.5 (2.0)
UPL
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
FACW 3.0-6.0 (4.0)
FAC
2.0-4.0 (3.0)


Yellow is uncertain data

blue
blue
blue
purple
white

OBL = -5, FACW+ = -4, FACW = -3, FACW- = -2, FAC+ = -1, FAC = 0, FAC- = 1, FACU+ = 2, FACU = 3, FACU- = 4, UPL = 5.
Graminoids include Graminae (grasses), Cyperaceae (sedges), Juncaceae (rushes), Sparganaceae (burreeds), and Acoraceae (sweetflag)
Forbs are herbs and select shrubs, which typically behave as herbaceous in a fire managed context, both having more or less showy flowers.

fall leaf color
fruit color
new scientific name
old scientific name
transitional name

color
blue/gold
white

New and old scientific names are relative terms. Many 'new' names are actually names that were in use 80 to 100 years ago, but
were replaced by the names with which we have become accustomed. New is used in the sense that the names have recently come
into use or will be soon in Illinois.

M A M

J

bloom time
J A S O N

height
1.0-2.0 (1.5)
1.5-2.5 (2.0)

❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀

❀ ❀
❀ ❀
❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀
❀
❀ ❀
❀ ❀
❀
❀ ❀

❀
❀
❀
❀ ❀
❀

 
❀ ❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀
❀

❀

❀
❀
❀
❀
❀ ❀

❀ ❀

❀ ❀ ❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀

❀

❀

❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀
❀ ❀ ❀

62,500

1,000,000

0.015

15,000

0.34

0.13%

0.30%

40,625
93,750
46,250
206,250
106,250
68,750

650,000
1,500,000
740,000
3,300,000
1,700,000
1,100,000

0.094
0.125
0.125
0.063
0.063
0.063

61,100
187,500
92,500
207,900
107,100
69,300

1.40
4.30
2.12
4.77
2.46
1.59

0.84%
1.11%
1.11%
0.56%
0.56%
0.56%

1.21%
3.72%
1.84%
4.13%
2.13%
1.38%

87,500

1,400,000

0.063

88,200

2.02

0.56%

1.75%

9,125
146,000
33,125
530,000
29,375
470,000
875,000
14,000,000
Forb totals
Graminoid forb totals

0.063
0.125
0.125
0.031
3.534
11.239

9,198
66,250
58,750
434,000
2,727,496
5,039,886

0.21
1.52
1.35
9.96
63
116

0.56%
1.11%
1.11%
0.28%
31.44%
100.00%

0.18%
1.31%
1.17%
8.61%
54.12%
100.00%
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Terms & Conditi ons
This proposal, when accepted by you, the Customer, becomes a binding contract.
This proposal may be withdrawn by Native Restoration Services, Inc. if not accepted and agreed to within 45 days.
Any alterations or deviations from specifications involving extra costs will be executed only upon written order, and will become an
extra charge over and above the total stated in contract. Substitutions shall be made only on written amendment of this contract, signed,
and dated by you, the Customer, and Native Restoration Services, Inc.
The work required in this contract shall be commenced within a reasonable time following the date of acceptance.
Native Restoration Services, Inc. shall not be in breach of this contract if performance is made impossible by an act of Nature,
governmental action, shortages of labor or materials, or any other event not within the control of Native Restoration Services, Inc.
All material is guaranteed to be delivered and installed as specified and work to be performed in accordance with the scope details
submitted in our proposal. All work will be completed in a substantial workmanlike manner for the sum stated in the contract.
Unless otherwise specified, Customer agrees that Native Restoration Services, Inc. bears no responsibility for obtaining any applicable
building or location permits or permissions required by any unit of government, association of home owners or adjacent land owners.
Customer agrees that any and all permit fees, inspection fees or other fee or tax not set forth in the proposal will not be part of the
proposal price set forth above; and the Customer shall be solely responsible for paying all such permit, inspection or other fees and
taxes.
Customer agrees to follow installation and maintenance instructions provided by Native Restoration Services, Inc. for a period of 60
days following installation. Unless otherwise agreed, Customer is responsible for common sense watering practices for all installed plant
material.
Tax Exempt Customers: Any Customer eligible for tax exempt status will not be charged state sales tax for materials under this contract
only when the Customer provides Native Restoration Services, Inc. a copy of their State’s official tax exempt status notification form,
which includes the tax exempt number. Failure to provide this form may result in Customer being charged sales tax for materials under
this contract.
Customer agrees that Native Restoration Services, Inc. must have access to the property where contract is to be performed and, while
using reasonable care, may cause damage to the property. Customer agrees that Native Restoration Services, Inc. shall not be
responsible for such damages resulting while using reasonable care.
A one-third deposit will typically be specified in the above contract. Payment in full is due at completion of work authorized under this
contract. Invoicing for interim payments or payments equaling a percentage of work completed may also be submitted to Customer
during contract at the discretion of Native Restoration Services, Inc. Any sum not paid on the due date shall bear interest at a rate of
1.5% monthly and may be subject to a 60.00 late fee.
Customer agrees to pay all costs and attorneys’ fees incurred by Native Restoration Services, Inc. in litigation or other proceedings
including mechanics’ liens arising from this contract, should Native Restoration Services, Inc. prevail, regardless of which party initiates
the proceeding.
Native Restoration Services, Inc. is fully insured carrying liability insurance, worker’s compensation insurance and automobile
insurance. Certificate of Insurance will be made available at Customer’s request.
This agreement shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Illinois.
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BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME
Amelanchier arborea / Common Serviceberry
Betula papyrifera 'Renci' TM / Renaissance Reflection Paper Birch
Cercis canadensis / Eastern Redbud
Ostrya virginiana / American Hornbeam
Quercus rubra / Red Oak
Ulmus americana 'Princeton' / Princeton American Elm

SIZE
3" Cal.
3" Cal.
3" Cal.
3" Cal.
3" Cal.
3" Cal.

CONTAINER
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B
B&B

SPACING
AS SHOWN
AS SHOWN
AS SHOWN
AS SHOWN
AS SHOWN
AS SHOWN

SHRUBS
CEA
DIE

QTY
148
94

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME
Ceanothus americanus / New Jersey Tea
Diervilla lonicera / Dwarf Bush Honeysuckle

SIZE
24" Spread
24" Spread

CONTAINER
CG
CG

SPACING
2` O.C.
2` O.C.

GRASSES
PAN
SPO

QTY
145
284

BOTANICAL / COMMON NAME
Panicum virgatum / Switch Grass
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1 gal.
1 gal.

CONTAINER
CG
CG
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2` O.C.
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Liatris spicata 'Kobold Original' / Kobold Original Spike Gayfeather
Rudbeckia fulgida 'Blovi' / Viette's Little Suzy Coneflower
Symphyotrichum novi-belgii 'Wood's Purple' / Wood's Purple New York Aster

SIZE
1 gal.
1 gal.
1 gal.
1 gal.

CONTAINER
CG
CG
CG
CG

SPACING
18" O.C.
18" O.C.
18" O.C.
18" O.C.
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CANOPY TREES

SHRUBS

CEANOTHUS AMERICANUS
NEW JERSEY TEA

DIERVILLA LONICERA
DWARF BUSH HONEYSUCKLE

PERENNIALS + GRASSES
QUERCUS RUBRA
RED OAK

ULMUS AMERICANA
PRINCETON AMERICAN ELM

UNDERSTORY TREES

BETULA PAPYRIFERA
RENAISSANCE REFLECTION PAPER BIRCH

CERCIS CANDENSIS
EASTERN REDBUD

ECHINACEA ‘PRAIRIE SPLENDOR’
PRAIRIE SPLENDOR CONEFLOWER

RUDBECKIA FULGIDA ‘VIETTE’S LITTLE SUZY
LITTLE SUZY BLACK-EYED SUSAN

SYMPHYOTRICHUM ‘WOOD’S PURPLE’
WOOD’S PURPLE ASTER

LIATRIS SPICATA ‘KOBALD’
KOBALD GAYFEATHER

SPOROBOLUS HETEROLEPIS
PRAIRIE DROPSEED

PANICUM VERGATUM
SWITCHGRASS

OSTRYA VIRGINIANA
IRONWOOD

AMELANCHIER ARBOREA
COMMON SERVICEBERRY

LAKE BLUFF ILLINOIS
SOUTH SHERIDAN ROAD LANDSCAPE PLAN
PLANT PALETTE

JULY, 2021

South Sheridan Road Landscape Plantings
VILLAGE OF LAKE BLUFF

27-Jul-21

TREE PLANTINGS
DESCRIPTION

DECIDUOUS TREES, 3" CAL
PLANTING SOIL MIX (4" DEPTH)
MULCH, SHREDDED HARDWOOD BARK (3" DEPTH)

UNIT

EACH
CU YD
CU YD

UNIT PRICE

$
$
$

QUANTITY

800.00
87.00
75.00

50
5
3
SUBTOTAL
5% CONTINGENCY
TOTAL

TOTAL COST

$
$
$
$
$
$

40,000.00
435.00
225.00
40,660.00
2,033.00
42,693.00

SPLIT RAIL FENCE
DESCRIPTION

UNIT

LF

SPLIT RAIL FENCE

UNIT PRICE

$

QUANTITY

22.00

200
SUBTOTAL
5% CONTINGENCY
TOTAL

TOTAL COST

$
$
$
$

4,400.00
4,400.00
220.00
4,620.00

PAVING AND FURNISHINGS
DESCRIPTION

UNIT

SQ FT
EACH
EACH

CONCRETE PADS
BENCH
BIKE REPAIR STATION

UNIT PRICE

$
$
$

QUANTITY

338
6
1
SUBTOTAL
5% CONTINGENCY
TOTAL

8.00
2,500.00
2,000.00

TOTAL COST

$
$
$
$
$
$

2,704.00
15,000.00
2,000.00
19,704.00
985.20
20,689.20

UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS - OPTION A, CONTAINERIZED PLANTINGS
DESCRIPTION

PERENNIALS + GRASSSES, 1 GAL
SHRUBS, 5 GAL
PLANTING SOIL MIX (4" DEPTH)
MULCH, SHREDDED HARDWOOD BARK (3" DEPTH)

UNIT

EACH
EACH
CU YD
CU YD

UNIT PRICE

$
$
$
$

QUANTITY

26.00
85.00
87.00
75.00

807
242
40
32
SUBTOTAL
5% CONTINGENCY
TOTAL

TOTAL COST

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

20,982.00
20,570.00
3,480.00
2,400.00
47,432.00
2,371.60
49,803.60

UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS - OPTION B, SEED MIX
DESCRIPTION

Wildflower Seed Mix
SHRUBS, 5 GAL
PLANTING SOIL MIX (4" DEPTH)
MULCH, SHREDDED HARDWOOD BARK (3" DEPTH)

UNIT

SY
EACH
CU YD
CU YD

UNIT PRICE

$
$
$
$

7.00
85.00
87.00
75.00

QUANTITY

165
242
40
32
SUBTOTAL
5% CONTINGENCY
TOTAL

TOTAL COST

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

1,155.00
20,570.00
3,480.00
2,400.00
27,605.00
1,380.25
28,985.25

Lake Bluff South Sheridan Road
Landscape Enhancements
SEC Presentation | November 3, 2021

AGENDA
1. Project intro, study area + scope
2. Recommended plant + furnishings palette
3. Concept presentation
4. Q+A / Discussion

STUDY AREA, SCOPE + PROJECT GOAL

Goal: Enhance the south Sheridan Road entry to Lake Bluff with
improvements that reflect the Village’s corridor plan direction.

Sheridan Place and Artesian Park

Mid Block Crossing south of Sheridan Road Cutoff

Pedestrian Bridge Reconstruction and Sheridan Rd Cutoff

Metra Station and East Scranton Avenue

PAST PLANNING EFFORTS | Landscape Playbook
Split rail fencing

Naturalistic plantings behind
mown lawn

CURRENT PLANNING EFFORTS | Downtown Streetscape

PLANTINGS RECOMMENDATIONS

TRAIL AMENITIES OPTIONS

Traditional Bench Option A

Traditional Bench Option B

Bike Pump

TRAIL AMENITIES OPTIONS

Sculptural Bench Option A

Sculptural Bench Option B

CONCEPT PLAN + ENLARGEMENTS

Sheridan Place
Crossing

Mid Block Crossing
south of Sheridan
Road Cutoff

Bike Path Node

BUDGET COSTS
BASE COSTS
TREE PLANTINGS
SPLIT RAIL FENCE
PAVING + FURNISHINGS

$43,000
$ 5,000
$21,000

TOTAL BASE COSTS

$69,000

UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS - OPTION A
CONTAINERIZED PLANTINGS

$50,000

(TOTAL OPTION A: $119,000)

UNDERSTORY PLANTINGS - OPTION B
SEED MIX

$30,000

(TOTAL OPTION B: $99,000)

THANK YOU AND Q+A

MEMORANDUM
Date:

October 29, 2021

To:

Co-Chair Rener, Co-Chair Puryear and SEC Members

From:

Glen Cole, Assistant to the Village Administrator

Subject:
Chicken Keeping Regulations
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Introduction
The Village first adopted a pilot program to allow for backyard chicken keeping on January 8, 2018 and
adopted these regulations formally into the Village Code on February 9, 2021. At present, there are nine active
chicken licenses in the Village and no substantiated complaints regarding any licensee.
Staff recommends the SEC review and discuss two issues that have arisen in administering the chicken
licensing program:
•

License Cap. The pilot program had a cap of five active licenses. When adopted into the Village Code in
2021, the cap was increased to ten active licenses. At that time, there were four active licenses. There are
now nine active licenses. The SEC should consider if, and to what, the cap should be raised to. The SEC
could recommend future increases to the cap.

•

Review Process. The pilot program included provisions for public notice and review of chickenkeeping applications. These provisions were kept when the pilot programs were adopted by Ordinance.
It is not clear from the SEC’s recommendations and dialogue whether it intended to recommend that
these provisions to remain in place after the conclusion of the pilot program. In reviewing the past
eleven public reviews of chicken-keeping permits, Staff notes that:
o Some exigent circumstances, such as closing on a new home or adopting chickens from another
owner, make it difficult to accommodate the timeline to conduct a public review.
o It can cause excessive delays for an applicant if the SEC is unable or does not desire to conduct a
monthly meeting.
o Most dialogue and opposition from neighbors at the review meetings is generally applicable to
chicken-keeping or would apply to most residences in the Village (see attached examples).
o The SEC has not previously recommended denial of any applications.

The SEC should articulate the goals it desires to achieve through a public review process are and weigh
these goals and benefits against the costs (to the Village and the applicant) of a public review process.
Action Requested
The SEC should review and discuss these two items and may consider recommending amendments to the
Village Board by motion.

Page 1 of 2

Background and Additional Information
For a condensed review of the deliberations and record around these two provisions, see the following excerpts:
o November 13, 2017 Committee-of-the-Whole - Packet / Minutes
o November 29, 2017 SEC - Packet / Minutes
o January 11, 2021 Committee-of-the-Whole – Packet / Minutes
o February 8, 2021 Village Board – Packet (starting pg. 39)
On the North Shore, the Village of Deerfield, the City of Highland Park, and the City of Evanston all have
similar chicken licensing programs. None of these communities cap the number of licenses; Evanston enacted
their ordinance with a cap of 20 that automatically expired after the first year. All three issue their permits
administratively and none require a public review, hearing, or recommendation prior to issuance of a license.
The Village of Deerfield and the City of Evanston require that the applicant “show proof of notice to all
adjacent landowners” and request that the applicant submit a form signed by each notified landowner as proof.
If the SEC were to recommend a similar route, Staff would recommend that other forms of notice (such as via
mail) must be accepted or, alternatively, that the Village continue to administer the notice process itself.
No other Village process triggers notice to nearby property owners without some public forum or other recourse
offered to the person receiving the notice. If the SEC would recommend requiring notice of a coop permit being
issued, it should articulate what goals it desires to achieve through the notice process.
Attachments.
•
•
•

Chicken-keeping regulations.
Current chicken-keeping application with summary.
File communications in opposition to chicken applications.
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Backyard Animal License Application
Village of Lake Bluff, Illinois
Introduction
The Village allows residents to keep chickens and bees in their backyards after
obtaining a license. First-time applicants must pay an application fee of $100 and
are subject to both an inspection and review of their application at a public meeting
of a Village advisory body following notice to adjoining property owners. Licenses
expire March 1 each year, no matter when first issued. Renewal applications require
no fee and no public review.
Applicant Information
Name: _____________________________

Address:

_____________________________

Phone: _____________________________

E-mail:

_____________________________

License requested (select one):

Chickens

Bees

Application type (select one):

Initial

Renewal

For initial applications only, attach the following documents:
_____ A statement (one page or less) describing why you wish to pursue this activity; how you will
ensure that adjacent properties are not inconvenienced; and describing any relevant experience or
training you have. Refer to the Criteria for Applicant Review on the next page.
_____ A site plan showing where the shelter, fencing, signage, etc. will be erected.
Note the distances separating these structures from rear and side lot lines.
(You may use a survey of your property, or refer to Lake County Maps for a map to sketch upon.)
_____ Attach a drawing of any shelter you plan to build, or a catalog page of any pre-fabricated shelter
you intend to purchase.
My initials on each line indicate that I understand and agree to abide by the following conditions:
_____ I authorize Village officials to inspect the shelter and living conditions of these animals.
_____ I will ensure that the animals will be kept and maintained at all times in a safe and
sanitary manner and will not, at any time, constitute or contribute to a public nuisance.
_____ I will ensure that the animals do not violate the animal control ordinances of Lake Bluff. I will
not allow them to run at large, emit disturbing noises or odors, or otherwise disturb the peace.
_____ I will notify the Village if there are substantial changes to the shelter arrangements described
herein.
_____ If my property is subject to private deed restrictions, covenants, or conditions,
said documents do not prohibit the activities allowed by this license.
In accordance with the Lake Bluff Municipal Code, I will continue to meet all of the foregoing conditions
and requirements. I hereby swear or affirm that all information in this application is, to the best of my
knowledge and belief, true and correct.
Signature

_________________________________________________________ Date: _______________

Rev. March 2021

Chicken Specific Regulations
Village of Lake Bluff, Illinois
Single-Family Dwellings: Only residents of single-family dwellings may apply.
Limit Upon Number: No fewer than two adult chickens, and no more than six,
adult chickens may be owned by any licensee at any one time.
Female Chickens: Only female chickens may be owned or maintained on a
licensee’s property.
Sale of Eggs Prohibited: The licensee shall not sell eggs produced upon the property.
Slaughtering: No slaughtering of chickens shall occur in public view.
Chicken Enclosure:
i.

Chickens shall be kept in a pen, coop, run, or chicken tractor.

ii.

No chicken enclosure shall be erected or maintained within 10 feet of any occupied residence
other than that of the licensee.

iii.

Chicken enclosures shall only be erected or maintained in the rear yard and behind the
principal structure on the licensee’s lot; except that the advisory body reviewing an
application may, for good cause shown, allow enclosures to be sited at an alternative location
on a lot that provides a similar level of visual screening, security, and privacy. No special
notice or procedure is required to grant this exception.

iv.

Chicken enclosures shall provide at least four square feet of area for each chicken housed.

v.

Chicken enclosures must be maintained in a sound and useable condition.

vi.

Chicken enclosures must be constructed of sturdy and weather-resistant materials,
such as, without limitation: wire, wood, hardware cloth.

vii.

Chicken enclosures shall be resistant to predators. All access doors must be able to be shut
and locked. All opening windows and vents must be covered with predator-proof wire with
less than one-inch openings.

Open Space: Chickens shall be provided with adequate open space in the form of either an enclosed
chicken run or a yard fully enclosed by a fence.
Sanitation: The enclosure and open space must be kept clean and sanitary at all times.
Rodent Protection: All feed and other items associated with the keeping of chickens shall be protected
from or to prevent rats, mice, or other rodents from gaining access to or coming into contact with the feed.
Nuisances: No licensee shall license:
i.

Noxious or offensive odors from chicken-keeping, including the odor of chickens or manure,
to be perceptible at or beyond the boundary of the licensee’s property;

ii.

Offensive noise from chickens that disturbs the peace at any time; or

iii.

Any other public or private nuisance resulting from the licensed activity, whether by litter,
droppings, feathers, waste, or attraction of pests or rodents.

State Registration: The licensee shall submit a livestock premises registration form to the Illinois
Department of Agriculture, and shall provide a copy of the submitted form to the Village unless the
Department shall stop accepting residential chicken registrations.
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Bee Specific Regulations
Village of Lake Bluff, Illinois
Single-Family Dwellings: Only residents of single-family dwellings may apply.
Limit Upon Number: No more than three hives may be kept upon a property.
Hives:
i.

No hive shall be erected or maintained within five feet of any property
line, or within 10 feet of any sidewalk, path, or residence.

ii.

Hives must have removable combs that can be inspected.

iii.

Hives must be maintained in a sound and useable condition.

iv.

Hives shall only be erected or maintained in the rear yard and behind the principal structure
on the lot.

Fences and Barriers:
i.

Enclosure: Except where a residential rear yard is fenced, an area no less than 20 feet by 25
feet (20’x25’) shall be enclosed by fencing or a hedge with a secure gate.

ii.

Flyway Barrier: A flyway barrier shall be maintained at least six feet in height consisting of a
solid wall, fence, dense vegetation or combination thereof that is parallel to the property line
and extends 10 feet beyond the colony in each direction so that all bees are forced to fly at an
elevation of at least six feet above ground level over the property lines.

iii.

A single structure may satisfy both the enclosure and flyway barrier requirements.

iv.

Signage shall be provided warning of the presence of a bee hive on the property. Such
signage shall comply with all other regulations of the Municipal Code.

Water: Each licensee must ensure that a convenient source of water is available at all times to the bees so
that the bees will not congregate at swimming pools or other water sources where they may cause human,
bird, or domestic pet contact. The water shall be maintained so as not to become stagnant.
Queens: In any instance in which a colony exhibits unusually aggressive characteristics by stinging or
attempting to sting without due provocation, or exhibits an unusual disposition towards swarming, the
colony shall be re-queened. Queens must be selected from stock bred for gentleness and non-swarming
characteristics.
State Registration: The licensee shall submit a colony registration form to the Illinois Department of
Agriculture, and shall provide a copy of the submitted form to the Village unless the Department shall
stop accepting residential hive registrations.

Rev. March 2021

Advisory Review Considerations
Village of Lake Bluff, Illinois
The Village requires that a first-time license for a bee-keeping or chicken-keeping
application must be reviewed at a public meeting of a Village advisory body
after notice to adjacent property owners. At the meeting, the advisory body
will review the application and consider whether or not to recommend approval
based on the following standards:
•

General Standard: The extent that the application demonstrates the applicant
will provide adequately for health, shelter, food, water, and yard conditions.

•

Compliance with the Regulations: The extent that the application demonstrates
that the applicant and the proposed activity will comply with all additional standards
imposed on it (see previous pages).

•

Lot Size and Situation: The shape, size, and location of the lot, principal structure, and keeping area;
and the extent that these conditions tend to mitigate or exaggerate the potential that an adjoining
property owner or others may be negatively affected by the proposed keeping. The advisory body
shall show preference to those applications which demonstrate large lot sizes, screening, or other
unique conditions which minimize the aforesaid potential.

•

Prior Violations: If the applicant has been the subject of any valid complaint documenting a
violation of the program or any nuisance, property maintenance or animal control regulations
contained in the Lake Bluff Municipal Code.

•

Experience or Training: The applicant’s training, education, or prior experience in keeping the
animal requested.

•

Unique Health Circumstances: If residents of adjoining or nearby property present evidence that
they suffer from a health condition whereby the proposed keeping may pose a unique risk to their
health.

•

Public Testimony: Testimony and other evidence received from the public during the advisory
body’s consideration of the application, to the extent that such testimony concerns the specific
circumstances of the application and not the general propriety of the proposed activity.

Rev. March 2021

10/6/21, 1:52 PM

Chicken Keeping Application: 341 E. Washington Avenue - Glen Cole

Chicken Keeping Application: 341 E. Washington Avenue
Shawn Gore <shawngore@aol.com>
Wed 10/6/2021 12:48 PM
To: Glen
Cc:TK

Cole <gcole@lakebluff.org>;

Gore <tkgore@gmail.com>; Shawn Gore <shawngore@aol.com>; Drew Irvin <dirvin@lakebluff.org>;

Dear Mr. Cole,
We are writing to speak out against the application by Monika Tincher to keep chickens on her property.
As a family, we absolutely love the idea of raising chickens. However, having moved to East Lake Bluff, we understand that
the nature of our very compact residential neighborhood is not conducive to raising chickens while still being good
neighbors. Our yards are too small and close to our neighbors to make raising chickens work.
We share the back corner of our lot with 341 E. Washington and we are very concerned about the following:
-Potential for attracting rodents. Even with the utmost of care, feed will be spilled (especially by young children caring for
the chickens) and it will attract rodents and other animals. Those rodents will not stay at 341 E. Washington and will likely
become a nuisance in neighboring yards as well.
-Potential for attracting predators. We have many dogs living in close proximity and their safety is at risk when you bring
in a new potential food source.
-Distruption of our family pets. We own bird hunting dogs and they have already been going crazy trying to smell what
is going on in the corner of our property at connects to 341 E. Washington. To have live chickens on the other side of our
fence will make it extremely difficult for us to allow our dogs in our own backyard.
-Potential for noise. We understand that roosters are not allowed, but hens still do make noise. We don’t leave our dogs
outside unattended so as not to disturb my neighbors, that will not be an option with chickens that live outside
permanently.
We live in very close proximity to our neighbors, our neighborhood is residential and not one where people should be
allowed to raise livestock.
Sincerely,
Shawn and T.K. Gore
Owners, 334 E. North Avenue
Cell: 202-415-0804
Email: shawngore@aol.com

https://email.lakebluff.org/owa/#viewmodel=ReadMessageItem&ItemID=AAMkADIxYmJhYTRkLTJmYmUtNGE4Ni1hNGRlLTU1ZWRhM2FlYjBlOABG…
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Chicken Permit Request - Glen Cole

Chicken Permit Request
Janice Price <jdprice55@aol.com>
Wed 10/6/2021 2:06 PM
To: Glen

Cole <gcole@lakebluff.org>;

Mr. ColeI am the property owner at 336 E. North Avenue and am opposed to raising chickens in the neighborhood.
The compact nature of the lots do not deem it appropriate to raise livestock. Concerns with rodents, fox and
coyote present potential danger and disruptions to all neighbors.
I would appreciate your consideration concerning this matter.
Thank you
Janice Price
Sent from my iPhone

https://email.lakebluff.org/owa/#viewmodel=ReadMessageItem&ItemID=AAMkADIxYmJhYTRkLTJmYmUtNGE4Ni1hNGRlLTU1ZWRhM2FlYjBlOABG…
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Glen Cole
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bianca Catalano <bkmcatalano@gmail.com>
Wednesday, October 6, 2021 4:23 PM
Glen Cole
re: Chicken request at 341 E. Washington Ave.

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Flag for follow up
Completed

Dear Mr. Cole,
This letter is in regarding the application of our neighbors for chicken keep at 341 E. Washington Ave. in Lake
Bluff, under the legal name of Monica Tincher.
My husband and I are very supportive at the thought/idea of chickens being kept local however it raises some
concerns being on such small properties. We are in very close proximity to the chicken coop. I am extremely
concerned with what rodents/mice will be attracted to our property that may be difficult to contain.
Another concern we have is the idea that wild animals may become attracted to the scent of the chickens/waste
and will be coming around our home. We have children and a very small dog.
Our yard is fenced in but the fence is old and weak, it may not contain a hungry wild animal and the Tincher
family has not suggested a replacement to contain their new addition.
Please let us know what can be done as this is a residential, quiet neighborhood in very close proximity to one
another and doesn't seem suitable for livestock.
thank you,
Frank and Bianca Catalano
323 E. Washington Ave.
630-290-8506
bkmcatalano@gmail.com
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Glen Cole
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Lori Hunter <lorihunter11@yahoo.com>
Friday, April 9, 2021 9:11 AM
Glen Cole
Willard M. Hunter
Request to raise chickens in East Lake Bluff

Hi Glen,
As a follow up to our conversation today, my husband, Willard Hunter and I own a home at 319 E North Ave and we are
opposed to the neighbor's request to raise chickens at 312 E Scranton Ave. The lots are so small in our area and
chickens are noisy and dirty and they attract predators that may in turn attack our dogs. We are animal lovers but you
need ample space to raise chickens properly.
Please make sure that the Lake Bluff Council members are aware that we live in close proximity and are opposed to the
request.
Thank you.
Lori Krieger Hunter

1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Katie Cronin-Eveleigh
Glen Cole
Request for chicken permit at 312 East Scranton Avenue
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 11:57:53 AM

Good morning, Mr. Cole,
I live with my children at 320 East Scranton Avenue and have been raising my children there
for almost 18 years. I have spoken to Healther Fowler and have expressed my concern with
the location of the chickens particularly on such a small lot. She has been very kind and I do
not wish to create any animosity and I understand these are her pets which makes this
difficult. That being said, I have deep concerns with the current proposed location as I will
see the coop from my kitchen sink, island seating, dining room, office, mudroom and
driveway. Upon research and discussing this with others who have chickens, it is my
understanding that this will absolutely attract animals like coyotes, fox, racoons and mice/rats,
be noisy and possibly smell. I also have a herding breed dog who will be very agitated with
chickens next door and will be barking like crazy. For these reasons, I object to the addition
of 6 chickens and if approved request that the current location be changed to along the north
side of their garage.
Warm regards,
Katie and family
The following letter will be signed by all neighbors and dropped of at the village office
tomorrow:
This letter is a response to the request for an accessory permit for chickens at 312 East
Scranton Avenue. While we as neighbors are excited to welcome a new family to 312 East
Scranton Avenue, we as a group object to the accessory license to house chickens as the close
proximity of the chickens to neighboring properties will create a nuisance, be a detriment to
the quiet enjoyment of our property, and negatively impact the residential character that the
owners of the neighboring properties have enjoyed for decades.
Local ordinance 2021-2 states that it shall be unlawful to keep, harbor or house [...] poultry in
any place in the village that is:
1. Within 200 feet of any dwelling or building that is used for human habitation; 2. On any lot
or parcel of land that is less than 10 acres of land;
3. Within 100 feet of the lot line of the adjacent parcel of land or lot of real estate; OR,
4. On any lot or parcel of land where the same presents a health hazard or nuisance of any
kind.
Upon review of the application to the Accessory Licenses requested, it is clear that the Fowler
request to house chickens fails to comply with any of the above restrictions and the
surrounding neighbors object to approval as it will be a nuisance to neighboring properties
surrounding 312 East Scranton Avenue. Specifically, the license request does not meet
requirements stated under local ordinance 2021-2 and the accessory license will cause a

nuisance for the following reasons:
The chicken coop will be placed within 200 feet of the home and extremely close to
neighboring homes. It is our understanding that chickens can be loud, particularly loud when
laying eggs. The chickens will be heard when sitting outside from at least three adjoining
properties. In addition, the coop will be viewable from windows preventing the enjoyable use
of one's own property.
The Fowler family requesting the accessory license is moving from a sizable lot. The
ordinance allows chickens on a lot of 10 acres. 312 East Scranton is very urban and less than
one acre of land. The property is nowhere near 10 acres and the placement will be very close
to outside patios where the chickens will be heard from both inside and outside neighboring
homes. The neighboring lots are less than one acre as well.
The chicken coop as requested will be placed within 100 feet of the lot line; cutting into
existing tree roots, within sight of neighboring houses (from kitchen windows, dining areas,
bedrooms, shared driveways and backyards). This will without a doubt negatively impact the
residential character of the surrounding properties, which all have long-term owners. The
addition of chickens to this close quarter urban setting will be a nuisance to neighbors
preventing neighbors who have been here from 18 to 60 years from the quiet use and
enjoyment of our properties for the reasons stated above.
While it appears that an exception to the above restrictions can apparently be made through an
accessory license, the scope of the original restrictions found in the ordinance are instructive
in this matter, as it is clear that the allowance of livestock, including poultry on Village land
was intended for much larger properties than 312 East Scranton. Indeed, unlike a larger
property, the property at 312 East Scranton is in very close proximity to neighboring
properties, and the proposed house chickens will present both a visual, audio (and perhaps
odor) intrusion on the quiet enjoyment of the neighboring properties.
It is for these reasons that we as neighbors wholly object to the accessory license for chickens
located at 312 East Scranton Avenue.

________________________________
Katie Cronin-Eveleigh
In-house Senior Counsel, Human Resources Senior Director

Tel: 847.607.8577
ceveleigh@veritashealth.com

Spine-health.com | Arthritis-health.com
Sports-health.com | Pain-health.com
*** CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE*** This message and any included attachments are from
Veritas Health, LLC (owner and operator of Spine-health.com, Arthritis-health.com, Sportshealth.com, and Pain-health.com) and are intended for the addressee only. The contents in this
message may contain confidential information belonging to the sender that is legally
privileged. Unauthorized forwarding, printing, copying, distribution, or use of such
information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If you are not the addressee, please
promptly delete this message and notify the sender of the delivery error by e-mail or contact
the Veritas Health, LLC at admin@veritashealth.com. Veritas Health reserves the right to
view all communications into and out of the company and senders shall have no expectation of
privacy.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Alexandria Havlick
Glen Cole
Tommy Snyder
Chicken Keeping Application - 312 E Scranton - Concerns
Wednesday, April 14, 2021 1:28:28 PM

Dear Mr. Cole,
We just purchased our first home at 311 E. North Avenue, and are moving in next week. We
received a letter regarding the Chicken Keeping Application that our neighbors are planning
on moving forward with. Our backyard shares a fence line with 312 E. Scranton Ave.
While we don't have experience with chickens, we do have concerns with noise, potential
smell, and potential pests the chickens might bring to the neighborhood (mice, coyotes, etc).
We are also concerned with the proposed proximity of the structure and our property line.
Local ordinance 2021-2 states that it shall be unlawful to keep, harbor, or house poultry in any
place in the village that is within 100 feet of the lot line of the adjacent parcel of land or lot of
real estate. We understand this restriction can be overturned with an accessory license we just
wanted to raise our concerns for consideration.
We are very much looking forward to joining the Lake Bluff community and meeting the
Fowler's.
Thank you,
Alex and Tommy Snyder

AUGUST 22, 2020
Glen Cole, Assistant to the Village Administrator
40 East Center Avenue, Lake Bluff, IL 60044
Dear Glen,

We are in receipt of your letter regarding the chicken permit review process for Amy Lucas. We are objecting to
the issuance of this permit for the following reasons:
1.

2.

3.

463 Green Bay Rd. has shown a constant disregard for their animals and neighbors over the last two years.
They have two dogs that aggressively bark all day, which is highly disruptive to the neighborhood. In fact,
while we haven’t called the police, in an effort to directly discuss with them, many neighbors have called in
complaints regarding their animals. We encourage the administrator to investigate those complaints. One
dog in particular, barks at children who are trying to play in their own backyard. This pattern of ignoring
existing animals will extend to any additional animals on her property. We have no confidence that the
chickens will not create an additional nuisance for the neighborhood.

463 Green Bay Road, among other homes in the area, has extensive water drainage problems. The water from
this yard runs directly down grade and significantly pools at the property line, which in turn washes directly
into the backyard of 460 Pine Court and 466 Pine Court. The homeowners at those residences installed, per
village approval with the city engineer, pumps to move pooling water to the Pine Ct. street, to avoid yard and
home flooding, but water still ultimately enters all the property and pools. The residences have worked with
463 Green Bay Road to take on their excess water to attempt to alleviate the problem for all impacted
residences. If a coop is present in this scenario, the excess water will contain chicken waste which will cause
an uninhabitable scenario in our yards. This problem is further compounded by the fact that there are twelve
children on the block under the age of 10 that regularly play in the yards and street where chicken waste will
be present. Salmonella, campylobacteriosis, and avian influenza viruses are known to be associated with
chicken coops, so allowing one to be present, with waste flowing into yards and streets, will create a public
health danger to the residents living closely together.
We also have concerns about a chicken coop drawing in predators so close to other homes and property.
There are multiple dogs of all sizes that live around the area, so there may be a legitimate issue with having
prey animals, dogs and wild predators located so close to other residences.

In sum, while we applaud the Village for looking into ways to improve the land and environment, we feel a chicken
coop in the scenario at issue is highly inappropriate and dangerous. Green Bay Rd. and Pine Court simply do not

have enough land spacing to justify such a permit approval, especially given the nuisance and health/safety
concerns voiced by the following residents listed below.
Thank You,

Adam Bautista and Megan Bautista (466 Pine Ct.)

Matthew Cyr and Michelle Kohut (460 Pine Ct.)
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CAD Narrative
01/08/2020 : 13:35:04 tserdar Narrative: Officer responded to 463 Green Bay Rd. for a barking dog complaint. Upon arrival officer
observed the dogs to be inside the residence, and only barked upon officer's approach. No violations were observed. Serdar 130
01/08/2020 : 13:21:59 jkniskern Narrative: NO CALLER TO BE SEEN
01/08/2020 : 13:20:26 jkniskern Narrative: DOG BARKING FOR OVER AN HOUR
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CAD Narrative
12/27/2017 : 15:39:50 rbrezinski Narrative: Officer responded to 463 Green Bay Road for a report of a black lab in the back yard
barking. Officer arrived on scene and could hear the dog barking from the street. Officer met with the resident and advised of the
complaint, the resident agreed to bring the dog in the house. No further assistance was needed and officer cleared. 125 Brezinski
12/27/2017 : 15:22:21 sbrown Narrative: CALLER FEARS IT IS TOO COLD FOR THE DOG TO BE OUT
12/27/2017 : 15:22:13 sbrown Narrative: LARGE BLACK DOG
12/27/2017 : 15:22:07 sbrown Narrative: DOG IS OUT SIDE THE HOUSE AND BARKING
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CAD Narrative
09/09/2017 : 23:48:43 egehrke Narrative: Officer responded to 463 Green Bay Road for a report by a refused complainant of a dog
barking for over 20 minutes. Officer met with the homeowener who said he had fallen asleep and will let the dog in. No further service
required and Officer cleared. Gehrke #129
09/09/2017 : 23:25:49 jcossarek Narrative: NO SEE CALLER
09/09/2017 : 23:25:26 jcossarek Narrative: DOG BARKING FOR 20 MINS
09/09/2017 : 23:25:21 jcossarek Narrative: HOUSE TO THE NORTH
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MEMORANDUM
Date:

October 29, 2021

To:

Co-Chair Rener, Co-Chair Puryear and SEC Members

From:

Glen Cole, Assistant to the Village Administrator
Samantha Lenoch, Administrative Intern

Subject:
Sustainability Plan Progress
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Introduction
The Village adopted its Sustainability Plan in June 2019 and has been implementing the plan since. Staff has
prepared the attached spreadsheet which aims to capture progress made towards the full realization of the Plan
over the last two years. In summary:

Progress

Progress

Priority
No Progress
Limited Progress
Substantial Progress
Complete

No Progress
Limited Progress
Substantial Progress
Complete

High
4
4
7
1
16
(36%)

Medium
14
3
4
0
21
(47%)

Low
4
2
2
0
8
(18%)

High
9
1
4
0
14
(31%)

Difficulty
Medium
5
3
5
1
14
(31%)

Low
8
5
4
0
17
(38%)

22 (49%)
9 (20%)
13 (29%)
1 (2%)
45

22 (49%)
9 (20%)
13 (29%)
1 (2%)
45

Action Requested
The SEC should review progress made towards implementing the Sustainability Plan after two years. It should
consider if it concurs with the Staff progress report and, at future meetings, discuss any possible clarifications
amendments to the Plan that it would recommend to the Village Board. The Sustainability Plan, as it may be
amended, should form the foundation of the SEC’s future work plan.
Attachments.
•
•

Sustainability Plan
Draft progress report spreadsheet.

#

Action

Priority

Difficulty

(SR) Solid Waste Management and Recycling. Achieve recycling rates over 60% through a combination of waste reduction, materials reuse, and active promotion and expansion of recycling.
Conclude the SWALCO study of commercial recycling. At the study’s conclusion, choose either to provide Village commercial trash
High
Medium
SR-1
and recycling service via franchise, or partner with private haulers and businesses to improve recycling rates.
Add recycling containers in public realm spaces, with a goal of providing one recycling container adjacent to each public trash can.
Consider requiring privately maintained street recycling containers to be provided where trash containers are provided and review
SR-2
High
Low
these arrangements during commercial site plan reviews. Label public trash cans as “Landfill” prominently to encourage thoughtful
personal waste habits.
Explore how to monitor and incentivize commercial sustainable business practices, especially for businesses required to seek a
SR-3
Low
High
special use permit or other zoning relief to operate.
Monitor the use and effectiveness of the Village’s existing recycling policies and publish a report annually on their success.
SR-4
Medium
Low

SR-5

Proactively and regularly educate residents on Village programs and self-help opportunities to better manage waste. Use
communications, signage, event outreach, and Village business practices to reach residents continually. Focus initially on improving
use of the Village’s food scrap program, as well as reducing residents use of single-use bags, straws, and take-away containers.

High

Work to reduce the Village’s paper consumption by improving electronic notifications and billing, eliminating paper workflows, and
Medium
encouraging the use of recyclable products for public events.
Support and promote “Bring Your Own Bag” efforts by retailers and in the community, as well as other programs that promote the use
of recyclable bags and discourage single-use waste. Monitor State legislative action that would impose a fee for single-use plastic
SR-7
Medium
bags.
Partner with schools to educate students about the importance of recycling and conduct programs such as “Waste Wednesday,”
where students try to reduce their waste footprint. Celebrate the success of school recycling programs in the report contemplated by
SR-8
Medium
SR-4.
(EC) Energy Conservation. Leverage improvements in energy efficiency and alternative energy to reduce Lake Bluff’s single largest source of carbon emissions.
Consider designation as a SolSmart community to demonstrate our commitment to solar development.
EC-1
Medium
Analyze the installation of a model renewable solar energy system at a municipal facility; consider implementation based on projected
Medium
EC-2
return-on-investment from incentives and energy savings.
In lieu of regulation, explore how to monitor and incentivize commercial use of green technologies, such as renewable energy or
EC-3
Low
sustainable building materials. Consider aligning programs to rating systems such as LEED or Energy Star.

SR-6

Progress @ 2021

Notes

Complete

The Village awarded an exclusive commercial franchise in July 2021 including free recycling and the availability of
community-wide commercial composting. Exclusivity begins in October 2022.

Limited Progress
No Progress
No Progress

Low

Substantial Progress

The Village is one of four municipalities participating in a USDA grant-funded program to improve composting
awareness in the SWALCO region. The first round for deliverables includes newsletter and social media content.
The Village has

Medium

Substantial Progress

The Village continues to make substantial progress moving water bills, vehicle stickers, and building plan review
to papeless workflows.

Low

No Progress

Low

No Progress

Medium

No Progress

High

Substantial Progress

High

Limited Progress

EC-4

Consider an optional program that allows residents to participate in the wholesale purchase of electricity from 100% renewable
sources if Village-wide electrical aggregation once again becomes economical.

Low

Medium

Substantial Progress

EC-5

Partner with Lake Bluff School District #65 and Lake Forest High School to reduce vehicular idling through education and outreach.

High

Medium

No Progress

EC-6

Offer a plug-in hybrid charging station at the Metra Parking Lot and consider installation in other areas.

Low

Low

Limited Progress

Medium

Medium

No Progress

High

High

Substantial Progress

Low

Medium

No Progress

Assess the feasibility of utilizing alternative fuels (e.g. compressed natural gas, plug-in electric, or hybrid electric) in the Village’s fleet
vehicles as well as the fleets of Village contractors.
(WC) Water Conservation. Continue to reduce per capita usage of Lake Michigan water.
Continue to investigate and seek solutions to system water loss.
WC-1

EC-7

WC-2

Provide benchmarking information and tips to residents on their water bills that help residents compare their usage with neighbors.

Consider tiered rate structures that incentivize conservation by charging more per gallon to more intense users of the Village’s
Medium
High
potable water.
Review lawn irrigation practices in the Village; communicate information on conservation practices (e.g. times of day, moisture
WC-4
Low
Low
sensors) and consider other regulatory steps.
(SW) Stormwater Solutions. Become more resilient to natural hazards and our changing climate by implementing professional stormwater management practices that incorporate natural features.

WC-3

SW-1
SW-2
SW-3
SW-4

Provide effective public information on stormwater solutions to equip homeowners to protect their property from flooding and damage.
Support the installation of green infrastructure (e.g. Best Management Practices) on private property. Consider establishing programs
that would provide or reimburse homeowner equipment (e.g. rain barrels).
Lead by example by incorporating green infrastructure in public facility and street improvements.
Enable and provide guidance on the appropriate use of permeable pavement solutions in development. Where impervious surface
limits apply, consider providing a realistic offset to stormwater calculations where permeable solutions are used.

It is difficult to pursue this action at this time due to COVID-19 restrictions in schools.

Since 2019, the Village has participated in Illinois' first community solar program in Elgin and applies roughly
88,600 kWH annually in community solar credits to its facilities.
In 2020, the Village enacted a 100% waiver of permit costs to install electric vehicle chargers, as well as a 25%
reduction to permit costs for projects that earn LEED or PHIUS certifications.
The Village is a partner in the state's largest "price match" aggregation program, which moves some (but not all)
Village electricity customers to an alternative supplier in order to generate a cash payment to the Village. The
Village Board has not yet determined the use of these funds, but some communities are using these funds to
purchase Renewable Energy Certificates (RECs) to apply to community electricity consumption. Seperately, the
Village is a partner in the state's largest municipally sponsored Community Solar program for residents (10 MW of
capacity).

The Village is currently preparing a Downtown Streetscape Plan with the Architectural Board of Review. The
scope of the planning process includes possible locations for plug-in charging stations. The State of Illinois only
recently (Sep. 2021) enacted programs to fund planning and installation for plug-in charging stations.

The Village has replaced virtually all water meters to more accurately measure and report usage.

No Progress
No Progress

High

Low

Substantial Progress

Medium

Low

No Progress

High

High

No Progress

Medium

Medium

No Progress
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The Village is currently preparing a Downtown Streetscape Plan with the Architectural Board of Review. The
scope of the planning process includes future installation of recycling and waste containers.

The Village updated its “Stormwater Solutions” page with help for homeowners and advertised this updated
information in the On The Bluff newsletter.

#

Action

Priority

Difficulty

Progress @ 2021

SW-5

Explore public recognition programs, including the establishment of a local recognition program, for homeowners that implement
green infrastructure such as native plantings, grading, and swales (see NS-6).

Medium

High

No Progress

SW-6

Following the conclusion of the Village’s stormwater study later in 2019, plan for public improvements recommended by the study.
Given goal NS-2, give particular interest to projects that mitigate risks to ravines.

High

High

Substantial Progress

The Village’s 2021-2022 Capital Improvement Program includes $60,000 to plan and construct storm sewer
improvements. The Village Board continues to evaluate dedicated funding sources for stormwater improvements,
including a stormwater utility fee.

High

Medium

Substantial Progress

The Village adopted its Thematic Landscape Identity, Gateway, and Corridor Plan in 2019. This document has
formed the basis of the Library's Seed Library, commercial landscaping in the Lake Bluff Business Park, and
native landscaping proposed at the Robert McClory Bike Path.

(NS) Natural Spaces. Restore and protect Lake Bluff’s valuable, unique, and native natural resources.
Publish a list of recommended native and adapted species which support the Village’s natural beauty, increase and which will
continue, through diversity, to increase resilience against plant disease outbreaks, and support pollinator populations. Lead by
NS-1
example by using these on municipal properties and in rights-of-way. Evaluate their application in site plan review of commercial
landscapes.

NS-2

NS-3
NS-4
NS-5
NS-6

Continue to lead in ravine maintenance, protection, and restoration. Pursue partnerships with outside agencies and private
landowners that preserve ravines. Consider zoning changes to shift future development further away from vulnerable table land.
Allocate resources for collaborations by the Village and community partners that remove invasive species. Emphasize buckthorn
removal and, where appropriate, replacement with native privacy screening. Support Lake County’s goals concerning buckthorn
eradication.
Provide interpretive signage for restoration and natural resource projects that raise awareness and convey importance.
Educate residents on managing lawns and gardens using natural products and low-impact practices that reduce usage of pesticides,
fertilizers (especially phosphate-based fertilizers), and other chemical lawn treatments
Promote recognition programs for homeowners such as Openlands’s Conservation@Home certification and the Million Pollinator
Garden Challenge. Explore the establishment of a local recognition program (see SW-5).

NS-7

Pursue creation of neighborhood gardens that utilize open land and allow residents to grow food cooperatively. Promote home food
gardens, and continue thoughtful pilot programs that support urban agriculture, such as the keeping of chickens and bees, at home.

NS-8

Emphasize the maintenance of historic and heritage trees. Promote the establishment of new native trees, such as oaks and
hickories, to begin to replenish Lake Bluff’s tree canopy.

(LP) Light Pollution. Balance economic and security needs with our small-town character and charm.
Provide information about the LEED-ND Light Pollution Reduction standard to applicants for commercial site plan review.
LP-1

LP-2

Provide for the Architectural Board of Review to consider LEED-ND lighting standards when evaluating commercial site plans.

LP-3

Consider recommendation of a zoning code amendment that restricts harmful and excessive public and private lighting (75).

High

High

Substantial Progress

Medium

Medium

Substantial Progress

Medium

Low

Limited Progress

Medium

Low

No Progress

Low

Low

No Progress

Low

Medium

Substantial Progress

Medium

Low

Limited Progress

Medium

Low

No Progress

Medium

Medium

Limited Progress

High

Medium

Limited Progress

(BP) Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation. Promote transportation methods that impose lesser impact on our environment, promote our health, and improve our recreational opportunities and quality of life.
Adopt a bicycle and pedestrian plan that identifies levels of service, gaps in pedestrian and bicycle networks, and barriers to active
BP-1
High
High
No Progress
transportation; and proposes solutions that improve connectivity for non-motorized transportation users.

BP-2

Continue to incorporate bicycle and pedestrian specific improvements in the Village’s Capital Improvement Program, especially in
conjunction with road reconstruction projects (e.g. Complete Streets). Prioritize projects that increase the number of residents within
a ten-minute walk to a park via a dedicated sidewalk or trail.

BP-3

Consider pursuing designation as a Bicycle Friendly Community or as a Walk Friendly Community.

BP-4

Provide bicycle parking at municipal facilities, in business districts, and at key public destinations. Design public bicycle parking to
meet professional standards for number, location, and type.

BP-5
BP-6
BP-7
BP-8
BP-9

High

Medium

Limited Progress

Medium

High

No Progress

High

Low

Substantial Progress

Consider encouraging or requiring commercial bicycle parking just as automobile parking is required. Review bicycle parking
standards as part of commercial site plan review.

Medium

High

No Progress

Install free bicycle repair station or air pumps at high traffic locations, such as at regional trail intersections or at the train station.

Medium

Low

Substantial Progress

High

High

No Progress

Medium

High

No Progress

High

Low

Limited Progress

Enforce ordinances that eliminate vegetative growth encroaching upon sidewalks and trails. Maintain Village rights-of-way to the
same standard.
Continue to pursue ADA retrofit improvements to existing sidewalks, especially construction of sidewalk ramps with warning surfaces
at intersections.
Partner with schools to promote walking and bicycling to and from school. Explore partnerships to teach students about safety.

Page 2 of 2

Notes

The Village completed a $212,000 ravine stabilization project at Forest Cove and Moffett Road in 2020. The
Village’s 2021-2022 Capital Improvement Program includes $15,000 for engineering design of culvert
improvements at the ravine crossing at Birch Road south of East Blodgett Avenue. As part of the reconstruction of
718 Mountain Road, the Village received substantial ravine improvements to Lillian Dells Drive in exchange for
use of the Drive for construction access.
In July 2021, the Village accepted a $10,000 grant from ComEd and Openlands to clear invasive buckthorn from
and restore +/- 5 acres of Village owned property between Illinois Route 176 and the Lake Bluff Golf Course. The
work is currently being competitively bid.
The upcoming invasive species clearance project at Route 176 may include interpretive signage.

The Village concluded a pilot program and adopted backyard chicken and beekeeping regulations in February
2021. There are currently 9 active chicken licenses and no active bee licenses.
The Village provided information to homeowners regularly on tree care during the 2021 drought. The Village has
purchased approximately 75 trees native to Chicago to plant in 2021-2022 and needs assessment is underway for
public planting in future years.

The Architectural Board of Review has recommended pending changes for its review of commercial site plans that
include more detailed lighting analysis. The criteria are not tied to LEED-ND or IDA standards.
A draft zoning code amendment has been prepared. It is likely 12-18 months away from consideration and
adoption.

The Village has adopted a Complete Streets policy for future capital projects. The Village’s 2021-2022 Capital
Improvement Program includes $50,000 for pedestrian crosswalk improvements at Green Bay Road & West
Washington Avenue. The crosswalk will improve connections among the North Terrace, Tangley Oaks, Lake Bluff
Elementary School, and the Park District facilities at Blair Park. The Village also has a scheduled $250,000 project
in 2025-2026 to install bicycle path lighting.
The Village's current Downtown Streetscape Improvements project includes new bicycle parking. The Village is
currently preparing a Downtown Streetscape Plan with the Architectural Board of Review. The scope of the
planning process includes further new bicycle parking arrangements. The Village has also adopted a Complete
Streets policy that discusses bicycle parking for commercial sites.
The Village's pending South Sheridan Road Landscape Plan (in the vicinity of the new Robert McClory Trail
Bridge) includes a public bicycle repair station and air pump at a high traffic trail crossroads.

Lake Bluff School District 65 is beginning to review and update its Safe Routes to School plan. The Police
Department is preparing to relaunch its bicycle programming for children.

