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                                                         1200 Wilmette Avenue 
                                                          WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

 
      

 MEETING MINUTES 
 

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE OF THE VILLAGE BOARD 
 

TUESDAY, MAY 3, 2017 
5:00 P.M. 

VILLAGE BOARD COUNCIL ROOM 
 
 
Members Present:  Trustee Cameron Krueger, Chair 
 Trustee Julie Wolf  
 Trustee Daniel Sullivan 
 
Staff Present: Brigitte Berger-Raish, P.E., Director of Engineering and Public 

Works 
 Russ Jensen, P.E., Assistant Village Engineer 
 Brian King, Chief of Police 
   
 
I. CALL TO ORDER. 

Trustee Cameron Krueger, Chair, called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
Committee members Trustees Wolf and Sullivan were present.    

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING 
OF APRIL 6, 2017. 

Trustee Krueger directed the Committee’s attention to the draft minutes of the 
Municipal Services Committee meeting of April 6, 2017.    Trustee Wolf said that 
Mr. Obel’s comments were not mentioned and should be in the minutes.  Brigitte 
Berger-Raish, Director of Engineering and Public Works, said that they are in the 
revised minutes. 

Trustee Krueger asked for a motion to approve the minutes.  The motion was 
made by Trustee Wolf and seconded by Trustee Sullivan and approved by 
unanimous voice vote.  The motion carried. 

 
III.       CENTRAL AVENUE PRESENTATION: Two Final Decision Points 
 

Trustee Krueger thanked everyone for coming to the meeting. He said this is the 
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final Committee meeting on this subject and the goal is to decide on two points 
related to roadway configuration and the parking in the Village Center. The 
meeting can last no more than two hours because the ZBA will follow this 
meeting in the same room. The Committee has received/reviewed many 
comments on Central Avenue and took those into account. He asked that new 
topics be discussed during the public comment period.  

 
Ms. Berger-Raish talked about the Central Avenue project, which is similar to the 
Sheridan Road project reconstruction in 2008-2009. The funding source is the 
same, which is a federal grant that will pay for 70% of the design and 
construction. This is a three-phase process. Phase I is a feasibility study. Phase 
II is the design/preparation of plans and specifications. Phase III is construction. 
The project is nearing the end of Phase I.  She indicated this is the third public 
meeting. The first meeting was in November and public comments were taken. 
The consultants developed a resident survey and received hundreds of 
responses.  The feedback and comments were used to develop design details 
presented at April’s MSC meeting.  From that meeting, two decision points still 
require resolution – the roadway configuration and the back-in angled parking in 
the downtown area.  Ms. Berger-Raish introduced Brian Fairwood from 
TranSystems who made the presentation.  

 
Mr. Fairwood said the goal of the meeting tonight is to present additional 
information on the two decision points and seek additional public comment.    

 
The first decision point relates to roadway geometry and configuration of the 
street. Four options were considered.  Option 1 does not accommodate bike 
lanes and matches what is there today. Option 2 includes dedicated bike lanes 
and was removed from consideration because of the significant loss in on-street 
parking.  Option 3 is a shared bike/vehicle lane option with parking maintained on 
the south side of the street.  Option 3A is a new option that accommodates 
shared bike lanes and maintains parking on either the north side or the south 
side to maximize the number of spaces. 

 
From a cross-section perspective, the existing configuration is no bike lanes but 
a travel lane in each direction and on street parking in all locations with some 
restrictions.  

 
Options 3 and 3A would add bike accommodations through a shared lane so 
there is still one travel lane in each direction and parking on one side of the 
street.  The shared lane is not a separate bike lane but there are markings in the 
pavement and cars and bikes share a wider lane for both.   

 
Mr. Fairwood indicated there are 229 parking spaces available when both north 
and south sides are combined. While parking is allowed, there are two locations 
with parking restrictions.  One is in front of the elementary school and the other is 
on the north side of the street between 4th and Sheridan. That is the area where 
the pavement is much narrower at 28’. There is no ability to provide parking on 
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both sides in this section. Currently, there is no parking on the north side of the 
street. If they went with Option 1, they could maintain 100% of parking.  

 
With Option 3 parking would be removed on the north side of the street between 
11th and 4th and there would be no parking between 4th and Sheridan. This option 
allows them to maintain 104 of 229 spaces in the residential section.  

 
Option 3A is a new option which staggers parking.  Parking would be maintained 
on the south side between 11th and 8th and on the north side between 8th and 4th. 
Option 3A gains seven more spaces than Option 3 so 111 of the 229 spaces 
would remain.     

 
At the last hearing, there were questions about additional impacts, including 
driveways.  There are only two driveways out of 22 homes between 11th and 8th 
on the south side. On the north side between 8th and 4th there were only four 
drives for 27 residences.  Option 3A accommodates parking on the side of the 
street with the least number of drives within those sections.  

 
Mr. Fairwood indicated that since the last meeting, additional parking counts 
were taken which were presented in table format.  Mr. Fairwood indicated the 
largest usage was 70 spaces or 30% of overall capacity of 229 spaces.  This 
occurred on a Sunday morning in the area by the school and church. Other 
higher parking volumes are tied to the area by the school between 8th and 11th.  

 
Trustee Krueger said each decision point will be handled one at a time. He asked 
the Trustees if they had any questions so far.  

 
Trustee Wolf asked for clarification as to why parking is being dropped on the 
south side between 4th and Sheridan.  

 
Mr. Fairwood said that today the width is 28’ in that area.  There is currently no 
parking allowed on the north side because of the width. By adding a shared bike 
lane, the travel lane would be made wider which can only be accommodated if 
the parking is removed from the south side was well.  The design, including lane 
widths, has to follow federal standards.   

 
Trustee Wolf said she likes Option 3A. With no parking in front of Central School, 
she asked how pickups and drop-offs would be handled.    

 
Mr. Fairwood said they looked at current operations at the school. The 
recommendation presented at the last meeting includes providing more paved 
parkway which would allow a larger space for children to enter and exit vehicles.   

 
Trustee Krueger opened the meeting for public comment.  He indicated the only 
decision point being considered at this time is roadway configuration between 
11th to Sheridan Road.  Trustee Krueger asked that supporters of Option 1 come 
up and speak first.  
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Kelly Grunner, 610 Central, said she is concerned with multi-uses on one road 
and safety.  Why is having buses, bikes and cars viewed as a safe option?  
 
John Golanty, 720 Ashland, asked if there was a lot of bike traffic on Central now 
and if there are problems.  If not, we looking for a solution to a problem that is not 
there.   
 
Jennifer Giller, 715 Central, said she knows that there was a parking study but it 
does not provide an accurate picture of what parking is like on Central year-
round. What happens when NU has a game or during summer when people park 
on Central to go to the beach? She also expressed safety concerns.  

 
Bob Hausheer, owner of Morning Glory Flower Shop, said he is coming at this 
from a delivery standpoint. It will be difficult if there is no parking on certain sides 
for his trucks and delivery vehicles to figure out where to park. It is a logistical 
issue for him as to which sides of the streets are open for parking. He favors 
Option 1.  

 
Lisa Filar, 606 Central, said she has lived in her home for 16 years and is in favor 
of Option 1. She is concerned about safety issues and believes Central should 
not be a through street.   

 
Karen Miller, 1007 Lake, said Greenleaf is marked as a bike trail going east and 
asked why that is not used.     

 
Ms. Berger-Raish said that Greenleaf is a signed bike route. It would continue to 
be a signed bike route.  

 
Gary Thompson, 527 Central, said he has more questions than statements. Is 
there currently a problem with bikes on Central that needs to be solved?  

 
Trustee Krueger said he did not think that anyone was trying to solve a bicycle 
problem. He thinks that this is a once in a lifetime opportunity to make changes.    

 
Ms. Berger-Raish said that the Village passed a Complete Streets Ordinance 
which says that when there are major reconstruction projects, the Village 
considers designing for all modes of transportation.   

 
Mr. Thompson (address unknown), referenced the times that the parking counts 
were taken indicating drop off and pick times were not included in most counts. 
For people who live along Central the best option is to keep parking on both 
sides of the street.  

 
Dave Taylor, 234 17th Street, said that they are looking for a solution for a non-
existent problem. Why go to all this trouble if a problem does not exist? 
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Liana Billings, 618 Central, said she supports Option 1. There is a problem that 
exists which are potholes and street conditions but Option 1 can address this.  
She believes taking parking away is dangerous. She does not understand how 
Option 3A works with school pick up. She sees no need for a bike lane.  

 
Eric Billings, 618 Central, said he agrees with what his wife said. His main 
concern is speeding on Central and thinks that it is an issue on the entire street 
not just the residential portion. The problem with 3 or 3A is that they are widening 
the space for cars. He understands they are shared lanes, more speeding will be 
encouraged. He is pro-bike but Options 3 and 3A offer false senses of security 
and are not the right direction.  

 
Jeff Kupitz, 609 Central, said he has lived in his house for 24+ years and 
believes the ability to park in front of his house was part of the decision to buy the 
house. Everyone can park in front of their homes on Greenleaf and it works for 
the residents. People want the ability to park in front of their house and have 
room for guests.  

 
Nidhi Verma, 710 Central, said she read multiple studies that state that widening 
streets and accommodating bike lanes on a street with buses is a sure way to 
have more accidents. She is concerned for safety.   

 
Loryn Kogan, 1020 Greenleaf, said she has lived in her house for almost 34 
years and she favors Option 1. There are a lot of people who come east on 
Central through town and they can’t find a parking space.  If parking is taken 
away farther east there will be more u-turns in the middle of Central. Parking 
should be maintained as it currently exists.   

 
Jo Ann Murphy, 724 12th Street, said it is an injustice if Central Avenue residents 
cannot park in front of their homes for the sake of a few cyclists. She does not 
support more congestion in the downtown area. She wonders if bicyclists will 
stop for people in the crosswalks.  

 
Christy Donohue, 614 Central, said her husband wrote an extensive letter. She 
has concerns about the safety and amount of activity on Central now and 
chooses Option 1.   

 
Don Stephan, 719 Central, said he is a 43 year resident of the block and is 
concerned about safety and congestion.  
 
A discussion ensued about the striped lanes on Greenleaf and whether the lines 
delineated bike lanes.   Ms. Berger-Raish said the lines are actually parking lane 
lines.  She noted it is common to stripe in parking lanes as a measure of traffic 
calming. Trustee Krueger said that striping will be recommended for Central as 
well.  
 
Mr. Stephan asked if the federal grant require buses, cars and bikes to which Ms. 
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Berger-Raish said that is not a requirement.  
 
Mr. Stephan said the bike lanes on Greenleaf are well marked down to 3rd Street 
where it turns left and passes Central without saying turn right, which is part of 
the argument to have Central as a conduit into the park. It doesn’t say to turn 
right at Washington. The bike lane disappears at 3rd and Greenleaf.  

 
Kathy Hidder, 629 Central, said she has lived in her house for five years and 
believes the decision to put no parking on the north and no parking on the south 
is random. Safety with buses and bikes is a concern.  

 
Julie Adrianopoli, 711 Central, said she submitted her comments in writing, as 
well as photos depicting her concern about the lack of space to do everything 
being proposed on Central. It is a potential liability for the Village and a risk for 
bikers if there are not clearly marked lanes for bikes when the road is being 
shared with buses and cars. She supports active transportation and believes 
there needs to be a Village-funded master bike plan that is thoughtfully done 
before decisions are made about this. Safety must be prioritized. 

 
Mary Lyman, 630 8th Street, showed a picture of her house at Central and 8th. 
Parking would not directly impact her, but the people most impacted are between 
4th and Sheridan. She biked on Central today and she survived without a bike 
lane. She said if specific parking is eliminated, where would a guests and 
workmen park? She is a committed biker but putting in a bike lane does not 
guarantee safety. She presented an alternative bicycle route plan that was 
created by the Village many years ago.  

 
Trustee Krueger asked for comments on Options 3 and 3A for a 30-minute total 
discussion.  

 
Will Heelan, 1606 Elmwood, said they have parking on one side of the street and 
do well with that. He thanked the Village for looking for ways to improve 
transportation choices for other modes of transportation. He rode 8000 miles last 
year. If the roads are better for bicyclists then more bicyclists will come. There 
were only a few bicyclists on Central today because it was cold. People often say 
that bikes can be on sidewalks. He rides at 15-20 mph. Sidewalks are unsafe for 
bicyclists.  

 
Barry Berk, 1001 Lake, said he agrees with Will’s comments. There are no bike 
lanes on Greenleaf. The only choice from Sheridan to Green Bay is Central. He 
biked to work 15+ years. There will be bikes on Central with or without a shared 
lane. He supports 3A because it loses the least amount of parking spaces.  

 
Ken Schulein, 103 Central Park, said he has lived there for 32 years. People 
have not focused on the reason why people would want to be biking Central 
which is to get to Gillson Park.  Linden has been removed from consideration for 
biking because it was paved with brick. There should be a plan indicating how 
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people will bike through the Village getting to various locations.  
 

Ken Obel, 221 Linden, says he hears a lot that he agrees with like speeds should 
be lower. People need to feel safe crossing the street and walking and driving 
and biking down the street. He said that there is something about the process 
that feels unfortunate to him. The matter is not viewed holistically. He supports 
shared lane markings. He thought that Option 2 was removed from consideration 
too quickly.  

 
John Olvany, 803 Chestnut, said he is an elected official so he understands the 
issue. He is in favor of any way to improve east-west active transportation across 
town.   He has a lot friends on Central. He asked the Board to consider the 
holistic issue of the Village. We are not trying to solve a problem but to make the 
Village better.  All residents who are impacted by this decision should be 
considered.  

 
Beth Drucker, 2500 Greenwood, said she is a member of Wilmette Citizens for 
Active Transportation. She thanked everyone for being open-minded to make a 
safer community for biking and walking. Walking and biking adds to the vibrancy 
of a community. The people who bike on Central may well be coming to the 
business district and every person on a bike represents a parking spot not 
needed.  

 
Nancy Schofer, 325 Sheridan, said she has lived in her house for 43 years. She 
has been involved with bicycling and bicycling advocacy for much of that time. 
She discussed the Sheridan Road project and other bike projects during her 
involvement on the bike task force.  When there is signage about bikes, 
awareness is raised that there will be bicyclists in that area. It would be helpful if 
the Village could acknowledge that there are bicyclists. Safety and education are 
key.  

 
Mike Knippen, 1139 Manor, said he was not going to speak, but after listening to 
people who were in favor of Option 1, he does not want to be dismissive of their 
concerns.  Safety and speed are Village-wide concerns. The Village can shape 
the downtown area and Central Avenue for the next 50 years by doing the right 
thing and that is choosing 3 or 3A. This opportunity won’t come along again.  

 
Christy Gallagher, 706 Forest, said she has lived here for 2.5 years. She loves 
biking and agrees with what has been said. She asked if the parking signs could 
be seasonal because not a lot of people ride bikes in the winter.  

 
Larry Pellaton, 1115 Lake, said there is a need for bike lanes and especially east 
- west transportation for bikes and pedestrians. If it’s not done on Central than it 
should be done on Greenleaf.  

 
Trustee Krueger thanked everyone for the good exchange. The discussion was 
then opened to Committee members.  
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Trustee Wolf thanked everyone for coming to the hearing and sharing important 
points. She also thought about time-limited seasonal parking and whether that 
was an option.  

 
Ms. Berger-Raish said her first reaction was that this would be difficult to 
implement. To tie signage and/or striping to a season or time of day gives a 
mixed message. Striping is permanent and is not easily changed.  

 
Trustee Sullivan agreed with some residents who indicated counts were low 
based on season. He guesses that peak travel times with bikes would align with 
the greater demand for parking in beach season.  

 
Trustee Sullivan understands Option 3 and 3A, but if the Board goes with this 
option the character of Central will be changed. Owners bought on that street 
and knew that it was a busier street but that they could park on either side. The 
street will feel congested with parking on one side. Putting cars, buses and bikes 
on the street is a big change and he has a hard time eliminating 120 parking 
spaces in the Village. If the business community in the Village Center or at 4th 
and Linden become more vibrant and more residents are added, he is not sure 
that giving up parking would be in the best long-term interest of the Village. He 
thinks Option 1 is a great chance to improve road quality. People will bike with or 
without lanes. He supports Option 1 and the residents on Central.  

 
Trustee Wolf likes 3A stating now is the time to make changes. She believes 
people are getting used to interacting with bicyclists noting the Village Board is 
trying to find a way to fund a comprehensive bike plan. It was taken out of this 
year’s budget but they are applying for grants.    

 
Trustee Krueger stated that the plan is to find a good east-west route. Greenleaf 
is what we have today and maybe needs more signage. He stated we can’t make 
more land and widening the road is not an option.  He asked himself if he could 
live with parking on one side of the road. He appreciates the Park District 
weighing in on their needs. He comes back to the question of whether this is the 
right thing to do or a good thing to do? He thinks that it is a good thing to do but 
is probably not the right thing as he listens carefully to residents. Residents 
bought with some expectation and he respects that. There are buses on Central 
and mixing buses with bikes is not ideal.  Trustee Krueger stated he is in favor of 
Option 1.  He noted we might need to address signage issues on Greenleaf and 
make sure to connect Greenleaf to the park.  More experienced cyclists will ride 
on Central because it is a more direct route into downtown.  

 
Trustee Krueger said that what Ms. Berger-Raish is hearing from the Committee 
is to pursue Option 1. If there is an option for an appropriate white edge line that 
should be built in. Traffic calming is very important. Raised crosswalks are a 
great idea. He does not think they need a different stop sign configuration on the 
street either.  
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Ms. Berger-Raish talked about curb extensions and bump outs at intersections.  

 
She agrees that a line for traffic calming would be helpful.  

 
He thanked the public for coming to the meeting and turned the discussion to Mr. 
Fairwood to continue the presentation on parking in the downtown.   

 
Mr. Fairwood said that the second point of discussion is related to the parking 
configuration downtown on Central Avenue. There are two options being 
considered.  The first option is to maintain existing (pull in) angled parking. The 
second option is back-in angled parking.    

 
Mr. Fairwood’s presentation indicated there are 109 existing angled spaces, 100 
of which are regular and there are nine handicapped spaces. If they were to 
restripe for back in parking the Village would lose seven spaces in the downtown 
area.   

 
From a cost perspective, to resurface/sealcoat spaces, make pavement repairs, 
replace curb and gutter with island and sidewalk modifications, markings and 
signage, would cost $70,750 to incorporate back-in parking. This does not 
include the cost for staff time to provide education and on-site assistance. In 
addition, accidents were reviewed in the downtown area. There were 28 crashes 
in the five years from 2011 to 2015 along the whole corridor and 79% of those 
accidents occurred within downtown and only eight were related to diagonal 
parking.  In that period, there were no bike or pedestrian accidents reported.  
 
Trustee Krueger opened the floor for public comment.  

 
Mike Weidman, 627 11th St, said he knows about accidents. He thinks they 
should first know where cars will go and then know how to park. Traffic flow 
should come first.  

 
Beth Drucker, 2500 Greenwood, said she feels responsible for some of the 
debate/discussion. She discussed the national expert, Mark Fenton who 
performed a walk audit on Central.  He talked about why back in parking works in 
many communities and the many safety reasons why it works. She is 
sympathetic to business community concerns.  She has done a lot of research 
and believes making the downtown better for cyclists and walkers is great for 
everyone.    

 
Anne Nagle, 1139 Manor, thanked the Committee for listening to different 
options. She knows that back in angled parking won’t work for the Village. With 
complete streets parking, this type of parking was a way to mitigate bicyclers 
getting through downtown. If that option goes away she asked the Board 
consider options to get bicyclists safety through downtown.  
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Trustee Krueger asked for a show of hands to see who was not in favor of back 
in parking. He asked Chamber Director Julie Yusim to come up first as a 
representative of the Village business owners and an advocate for downtown 
Wilmette. 

 
Director Yusim said they officially submitted a letter stating their points. Some 
downtown business owners are at the meeting but they circulated a petition with 
62 signatures of Wilmette business people who oppose this concept. Everyone 
wants coming downtown to be safe and enjoyable. This is not the right solution. 
She submitted the petition as part of the record.  

 
Trustee Krueger asked if any business owner supported back in parking. No one 
raised their hand.  

 
Ms. Yusim said they did an e-survey and 78% of Wilmette respondents were 
opposed. They had about six in favor and some were undecided. When the 
petition was signed, apparently no one was verbally in favor of this type of 
parking.  

 
Mike Chookaszian, Napolita Pizza, said he is also representing Valley Lodge and 
Joe from Al’s Meat Market.  They are all against back in parking. They think it’s 
too dangerous. Exhaust coming onto customers is not good. Losing seven 
parking spaces is very upsetting. Maybe there should be a conversation about 
better parking enforcement.  

 
Matt Lambrecht, Lambrecht Jewelers, said his sister Beth and he have asked 
customers about back in parking. 100% of customers opposed this. Some of his 
concerns is that someone will pull up too close so the parker cannot back in. 
What is to keep somebody driving west on Central from cutting right across traffic 
and pulling in forward?  

 
Bob Hausheer, Morning Glory Flower Shop, said his mother-in-law lives here and 
is 86 years old. She no longer favors backing up anywhere so she would not 
come to Village Center.   

 
A representative from Gusto Restaurant, 1146 Wilmette Avenue, said he concurs 
with everyone else who has spoken.  

 
Carrie Costello, de Giulio Kitchen Design, said their concern is that it will 
discourage people from parking. There are a lot of deliveries from restaurants 
and a lot of congestion. This type of parking will discourage people and they will 
leave.  

 
Wendy Sharon, Wilmette Theater, said she agrees with other comments. They 
had thousands of patrons last year and most of them are not residents. During 
the day the average age is 75. They are challenged enough with parking and 
backing in would drive them over the edge.  
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Julie Cohen, Hubba Hubba business owner, said she agrees with Julie (above 
comments) about points she made. She has looked out at cars and people are 
challenged even when pulling in.  How are they expected to back in? Drivers are 
not trained for reverse back in parking. It will discourage a lot of people from 
shopping downtown.  

 
Laura Saleh, 930 Chestnut, said she is deeply disappointed that back-in parking 
is being considered. People who are not trained are not going to learn how to do 
this. Sideswipes will increase. She talked about previous crashes where elderly 
people jumped curbs and kept driving.  

 
Patti Evans, Lad and Lassie, said she agrees with above comments. It would 
negatively impact business.  

 
Mary Lyman, 630 8th Street, said people should drive to and not through 
downtown Wilmette. Downtown Wilmette is very congested. It needs to be kept 
as a Village Center. Slowing people down on a bike will be safer.  

 
Margie Karabas, Rock House, said she is also a resident who lives in Kenilworth 
Gardens. She has two freshmen in driver’s ed.  It is scary about how to teach 
them to back into spaces. Back-in parking is not safe and she opposes it.  

 
Larry Billings said if speed is controlled accidents can be controlled. There is no 
enforcement for texting or talking on cell phones.   The downtown needs to be 
safe for small kids. There is a big risk with back in parking.  

 
Trustee Krueger closed the public comment period.    

 
Trustee Krueger said the public has spoken and that it has been good that the 
Committee explored this option. It has worked in other communities. The answer 
for the Village is that this is not a good idea now.  

 
Trustee Wolf responded to the person who said that they were disappointed that 
the Committee was considering this. She stated the Village considers things like 
this all the time. Not every idea is good or right, but it is important to go through 
the public process. It looks like the Committee is leaning in favor of not 
supporting this.  

 
Trustee Sullivan said he is not for this option. It was a good exploration and worth 
talking about. There are no bad ideas and the discussion on this was healthy. He 
agrees with the statement that the Village is not ready for this right now.  

 
IV. PUBLIC COMMENT 

 Please note public comment above.  
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V. NEW BUSINESS 

 None   

VI. ADJOURNMENT 

Trustee Krueger asked for a motion to adjourn.  Trustee Sullivan moved to 
adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded by Trustee Wolf. No further 
discussion occurred on the motion.  Voting yes:  Trustee Krueger, Trustee 
Sullivan and Trustee Wolf.  Voting no: none.  The motion carried. 

The meeting was thereafter adjourned at 6:58 p.m. 

Minutes Respectfully Prepared by Brigitte Berger-Raish. 
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