
 
 

1200 Wilmette Avenue 
Wilmette, IL  60091 

            

 
DEPARTMENT OF                      (847) 853-7500 
ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS              Fax (847) 853-7705 

                              TDD (847) 853-7634 

 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

of the  
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

Village Hall – Broadcast only (Village Hall is closed due to the Village 
President’s Declaration of Local Disaster and Public Health 

Emergency Order) 1 

Tuesday, February 16, 2020 7:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 
 

1. Call to Order 
2. Approval of minutes of the August 11, 2020 meeting of the Transportation 

Commission   
3. Review of the Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Evaluation Report  
4. Public Comment 
5. Old Business 
6. New Business 
7. Adjournment  

 

Commissioner Libby Braband, Chair 

This meeting will be held remotely by the Transportation Commission. The meeting will be 
broadcast live at https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live and on Channel 6 and then 
published on the Village’s website. Members of the public may make public comment in advance 
of the meeting by emailing their comments to publiccomment@wilmette.com or comment may be 
made during the meeting through YouTube live which will be provided to the Commission. There 
is also the option to participate in the meeting via a PC, mobile device or phone. For complete 
details and instructions on joining or participating in the meeting, please click here. 

https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live
mailto:publiccomment@wilmette.com
https://www.wilmette.com/event/transportation-commission-meeting-6/


Draft 

1This meeting was held remotely by the Transportation Commission over Microsoft Teams. The meeting 

was broadcast live at https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live and on Channel 6 and then 

published on the Village’s website. Members of the public were able to make public comment in 

advance of the meeting by emailing their comments to publiccomment@wilmette.com or comments 

could be made during the meeting through YouTube live and provided to the Commission. There was 

also the option to participate in the meeting via a PC, mobile device or phone.  

 

                  1200 Wilmette Avenue 
                                                                               WILMETTE, IL  60091 

 
Engineering and  (847) 853-7660 
Public Works Department  Fax (847) 853-7701 

MEETING MINUTES  
 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

TUESDAY, AUGUST 11, 2020 
7:00 P.M. 

Village Hall – Broadcast only (Village Hall is closed due to the Village President’s 
Declaration of Local Disaster and Public Health Emergency Order) 1 

 
Members Present:   
 Chair Libby Braband 
 Commissioner Issac Gaetz 
 Commissioner Benjamin Schmitt 
 Commissioner Randall Tyner  
 Commissioner Jill Hayes  
 Commissioner Andrew Levy 
 Commissioner Nathan Kebede 
 
   
Members Absent: None 
     
Staff Present: Brigitte Berger-Raish, P.E., Dir of Eng and Public Works  
 Dan Manis, P.E., Village Engineer  
 Danielle Horn, P.E., Project Manager 

Kyle Murphy, Police Chief 
 

Guests Present:  
   
I. CALL TO ORDER. 
 

Chair Braband called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m.  Brigitte Berger-Raish, 
Director of Engineering and Public Works, took the role of the Commissioners.  
 
 



8/11/2020  Draft 

Page 2 of 6 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE FEBRUARY 18, 2020 TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION MEETING  

 
Chair Braband directed the Commission’s attention to the draft minutes of the 
Transportation Commission meeting of February 18, 2020.   
 
Commissioner Tyner moved to approve the minutes. The motion was seconded 
by Commissioner Gaetz. There were no changes noted to the minutes. The 
motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote.   
 

III. REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE MASTER BIKE AND ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 
Due to a larger number of comments received prior to the meeting, Ms. Berger-
Raish, Director of Engineering and Public Works; Dan Manis, Village Engineer; 
and Danielle Horn, Project Manager, read through comments received prior to 
the meeting before continuing with Item III. 
 
Brigitte Berger-Raish, introduced the item with an overview of the plan, including 
why we are preparing a plan. Ms. Berger-Raish emphasized how the plan is not 
a permanent document. There will be additional studies, as the plan is not an 
engineering level document. She also presented an overview of the process 
moving forward. 
 
Ms. Berger-Raish introduced the discussion on the Vision Statement. 
Commissioner Levy presented an alternate recommendation for the Vision 
Statement.  
 
Commissioner Hayes expressed a concern with making drastic changes to the 
Vision Statement at this point in the process since it was presented to the public 
during the engagement process. She did like the way Mr. Levy expanded on the 
first sentence. 
 
Commissioner Levy felt like the focus of the previous statement was on roads, 
but believes bringing in transit, sidewalk and trails opens up the possibility of how 
we should be thinking about an active plan. It also did not call out the idea of 
adjacent communities. 
 
Chair Braband added that the network serves residents and visitors. Additional 
conversation ensued about modifying the proposed Vision Statement. 
Commissioner Schmidt expressed concern with bulking it up. 
 
Commissioners distinguished between a Vision Statement and incorporating 
facts. Discussion ensued on modifications and the wording of the Vision 
Statement, including the desire to give future policy-makers a clear vision.  
 
Commissioner Schmitt expressed concern over incorporating the “visitor” 
element to give the false impression that they have more power than they do.  
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Commissioner Levy expressed the advantage of connecting to other 
communities.  
 
Ms. Berger-Raish continued review of other modifications as requested by the 
commissioners.  The Commissioners agreed to the following for the wording of 
the Vision Statement:   
 

“The Village of Wilmette commits to building a safe, inviting, context-
sensitive transportation network for all users. We visualize Wilmette as an 
accessible community for people of all ages and abilities where any 
transportation mode, including walking, biking, and driving, is expected on 
the transportation network, welcomed through secure, comfortable, and 
convenient design and reflected in Village policies and programs.” 

 
Ms. Berger-Raish returned the floor to Chair Braband for additional discussion 
and/or public comment. 
 
Commission Gaetz recommended removing the word underpass or changing to 
overpass to remove stress from that section based on letters received. 
 
Chair Braband mentioned that a lot of the concerns such as drainage, feasibility, 
the alignment on Lawler vs. Lavergne, and whether an under or overpass, etc., 
will all come out with an engineering study later on.  Ms. Berger-Raish agreed 
with leaving the flexibility for the future, as it would be reactive to take it out at 
this point. She reiterated that a lot more work would be done before getting to the 
point of approving something like this. 
 
Jacque Henrickson with CivilTech Engineering explained that the plan was 
shown to residents at the Open House and received positive feedback on it from 
residents local to the area. A big opposition was not received at that point. 
 
Commissioner Gaetz stated that the emphasis seems to be on underpass or 
tunnel throughout the document and may be less alarming if it was changed 
using both terms, overpass and underpass, so that it doesn’t appear biased 
towards one or the other. The suggestion was made to name it a pedestrian 
crossing instead. 
 
Commissioner Hayes inquired why Glenview was not considered as the crossing 
to go in with a grade crossing instead. Ms. Henrickson noted distance and 
proximity to the school were reasons for the placement. She also cited to provide 
a separate facility pedestrians and bicyclist to connect to the planned bike route 
network. It would provide for a connection to the planned Skokie-Valley Trail to 
the west. If the crossing was at Glenview Road, it would be outside of Wilmette. 
 
Discussion ensued about why Lawler was chosen over one of the other streets in 
the area. Ms. Berger-Raish mentioned how this is a good example of how when 
we get to the implementation, we will have a Transportation Commission meeting 
and invite the entire neighborhood and have a discussion about Lawler versus 
Lavergne or other locations and make a decision from there. Commissioner 
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Hayes suggested mentioning in the plan that the route could be vetted through a 
future process. 
 
Item IV, Public Comment, was moved up prior to taking action on the plan.  
 
Ms. Horn stated that no additional comments came in through the YouTube 
channel, and no additional comments were received through the public comment 
address. 
 
Mary Jean Mendizabal and husband, Robert Shaw, of Leamington and Wilmette 
Avenue – They are 7-year residents of Wilmette. Their kids attend Avoca West 
and have lots of friends on the other side of the Edens. They would like to go to 
the other side of the Edens and are looking forward to the proposed plan. They 
support the crossing of the Edens, whether a bridge or tunnel to allow them to 
cross safely and meet up with friends.  They stated that it is extremely dangerous 
to allow kids to cross Glenview Road because the cars are coming extremely 
fast.   
 
Jeremy Frisch, Birchwood and 20TH Street – He encouraged the Commission to 
find ways to prioritize bikes over parking. He understands the concerns of 
residents and businesses in the area to keep their parking, but the parking is part 
of the street and should be owned by all residents of Wilmette who want to use 
the street. He encourages the Commission to rethink any shared lanes such as 
painted bike lanes because they give a false sense of security. He would like 
buffered or protected bike lanes to be used instead. This is an opportunity for a 
great network with Green Bay Trail and North Branch on either side of Wilmette 
with a connection in between to the schools. There is room for improvement. 
 
Cynthia Doucet of Lawler – She is one of the residents near Edens and delivered 
over eighty flyers and posted on Next Door. She stated that no one was aware of 
this before. As the plan gets closer with cost estimates, safety and monitoring, 
drainage, etc., she would like to have these things communicated to them for 
peace of mind. 
 
Alan Dordek, 606 Lawler – He stated that no one looked at Lawler Street when 
the plan was developed, and that Hibbard is more logical. He expressed that no 
one would like this in their yard and that he is against using narrow streets 
because it would be made more constricted. 
 
Kenneth Scott, 748 Lawler – Mr. Scott and his wife, Jenna, went to new Trier and 
have a perspective of living in the area. They fully support the comments by all 
neighbors and believe the concerns need to be fully addressed as a 
neighborhood. 
 
Ms. Horn read an email that came in from Kenneth and Jennifer Scott. 
 
Chair Braband asked Ms. Berger-Raish to explain the additional steps that would 
go on before moving forward, given the concerns that the Lawler neighbors 
expressed. 
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Ms. Berger-Raish shared how this is an aggressive plan with a lot of 
components.  This is a long-range plan, maybe five to ten years, especially given 
the limitation on grant money and budget. Staff will look at the Capital 
Improvement Program and overlay it with the master plan to set priorities for the 
next five years.  For example, the Village currently has plans for the Skokie-Lake 
intersection. Once that connection is built, the next logical would be a Lake 
Avenue crossing. This is how the plans would work together. Staff would give the 
Transportation Commission recommendations as to the improvements that move 
to implementation.  Ms. Berger-Raish continued to explain the timeline and steps 
forward given the funding, including more public engagement.  
 
Ms. Berger-Raish mentioned that for the last public meeting, staff mailed out a 
letter to every resident along a proposed route, which also will take place before 
implementation. She encouraged residents to sign up for the Village’s E-News. 
 
Chair Braband asked for a motion. Commissioner Levy moved to approve the 
plan. Commissioner Tyner seconded the motion. The motion was approved by a 
unanimous voice vote.  
 
 

IV. PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Occurred as part of Item III prior to taking formal action on the active 
transportation plan. 
 
 

V. OLD BUSINESS 
 

Mr. Manis gave an update on deployment of the new speed radar feedback 
signs, status of the Kenilworth Gardens traffic calming study, and the Locust 
Road reconstruction project.  
 
Mr. Manis announced that there was a public informational meeting for the 
Skokie-Lake intersection improvements on July 23. The Village is looking at 
making the intersection more accommodating for pedestrians and adding a multi-
use trail north of lake. The anticipated schedule is next year for implementation. 
 
Ms. Berger-Raish gave an update on the Central Avenue and Downtown 
Streetscape project. Construction will start this week, and the detour goes into 
effect next week through December. The detour will resume in March with 1 way 
west-bound traffic. 

 
 
VI. NEW BUSINESS 
 

There was no new business. 
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VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

Commissioner Kebede moved to adjourn the meeting. The motion was seconded 
by Commissioner Tyner and approved by unanimous voice vote.  The motion 
carried.  No further discussion occurred on the motion.  
 
The meeting was thereafter adjourned at 9:15 p.m.  
 
Minutes Respectfully Prepared by Danielle Horn, P.E. 



 
 

Engineering and Public Works                                      (847) 853-7500 
 Department Fax (847) 853-7701 
 
 

Meeting Date: February 16, 2021 
 

To: Transportation Commission 
 

From:  Brigitte Berger-Raish, P.E., Dir of Engineering and Public Works  
 Dan Manis, P.E., Village Engineer 

Dan Smith, P.E., Project Manager 
 

Re:  Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming 
 
 

Recommendation 
 

Transportation Commission review and discussion of the Kenilworth Gardens Traffic 
Study prepared by Kimley-Horn. After review of the materials, public comment, and 
Commissioner deliberation, the Commission will decide to adopt an action, do nothing, or 
pursue further studies. 

 
Background 
 
The Village of Wilmette’s Transportation Commission developed a policy on traffic 
calming (Attachment 1) in 1997 to provide an effective and consistent response to the 
complaints about intrusive vehicle traffic. The Institute of Transportation Engineers 
defines “traffic calming” as “the combination of mainly physical measures that reduce the 
negative effects of motor vehicle use, alter driver behavior, and improve conditions for 
non-motorized street users. Calming actions include traffic regulations, signing, pavement 
marking, speed humps and other physical devices placed in and near the streets to 
discourage unreasonably high speeds and/or unnecessary traffic volumes (e.g., traffic 
which should and could be on other streets). According to the policy, the need to protect 
neighborhoods from unreasonable traffic intrusion must be weighed against the need for 
vehicular access for all residents and those who serve them. 
 
The policy establishes that candidates for traffic calming meet or exceed one of the 
following two metrics: 

mailto:bergerb@wilmette.com
mailto:manisd@wilmette.com
mailto:hornd@wilmette.com


• 85-percentile speeds greater than 7 MPH over the posted speed limit 

• Average Daily Traffic counts exceeding 1,200 cars per day 
 
Since the policy was adopted, the Village has completed several projects. The first project 
was on Manor Drive, completed in 2002 and the second project was on Locust Road, 
north of Lake Avenue, completed in 2003. Both projects incorporated speed humps in the 
roadway design and proved successful in the areas of relieving cut-through traffic and 
reducing prevailing speeds.  Since then, speed humps have been installed on Thornwood 
and Kenilworth Avenues and the 1400 blocks of Elmwood and Forest Avenues. Additional 
traffic calming, in the form of roadway striping and a raised crosswalk were installed on 
Hunter Road.  
  
In 2008, the Transportation Commission approved a traffic calming plan for 15th Street 
between Lake Avenue and Green Bay Road. These traffic calming initiatives were 
completed in conjunction with road improvements in 2013 and 2014.   
   
Since the economic downturn in 2008, traffic calming was not funded in the Village 
budget. With improved economic conditions, however, the Village Board approved 
$30,000 in the 2019 budget, $25,000 in 2020, and $25,000 in 2021 for traffic calming.    
    
 

Discussion 
 
At their May 23, 2019 meeting, the Transportation Commission reviewed streets eligible for 
traffic calming and recommended additional study of the Kenilworth Gardens subdivision, 
with a focus on Elmwood Avenue.  Attachment 2 includes a summary of speed and volume 
data collected for this neighborhood.    
 
Two blocks of Elmwood Avenue between Ridge Road and Hunter Road recorded speeds 
and volumes that exceeded the thresholds outlined in the Traffic Calming Policy.   The 85% 
speeds ranged from 32.0 mph to 38.8 mph and volumes were recorded at 1209 vehicles 
per day in the block between Ridge and 21st Street and 1232 vehicles per day in the block 
between 21st Street and Hunter Road.   
 
According to the Traffic Calming Policy, cases meeting the eligibility criteria are referred to 
the Transportation Commission and additional data collection, engineering analyses and 
alternative actions are gathered for discussion.  Village staff utilized the services of Kimley- 
Horn to perform the traffic study for Kenilworth Gardens, with a focus on Elmwood Avenue.   
The completed study is included as Attachment 3.     
 
In keeping with policy, staff sent letters (Attachment 4) to the Kenilworth Gardens neighbors 
inviting them to attend the February 16 meeting. After review of the materials, public 
comment, and Commissioner deliberation, the Commission will decide to adopt an action, 
do nothing, or pursue further studies. 
 
If the Commission recommends that traffic calming measures be implemented on Elmwood 
Avenue, staff will prepare a letter with an enclosed ballot to the impacted neighbors 



describing the proposed traffic calming measures and the anticipated benefits of the 
proposed measures.  A favorable vote of 60% of the households is required for the project 
to move forward.   
 
If the Commission recommends traffic calming on Elmwood Avenue and the residents votes 
exceed the 60% threshold, the traffic calming measures will be installed in late 2021. 
Additional traffic data collection would then be schedule for Fall 2021 and Spring 2022 to 
evaluate the impacts of the speed humps on Elmwood Avenue and the rest of the 
neighborhood.   

 
Documents Attached: 

 
1. Traffic Calming Policy 
2. Traffic Study Data for Kenilworth Gardens   
3. Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Report Prepared by Kimley Horn 
4. Notification Letter to Residents in the Kenilworth Gardens Subdivision 
5. Public Comments  

 



 
Traffic Calming Policy and Procedure 

Transportation Commission 
Village of Wilmette 
Approved 12-09-97 

By Village Board 
 
 
 
PREAMBLE: 
 
Motor vehicle traffic on Village streets is often viewed as a threat to the quality of 
life in Wilmette.  This policy on traffic calming was developed by the Wilmette 
Transportation Commission to provide an effective and consistent response to 
the complaints about intrusive vehicle traffic. 
 
Traffic calming is the act of balancing the need for vehicular access with 
neighborhood needs for safe, quiet environments.  Calming actions include traffic 
regulations, signing, pavement marking, police enforcement, and various 
physical devices placed in and near the streets to discourage unreasonably high 
speeds and/or unnecessary traffic volumes (e.g., traffic which should and could 
be on other streets).  The need to protect neighborhoods from unreasonable 
traffic intrusion must be weighed against the need for vehicular access for all 
residents and those who serve them.  Our streets are community property, 
owned and used by all.  Just as we expect and need to use the streets of other 
neighborhoods and communities, we must accept the need for others to share 
our streets, as long as their use is safe and reasonable. 
 
The role of specific streets in Wilmette is defined by their functional classification: 
local (slow speed, low volume land access streets), and arterial streets (busier, 
faster streets which primarily serve the through movement of traffic, but 
commonly in Wilmette are residential as well).  This classification as defined in 
the Comprehensive Plan reflects the current use of streets:  it is not merely 
theory, it is fact.  Often we may want to discourage ―foreign‖ traffic on our street, 
when the street actually serves to collect (collector street) or move (arterial 
street) that traffic.  Unless there are alternative routes for traffic which do not 
pose a problem for other residents, something that is rare in Wilmette, we cannot 
change the functionality of a street by declaration. 
 
 
POLICY: 
 
It is the policy of the Village of Wilmette to investigate, seriously and objectively, 
complaints about excessive traffic and vehicle speeds.  Such complaints will be 
evaluated, and, if warranted, interventions will be proposed and –with 
neighborhood concurrence—adopted.  Those interventions chosen for 



implementation will be those which minimize negative side effects, and which are 
affordable.  The standard procedure for responding to requests for traffic calming 
actions is outlined below. 
 
PROCEDURE: 
 
1. The process is initiated by complaints received by the Engineering or  
               Police departments from residents, business representatives, or Village 
               Staff (Police Department, Engineering Department, Community 
               Development, etc.) 
 
2.  Objective data are collected by Village professional staff on street 

configuration and traffic conditions, including volumes and speeds.  
Data should be collected over several days, preferably a full week, to 
reveal temporal cycles, and at appropriate times of day and seasons 
when problems are known to occur. 

 
Where cut-through traffic is a known or likely source of the problem,     
conditions (volumes, speeds, delays) on officially preferred routes 
should also be measured, along with vehicle routing patterns through 
the affected street network. 

 
3. The following criteria are used, singularly and in combination, to 

determine whether there is an objective problem worthy of further study: 
 

A. Volume greater than 1,200 vehicles per day on a local street; or 
B. 85th percentile speeds more than 7 miles per hour over the 

posted speed limit; or 
C. An excessive accident experience in a pattern, which is related 

to unreasonable volumes or speeds. 
D. Other facts and circumstances which, in the judgment of the 

Village Engineer or the Chief of Police, establish the existence 
of a problem which warrants consideration by the Commission, 
despite the failure to satisfy the criteria listed in A, B or C of this 
section. 

 
4. Cases meeting these criteria will be referred to the Transportation 

Commission, initially through discussion with the Chair or his or her 
designated representative.  Needs for further data collection or analyses 
of alternative actions will be discussed, and such actions taken to 
provide input to the Commission. 

 
5. The Transportation Commission will hold a public meeting, inviting 

residents of the affected neighborhood.  The complaint, objective 
measures of the problem, alternatives, and their costs and effectiveness 
will be evaluated using resources of the Commission, the professional 



staff of the Village, the published technical literature, national standards 
and guidelines, and evidence of best practice.  The Commission will 
make a decision to adopt an action, do nothing, or pursue further 
studies. 
 
A. The first priority on actions to be considered will be those which 

directly address the cause of the problem.  In particular, in the case 
of excessive cut-through traffic, priority will be placed on solving the 
problems on the preferred routes to make cutting-through less 
attractive. 

B. Options to be considered on the affected streets will be focused on 
actions proven to reduce excessive speeds or discourage 
unnecessary traffic volumes, such as periodic enforcement, 
changes in traffic regulations, signs and pavement markings, speed 
humps and traffic circles. 

C. The four primary criteria used to select options will be (1) the 
degree to which the original problem is solved; (2) assurance of 
reasonable access for all, and especially for emergency and 
service vehicles; (3) the safety implications of the proposed action, 
and (4) the extent of spillover problems on other streets caused by 
the action on the subject street.  This process should not solve one 
problem by causing others. 

D. Signs and markings to be implemented should meet the warrants 
established in the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 

E. Street closures will not normally be considered.  Closures are an 
unreasonable impedance to residents and others; they restrict 
emergency and maintenance access.  A well-utilized street 
indicates the need to satisfy or alter the demand, rather than to cut 
off the supply of access. 

 
6. If the Commission recommends an intervention, (a fixed physical 

change to a street such as an intersection circle, traffic hump, or 
diverter), a brief description of this action and its expected impacts will 
be prepared and distributed by mail to neighborhood residents affected 
by this intervention in the form of a ballot.  A favorable vote of 60% of 
the households on the affected street(s) will be necessary to proceed 
with the action.  For this purpose, the affected street is defined as the 
block on which the intervention is applied, or the single blocks adjacent 
to an intersection where a change is to be made.  Only one vote per 
household is permitted; apartments will be counted as a single 
household. 

 
Responsibility for approval of any fixed physical changes rests with the 
Village Board; a favorable vote by the neighbors and/or the Commission 
does not deprive the Board of this final power of approval. 

 



Simpler interventions, such as an enforcement program, signs, or pavement 
markings, may be implemented directly after the public meeting on the 
recommendation of the Commission. 
 
7. The Engineering Department will collect data after the implementation of 

calming actions and will conduct before-after evaluations, which will be 
reported to the Transportation Commission to build a knowledge base 
for future decision making.  These evaluations will be conducted when 
traffic operations have stabilized after implementation, sooner if 
problems occur and later if it is necessary to match seasonality of the 
problem. 

 
Requests for traffic calming will be considered at any time and recommendations 
for signing, marking and enforcement can be implemented at any time.  
Proposals for capital investments (e.g., humps, circles, diverters) will be collected 
and considered at an annual project programming meeting normally in mid-
summer, so that a specific budget request can be presented to the Village Board. 
 
 
Proposed Experimental Program Procedure 
 
 
The traffic-calming program will begin with an experimental implementation to 
gain experience and get community reactions. The experimental procedure is as 
follows: 
 

1. Use complaints on file to identify several candidate streets. 
2. Staff collects and analyzes current objective data (speeds, 

volumes, routes). 
3. Commission meets to select two (2)  test sites and the 

interventions to be applied to each.  At this point we have 
apparently narrowed the actions to humps (on one street) 
and circles (on the other). 

4. Commission holds public meeting, inviting residents of 
candidate streets to discuss the proposed actions. 

5. Use the balloting process described in step 6 above to verify 
neighborhood acceptance. 

6. Implement the interventions.  Target:  Spring, 1998. 
7. Collect data and conduct before-after study.  Collect data 

within one week of construction completion, and again three 
and six months later.  Survey the neighbors after six months.  
Report periodically to the Commission. 

 
 

                                                    Traffic Calming Policy & Procedure 
                                                      Village Board Approved 12-09-97 



Location: Beechwood Avenue Date: August 2018

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Beechwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 442 25 28.6 85th percentile within acceptable range
Beechwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 378 25 33.5 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 1.46 MPH

Total ADT 820
Beechwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 462 25 28.9 85th percentile within acceptable range
Beechwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 496 25 27.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 958

Location: Kenilworth Avenue Date: May 2019

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Kenilworth 2000 Ridge 21st WB 554 25 33.1 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 1.14 MPH
Kenilworth 2000 21st Ridge EB 456 25 29.4 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1010
Kenilworth 2100 21st Hunter WB 529 25 28.8 85th percentile within acceptable range
Kenilworth 2100 Hunter 21st EB 443 25 30.4 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 972

Location: Chestnut Avenue Date: Oct 2020

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Chestnut 2100 21st Hunter WB 370 25 29.2 85th percentile within acceptable range
Chestnut 2100 Hunter 21st EB 400 25 28.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 770

Location: Thornwood Avenue Date: Sept 2018

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Thornwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 558 25 22.0 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 549 25 25.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1107
Thornwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 487 25 27.1 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 497 25 30.8 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 984
Thornwood 2200 21st Hunter WB 473 25 29.6 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2200 Hunter 21st EB 476 25 29.3 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 949

Location: Greenwood Avenue Date: May 2019

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Greenwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 618 25 29.7 85th percentile within acceptable range
Greenwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 587 25 32.1 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 0.14 MPH

Total ADT 1205
Greenwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 564 25 28.4 85th percentile within acceptable range
Greenwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 579 25 28.7 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1143

Location: Elmwood Avenue Date: May 2017

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Elmwood 1900&2000 21st Ridge EB 899 25 37.7 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 5.67 mph
Elmwood 1900&2000 Ridge 21st WB 310 25 34.9 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 2.85 mph

Total ADT 1209 ADT exceeds volume threshold by 9 VPD
Elmwood 2100&2200 Hunter 21st EB 515 25 38.8 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 6.78 mph
Elmwood 2100&2200 21st Hunter WB 717 25 32.0 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 0.01 mph

Total ADT 1232 ADT exceeds volume threshold by 32 VPD
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Kenilworth Gardens Neighborhood Traffic Calming Evaluation  Page 1 
February 2021 

INTRODUCTION   

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (Kimley-Horn), was retained by the Village of Wilmette to evaluate 
traffic conditions and recommend traffic calming measures for the Kenilworth Gardens residential 
neighborhood. The neighborhood, shown in Exhibit 1, is generally bounded by Beechwood Avenue 
to the north, Elmwood Avenue to the south, Ridge Road to the east, and Hunter Road to the west. 
Relatively high traffic volumes and excessive vehicle travel speeds along neighborhood streets 
generate quality-of-life and safety issues for neighborhood residents. In the Kenilworth Gardens 
neighborhood, vehicle speeds and daily traffic volumes on multiple street segments meet or exceed 
thresholds set by the Village of Wilmette to consider installation of traffic calming measures.  

This study is intended to evaluate conditions along the neighborhood streets, identify opportunities to 
address speed and volume concerns in the neighborhood, and outline a recommended traffic calming 
approach for all travel modes while preserving the character of the surrounding neighborhood. 
Recommendations will be consistent with the Village’s existing traffic calming policy, based on 
collected vehicle speed and volume data, and informed by a review and consideration of traffic 
calming techniques of various scales and intensities.   

EXISTING CONDITIONS 

Village Traffic Calming Policy   

The Village of Wilmette has maintained an official Traffic Calming Policy since 1997. The Policy, in 
addition to outlining a review procedure for citizen requests for the installation of traffic calming 
infrastructure, establishes four criteria outlined below to for determine if such infrastructure is 
warranted: 

A. Volume greater than 1,200 vehicles per day on a local street; or  
 

B. 85th percentile speeds more than 7 miles per hour over the posted speed limit; or  
 

C. An excessive accident experience in a pattern, which is related to unreasonable volumes or 
speeds.  
 

D. Other facts and circumstances which, in the judgment of the Village Engineer or the Chief of 
Police, establish the existence of a problem which warrants consideration by the Commission, 
despite the failure to satisfy the criteria listed in A, B or C of this section 

Multiple street segments in the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood meet Criterion A (volume 
threshold), Criterion B (speed threshold), or both. Kimley-Horn’s understanding is that there is not a 
meaningful history of crash experience in the neighborhood (Criterion C) nor other circumstances 
indicating an associated issue (Criterion D). 



EXHIBIT 1
CONTEXT MAP

���������	����������	�

������������


������������

�������������

�������������
���
������
���
������

�����

��	�

� � � � �
� � � � � � � � 	 
 � �



 

  
 
 

Kenilworth Gardens Neighborhood Traffic Calming Evaluation  Page 3 
February 2021 

Precedent Traffic Calming Installations   

The Village of Wilmette has utilized four types of traffic calming devices on streets within the 
community – speed humps, raised crosswalks, edge line pavement markings, and curb extensions.  
Further, the Village maintains miles of brick street that, in addition to providing an attractive and 
historic character, also provide traffic calming benefits through textured pavement surface that raises 
driver self-awareness when traveling at higher speeds due to surface roughness and wheel noise. 
Examples of traffic calming devices and design features currently used in Wilmette are documented 
below. 

Speed Humps and Raised Crosswalks 

Speed humps present a vertical deflection for approaching motorists, typically with a rounded 
profile, that encourage slower vehicle speeds.  Speed humps typically are designed to reach 
approximately 3-4 inches in height rounded across an 8-10-foot width.  Speed humps are not to be 
confused with speed bumps, with are more abrupt and disruptive.  Speed hump designs can be 
modified and combined with crosswalks to create a raised crosswalk.  Raised crosswalks provide 
a plateau-style profile for a level pedestrian surface with gradual ramps on either side.  

Images 1 through 7 illustrate existing speed humps (including two raised crosswalks) within the 
Village.  Two additional speed humps located along Forest Avenue between 15th Street and Green 
Bay Road are not shown. 

  
Image 1. Speed Hump / Raised Crosswalk (Hunter Road) 
 Looking south at a speed hump serving as a raised 

crosswalk on the south leg of Hunter Road at 
Thornwood Avenue on the west side of the 
Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood. 

Image 2. Speed Hump / Raised Crosswalk (Hunter Road) 
 Looking east across the raised crosswalk on Hunter 

Road at Thornwood Avenue.  As shown, the raised 
deflection appears more limited than regular speed 
humps. 
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Image 3. Speed Hump (Thornwood Avenue) 
 Looking north at 1 of 2 speed humps on Thornwood 

Avenue west of Harper Elementary School. 

Image 4. Speed Hump (Manor Drive) 
 Looking southeast at 1 of 5 speed humps on Manor 

Drive between Illinois Road and Lake Avenue. 
 

  
Image 5. Speed Hump / Raised Crosswalk (15th Street) 
 Looking south at 1 of 3 speed humps on 15th Street 

north of Lake Avenue.  This raised crosswalk spans 
the south leg of 15th Street at Forest Avenue. 

Image 6. Speed Hump (15th Street) 
 Looking east across the raised crosswalk on the 

south side of the 15th Street/Forest Avenue 
intersection.  Note the concrete ramp and crosswalk 
combined with the brick street. 
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Image 7. Speed Hump (15th Street) 
 Looking north at the southernmost of 3 speed humps 

along 15th Street north of Lake Avenue.  This is an 
asphalt speed hump, framed by concrete bands, on a 
brick street. 

Image 8. Edge Line Markings (Hunter Road) 
 Looking south along Hunter Road north of Thornwood 

Avenue. 

 

Edge Line Markings 

Edge line pavement markings can be used to define the travel lane.  When streets provide 
expansive lane widths and limited horizontal constraint, drivers tend to feel more comfortable and 
may drive at higher speeds than when provided narrower lanes and less flexibility.  On generally 
wide streets, edge line markings offset from the edge of pavement can be used to narrow the travel 
lane and provide the perception of side-to-side constraint for drivers. 

Image 8, presented above, illustrates an example of painted edge line markings in the Village along 
Hunter Road north of Lake Avenue.  Along this corridor, the edge lines are offset from the curb by 
approximately 3 feet on each side of the street. 

Curb Extensions 

Curb extensions, also commonly referred to as bump-outs, are a flexible tool that help to achieve 
multiple goals.  In addition to increasing pedestrian space and visibility and reducing crosswalk 
lengths for pedestrians, curb extensions can be utilized to calm traffic speeds by reduce street 
widths and horizontal clearances.    Images 5-7 show 15th Street, a brick street, north of Lake 
Avenue.  Local examples include Wilmette Avenue at both 15th Street and Prairie Avenue-Oak 
Circle (installed in 2012), Wilmette Avenue at Locust Road (installed in 2019), and Washington 
Avenue at Lavergne Avenue (installed in 2020). 

Brick Streets 

Brick Streets in Wilmette are not implicitly intended to calm traffic volumes and speeds in residential 
neighborhoods.  However, textured street surfaces, like those with clay brick pavers, provide a 
rougher surface than more common asphalt and concrete streets and due to ride smoothness and 
wheel noise, discourage from driving at speeds higher than those appropriate for residential 
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neighborhoods and low-speed business districts.  The Village of Wilmette maintains approximately 
14 miles of brick streets.  Images 5-7 show 15th Street, a brick street, north of Lake Avenue. 

Study Area and Collected Data 

The study network consists of a series of five parallel east-west streets in the Kenilworth Gardens 
neighborhood (from north to south): Beechwood Avenue, Kenilworth Avenue, Thornwood Avenue, 
Greenwood Avenue, and Elmwood Avenue. The network is bounded by Ridge Road to the east and 
Hunter Road to the west, with 21st Street running north-south through the center of the neighborhood 
between Beechwood Avenue and Elmwood Avenue. Characteristics of each street are summarized 
in the section below. Unless otherwise noted, streets are two lanes wide and with on-street parking 
permitted in areas not occupied by driveways.  Similarly, all streets are 24 feet wide with concrete 
curb and gutters resulting in a total width of 25-26 feet between curb faces. 

Vehicle speed and volume data was collected by the Village for the study network between May 2017 
and May 2019. Supplemental volume and speed data were collected on Chestnut Avenue between 
Hunter Road and 21st Street in late October 2020. This additional data was collected during the period 
of COVID-19; however, Wilmette schools were offering in-person education and consideration for 
public health impacts on traffic conditions would be made (21-25% decrease in AADT based on 
comparative count data). The data divides each street in the study network into two segments – Ridge 
Road to 21st Street and 21st Street to Hunter Avenue. Data is further divided into eastbound and 
westbound travel directions. Collected data for each directional street segment was evaluated against 
Village traffic calming thresholds for volume (1200 vehicles per day on a bi-directional segment) and 
speed (seven miles over the posted speed limit of 25 MPH). Streets with segments meeting or 
exceeding speed and volume criteria are shown in Exhibits 2-3. A summary of the characteristics 
and performance of each street in the study network is provided below.  

Beechwood Avenue is located at the northern boundary of the study area. Single-family homes with 
individual driveways are developed along both sides of the street.  West of Ridge Road, Beechwood 
and Kenilworth Avenues curve to meet, forming a semi-circular alignment with a wide consolidated 
access at Ridge Road (a curb-to-curb width of approximately 65 feet) at the crosswalk parallel to 
Ridge Road.  

Vehicle speed and volume data for Beechwood Avenue was collected from August 28-31, 2018. Data 
indicates that eastbound vehicle speeds between 21st Street and Ridge Road exceed the Village’s 
traffic calming speed threshold (seven MPH over the posted speed limit of 25 MPH) by 1.5 MPH. 
Vehicle speeds on the remainder of the street exceed the posted speed limit, but do not meet the 
threshold established for traffic calming consideration. Vehicle volumes do not meet the thresholds 
established to consider traffic calming measures.  

Kenilworth Avenue is located approximately 320 feet south of Beechwood Avenue. Single-family 
homes with individual driveways are developed along both sides of the street. Kenilworth Avenue 
forms the southern half of the combined Beechwood Avenue / Kenilworth Avenue access at the 
intersection with Ridge Road.  
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Vehicle speed and volume data for Kenilworth Avenue was collected from May 21-23, 2019. Data 
indicates that westbound vehicle speeds between Ridge Road and 21st Street exceed the traffic 
calming speed threshold by 1.1 MPH. While vehicle speeds on the other street segments and 
directions exceed the posted speed limit, they do not warrant mitigation measures. Vehicle volumes 
do not meet the Village’s 1,200 vehicles/day threshold. 

Chestnut Avenue is located approximately 360 feet south of Kenilworth Avenue and similar to 
Kenilworth Avenue, provides a single lane of traffic in each direction, allows on-street parking, and 
serves adjacent single-family homes with individual driveways along both sides of the street between 
Ridge Road and Hunter Road.   
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EXHIBIT 2
85TH PERCENTILE SPEED DATA
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EXHIBIT 3
AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
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Vehicle speed and volume data for Chestnut Avenue was collected from October 27-30, 2020. Data 
indicates that westbound vehicle speeds between 21st Street and Hunter Road exceed the posted 
speed limit, but do not exceed the traffic calming speed threshold. Similarly, vehicle volumes (770 
vehicles/day) do not meet the Village’s 1,200 vehicles/day threshold. 

Thornwood Avenue is located approximately 360 feet south of Chestnut Avenue, maintaining one 
travel lane in each direction and allowing on-street parking.  Single-family homes with individual 
driveways line both sides of the street.  

Vehicle speed and volume data for Thornwood Avenue was collected from September 11-14, 2018. 
Observed vehicle speeds and volumes do not satisfy the Village’s established thresholds for 
consideration of traffic calming measures.  

Greenwood Avenue is located approximately 300 feet south of Thornwood Avenue. Consistent with 
the streets to the north, single-family homes with individual driveways line both both sides of the street 
between Ridge Road and Hunter Road.  

Vehicle speed and volume data for Greenwood Avenue was collected from April 30-May 3, 2019. 
Data indicates that eastbound vehicle speeds between 21st Street and Ridge Road are essentially at 
the traffic calming speed threshold, just exceeding it by 0.1 MPH. Vehicle speeds on the remainder 
of the street exceed the posted speed limit, but do not meet the threshold established for traffic 
calming consideration. Average daily vehicle volumes between 21st Street and Ridge Road are 
slightly over the (1,200 vehicles) threshold to consider traffic calming measures (by five vehicles per 
day), while volumes between Hunter Avenue and 21st Street. 

Elmwood Avenue is located at the southern boundary of the study area, approximately 320 feet 
south of Greenwood Avenue and is somewhat different than the other study area streets. Single-
family homes with individual driveways are situated along the north side of the street. However, on 
the south side of Elmwood Avenue, the land use mix includes Mallinkrodt Center (a senior community 
center) and Mallinkrodt in the Park (senior condominiums) at the east end of the corridor at Ridge 
Road, Mallinkrodt Park, Ronald Knox Montessori School, single-family residences, and Sacred Heart 
Convent at the west end of the corridor near Hunter Road. Driveway access to adjacent properties is 
less than along the north side of the street and in general, parking demand is lower along the south 
side of the street. From the Ronald Knox Montessori School driveways to Ridge Road, a distance of 
just over 1000 feet, the sidewalk is set back from Elmwood Avenue by approximately 20 feet and 
located behind a fence.  

Vehicle speed and volume data was collected for Elmwood Avenue from May 23-26, 2017. Speed 
data indicates that both eastbound and westbound vehicles between Ridge Road and Hunter Avenue 
exceed established speed thresholds for considering traffic calming measures. While westbound 
traffic travelled 2.9 MPH or less over the threshold, eastbound traffic exceeded the threshold by 5.7 
to 6.8 MPH – almost 39 MPH in an area with a posted limit of 25 MPH.  

Daily traffic volumes ranging between 1,209 and 1,232 between Ridge Road and Hunter Avenue 
slightly exceed the threshold of 1,200 vehicles per day established in the Village’s traffic calming 
policy. However, it is important to note that unlike the other neighborhood streets that exhibit generally 
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directionally balanced traffic volumes in the eastbound and westbound directions, Elmwood Avenue 
traffic volumes are unbalanced, particularly between 21st Street and Ridge Road (899 eastbound vs. 
310 westbound).  In the western half of the corridor, traffic volumes are somewhat unbalanced in the 
other direction and to a lesser extent the west of 21st Street (515 eastbound vs. 717 westbound). 

Traffic volumes and speed data collected by the Village is provided in the attached Appendix. 

Current Issues and Challenges 

As shown in Exhibit 2, portions of Beechwood Avenue, Kenilworth Avenue, Thornwood Avenue, and 
Greenwood Avenue exceed the Village’s established traffic speed or volume thresholds warranting 
consideration of traffic calming measures. The overages observed on these streets are generally 
minor – in all cases, speeds that exceed the threshold do so by 1.5 MPH or less. Only one segment 
sees a volume exceeding the threshold, which is again minor (the observed volume is less than 0.5% 
higher than the threshold).   

Data collected for Elmwood Avenue indicates much more substantial speed overages, particularly for 
eastbound traffic. Documentation of eastbound traffic speeds reached 38.8 MPH between Hunter 
Avenue and 21st Street. This value exceeds the posted speed limit of 25 MPH by more than 50%, 
presenting potential safety concerns for pedestrians, cyclists, and other drivers. High eastbound 
speeds are also observed on Elmwood Avenue between 21st Street and Ridge Road, with 85th 
percentile speeds of 37.7 MPH recorded.  

As techniques are evaluated to address the issues noted above, particularly excessive driver speed 
on Elmwood Avenue, the issues outlined below also need to be considered:  

 Directional Distribution 
On Elmwood Avenue between 21st Street and Ridge Road, 74 percent of all traffic travels 
eastbound. While this may be comprised of some cut-through traffic to Ridge Road, the 
opposite direction of volume imbalance west of 21st Street suggests the imbalance east of 21st 
Street may be reflective of drivers leaving the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood using 21st 
Street to Elmwood Avenue for egress from the area, since Elmwood Avenue is the “fastest” 
street in the neighborhood. 

 Driveway Density 
Numerous driveways on streets in the study network may limit the number of locations 
available to install speed humps, chicanes, and other traffic calming devices. The exception 
to this is the south side of Elmwood Avenue, where the curb is largely unbroken by numerous 
residential driveways and serves more passive uses than the rest of the neighborhood.  
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TRAFFIC CALMING TECHNIQUES 

This section explores a range of traffic calming measures to identify techniques that fit within the scale 
and context of the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood, are consistent with the Village’s existing traffic 
calming policy, and can realistically be implemented in the study area.  

Context and Process 

Traffic calming techniques range in scale, cost, and disruption from minor adjustments such as 
striping edge lines that change how drivers psychologically perceive a street to drastic interventions 
such as breaking the street grid to discourage cut-through traffic.  

The Village’s traffic calming policy establishes four criteria for evaluating and selecting potential 
treatments once an issue has been identified. These criteria are summarized below: 

1. The degree to which the original problem is solved. 
2. Assurance of reasonable access for all, and especially for emergency and service vehicles. 
3. The safety implications of the proposed action. 
4. The extent of spillover problems on other streets caused by the action on the subject street. 

[The traffic calming] process should not solve one problem by causing others. 

To satisfy these criteria, recommendations will need to be effective at slowing traffic to or below target 
speeds, maintain connectivity and improve safety, and not simply redirect traffic to other streets. In 
order to generate recommendations that meet the Village’s goals while respecting the context of the 
study area, a three-step screening process was used: 

1. Traffic Calming Toolbox 
Treatments representing a range of scales, costs, and levels of disruption were identified to 
create a matrix of potential options. High-level benefits and challenges associated with each 
treatment were evaluated, with treatments organized into one of three categories based on 
the results.  

2. Design Parameters 
Promising measures in the top two categories established in the traffic calming toolbox were 
analyzed further, with a particular eye towards the space and design needed for them to be 
effective.   

3. Implementation Considerations 
Design parameters associated with each treatment were compared against street geometry 
and characteristics to determine how well a given treatment would be expected to function in 
the study network. Traffic Calming Toolbox 

The traffic calming toolbox presented in Table 1 uses an analysis of general benefits and challenges 
to rate techniques as: 1) Applicable in the study area ( ), 2) Potentially applicable but not necessarily 
a strong fit in the study area ( ), and 3) Not applicable to the study area ( ).   
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Table 1: Traffic Calming Toolbox 

Tools Description Benefits Challenges Key Considerations 
Appropriateness in  

Neighborhood Context 

Median A median (striped or raised) in the 
center of a roadway creates a pinch-
point on each side, narrowing the 
effective lane width.  

 Effective at slowing traffic, 
especially when raised.  

 Can be used to provide a 
pedestrian crossing refuge and/or 
additional landscaping. 

 Striped medians are less effective 
at slowing traffic than raised 
designs. Pedestrian refuges in 
striped medians offer less 
protection than those in raised 
medians.  

 Median construction may require 
removal of on-street parking. 

 Medians generally do not 
influence traffic volumes. 

Access Breaks – Raised medians, 
by design, restrict left turns. 
Placement without restricting left turn 
movements may be challenging due 
to the high driveway density in the 
study area.  

Applicable within the 
study area.  

Chicane Creates a pinch-point and often 
shifts travel lane alignment along a 
street by alternating curb bump-outs 
or street parking.  

 Effective at slowing traffic, 
especially when raised bump-outs 
are used. 

 Most impactful with long straight 
street alignments  

 

 Potentially adds a small amount of 
delay to emergency vehicle 
response times.   

 

Driveway Density – The curb bump-
outs and marked street parking used 
to create a chicane will need to be 
placed around existing residential 
driveways.  

Applicable within the 
study area. 

Pinch points and 
Bump-Outs 

Narrows street width and pedestrian 
crossing distance with curb 
extensions into a roadway, typically 
into a pre-existing parking lane 

 

 Effective at slowing traffic, with 
minimal impact to emergency 
vehicles.  

 Improves pedestrian safety, 
especially at mid-block crossings 

 Opportunities to pair the curb 
extension with a new tree or other 
streetscape features 

 Space required for a bump out will 
typically displace 2-3 on-street 
parking spaces  

Signing – May be combined with 
rectangular rapid-flashing beacons 
(RRFBs) to call more attention to 
mid-block crossings, especially in 
areas with higher pedestrian 
volumes.  

Placement – Can also be used to 
tighten turn radii when installed at 
intersections. At mid-block locations, 
consider placement to not impact 
driveway access. 

Applicable within the 
study area. 



 

  
 
 

Kenilworth Gardens Neighborhood Traffic Calming Evaluation  Page 14 
Febraury 2021 

Tools Description Benefits Challenges Key Considerations 
Appropriateness in  

Neighborhood Context 

Speed Hump Creates vertical deflection at a point 
along a street, reducing driver 
speeds. Crosswalks can be built on 
top of speed hump as a raised 
crosswalk.  The Village has several 
examples of both options within the 
community.  

 

 

 

 Low-to-moderate level of 
investment for an effective 
solution. 

 Opportunity to provide enhanced 
pedestrian crossings 

 Potential adverse impacts to 
emergency vehicle response 
times.  

 Potential maintenance issues with 
snowplows in cold winter climates, 
like in Wilmette.  

Spacing – Drivers may become 
frustrated with multiple closely-
spaced speed humps, resulting in 
speeding between deterrents.  

Driveway Density – The number of 
driveways and their spacing limit 
opportunities to install speed humps 
that do not conflict with residential 
driveways.  

Applicable within the 
study area. 

Edge Lines /  
Center Lines / 
Transverse Speed 
Bar Lines 

Edge and center lines are pavement 
markings to narrow and define travel 
lanes, providing a sense of horizontal 
constraint.  Speed bar lines are 
transverse markings perpendicular to 
edge/center lines with progressively 
reduced spacing approaching speed 
reduction areas to optically 
encourage slowing. 

 Low-cost treatment with some 
physical precedents (center and 
edge lines) in Wilmette. 

 Limited effectiveness  Cyclist Signing- Without proper 
signage, edge lines may appear to 
create dedicated bike lanes without 
providing adequate space for such a 
facility.  

Applicable within the 
study area. 

Vehicle Speed 
Feedback Sign 

Provides a visual display of driver 
speeds in real-time; can be 
accompanied by warning text.  

 Does not require modifications to 
the physical streetscape. 

 Can be coupled with police 
enforcement to increase 
effectiveness in reducing speeds.  

 Performance slowing vehicle 
speeds generally lower than 
physical traffic calming measures 

 Effectiveness often wanes after 
regular drivers are familiar with the 
sign. 

Placement – Most effective in speed 
limit transition areas and areas 
where traffic regularly exceeds the 
posted speed limit by 10 MPH or 
more. Recently collected speed data 
from the study area indicates drivers 
generally do not exceed the posted 
speed limit by this margin.  

  

Potentially applicable, 
although not necessarily a 
good fit.     
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Tools Description Benefits Challenges Key Considerations 
Appropriateness in  

Neighborhood Context 

Bike Lane Narrows travel lanes while providing 
dedicated infrastructure for cyclists. 

 Improves connectivity for cyclists, 
resulting in a more equitable 
distribution of the public right-of-
way. 

 Narrowed travel lanes effective at 
reducing driver speeds.  

 Depending on the street width, 
may conflict with provision of on-
street parking 

 Conflicts along streets with many 
access driveways 

Traffic Volumes – The safety 
benefits associated with this 
treatment are best realized in areas 
with moderate to high volumes of 
vehicles and cyclists.  

Placement – Consider protected 
bike lanes placed between street 
parking and the curb to minimize 
conflict points with vehicle doors.  

Potentially applicable, 
although not necessarily 
a good fit.     

Neighborhood 
Traffic Circle 

Creates a raised center island in an 
intersection, reducing driver speeds 
by forcing drivers to carefully 
navigate conflict points.   

 Reduces the appeal of a street to 
cut-through traffic while 
maintaining connectivity for local 
traffic.  

 Plantings within the roundabout 
can be used to increase aesthetic 
appeal of a street. 

 Physical precedents in the region, 
especially in residential 
neighborhoods in Evanston and 
Chicago. 

 Potentially adds a small amount of 
delay to emergency vehicle 
response times.   

 Complicates street access for 
snowplows, garage trucks, street 
sweepers, and other large 
vehicles. 

Implementation – Most effective 
when constructed with concrete 
curbs, although traffic circles can 
initially be striped or created using 
bollards or planters.  

Potentially applicable, 
although not necessarily 
a good fit.     

Roadway Surface 
Treatments 

Uses bricks or similarly textured 
materials to increase road noise and 
direct driver attention, increasing 
driver awareness of speeds to 
reduce speeding.  

 Numerous precedents of brick 
streets throughout Wilmette. 

 Improves aesthetic appeal of 
street.  

 Effective at slowing driver speeds. 

 Relatively high-cost approach, 
both in construction and 
maintenance.  

 Street may be unfriendly to cyclist 
travel.  

Cost – Although an effective traffic 
calming option, the installation cost 
for surface treatments consistent 
with precedent streets in Wilmette is 
very high.  

Potentially applicable, 
although not necessarily 
a good fit.     

Turn Radii 
Modification 

Uses bollards or curb modifications 
to create sharper turns at 
intersections, forcing turning drivers 
navigate the intersection at lower 
speeds 

 Low-cost implementation with 
bollards preserves most benefits 
associated with higher-cost 
implementations that require curb 
modification 

 Creates opportunities to improve 
pedestrian and cyclist safety at 
intersections 

 Potentially adds a small amount of 
delay to emergency vehicle 
response times.   

 Complicates street access by 
snowplows, garage trucks, street 
sweepers, and other large 
vehicles. 

 

Placement – Treatment only 
relevant at intersections with wide, 
sweeping curb radii.  

Not applicable within the 
study area. 
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Tools Description Benefits Challenges Key Considerations 
Appropriateness in  

Neighborhood Context 

Woonerf /  
Shared-Street 

Uses signs, barriers, and bollards 
and other design features to create a 
shared environment that balances 
vehicular and pedestrian/cyclist 
modes, resulting in slower traffic and 
safer conditions for pedestrians and 
cyclists. 

 More equitable distribution of 
street space across modes, well-
suited to neighborhood use case. 

 Effective at reducing 
attractiveness of street to cut-
through traffic. 

 Flexible, low-cost approach allows 
for initial temporary installation to 
gauge community feedback.  

 Potentially adds a small amount of 
delay to emergency vehicle 
response times.   

 Can complicate street access by 
snowplows, garage trucks, street 
sweepers, and other large 
vehicles. 

 Very high-cost approach, best 
suited for corridors with mixed-use 
development and high levels of 
pedestrian and multimodal activity 

 

Fit – Character of the study area not 
well suited for a treatment of this 
intensity. 

Not applicable within the 
study area. 

Raised Intersection Vertically deflects all approaches to 
an intersection with a profile flush 
with the corners, allowing for raised 
crosswalks and heightened 
pedestrian awareness while reducing 
driver speeds. 

 Leads to substantial improvement 
in pedestrian safety.  

 Similar speed reduction benefits 
as a speed hump.  

 High cost treatment with potential 
for elevated future maintenance 
costs. 

 Generally limits effectiveness to 
the intersection area and not 
along the overall street segment 
between intersections.  

Cost – Although an effective traffic 
calming option, the installation cost 
for this treatment will likely be too 
high relative to the benefit provided.  

Not applicable within the 
study area. 

Cul-de-Sac Creates a dead-end break in the 
street grid for vehicular traffic.  

 Eliminates the appeal of a street 
to cut-through traffic.  

 Can be designed to maintain 
pedestrian and cyclist 
connectivity. 

 Severe negative impact on street 
connectivity.  

 Shifts displaced drivers to 
adjacent alternative routes. 
   

Fit – Character of the study area not 
well suited for such a severe 
treatment and impact to connectivity. 

Not applicable within the 
study area.. 

Traffic Diverter Creates a diagonal barrier across an 
intersection that forces all vehicles to 
turn in one direction through the 
intersection.  

 Eliminates the appeal of a street 
to cut-through traffic.  

 Effective at slowing vehicle 
speeds. 

 Maintains pedestrian and cyclist 
access. 

 Substantially affects street 
connectivity, although in a less-
disruptive way than cul-de-sacs. 

Fit – Character of the study area not 
well suited for such a severe 
treatment and impact to connectivity. 

Not applicable within the 
study area. 

Street Trees Visually narrows a roadway and 
reduces horizontal clearance for 
passing vehicles using trees along 
the edge of a facility.  

 Creates rhythm along a street, 
helping drivers better perceive 
their speed relative to the 
surrounding area. 

 Enhances the aesthetic appeal of 
a street, provides shade and a 
wind break to pedestrians 

 Actual performance slowing 
vehicle speeds is somewhat 
limited. 

Applicability- Street trees are 
already present along streets in the 
study network. 

Not applicable within the 
study area. 
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Evaluation of Appropriate Techniques 

The following section evaluates how traffic calming techniques identified in Table 1 as “applicable” or 
“potentially applicable” can be installed in the study area. Measures identified as “not applicable” in 
Table 1 were not carried forward in the analysis and removed from consideration.  

The northern east-west streets in the neighborhood (Beechwood Avenue to Greenwood Avenue) are 
not currently recommended to receive traffic calming measures at this time. Although some segments 
of these streets exhibit vehicle speeds and/or volumes that meet Village thresholds for consideration 
of traffic calming device installation, the extents of exceeding the volume and speed thresholds are 
minimal and are not plainly evident in observations.  Initial traffic calming measures are recommended 
to focus on Elmwood Avenue while the northern streets within the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood 
are recommended to be monitored to identify whether issues persist and become more substantial 
before additional consideration of mitigation measures.  

Median 

The traffic calming toolbox identifies medians measures as applicable ( ) in the study network. 
Examples of residential medians, including one locally in Wilmette, are illustrated below in Images 9-
10. 

  
Image 9. Residential Median 
 An oval landscaped median along a residential street  
 (Source: Ken Sides; https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/) 

Image 10. Residential Median 
 Looking south at a median along Sterling Lane in 

Wilmette  
 (Source: Google Streetview) 

 

Design Parameters 
A raised island that forms the median will limit access to driveways in the area. On-street parking 
will need to be prohibited in the area adjacent to the median due to limited street width available.   

Implementation Considerations  
Elmwood Avenue is 24 feet wide, with concrete curb and gutters extending the total width between 
curb faces to 25-26 feet. This width is not enough to accommodate a median while maintaining on-
street parking in the area. Other treatments are just as or more effective while displacing fewer 
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spaces. Further, placement of medians is either limited to avoid blocking adjacent access driveways 
or would result in restricted along the street.  

Conclusion 
Although curbed medians are well-suited for installation for streets similar to Elmwood Avenue, the 
configuration required by the roadway geometry would consume more parking spaces than other 
options for similar benefit.  

Chicane 

The traffic calming toolbox identifies chicanes as applicable ( ) in the study network. Examples of 
chicanes are illustrated below in Images 11-12. 

  
Image 11. Chicane 
 Looking north on Romans Avenue in Halifax, Nova 

Scotia  
 (Source: Google Street View) 

Image 12. Chicane 
 A chicane beyond the intersection in a residential 

neighborhood  
 (Source: Kristen Langley; https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/) 

 

Design Parameters 
Chicanes are most effective at slowing vehicle speeds when street width is available add curvature 
in the travel lane alignment and shift travel lanes by roughly the width of a parked car (5-6 feet). 
The raised islands on either side of a street that form the chicane need to be positioned around 
existing driveways. 

Implementation Considerations  
Elmwood Avenue is 24 feet wide, with concrete curb and gutters extending the total distance 
between curb faces to 25-26 feet. This distance is not wide enough to create curb extensions with 
the ideal width while maintaining both travel lanes. Potentially, when combined with narrower travel 
lanes (such as 10 feet), smaller chicanes (4 feet wide) could be installed along Elmwood Avenue. 

Conclusion 
Although curb extensions to define a chicane are well-suited for installation in the study network, 
the street width limits the ability to establish an ideally configured chicane and is expected to result 
in a less effective speed deterrent than installing pinch points or bump-outs.  
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Pinch points and Bump-outs 

A pinch point is created by positioning a curb bump-out along both sides of a street, creating a 
narrower adjacent cross-section. The traffic calming toolbox identifies pinch points and bump-outs as 
applicable ( ) in the study network. Examples of pinch points are presented below in Images 13-14. 

  
Image 13. Pinch Point / Curb Bump-Out 
 Offset curb extensions creating a pinch point on a 

residential street 
 (Source: Scott Wainwright; https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/) 

Image 14. Pinch Point 
 A choker or pinch point along a residential street 
 (Source: NACTO) 

 

Design Parameters 
Bump-outs are most effective at slowing vehicle speeds when space is available to reduce the 
cross-section and provide some horizontal constraint for approaching drivers. The raised islands 
that form a pinch point or bump-out typically need to be positioned around existing driveways.  

Implementation Considerations  
Elmwood Avenue is 24 feet wide, with concrete curb and gutters extending the total width between 
curb faces to 25-26 feet. Installing one or more bump-outs along the southern edge of the street 
(where the number of driveways is limited) will effectively mimic “parked cars”, reducing the street’s 
cross-section and forcing drivers to slow down as they pass around or between the curb extensions.  

Conclusion 
Curb bump-outs are ideally suited for installation along Elmwood Avenue, especially on the south 
side of the roadway between 21st Street and Ridge Road. This section of street is directly abutted 
by a park, generating a lower parking demand than other areas in the study network, and maintains 
fewer driveways.  

Speed Hump 

The traffic calming toolbox identifies speed humps as applicable ( ) in the study network. These 
features can be constructed with or without a raised pedestrian crossing and have several precedent 
installations in the Village.  
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Design Parameters 
Speed humps are most effective when placed approximately 400 feet apart. This distance 
discourages drivers from accelerating between installations while minimizing construction and 
maintenance expenses. Total vertical deflection is typically 3-3.5 inches, but can be higher. To 
provide adequate rise for greater deflection, and particularly for raised crosswalks that meet 
adjacent sidewalk at the height of the curb (typically 6 inches), the width of the ramps (5 percent 
slope) and pedestrian crosswalk should provide approximately 30 feet.  

Implementation Considerations  
The density of driveways along Elmwood Avenue limits the number of locations where a speed 
hump can be placed. The distances between Hunter Avenue and 21st Street, and 21st Street and 
Ridge Road, can both be adequately covered by two speed bumps in each segment using the 
recommended spacing. Thus, installation of four total speed bumps would be appropriate along 
Elmwood Avenue between Hunter Avenue and Ridge Road. Further, speed humps can be designed 
in a manner that are complementary with the recommendations for Elmwood Avenue as a Bike 
Boulevard in the Mater Bike and Active Transportation Plan. A Network Recommendation map 
referenced from the plan is included in the Appendix. 

Conclusion 
Speed humps are ideally suited for installation along Elmwood Avenue, and should be considered 
for implementation alongside or in place of curb bump-outs.  

Edge Lines, Center Lines, and Transverse Speed Bar Lines 

The traffic calming toolbox identifies these measures as applicable ( ) in the study network.  

Design Parameters 
Edge lines primarily alter how drivers psychologically perceive the roadway width. To maximize the 
visual effect of a narrowed lane, the edge line should be largely unbroken.  

Implementation Considerations  
The concentration of driveways along Elmwood Avenue (with the exception of the eastbound travel 
lane between 21st Street and Ridge Road is likely too high to implement a cohesive edge line, as 
each driveway would require a break in the line. Center lines are also not well-suited for the street, 
since drivers weaving around parked cars routinely cross into the opposing travel lane.  

Transverse speed bar lines are not generally relevant to the study network. These installations are 
best-suited to areas with noticeable speed transitions – such as on the approach to an isolated 
traffic signal or through a curve on an otherwise high-speed corridor.  

Conclusion 
Edge and center lines could be installed on Elmwood Avenue, although their effectiveness would 
be limited by the design of the street. Transverse speed bar lines are not suited to address the 
issues observed in the study network.  
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Roadway Surface Treatments, Vehicle Speed Feedback Signs, Neighborhood Traffic Circles, and Bike Lanes 

These treatments were identified as potentially applicable ( ) in the traffic calming toolbox, although 
concerns about fit were noted.  

Design Parameters 
Parameters noted for each treatment are summarized below: 

 Roadway surface treatments, such as brick streets, are effective at slowing traffic, although 
issues observed in the study network can be corrected using lower-cost alternatives such 
as speed humps and curb bump-outs.  

 Vehicle speed feedback signs are most effective at reducing speeds on roadways with a 
relatively low levels of driver familiarity and in areas with transitions between speed limits.  

 Neighborhood traffic circles are most effective at slowing traffic at intersections and in areas 
with substandard stop sign compliance.  

 Bike lanes are best suited to areas with adequate space to provide at least a five-foot lane.  

Design Considerations and Conclusion 
For the reasons noted below, these treatments are not a good fit for installation on Elmwood 
Avenue.  

 The traffic calming performance gained by installing a brick-surfaced roadway can be 
obtained using lower-cost means.  

 Drivers in the study area are generally familiar with the study area and are likely repeat 
drivers travelling to and from their homes. The Village’s portable vehicle speed feedback 
signs should continue to be deployed at times, but are not recommended as a permanent 
installation in the neighborhood as they would be expected to result in diminishing 
effectiveness over time.  

 The speed overages observed on Elmwood Avenue are primarily associated with travel 
between intersections. As such, speed humps and/or curb bump-outs between intersections 
are likely to be more successful in this application than installing a neighborhood traffic circle 
at a single intersection such as Elmwood Avenue/21st Street.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on an assessment of current traffic speed and volume characteristics and a review of potential 
traffic calming measures, both speed humps and curb extensions can be effective in slowing vehicle 
traffic.  Speed humps are generally lower in cost than curb extensions.  Given the current 26-foot 
width of Elmwood Avenue, curb extensions would have to be of minimal width (approximately 2-3 feet 
on each side of the street) to still allow simultaneous two-way traffic.  While curb extensions would 
help to constrict the street width and slow traffic, their limited potential width in this case may not be 
as noticeable and effective as wider installations. Considering the limited opportunity for sizeable curb 
extensions and their higher cost relative to speed humps, Kimley-Horn recommends the installation 
of speed humps in this case. 

To address documented traffic speeding issues in the neighborhood, Kimley-Horn recommends the 
following: 

 Install four (4) speed humps along Elmwood Avenue – two (2) between Ridge Road and 21st 
Street and two (2) between 21st Street and Hunter Road. 

 The speed humps are recommended to be installed approximately 350-500 feet apart and 
from each end of their respective block.  The recommended speed hump locations reflect 
dividing each defined block roughly into thirds (each block measures approximately 1,280 feet 
long) and considers placement relative to adjacent driveways and neighborhood streets. 
Speed hump installation should also not align with any of the several driveways along 
Elmwood Avenue. The recommended speed hump locations provide spacing that falls within 
the recommended range of 260-500 feet, as referenced in the Institute of Transportation 
Engineers’ (ITE) Guidelines for the Design and Application of Speed Humps, to maintain 85th 
Percentile speeds between 25 and 30 mph.   

 Coordinate speed hump installation with new shared lane pavement markings, commonly 
referred to as “sharrows”, and posted signs designating Elmwood Avenue as a bike boulevard, 
per the Village’s Master Bike and Active Transportation Plan.  

 Monitor traffic volumes and speed conditions along Greenwood Avenue approximately 3-6 
months following installation of speed humps on Elmwood Avenue to document potential 
diversion of traffic volumes or increased speeds resulting from traffic bypassing the speed 
humps.  The 3-6 month period is expected to provide ample time for traffic conditions to 
normalize after installation of the speed humps. 

 If speed and/or volume issues are evident on Greenwood Avenue, speed humps may then be 
appropriate for installation. 

Exhibit 4 illustrates the recommended placement of speed humps along Elmwood Avenue, and if 
appropriate, locations for potential future speed humps along Greenwood Avenue. 

  



EXHIBIT 4
STUDY RECOMMENDATIONS
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APPENDIX 

Street Traffic Volume + Speed Data 

Master Bike and Active Transportation Plan – Network Recommendations Map 



Location: Beechwood Avenue Date: August 2018

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Beechwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 442 25 28.6 85th percentile within acceptable range
Beechwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 378 25 33.5 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 1.46 MPH

Total ADT 820
Beechwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 462 25 28.9 85th percentile within acceptable range
Beechwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 496 25 27.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 958

Location: Kenilworth Avenue Date: May 2019

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Kenilworth 2000 Ridge 21st WB 554 25 33.1 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 1.14 MPH
Kenilworth 2000 21st Ridge EB 456 25 29.4 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1010
Kenilworth 2100 21st Hunter WB 529 25 28.8 85th percentile within acceptable range
Kenilworth 2100 Hunter 21st EB 443 25 30.4 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 972

Location: Chestnut Avenue Date: Oct 2020

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Chestnut 2100 21st Hunter WB 370 25 29.2 85th percentile within acceptable range
Chestnut 2100 Hunter 21st EB 400 25 28.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 770

Location: Thornwood Avenue Date: Sept 2018

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Thornwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 558 25 22.0 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 549 25 25.9 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1107
Thornwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 487 25 27.1 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 497 25 30.8 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 984
Thornwood 2200 21st Hunter WB 473 25 29.6 85th percentile within acceptable range
Thornwood 2200 Hunter 21st EB 476 25 29.3 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 949

Location: Greenwood Avenue Date: May 2019

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Greenwood 2000 Ridge 21st WB 618 25 29.7 85th percentile within acceptable range
Greenwood 2000 21st Ridge EB 587 25 32.1 85th percentile exceeds acceptable limit by 0.14 MPH

Total ADT 1205
Greenwood 2100 21st Hunter WB 564 25 28.4 85th percentile within acceptable range
Greenwood 2100 Hunter 21st EB 579 25 28.7 85th percentile within acceptable range

Total ADT 1143

Location: Elmwood Avenue Date: May 2017

Street Block From To Direction ADT
Posted 
Speed

85% speed 
(mph) Comments

Elmwood 1900&2000 21st Ridge EB 899 25 37.7 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 5.67 mph
Elmwood 1900&2000 Ridge 21st WB 310 25 34.9 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 2.85 mph

Total ADT 1209 ADT exceeds volume threshold by 9 VPD
Elmwood 2100&2200 Hunter 21st EB 515 25 38.8 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 6.78 mph
Elmwood 2100&2200 21st Hunter WB 717 25 32.0 Speed exceeds acceptable range by 0.01 mph

Total ADT 1232 ADT exceeds volume threshold by 32 VPD
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1200 Wilmette Avenue 

Wilmette, Illinois 60091-0040 

 
Current Occupant 
2244 BEECHWOOD AVE 
Wilmette, Illinois 60091 

 
January 29, 2021 

 
Re:  Transportation Commission Meeting Notice 
 Review of the Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Evaluation Report  
 
The Village of Wilmette invites you to attend a remote Transportation Commission (TC) meeting 
concerning an evaluation of the Kenilworth Gardens neighborhood for potential traffic calming 
treatments. The Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Evaluation Report considers neighborhood traffic 
characteristics and proposes traffic calming treatments on Elmwood Avenue between Hunter Road to 
Ridge Road. In addition, the report proposes further evaluation and potential future traffic calming 
treatments on Greenwood Avenue between Hunter Road and Ridge Road. In both cases, the traffic 
calming treatments consist of speed humps. The report concludes that traffic calming treatments on the 
remaining Kenilworth Gardens streets; Thornwood, Chestnut, Kenilworth, Beechwood and 21st Street, 
were not warranted based on traffic speed and volume and accident data at this time. The full report, 
including a discussion on the process for implementing traffic calming, will be posted a week prior to 
the scheduled meeting at the link listed below. The meeting details are as follows: 

 
Village Hall – Broadcast only  

(Village Hall is closed due to the Village President’s Declaration of  
Local Disaster and Public Health Emergency Order)  

February 16, 2021 
7:00 p.m. 

 
This meeting will be held remotely by the Transportation Commission. The meeting will be broadcast 
live at https://www.youtube.com/user/villageofwilmette/live and on Channel 6 and then published on the 
Village’s website. Members of the public may make public comment in advance of the meeting by 
emailing their comments to publiccomment@wilmette.com or comment may be made during the 
meeting through YouTube live which will be provided to the Transportation Commission.  There is also 
the option to participate in the meeting via a PC, mobile device or phone. For complete details and 
instructions on joining or participating in the meeting, please go to 
https://www.wilmette.com/event/transportation-commission-meeting-6/. 

Do not hesitate to contact me if you should require any additional information at (847) 853-7602 or 
manisd@wilmette.com.     
 
Sincerely, 

 
Daniel Manis, P.E. 
Village Engineer 

 
CC: Brigitte Berger-Raish, P.E. – Engineering & Public Works Director 
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From: James Zuehl <jimzuehl@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 11:55 AM
To: Comment, Public
Subject: Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Evaluation Report

Dear Committee Members:  I am writing in support of traffic calming efforts on Elmwood Avenue between Ridge Rd. and 
Hunter Road.  My wife and I have lived for over 30 years near the corner of Elmwood Avenue and 21st Street.  I have 
frequently seen cars that ignore the stop signs on the corner of Elmwood and 21st Street or that speed down 
Elmwood.  Both these practices pose a danger to children who reside nearby and to those who attend Ronald Knox 
Montessori School.  Also, since the completion of Mallinckrodt Park there are many more families than ever before that 
cross Elmwood Ave. either at the intersection with 21st Street or in the middle of the block farther east, which increases 
the risks from speeding cars. Elmwood Avenue between Ridge and Hunter is different from other Kenilworth Garden 
streets in several respects.  First, it has no cross streets.  Every N/S street dead ends at Elmwood.  Second, it appears 
(I've not measured but I believe this is true from visual observation) to be somewhat wider than other E/W 
streets.  Finally, it provides a convenient way to avoid the intersection at Ridge and Lake.  I believe that all three facts 
encourage many drivers to exceed the speed limit or to ignore the stop signs.    I don't advocate speed humps lightly 
because they will also reduce my convenience in driving on Elmwood, but I believe they are a worthwhile way to protect 
the safety of residents, especially those with small children.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Jim Zuehl 
2106 Elmwood Ave. 
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From: ZISONG FENG <zisongfeng@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2021 9:09 AM
To: Comment, Public
Subject: Kenilworth garden traffic calming

I live at 2238 Elmwood Ave, the 1st house when you turn to Elmwood from Hunter.  
I have seen people driving at 50mph on the street, and I have seen people using Elmwood to circumvent the Lake street 
traffic. And there are people park right at the corner of the street. It is a complete mess on a snowy day. 
Please do something 
Zisong Feng 
 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
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From: dhastings1313@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2021 10:16 AM
To: Comment, Public
Cc: dhastings1313@gmail.com
Subject: Chestnut Ave

Importance: High

To whom it may concern 
 
I implore you to reconsider placing speed bumps or some sort of speed control on Chestnut Ave between Ridge and 
Hunter. 
 
Cars continue to speed down our street as it is wider than any in Kenilworth Gardens.  With many new families moving 
in here with small children something has to be done. 
 
Also street parking is another danger and nuisance.  Our neighbor directly to our east has their car in the street every 
night.  It make visibility poor and usually causes my son and I to have to make another turn to get out of our driveway. 
 
They should park their car in their drive 
 
Thank you 
 
Dan Hastings 
847.989.9121 
 

To help protect your privacy, 
Micro so ft Office prevented  
auto matic downlo ad o f this  
picture from the Internet.

 

Virus-free. www.avast.com  
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From: robert dietrich <bobalauralu@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 3, 2021 2:34 PM
To: Comment, Public; Manis, Dan
Subject: Kenilworth Gardens Traffic Calming Evaluation Report

We received the Jan. 29 notice of the proposed traffic calming efforts on Elmwood Ave. between Ridge and Hunter with 
thanks.  As long time residents of 1930 Elmwood we are pleased at any efforts to improve the traffic situation on our 
street.  In our opinion, however, speed bumps will not provide the traffic calming effects desired.  Frankly, the poor 
condition of Elmwood between Ridge and Hunter has been acting as speed bumps for years.  With every tear down, and 
there have been many in the two block stretch in question, the street is torn up for new sewer/water connections and then 
patched.  In time these patches sink or crack causing many uneven sections of the street.  The traffic problem on 
Elmwood is not due to speed but rather volume. Ever since the intersection of Ridge and Lake was reconfigured to 
include left turn lanes, the traffic on Elmwood has surged.  Any large vehicle such as a school bus, garbage truck or 
anything larger than a pickup truck travelling south on Ridge Rd. now finds it difficult or impossible to make a right hand 
turn onto Lake Ave.  As a result they use Elmwood to get to Hunter to get to Lake and bypass the Lake & Ridge 
intersection altogether. To achieve traffic calming on Elmwood you need to address the reason for the increase in traffic 
and not simply make it necessary for the traffic to move slower. 
 
Thank You 
Bob & Laura Dietrich 
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From: Katie McQuarrie <katiesims11@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 11:12 AM
To: Comment, Public
Cc: Kevin A. McQuarrie
Subject: Comment for Transportation Commission Meeting on 2/16/21

Hello, 
 
I am the homeowner at 2000 Elmwood Ave and would like to voice my strong support for traffic calming treatments on 
Elmwood between Hunter and Ridge. My husband, who also owns the home, is supportive as well.  
 
In the five years we have owned our home, we have observed that many (if not most) cars travelling down this stretch of 
road are in excess of the speed limit, oftentimes excessively so. This differs significantly from other streets in the area 
which have speed humps. In addition, since there are only homes on one side of the street near us, there aren't typically 
cars parked on both sides and the wider street encourages fast driving.  
 
We have two small children, as do many of our neighbors, and this presents a serious hazard to their well being. They 
often cross the street to enjoy Mallinckrodt Park and, without a significant detour, do not have access to a crosswalk or 
stop sign intersection.  
 
Additionally, with a school across the street and the popularity of Mallinckrodt Park, it seems like a forgone conclusion 
that this stretch of road should be made as safe as possible. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Katie & Kevin McQuarrie  
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From: Tom Gates <thomaspgates@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 2:35 PM
To: Comment, Public
Subject: Kenilworth Garden traffic calming report

Thank you for your letter of Jan 29th regarding the proposed traffic calming measures for Kenilworth Gardens 
and invitation to the remote TC meeting.  
As a long-time resident of the KG neighborhood, I greatly appreciate the measures to potentially "calm" the 
traffic. The speed and volume of traffic between Ridge Rd and Hunter has been a long time concern for most of 
us. We see more and faster traffic during school season, in general, but particularly just before the start of the 
school day. We surmise some drivers are avoiding the Lake / Ridge intersection and use Elmwood, Greenwood 
and Chestnut as a shortcut eastbound to New Trier HS. With the exception of Chestnut St, our streets are 
narrow and with cars parked on both sides, it can be terrifying to witness cars speeding through the 
neighborhood while young children are trying to cross the streets. Chestnut St's slightly wider profile may make 
this problem worse as speeders have a little more margin between parked cars. 
I am concerned the conclusion of the Evaluation Report is to install speed humps only on Elmwood with 
further evaluation only on Greenwood. I strongly believe the speed bumps should be added to Thornwood and 
Chestnut and considered for Kenilworth and Beechwood.   

Eastbound traffic on Lake "shortcuts" north on Hunter through Kenilworth Garden to avoid intersections 
at Lake & Ridge and Lake & Greenbay. If speed humps are added only to Elmwood, speeders will simply 
continue north on Hunter to the next street that doesn't have humps, ie, Thornwood, then Chestnut and 
maybe Kenilworth. 

Some questions I would appreciate your answers to: 

1.  What are the plans to monitor traffic on Thornwood, Chestnut and Kenilworth after the humps are 
installed on Elmwood and maybe Greenwood? 

2. How was traffic measured for the Evaluation Report? What days of the week, what times of the days, 
what times of the year? How thorough and complete is the underlying data? Anecdotal evidence based 
on observation of speeding cars, "slow down" yard signs and other "mindful objects" suggests 
the residents on all the KG streets are concerned about speeders. 

3. What is the "downside" to installing speed humps on all the KG streets?  

Please add speed bumps to Elmwood, Greenwood, Thornwood, & Chestnut. Further consider Kenilworth and 
Beechwood.    
Thank you, again, for your attention to this matter and your service to our community. 
Respectfully, 
 
Tom Gates 
thomaspgates@gmail.com  
312-925-4950 (c) 
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From: Yvonne kelly <yvykelly@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 7, 2021 6:43 PM
To: Comment, Public
Cc: Marcel Delhommeau
Subject: Comment for KG Elmwood traffic calming

To the Village of Wilmette transportation commission, 
 
We are writing to let you know that we are in FULL SUPPORT of measures to help with traffic appeasement on Elmwood. 
 
Our family has lived at 2040 Elmwood for the past 6 years. We have 4 young children who enjoy playing in our front 
yard, riding bikes and scooters and safely crossing the street to play at Malinkropt. The fact is though we have always 
been concerned about the speeding problem on our block. We have seen first hand the frequency at which cars fly 
down our street as well as the large amount of drivers that completely ignore the stop sign at the corner of 21st avenue. 
 
The fact that Elmwood is a wider street with few cars parked on one side of the street seemingly makes it an attractive 
route for people in a hurry to use it as a cut through.  
 
We are grateful that the Village is taking our concerns and our safety seriously and looking for ways to help the problem. 
 
Sincerely, 
Yvonne Kelly and Marcel Delhommeau  
2040 Elmwood  
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