
IF YOU ARE A PERSON WITH A DISABILITY AND NEED SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS 
TO PARTICIPATE IN AND/OR ATTEND A VILLAGE OF WILMETTE PUBLIC MEETING, 
PLEASE NOTIFY THE MANAGEMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT BY TELEPHONE AT 

(847) 251-2700 [TDD No. (847) 853-7634] AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Engineering  (847) 853-7660 
Department  Fax (847) 853-7701 

 

NOTICE OF MEETING 

 

 
 

The Municipal Services Committee of the Board of Trustees of the Village of Wilmette will 

hold a meeting on Monday, July 16, 2012 at 8:00 a.m., in the Second Floor Training Room of 

the Wilmette Village Hall, 1200 Wilmette Avenue, Wilmette, Illinois.   

At this meeting, the Municipal Services Committee will discuss the following: 

1. Iroquois Petition for New Decorative Street Lights (Engineering)  

2. Policy on Management of Private Vegetation Installations in the ROW (Public Works) 

3. Policy of Reconstructing Asphalt Overlaid Brick Streets (Engineering) 

4. Request to Increase Funds for 2012 Brick Street Maintenance Project (Engineering)  

5. Old Business 

      Municipal Services Committee 

Trustee Cameron Krueger, Chairman  

 

 



                                                                                                       
Approved at the                             Municipal Services Committee 
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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 
 

        
DRAFT MEETING MINUTES 

 

MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE OF THE VILLAGE BOARD 

 

TUESDAY, APRIL 10, 2012  

6:00 P.M. 

SECOND FLOOR TRAINING ROOM OF VILLAGE HALL 

 

 
Members Present:  Trustee Cameron Krueger, Chairman  
 Trustee Alan Swanson   
 Trustee Julie Wolf  
 
Members Absent: None 
 
Staff Present: Brigitte Mayerhofer, P.E., Director of Engineering Services 

Jorge Cruz, P.E., Assistant Director of Engineering Services 
Dan Manis P.E., Civil Engineer 
Brian King, Police Chief 

      
Guests Present: Cathy Albrecht, Chairman Transportation Commission 

Michaela Shaw, PTO President – Harper School 
    

I. CALL TO ORDER. 

Chairman Krueger called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  Committee members 
Swanson and Wolf were present.    

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES; MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING 

OF JUNE 13, 2011. 

Chairman Krueger directed the Committee’s attention to the draft minutes of the 
Municipal Services Committee meeting of December 22, 2011.     

Trustee Swanson moved that the Committee approve the minutes.  The motion was 
seconded by Trustee Wolf and approved by unanimous voice vote.  The motion carried. 
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III.  PEDESTRIAN SIGNAGE AND PAVEMENT MARKING AT UNPROTECTED 

CROSSWALKS 

Ms. Mayerhofer opened the discussion by providing an overview of resident inquiries for 
the Village to improve pedestrian safety through better signage and striping.  Specifically, 
residents note the effectiveness of  the City of Evanston’s use of the “Stop for pedestrians 
in crosswalk” signage which was discussed at the previous Transportation Commission 
meeting.  Ms. Mayerhofer noted the Transportation Commission was generally in favor 
of improved signage and asked staff to find a good location for a pilot project.  Ms. 
Mayerhofer  recommends drafting a policy for the appropriate use of this sign to abate 
the potential for sign proliferation.   
  
Ms. Mayerhofer also discussed the proposed pedestrian-activated signal that the Village 
received a grant for at Wilmette Avenue and Prairie Avenue.  A brief discussion took 
place regarding the signal and its operation.   
 
Trustee Swanson indicated the Northwestern students are used to the pedestrian signs in 
Evanston and they have a positive impact on driver behavior.  Chairman Krueger stated 
that the use of the new signs would require education of drivers to yield to pedestrians. 
 
Chief King indicated that some drivers come to a complete stop even when there are no 
pedestrians present.  The Committee discussed compliance rates and noted that the 
pedestrian vs. vehicle accident rate is very low.      
 
Trustee Swanson noted that finding the appropriate location is important.  The signs 
should be installed where they are expected.  He noted Prairie Joe’s in Evanston is a good 
location.   There was agreement that as the signs become more prevalent, pedestrians and 
drivers will become aware and follow the law.   
 
Ms. Albrecht noted that the Commission is aware of the sign pollution problem in 
Wilmette and supports the idea of a pilot project.  Chairman Krueger asked if there was 
any data supporting a reduction of accidents.  Chief King noted accidents are very low at 
crosswalks.   
 
Chairman Krueger asked about curb bump-outs and if they would be effective.  Ms. 
Mayerhofer stated curb bump-outs help reduce speeds by narrowing the road, provide a 
pedestrian refuge and shorten the distance a pedestrian has to cross the roadway.  Trustee 
Swanson concurred that curb bump-outs are very safe and there is a noticeable change in 
speeds. 
 
Chairman Krueger asked if this could be done in conjunction with signage.  
 
Ms. Mayerhofer discussed the intersection of 15th Street and Green Bay Road. A curb 
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bump-out was installed at that location and it reduces speeds by making it harder to turn 
onto 15th Street. She explained the process of laying out the bump-out and that the same 
process would be used here.   
 
Trustee Wolf asked how bicyclists would deal with bump-outs.  Ms. Mayerhofer 
explained that on Wilmette Avenue there are no dedicated bike lanes, so if bikers are 
using the parking lane, they would have to merge closer into the traffic lane at the 
intersections with the bump outs.    
 
Trustee Wolf stated that Sheridan Road is used by many Chicago bicyclists.   There was 
concurrence that the bump-outs would be more appropriate on Wilmette Avenue.   
 
Trustee Swanson stated that 15th Street should be considered for the pilot.  Trustee Wolf 
asked what the expected time frame for the pedestrian beacon was to which Ms. 
Mayerhofer stated early 2013.   
 
Trustee Krueger reiterated that staff should draft a policy and then implement a pilot 
program to gather information about whether or not the signs are successful.  Trustee 
Swanson suggested placing cameras at the intersections and reviewing tapes. 
 
Chairman Krueger suggested the selected intersection should create an optimal 
intersection for safety. 
 
Ms. Albrecht indicated that yield signs do not work.  Mr. Manis concurred by indicating 
yield signs are not allowed by the Illinois supplement of MUTCD.   
 
Ms. Albrecht suggested if the signs are not placed in a congested area it won’t be natural 
for drivers to notice them.  She reiterated the confusion they can cause if drivers think 
they should stop regardless of whether a pedestrian is present.  She also stated that it is 
difficult to see the brick crosswalks on Sheridan Road, because they blend in with the 
pavement.   
 
Chairman Krueger directed staff to draft a standard and implement a pilot program.  He 
asked if these steps will be trying to solve a problem that doesn’t exist.  Chief King stated 
the value is in making Wilmette more pedestrian friendly.  Chief indicated most 
pedestrian accidents involve a turning vehicle.   
 
Trustee Swanson asked if lighting should also be discussed. He stated that on Sheridan 
Road it is difficult to see pedestrians in some conditions.   Chairman Krueger stated that 
Sheridan Road is a beautiful road and already has many signs.  Ms. Mayerhofer stated 
that lighting is much more costly and not recommended initially.  She indicated that 
striping is more cost effective.  
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Ms. Albrecht stated that the borders of the crosswalks are not visible. She stated that a 
white color is better. She mentioned that Highland Park has bricks that sparkle.   
 
The Committee discussed how many brick crosswalks on Sheridan Road are unprotected. 
 
Chairman Krueger asked for a recommendation for Sheridan Road.  Ms. Mayerhofer 
suggested taking an incremental approach and starting with striping.   
 
Ms. Mayerhofer asked the Committee if the draft policy and pilot project details should 
be reviewed by the Transportation Commission to which Chairman Krueger indicated 
yes. 
 
Trustee Swanson stated that if one sign is installed at unprotected crosswalks, there will 
be requests at all crosswalks. 
 
Ms. Albrecht asked if communication could be included in a newsletter. 
 
 

IV. SIGNAGE RELATED TO CELL PHONE USAGE IN SCHOOL ZONES 

 
Ms. Mayerhofer provided an overview of the current signage and striping around Harper 
School. She stated that currently school zones are well signed and does not recommend 
adding more signage in these areas and that the Police Department does not need the 
signs in order to enforce the law.  
 
Chief King suggested schools should communicate this law to the parents.   
Ms. Shaw stated that you can see what kinds of violations are being committed. She 
stated that the state law prohibits texting and using cell phones within school zones, but 
she sees it happen all the time.  If at least one sign was present, she would feel better. 
  
Chairman Krueger stated that if one parent receives a ticket, the word would spread 
among parents and compliance rates would be higher.  Chief King stated that the most 
effective way to achieve compliance is for the parents to see an officer in the area.   
 
Ms. Shaw stated that people do not read signs. She sees many people that live near the 
schools and they do not obey the existing signage. 
 
Ms. Mayerhofer indicated that the Village has removed several signs and that the area 
looks much better now. 
 
Trustee Swanson asked what the schools do at the beginning of the school year.  Ms. 
Shaw stated that parents receive a checklist. She also stated that the civics and safety 
committee has a video on the website.   
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Trustee Swanson stated that issuing tickets would work. Chief King suggested using 
temporary signage on narrowcades. 
 
Trustee Swanson stated that the schools should reinforce the rules of the road at the start 
of the year and allow some time for parents to become familiar with the regulations. He 
then stated that after a couple of weeks, the officers should monitor the area and issue 
tickets accordingly. 
 
Ms. Albrecht stated that the schools should educate parents twice a year.  
 
Chairman Krueger asked if cell phone usage in school speed zones was, in fact, a safety 
hazard.  Ms. Shaw believes it is a safety problem.  Trustee Wolf stated that the problem is 
enforcement. 
 
Chief King stated that the highest call time for service is between 3:00 and 4:00.  The 
Police Department has to weigh the large number of requests they receive and strike a 
balance between speeding, parking and cell phone usage.  He noted the Police 
Department should be able to enforce all types of violations.   
 
Trustee Swanson stated that schools should educate parents twice a year and then work 
with the Police Department on targeted enforcement.   
 

V. OLD BUSINESS 
 
Chairman Krueger asked for follow up on the Park District’s plans for the lakefront as it 
relates to parking.  Trustee Wolf suggested the Village should monitor the situation and 
not make any changes at this time.   Chairman Krueger asked if any meaningful data 
could be gathered to which Chief King stated that a footprint of neighborhood parking 
can be identified. 
   

VI. ADJOURNMENT. 

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

The meeting was thereafter adjourned at 7:05 P.M.   
 

Minutes Respectfully Prepared by Jorge Cruz, P.E., Assistant Director of Engineering 
 

 



                       
 

 6 

 



 
Engineering  (847) 853-7660 
Department Fax (847) 853-7701 

 
DATE: July 5, 2012 
 
TO: Municipal Services Committee 
 
FROM: Brigitte Mayerhofer P.E., Director of Engineering 
 Jorge Cruz P.E., Assistant Director of Engineering 
 
SUBJECT: Iroquois Petition for New Decorative Street Lights 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation 

Municipal Services Committee review of the petition for new decorative street lights on 
Iroquois Road, west of Romona Road. 

Background    

The Village’s policy for requesting residential lighting requires that the request be 
submitted in writing and 80% of the residents with frontage to the block, including corner 
properties, sign the petition. The area in question has 27 residents and 22 (81%) signed 
the petition, so this requirement has been met.     

The policy states that the Engineering and Public Works Departments must determine 
the feasibility of the request and cost of the project. The Engineering and Public Works 
Departments have determined that residential lighting can be added to this area of 
Iroquois Road.   

Finally, the petition is to be reviewed by the Municipal Services Committee (MSC) to 
determine if there is support for the request. If supported, the MSC must determine if 
the design and construction of the project should be a special appropriation in the 
current budget year or be placed in the five-year capital improvements program. 

 

 



Discussion 

The Village received a petition from the residents of Iroquois Road, west of Romona 
Road, requesting installation of decorative street lights. Currently, this section of 
Iroquois Road has cobra-style roadway lighting at the intersections and street curves. 
The decorative street lights, similar to the other sections of Indian Hill and the Village, 
are considered aesthetic and do not enhance roadway lighting.    

Budget Impact 

The preliminary estimate to install 15 decorative street lights is as follows: 

New “green” poles and fixtures and  
supporting infrastructure:    $  93,000  
 

Engineering Design:   $    7,500 

Subtotal:     $100,500 
 
10% contingency:    $  10,050  
Total:      $110,550 
 
Documents Attached: 
 

1. Detailed cost estimate 
2. Aerial photograph of the Iroquois Road cul-de-sac 
3. Petition from Iroquois Road Residents Dated May 15, 2012 
4. Letter from Brigitte Mayerhofer to the Petitioners Dated May 22, 2012  
5. Letter from Mr. Kellogg III to Ms. Brigitte Mayerhofer dated July 8, 2012 
6. Pictures from Mr. Kellogg III dated July 7, 2012 
7. Meeting Notice from Ms. Brigitte Mayerhofer to residents dated July 6, 2012 



Item Description Unit Quantity Unit Price Cost

Unit Duct, 1" Pulled Foot 1,905 $9.00 $17,145.00

Junction Box Each 7 $500.00 $3,500.00

Light Pole Assembly, Complete Each 15 $3,300.00 $49,500.00

Electric Service Installation Each 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00

Lighting System Controller Each 1 $12,500.00 $12,500.00

Relocate Existing Cable Each 6 $500.00 $3,000.00

Parkway Restoration Sq Yd 500 $10.00 $5,000.00

Sub‐Total $92,645.00

Engineering Design (8%) $7,411.60

Contingency (10%) $9,264.50

Grand Total $109,321.10

Iroquois Road West of Romona

Additional Lighting Installation

Estimate of Cost



 

Iroquois Road cul-de-sac 

R
o

m
o

n
a 

R
o

ad
 

N 

















 
 
ENGIN
DEPAR

NEERING 
RTMENT 

Current 
1033 Ro
Wilmette
 
Re: Iroq
 
 
Dear Re
 
          Th
decorati
request 
held in t
to attend
any que
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Resident 
omona Roa
e, IL 60091

uois Road 

esident, 

he Village 
ve lighting 
at their me

the second 
d.  I can be
stions.  

 

 
 

ad 
 

Petition for

of Wilmette
on Iroquois

eeting on M
floor trainin

e reached a

  

  
  

1200 W
WILMETTE, 

Ju

r New Deco

e has rece
s Road. Th

Monday, Ju
ng room at

at 847.853.7

 

WILMETTE AVEN

ILLINOIS 6009

ly 6, 2012

orative Ligh

ived your p
he Municipa
uly 16, 201
t Village Ha
7627 or ma

 Sinc

 Brig
 Dire

NUE  
91-0040 

ting 

petition dat
al Services 
12 at 8:00 
all.  Interest
ayerhoferb@

cerely, 

gitte Mayerh
ector of Eng

             
 

ted May 15
Committee
a.m.  The 
ted residen
@wilmette.c

hofer, PE 
gineering S

F
TD

      EMAIL: e

5, 2012 for 
e will review
meeting w

nts are welc
com if you 

Services 

(847) 853-766
FAX (847) 853-770
DD (847) 853-763
eng@wilmette.com

new 
w the 
ill be 

come 
have 

0 
1 
4 

m



 
 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
711 LARAMIE AVE. 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-2051 
 

July 6, 2012 
 
TO: Donna Jakubowski, Public Works Director 
  
FROM: Guy Lam, Street Superintendent 
 Andre Skula, Utility/Street Supervisor 
   
RE: Notice of Village policy on management of private vegetation installations in the 

public right-of-way. 
 
The following memo discusses Village policy on management of private vegetation 
installations in the public right-of-way which can obstruct public infrastructure (e.g. light 
poles, fire hydrants, street signs), create view obstructions at intersections or encroach 
upon public streets and sidewalks. Village staff requests permission to implement 
recommended future action.   
 
Background  
 
Any activity within the public right-of-way is regulated by the Village Code, Chapter 16 -
Public Ways.  The Director of Engineering Services is responsible for the supervision, 
maintenance and repair of such public ways and the enforcement of the provisions of 
this chapter.  See attachment #1 which includes all applicable provisions in Chapter 16. 
 
Both the Engineering and Community Development Departments are in direct receipt of 
complaints regarding private vegetation installations in the public right-of-way.  Public 
Works also communicates with the Engineering and Community Development 
Departments upon receipt of any such complaints. It is customary for Code 
Enforcement to conduct follow-up, contact the applicable property owner and request 
prompt resolution.  Property owners are asked to initiate vegetation control measures to 
alleviate the obstruction which may entail pruning or removal.  All pruning and removal 
costs are incurred by the property owner for which the vegetation originates.  If no 
action is taken by the property owner, in a reasonable time period, the matter can 
escalate into court.     
 
Moreover, the Engineering Department administers/issues right-of-way permits for any 
activity in the public right-of-way, which can include private installation of landscaping or 
irrigation systems.  Permits are required to assure private activity complies with Village 
Code provisions (see attachment #1) and notifies property owners of their liability for 
any property damage caused by Village operations taking place in the public right-of-
way.  The Engineering Department will submit landscaping plans to the Public Works 
Department for additional review prior to approving permit. 



Discussion 
 
There are certain neighborhoods in the Village where private installations in the public 
right-of-way are more commonly encountered than others.  Some neighborhoods have 
a conventional layout of sidewalks which helps to clearly define the public right-of-way 
property line while others do not. Neighborhoods with a grid layout and conventional 
sidewalks are not normally a cause for concern as the public right-of-way is well defined 
(extends within a foot or so outside of the sidewalk’s back edge) and contains a strip of 
turf and row of parkway trees.   
 
By comparison, neighborhoods having ‘carriage’ walks (sidewalks abutting the street 
curb) or absence of sidewalks seem to foster more private installations.  Indian Hill 
Estates is a prime example of a neighborhood with several denoted private installations 
in the public right-of-way.  In neighborhoods such as these, the public right-of-way 
property boundary is not visually definitive.  The combination of narrow street widths (21 
feet) and wide public right-of-ways (66 or 80 feet) contributes to misinterpretation of 
public/private property boundaries by homeowners. 
 
Survey Results – Indian Hill Estates     
 
Upon receipt of a recent resident complaint (light pole and street sign blocked), Public 
Works staff conducted a quick survey of the Indian Hill Estates neighborhood for private 
vegetation obstructions of light poles, fire hydrants and street signage.  Indian Hill 
Estates is located in the area north of Lake Ave., between Illinois and Hibbard Roads.  
The intent of the survey was to assess the extent of private vegetation overgrowth and 
number of violations found in the neighborhood (see attachment #3 – photos). 
 
Public Works found several locations where the entire public right-of-way was 
completely professionally landscaped with plant material, with some locations having 
decorative stone walls.  Most of the vegetation is still relatively young in the landscape 
and has yet to reach maturity (e.g. coniferous trees).  As a result, as time passes and 
plants grow larger, current obstructions will worsen and new ones will develop.  
 
In cases where public infrastructure co-resided in the public right-of-way it was either 
partially or totally engulfed in vegetation.  Staff also discovered sections of ‘carriage’ 
sidewalks that were obstructed by private vegetation (e.g. hedgerows of shrubs) 
impeding safe passage by pedestrians and sidewalk snow plowing equipment.  These 
observations create concern from three standpoints: public safety, visibility and 
accessibility for maintenance.  Fire hydrants must be visible and accessible to operate; 
the same goes for street lights.  Street signs, whether regulatory or guidance, need to 
be visible for vehicle traffic conformity.   
 
Projected Cost (pruning and removal)  
 
In the event that residents are unresponsive to receipt of a code violation, the property 
owner can be taken into court for resolution.   Otherwise, the Village may proceed to 
enter the premises and abate the nuisance by removing it and seek recovery all 



incurred costs from the property owner (see 16-9.3.3 Nuisance; Abatement; 
Enforcement).  Based on the results of the initial survey, anticipated maintenance costs 
for property owners range from $75 (pruning) to $1,000 (removal of entire trees/shrubs) 
depending on the location.  Most of the locations require pruning and will need to be 
revisited on an annual basis due to regrowth of vegetation.  However, the final decision 
to prune or remove is variable and depends on the following: vegetation species, growth 
habit, size, age and location within the public right-of-way.  
 
Recommended Future Action 
 
The Engineering and Public Works Departments will continue to collaborate with 
Community Development (Code Enforcement) in notifying residents of their 
responsibility to alleviate any view obstruction(s), physical obstruction(s) or 
encroachment(s) in the public right-of-way caused by private vegetation installations.  
Depending on the location, the reality of the situation is that property owners will be 
asked to either perform routine annual pruning or remove entire vegetation (e.g. tree/ 
shrub) for compliance.  It’s anticipated that some residents may be taken aback by the 
notification as they were under the assumption that they planted vegetation on their own 
property, this would pertain especially for those who did not obtain a right-of-way permit.     
 
Consequently, Public Works will conduct the following: 
 

 Continue with the initial survey of private vegetation overgrowth and expand the 
area to include: all streets, sidewalks and alleys. Denote additional locations 
where street lights, fire hydrants, regulatory signs and intersections are 
obstructed and include areas where accessibility for service is obstructed (e.g. 
sidewalk snow plows, solid waste collection and emergency vehicle access- 
alleys); Share findings with Engineering and Community Development 
Departments. 
 

 If resident does not take action after receiving notification, it will be treated as a 
separate and additional violation and handled according to Chapter 16-9.3.3 (b). 
Holding the property owner solely accountable as compared to having Village 
crews abate nuisance and recover costs is the preferred option by Village staff 
due the potential high number of violations and diversion of finite Village 
resources (e.g. Public Works labor and equipment) from core service 
responsibilities.   

 
 Post general information, regarding private vegetation installations in the public 

right-of-way, on the Village website and through E-News articles to notify 
residents of their responsibilities; meanwhile stress the importance of the issue 
as it pertains to upholding public safety and service accessibility.   
 

 
 
 



ATTACHMENT #1 – Village Code, Chapter 16 – Public Ways 
 
16-9.1  ENCROACHMENTS UPON STREETS.  

     It is unlawful for any person to erect or maintain any building, fence, tree, shrub, 
bush or any structure which encroaches upon or obstructs any public street, sidewalk, 
alleyway, fire hydrant, or street light, except as may be permitted by license pursuant to 
Chapter 5 of this code. 

16-9.2  OBSTRUCTING STREETS.  

     It is unlawful for any person to cause, create or maintain any obstruction of any 
street, alley, sidewalk or other public way, except as is specifically authorized by the 
provisions of this code, the building code or other ordinance, or by the Village 
Engineer.    

(98-O-38, 5/26/98) 

16-9.3  OBSTRUCTIONS AT INTERSECTIONS.   

     It shall be unlawful for any person to construct, place, install, erect, plant or maintain 
within a Required Unobstructed Area at an intersection, as defined in this Section 16-
9.3, any berm, stone, new tree, shrubbery, sign, box, or any other object taller than 36 
inches in height above the established grade of the Required Unobstructed Area, or in 
the case of hanging obstructions or limbs of existing trees, lower than seven feet above 
the established grade of the Required Unobstructed Area, unless that person can 
establish an affirmative defense as provided in Section 16-9.3.3(c). 

16-9.3.1  REQUIRED UNOBSTRUCTED AREA DEFINED.   

     It is the intention of the village that the area surrounding certain street intersections 
within which unobstructed vision is necessary for the safety of pedestrian and motor 
vehicle traffic be defined by objective traffic safety and engineering standards which 
take into consideration the speed of traffic, stopping distances, and sight lines 
determined by the angles and dimensions of intersecting streets.  Therefore, for 
purposes of this Section 16-9.3, and in order to provide the Village staff and 
Departments with objective and reasonable criteria by which bona fide hazards to traffic 
and pedestrians may be identified and abated, a Required Unobstructed Area at an 
intersection shall be defined as: 

     (a)     In the case of an uncontrolled  or yield intersection of two local streets, a 
triangle formed at each corner of the intersection whose legs are measured along the 
lane center line of each approach, with each such leg of the triangle equal in length to 
75 feet plus 20 feet for each five miles per hour of posted maximum approach speed in 
excess of 25 miles per hour, as depicted in Figure 1 of the Appendix to this Chapter 16; 
or, 

     (b)     In the case of a two-way stop-controlled intersection of a major or collector 
street and local street, a triangle formed at each corner of the intersection whose legs 

http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A3950$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_Chapter5$3.0#JD_Chapter5
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_16-9.3$3.0#JD_16-9.3
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_16-9.3$3.0#JD_16-9.3
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_16-9.3.3$3.0#JD_16-9.3.3
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_16-9.3$3.0#JD_16-9.3
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_Chapter16$3.0#JD_Chapter16


are measured along the lane center line of each approach, with the leg of the triangle 
extending along the local street lane center line equal to 5 feet beyond the marked or 
unmarked stop line, and the leg of the triangle extending along the lane center line of 
the closest approaching lane of the major street equal in length to 50 feet for each five 
miles per hour of posted maximum approach speed, with an additional 50 feet for each 
for each lane of the major or collector street in excess of two in that direction, as 
depicted in Figure 2 of the Appendix to this Chapter 16. 

     (c)     This Section does not apply to intersections which are fully signalized or 
controlled with stop signs from all approaches. 

16-9.3.2  AUTHORITY TO POST NO PARKING.   

     The Village Engineer shall be permitted to post "No Parking" signs along the curb of 
any street included within the Required Unobstructed Area as defined in this Section.    

(98-O-38, 5/26/98) 

16-9.3.3  NUISANCE; ABATEMENT; ENFORCEMENT.   

     (a)     Any obstruction in a Required Unobstructed Area shall be deemed a hazard to 
public safety and a nuisance, and the owner or occupant of the premises on which the 
nuisance exists may be prosecuted for violation of this Section. 

     (b)     Where, in the determination of the Village Engineer, an obstruction which 
violates the provisions of this Section poses imminent and serious danger to the public 
safety which will not admit of delay in its abatement, the village may cause to be served 
on the owner or occupant of any premises on which an obstruction in a Required 
Unobstructed Area exists a notice requiring removal of the obstruction within ten days of 
service of the notice.  The notice may be served by certified mail to the person or entity 
listed as the owner or occupant on the current village water billing records which shall 
be deemed served at the time it is deposited in the mail, by personal service of the 
owner or occupant of the property, or by posting the notice in a conspicuous place on 
the property.    

(98-O-38, 5/26/98) 

     Should an owner or occupant fail to remove the nuisance within ten days after notice 
is given, such failure shall constitute a separate and additional violation of this Section, 
and the village may proceed to enter the premises and abate the nuisance by removing 
it.  The cost to the village of abating the nuisance shall be recoverable from the record 
owner or occupant of the premises, and shall constitute a lien on the property, which 
may be perfected by recording said lien with the Recorder of Deeds.  The lien may then 
be enforced by proceedings to foreclose as in the case of mortgage or mechanics liens. 

     (c)     It shall be an affirmative defense to an action brought under this Section 16-9.3 
that defendant in such a proceeding has proved by clear and convincing evidence that 
the object in the Required Unobstructed Area which is the subject of the action, due to 
its unusually small diameter or other unique feature, does not obstruct the view of 

http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_Chapter16$3.0#JD_Chapter16
http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=id$id=Wilmette,%20IL%20Code%20of%20Ordinances%3Ar%3A4ffd$cid=illinois$t=altmain-nf.htm$an=JD_16-9.3$3.0#JD_16-9.3


motorists, pedestrians or other users of the street, sidewalk or other public way, and 
does not constitute a hazard to public safety. 

(97-O-12, 2/25/97) 

16-9.4  OVERHANGING TREES AND LIMBS.  

     It is unlawful for any person to plant or maintain any tree or shrub which overhangs 
any sidewalk, street or other public way in the village in such a way as to impede or 
interfere with traffic or travel thereon and any such tree or shrub shall be trimmed by the 
owner of the abutting premises or of the premises on which the tree or shrub grows or 
stands. 

     Any tree or limb of a tree which has become likely to fall on or across any public way 
or place shall be removed by the owner of the abutting premises or the premises on 
which the tree grows or stands. The Village Engineer may cause to be trimmed any 
such tree or shrub or remove any such tree, or branch thereof, so that the obstruction or 
danger to traffic or passage is removed.    

(98-O-38, 5/26/98) 

16-14  TREES AND SHRUBS ON PUBLIC PROPERTY 

16-14.1  PLACEMENT PROHIBITED; PERMIT; REMOVAL. 

     It is unlawful for any person to plant, maintain, remove or cut down any tree, bush or 
shrub in a public street, parkway or any public place without first obtaining a Right-of-
Way Permit as provided in Section 16-1 of this Chapter. All trees and shrubs so planted 
shall be placed subject to the directions and approval of the Director of Public Works.    
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ATTACHMENT #2 – Sample Public Works Letter 
 
 



ATTACHMENT #3 - Photos 

 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
 



 
Engineering  (847) 853-7660 
Department Fax (847) 853-7701 

 
DATE: July 11, 2012 
 
TO: Municipal Services Committee 
 
FROM: Brigitte Mayerhofer P.E., Director of Engineering 
 Jorge Cruz P.E., Assistant Director of Engineering 
 
SUBJECT:     Policy of Reconstructing Asphalt Overlaid Brick Streets 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation 

Municipal Services Committee review of the existing policy on asphalt overlaid brick 
streets. 

Background    

In 2002, the Village adopted a policy on brick streets that have been overlaid with 
asphalt. The requirements include: 

 The street must contain original clay fired bricks. 
 Segment must be included in an annual rehabilitation program. 
 More than 65% of the residents must be in favor of the brick street 

surface. 
 A minimum of a contiguous three block segment must endorse the brick 

surface.   
 The renovation may be completed in shorter segments so the road 

program budget is not dominated by the rehabilitation of the brick street. 

Linden Avenue from 5th Street to Poplar Drive was the last asphalt street to be 
reconstructed in brick. The project was constructed over four years in order to limit the 
budget impact. The Linden project was completed in 2006. 

  



Discussion 

15th Street from Lake Avenue to Green Bay Road and Prairie Avenue from Isabella 
Street to 15th Street are identified in the current road program for resurfacing. See 
attached photos showing current pavement condition.  Both streets are asphalt overlaid 
brick streets.  15th Street has been deferred from the program since 2008 for financial 
considerations.  2008 was the final year of the accelerated road program when the 
annual allocation for road improvements was reduced from approximately $3.1 million to 
$1 million.  At this same time, the entire capital program was scaled back as a result of 
the declining economic climate.      Considering that brick reconstructions are 
considerably more costly than asphalt resurfacing, staff seeks direction on the following 
options for 15th Street:       

1. Reconstruct 15th Street from Lake Avenue to Green Bay Road in brick at a cost 
of approximately $763,000.  Assuming a $1 million budget for 2013, 15th Street 
will account for approximately 75% of the annual road program budget. 
  

2. Reconstruct 15th Street from Lake Avenue to Green Bay Road in three sections 
at an annual cost of approximately $255,000.  Assuming a $1 million budget for 
2013, 15th Street will account for approximately 25% of the annual road program 
budget. 
 

3. Resurface 15th Street from Lake Avenue to Green Bay Road with asphalt at a 
cost of approximately $254,500.  Assuming a $1 million budget for 2013, 15th 
Street will account for approximately 25% of the street resurfacing budget.  Re-
evaluate the brick policy the next time 15th Street is scheduled for resurfacing in 
15 to 20 years.   

The same methodology selected for 15th Street will be used for Prairie Avenue and the 
other brick streets scheduled for road improvements.  

 

Attached Documents: 

1. Policy for the reconstruction of Brick Streets Overlaid with Asphalt 
2. Photos of existing pavement condition 



 

V I L L A G E   O F   W I L M E T T E 
1200 WILMETTE AVENUE  

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 
 
 
ENGINEERING (847) 853-7660 
DEPARTMENT FAX (847) 853-7701

 
 

POLICY FOR THE RECONSTRUCTION OF  

BRICK STREETS OVERLAID WITH ASPHALT 

 

 

BACKGROUND 
 
The Village of Wilmette has approximately 41,262 linear feet of asphalt streets that were 
originally constructed of clay brick pavers.  Over time, the brick pavers were overlaid with 
asphalt, and the pavers now serve as the road’s base.   
 
The residents of the Village of Wilmette enjoy the character of the brick streets and have 
requested an opportunity to restore the brick streets overlaid with asphalt.  The following policy 
will be used to determine if overlaid brick streets are eligible for restoration.  
 

An economic analysis indicates that the immediate cost of installing the brick streets is more that 
an asphalt street.  But, the brick paver life is estimated at 100 plus years, significantly more than 
asphalt streets, which require resurfacing after 10-15 years and/or reconstruction after 20-25 
years.  Over a span of 100 years, the asphalt streets require more maintenance, making brick 
streets an economical option.     
 
  
POLICY  

 

If the following criteria are met, the Village of Wilmette will support eliminating the existing 
asphalt surface and restoring the original bricks to the surface: 
 
1. The street must consist of original, clay-fired bricks overlaid with asphalt.   
2. The street must be included in a given year’s annual road rehabilitation program, which is 

based on pavement ratings.     
3. More than sixty-percent of the residents with frontage along the eligible street must be in 

favor of the brick surface.   
4. A minimum of a three block segment must be endorsed in order to maintain some 

consistency with the pavement materials.  For example, Linden Avenue is eleven blocks 
long.  The survey must indicate an affirmative response for at least three consecutive 
blocks, in order to make a change in pavement material.   

5. Given that the brick street renovation is more costly than an asphalt overlay, the eligible 
streets may be completed in shorter segments, so as not to dominate one year’s road 
program budget.     



 
 
DISCUSSION 

 
It is assumed that approximately 70-percent of the pavers can be salvaged, and the remaining 
pavers can be purchased.  A supplier in Iowa has a large supply of the bricks on hand and will 
sell them at approximately $1.35 per brick (2006 price), including shipping costs.   
 
During construction, the salvaged brick will be collected, cleaned and placed on pallets.  The 
brick supply at the Village yard will be used and replenished with brick purchased by the 
supplier in Iowa.      
 
The following brick streets are overlaid with asphalt: 
 
 

Street   From   To   Blocks 
 
Lake Avenue * Ridge Road  Michigan Avenue      18  
Park Avenue   Lake Avenue  Linden Avenue       4 
Prairie Avenue Isabella Street   Fifteenth Street       8 
Fifteenth Street Wilmette Avenue Green Bay Road      10 
Elmwood Avenue Fifteenth Street  Green Bay Road       1 
Forest Avenue  Fifteenth Street  Sheridan Road       11 
Greenleaf Avenue Poplar Drive  Fourth Street        8 
Isabella Street  East Village Limits Fifteenth Street      15 
Michigan Avenue Sheridan Road  437-feet North        1 
Wilmette Avenue * Elmwood Avenue Lake Avenue        2 
Twelfth Street   Central Avenue Lake Avenue        2 
Linden Avenue  Prairie Avenue Third Street       11 

 
The street with an “*” are not recommended to be replaced with brick because of the volumes of 
traffic they withstand.   
 
 



  

15th Street Pavement Condition 

Figure 1 South of Forest looking North Figure 2 South of Forest looking South 

Figure 3 North of Lake looking North Figure 4 North of Elmwood looking North 



 

Prairie Avenue Pavement Condition 

Figure 8 South of Park looking South Figure 7 North of Wilmette looking South 

Figure 5 North of Wood Ct looking North Figure 6 South of Central looking North 

 

Prairie Avenue Pavement Condition 



 
 
 
 
 
 
Engineering  (847) 853-7660 
Department  Fax (847) 853-7701 

 
Date:  July 11, 2012 
 
To:  Municipal Services Committee 
 
From:  Brigitte Mayerhofer, P.E., Director of Engineering Services 
 Scott Hilts, Project Manager 
   
Subject: Request Funding Increase for the 2012 Brick Street Maintenance Program  
  
 

Recommendation 

Municipal Services Committee to consider authorizing a funding increase of $92,000 
(from $40,000 to $132,000) for the 2012 Brick Street Maintenance Program.  The 
additional $92,000 could be funded from the 2012 road program account, which has a 
balance of $175,482.   

Background 

The annual brick maintenance program repairs and relays brick pavers that have settled 
throughout the Village. This settlement results in trip hazards and drainage problems 
and can cause damage to vehicles.   

The 2012 budget for brick street maintenance is $40,000.  During the 2012 budget 
process, the Engineering Department identified $463,465 in critical brick street repairs.  
In fall of 2011, an emergency brick repair program in the amount of $396,000 was 
executed with state-issued grant funds.  Many of the identified brick deficiencies were 
repaired as a result of this grant-funded program.     

 

 



Discussion 

In preparation for this year’s brick maintenance program, staff surveyed and measured 
12,000 square feet of brick that require repairs.  The majority of the isolated areas 
recommended for repair consist of pavement depressions that range in depth from three 
to five inches.  The repairs will consist of resetting the brick pavers on a new 10-inch 
stone base with geo-fabric between the sub-grade and new base. The geo-fabric 
restricts subgrade soils from penetrating the new stone base. The total value of the 
repairs is estimated at $132,000.   

Budget  

The additional $92,000 could be funded from the 2012 road program account, which 
has a balance of $175,482.   

 

Account Budget Balance Used for Project 

Brick Street Maintenance $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 

Road Program  $185,172 $175,482 $92,000 

Total    $132,000 

 

Attached Documents 

1. Map of Recommended Brick Repair Locations  

2. Photos of typical repairs that are addressed in the Brick Street Maintenance 
Program 

  



Village of Wilmette

Brick Street Maintenance Program

2012

Repair Locations



Attachment 2 

Typical Repairs that are addressed in the Brick Street Maintenance Project 

 

Typical 3-inch depression in the Brick Street: 1200 Block of Maple 

 

Typical 4-inch depression in the Brick Street: 1200 Block of Greenwood 

 



 

Typical 5-inch depression in the Brick Street: 1300 Block of Maple 

 

 

Uneven Pavement  in the Brick Street: 1300 Block of Maple 
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