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V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 
1200 Wilmette Avenue 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 
 

        
MEETING MINUTES  

 
MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE OF THE VILLAGE BOARD 

 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 15, 2010  

7:30 A.M. 
FIRST FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM OF VILLAGE HALL 

 
 
Members Present:  Trustee Mari Terman, Chair 
 Trustee Alan Swanson   
 Trustee Cameron Krueger  
 
Members Absent:  None 
 
Staff Present: Brigitte Mayerhofer, P.E., Director of Engineering Services 
 Jorge Cruz, P.E., Assistant Director of Engineering Services 
 Linda Reilley, Engineering Assistant 
 Kevin Sorby, Forester 
 John Kemppainen, Forester     
 
Guests Present: Mr. Fritz, Hurst, 2119 Thornwood  
 Mark Wagstaff, MWH Americas, Inc. 
       

I. CALL TO ORDER. 

Chairperson Terman called the meeting to order at 7:34 a.m.  Committee members 
Terman, Swanson and Krueger were present.   Chair Terman began the meeting with self 
introductions. 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING 
OF OCTOBER 27, 2009. 

Chairperson Terman directed the Committee’s attention to the draft minutes of the 
Municipal Services Committee meeting of October 27, 2009.     

Trustee Swanson moved that the Committee approve the minutes as drafted.  The motion 
was seconded by Trustee Krueger.  No further discussion occurred on the motion.  Voting 
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yes: Chairperson Terman, Trustee Swanson and Trustee Kruger.   The motion carried. 

III.  NUISANCE TREES, DISCUSSION 

Chairperson Terman began the discussion by welcoming Mr. Hurst, 2119 Thornwood 
Avenue and asking him what kind of relief he was looking for.  Mr. Hurst stated he is 
looking to have the female ginkgo tree in his parkway removed.  He indicated that although 
the tree is healthy and has grown tremendously over the last ten years, it is a public nuisance.  
Mr. Hurst brought a plate of the ginkgo fruit to the meeting so the Committee could smell it 
firsthand.  He discussed the nuisance of tracking the seeds into his home and the routine 
maintenance he has to perform (raking, power washing etc) to keep the public sidewalk 
clean.  He noted that this block of Thornwood is a designated walking route for Harper 
School, so kids often have to walk in the street, in order to avoid stepping on the abundant 
fruit.  

 
Chairperson Terman asked if there were any other female trees on block, to which Mr. Hurst 
indicated no.  Chairperson Terman asked if the trees are self-fertilizing to which Mr. Kevin 
Sorby, Village Forester indicated they are not.   

 
Chairperson Terman asked if there have been other complaints about lady ginkgo trees.  Mr. 
Sorby noted he receives about one or two complaints per year.  He indicated the over the past 
five years, the Village has removed four female ginkgo trees from the parkway.  Of the 116 
ginkgo trees that are 8-inches or larger, 20-percent are female.   

 
Chairperson Terman asked if it was difficult to determine gender to which Mr. Sorby stated  
that the gender is not know until the tree reaches approximately 20 years old.   Mr. Sorby 
stated there are several options to addressing the tree including continuing the policy of not 
removing  healthy trees, reviewing requests on a case by case basis, or drafting an ordinance 
to identify and address nuisance trees.  He stated the other trees that may fall into this 
category include mulberry and cottonwood.   

 
Chairperson Terman suggested a petition process may take public policy out of the decision 
like traffic calming.  Ms. Mayerhofer suggested that even with traffic calming, there is a 
corresponding policy to establish certain eligibility criteria.   

  
Trustee Swanson stated he believes this is a nuisance and supports removal of the tree.  The 
question in his mind is where to draw the line, so removals don’t become prevalent for 
arbitrary reasons.   

 
Chairperson Terman suggested reviewing eligibility for removal based on species and size.   

 
Trustee Krueger noted he likes the idea of a petition.  He further stated that removals are 
justified when certain criteria are met including becoming a public safety hazard and denying 
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a resident quiet enjoyment of their property.  Mr. Hurst indicated this applies to him because 
he can no longer use his front door.   

 
While Trustee Swanson is not against the petition process, he indicated some homeowners 
might like the tree.  He stated there should be additional tests beyond just a petition.  
Chairperson Terman stated that she is allergic to honeysuckles and asked if allergies were 
reason to justify a removal.   

 
Trustee Krueger asked Mr. Hurst what would have happened if the tree were on private 
property.  Mr. Hurst indicated he would have removed the tree.   

 
Chairperson Terman asked Mr. Sorby to discuss the financial implications of the removal.  
Mr. Sorby stated the removal cost is approximately $700.  In addition, the tree is estimated to 
provide $170 in community benefit, which a new tree will provide in a couple of years. 

 
Mr. Hurst indicated he can no longer take care of the sidewalk and asked if the Village can 
take over maintenance.  Trustee Swanson said this level of maintenance is difficult for the 
Village to justify.  

 
Trustee Swanson made a motion approving Village funds to remove the female ginkgo tree 
in the parkway adjacent to 2119 Thornwood Avenue at the earliest opportunity.  The motion 
was seconded by Trustee Krueger. Discussion:  Trustee Krueger asked Mr. Hurst if he would 
replace the tree in spring, to which Mr. Hurst indicated he would replace it under the 
Village’s 50/50 cost share program.   The motion carried with a unanimous voice vote.     

 
The Committee discussed the timing of the removal.  It was noted that the tree will stop 
dropping fruit in the next couple of weeks so its removal is not critical.  Mr. Sorby noted he 
has two trees on his removal list.  Per contract, the removal company will mobilize when at 
least five trees are slated for removal.     

 
The Committee continued to discuss whether or not there should be a nuisance tree policy.   

 
Mr. Sorby discussed how other towns manage nuisance trees.  Oak Park residents can submit 
a petition for the Village to consider.  Washington D.C. removes female ginkgos and replaces 
them with males. They feel ginkgos are a benefit to the community.  Ms. Mayerhofer asked 
what percentage of households has to sign the petition in Oak Park, to which Mr. Sorby 
stated 75-percent.   

 
The Committee discussed other trees that might fall into the category of nuisance.  Mr. Sorby 
indicated mulberries and cottonwoods might.  Mr. Kemppainen suggested box elders could 
also be included.     

 
Chairperson Terman asked if there was any use for the fruit to which Mr. Kemppainen 
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indicated ginkgo biloba is made from the fruit. 
   

The Committee discussed under what other conditions a tree could be requested to be removed.  
Trustee Krueger asked if a tree too close to the road should be removed.  Ms. Mayerhofer noted 
that many trees are directly behind the curb.  Mr. Sorby stated that other criteria should include 
safety issues, school zones and property damage.   
 
The discussion concluded with Mr. Sorby indicating he would review the conditions under which 
removals would be approved.  He will draft a basic policy for the Committee’s future review.    
 

IV. SEPARATE SEWER SYSTEM STUDY, UPDATE 
 

Ms. Mayerhofer began the discussion by stating no action is required from the Committee.  The 
purpose of the discussion is to update the Committee on several action items from the previous 
meeting.   
 
Ms. Mayerhofer referred to her agenda supplement and summarized the meeting between the 
Village and the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago (District). 
 
The District’s Chief Engineer, Joe Sobanski, stated the District is changing their policy on pump 
stations.  He indicated one would only be approved with a low flow rate of 150 gallons per capita 
per day.  This is significantly less than the current flow rate of 630 gpcpd.  Mr. Sobanski also 
indicated the storage component would be allowed only on a temporary basis until the approved 
flow rate was achieved.  The District ultimately acknowledged that the ICAP program of the 
1990’s has been unsuccessful, because the District can’t treat wet weather sanitary flows with 
excessive inflow and infiltration (I/I.)  The District is looking for the local agencies to reduce 
their burden on the system. 
 
Trustee Swanson asked how the 630 gpcpd was established.  Mr. Wagstaff noted the District 
required each community to do a cost / benefit analysis.  This flow rate was what was considered 
reasonable when comparing conveyance versus treatment. 
 
Trustee Swanson asked why the District would care if storage is built as long as the 150 gpcpd 
flow rate was met.  Mr. Wagstaff noted that it costs money for the District to treat clean water, so 
the total volume, in addition to flow rate, will be restricted.   
 
Mr. Wagstaff provided an update on the District’s process to change the I/I requirements.  He 
noted there has been a study session with the District Commissioners, but no direction has been 
given.  It looks like they are headed toward 150 gpcpd and no storage. 
 
Trustee Swanson noted that sewer lining is an inexpensive way to reduce I/I.  Trustee Krueger 
asked if that will solve the problem.  Ms. Mayerhofer suggested that theoretically if the main 
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lines and lateral pipes are lined to prevent infiltration, the problem of sewer backups would be 
solved.  With respect to storm sewers, Trustee Swanson suggested systems are never designed to 
manage the flow for every possible storm.   
 
Chair Terman asked if residents complain about the smell from street detention.  Trustee Krueger 
noted that he has not heard complaints about smell, but has about standing water in the street.  
Ms. Mayerhofer mentioned the smell complaints would typically occur in the combined system 
on the east side, rather than the separate system.  There could be odor from a catch basin located 
in the separate system, if there is a cross connection between the sanitary and storm sewers.   
 
Ms. Mayerhofer noted the sewer capital improvement projects that will be included in the five 
year CIP including $900,000 for sewer lining, pilot projects for sewer lateral lining and inlet 
restriction, installing permanent flow meters, an overhead sewer program and sewer point 
repairs.  Trustee Swanson asked how many feet $900,000 will line, to which Ms. Reilley stated 
approximately 23,000 feet of sewer.   
 
Trustee Swanson stated he likes the idea of lateral lining, as long as the main lines are completed 
first.  He believes the residents will want to participate in lining their laterals if they know it 
would solve their problem.  It was estimated that the cost to line a typical sewer service is 
approximately $100/foot or $1500 per property.   
 
Trustee Krueger noted support for a low interest loan program.  Trustee Swanson suggested 
offering a 50/50 cost share on a lateral lining program.  He suggested this will only work if 
everyone in the area participates.    
 
Trustee Krueger asked if lining was for sanitary or storm sewers, to which Ms. Mayerhofer noted 
primarily for sanitary sewers. 
 
Trustee Swanson suggested public education will continue to be important.   
 
Trustees Terman and Krueger noted concern about guaranteeing that sewer backups will no 
longer occur.     
 
It was stated that $13 million will line all of the main line sanitary sewers as well as manholes.  
Trustee Krueger thought that was a reasonable number and asked if low interest loans would be 
available to fund future lining.  Ms. Mayerhofer stated the Village has been successful in the past 
and she has no reason to believe it won’t in the future as long as the program is funded.   Trustee 
Krueger stated we should continue to borrow aggressively to take advantage of the low interest 
loan program.  Ms. Mayerhofer mentioned that in 2014 a large portion of the debt service will 
end, so this offers an opportunity to fund additional programs.   
 
The discussion turned to Glenview and their desire to add pump stations and storage on their 
sewers that tie into Wilmette’s trunk sewer on Lake Avenue.  Staff noted this improvement will 
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not negatively impact our system and it may in fact improve system performance.  The 
Committee concurred that the Village is not in the position to partner with Glenview on a larger 
scale pump station and storage project.   
 
The discussion concluded with the next steps in the process.  Ms. Mayerhofer noted she is 
preparing an article for the next Communicator which will provide an update on the study.  She 
suggested hosting another workshop once the five year program (CIP) is developed.   
 

 
V. OTHER BUSINESS. 

 
Trustee Kruger asked about the status of the driveway ordinance, to which Ms. Mayerhofer noted 
it is being drafted by Mike Zimmerman.  Ms. Mayerhofer noted the changes in the sewer 
ordinance are nearly complete and will be presented for Village Board approval in February.     

VI. ADJOURNMENT. 

Trustee Krueger moved to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was seconded by Trustee Swanson.  
No further discussion occurred on the motion.  Voting yes: Chairperson Terman, Trustee 
Swanson and Trustee Krueger.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

The meeting was thereafter adjourned at 9:05 a.m. 
 
  
Minutes Respectfully Prepared by Brigitte Mayerhofer, P.E., Director of Engineering Services 
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