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1200 WILMETTE AVENUE 
WILMETTE, ILLINOIS 60091-0040 

 
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE PRESIDENT AND BOARD OF 

TRUSTEES OF THE VILLAGE OF WILMETTE, ILLINOIS HELD IN THE 
COUNCIL ROOM OF SAID VILLAGE HALL, 1200 WILMETTE AVENUE, 

WILMETTE, ILLINOIS ON TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 2019. 
 

 

 

The Village President called the meeting to order at 7:30 p.m. 
 

1.0 ROLL CALL 
President Bob Bielinski 

 
Trustees Daniel Sullivan 
 Gina Kennedy 
 Kathy Dodd 
 Joel Kurzman 

Peter H. Barrow 
Senta Plunkett 

 
Staff Present: Timothy J. Frenzer, Village Manager 

Michael Braiman, Assistant Village Manager 
Jeffrey Stein, Corporation Counsel 
John Prejzner, Assistant Director of Administrative Services  
John Adler, Community Development Director 
Brigitte Berger-Raish, Director of Engineering & Public Works 
 

2.0 PUBLIC COMMENT 
  
 There was no public comment. 
 
3.0 CONSENT AGENDA 
 
  Trustee Sullivan moved approval of the Consent Agenda as follows: 
 
 3.1 Approval of minutes of the Regular Board meeting held August 27, 2019. 
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 LAND USE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.2 Presentation of minutes of the Land Use Committee meeting held April 16, 

2019. 
 
 3.3 Presentation of minutes of the Zoning Board of Appeals meeting held July 

17, 2019. 
 
 3.4 Approval of Temporary Use Permit #2019-TU-22, to grant temporary use 

for the Chalet Fall Farm Fest, 3132 Lake Avenue, to be held on Saturday, 
September 26, 2019, from 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 

 
 3.5 REQUEST TO TABLE TO SEPTEMBER 24, 2019 REGULAR VILLAGE 

BOARD MEETING - Zoning Board of Appeals Report #2019-Z-16, 300 
Greenleaf Avenue, regarding a request for a 43.54’ front yard setback 
variation to permit the retention of playground equipment in accordance with 
the plans submitted. 

 
 3.6 REQUEST TO REMAND TO ZONING BOARD - Zoning Board of Appeals 

Report #2019-Z-28, 2904 Old Glenview Road, regarding a request for an 
expansion of a special use for a place of worship to permit the operation of 
a child day care center in accordance with the plans submitted. 

 
 3.7 Adoption of Ordinance #2019-O-59 amending the Zoning Ordinance of 

2014 (Zoning code amendments – NR & NR-1 zoning districts and parking 
restrictions). 

 
 FINANCE COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.8 Approval of the August 2019 Monthly Disbursement Report. 
 
 ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.9 Recommendation of reappointment of Robert Furniss to the Historic 

Preservation Commission from October 27, 2019 to October 27, 2023. 
 
 3.10 Recommendation of reappointment of Charles Hutchinson to the Historic 

Preservation Commission from October 27, 2019 to October 27, 2023. 
 
 3.11 Recommendation of reappointment of Jill Hayes to the Transportation 

Commission from October 27, 2019 to October 27, 2023. 
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 MUNICIPAL SERVICES COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.12 Adoption of Ordinance #2019-O-51, amending the Village Code by creating 

a new driveway exception. 
 
 3.13 Approval of a contract in the amount not to exceed $4,989,192 with DiMeo 

Brothers, Inc., Elk Grove Village, Illinois, for Phase 1A of the Neighborhood 
Storage Project. 

 
 3.14 Approval of Supplement 1 in the amount of $24,506 with TranSystems, 

Schaumburg, Illinois, for streetscape design services associated with the 
Central Avenue and Downtown Streetscape Project. 

 
 3.15 Approval of a one-year contract extension at the unit prices set forth in the 

proposal dated August 16, 2019 with KLF Trucking, Markham, Illinois, for 
hauling of spoils and debris. 

 
 PUBLIC SAFETY STANDING COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.16 Adoption of Ordinance #2019-O-57 amending Chapter 10 of the Village 

Code (Prohibiting the Concealed Carry of Firearms for Premises where 
Alcohol is Sold for Consumption on the Premises). 

 
 3.17 Adoption of Resolution #2019-R-11 authorizing the Village Manager to open 

a custodial crypto-currency account “digital wallet” for the purposes of 
holding court ordered seized digital currency.    

 
 JUDICIARY COMMITTEE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 3.18 Adoption of Ordinance #2019-O-49 decreasing the number of Class A and 

Class O liquor licenses and increasing Class J liquor licenses. 
 
 Trustee Dodd seconded the motion.  Voting yes:  Trustees: Sullivan, Kennedy, 

Dodd, Kurzman, Barrow, Plunkett and President Bielinski.  Voting no:  none.  The 
motion carried. 

 
4.0 REPORTS OF OFFICERS 
 
 President Bielinski made remarks regarding the pending law changes on 

recreational use of cannabis and the licensing of businesses to sell recreational 
cannabis, which take effect January 1, 2020. He said the State of Illinois has pre-
empted local government authority, which means Wilmette’s Code of Ordinances 
and Zoning Ordinance will need to be amended pertaining to the recreational use 
of cannabis by persons over 21 portion of the new law.  With respect to the 
licensing of businesses for the sale of recreational cannabis, municipalities have 
the right to prohibit these businesses, or permit them and limit their number and 
location.  This has caused considerable public concern and debate.  He said he 
thinks the most prudent approach will be to initially enact a moratorium ordinance 



9/10/19                                          Not Yet Approved 

 4  
 

maintaining the status quo of prohibiting the sale of recreational cannabis.  This 
will allow time to become better informed by studying towns where dispensaries 
are permitted and to ask the entire community for input.  He said he wants to offer 
a clear message to residents and allay concerns over what happens here after 
January 1, 2020.  To that end, he directed staff to submit a moratorium ordinance 
for introduction and an ordinance to amend the code and zoning ordinance to be 
consistent with the new state law and to appoint the Judiciary Committee as a 
Special Zoning Committee for technical zoning amendments. These items will be 
on the September 24, 2019 Village Board agenda.  At a later meeting, staff is to 
submit a resolution to add an advisory referendum question to the November 3, 
2020 Presidential Ballot asking residents whether the Village should permit the 
recreational sale of cannabis. 

 
He also said in March of 2018, there was a Cook County referendum in which 
Wilmette residents voted in favor of the legalization of the recreational use of 
cannabis.  However, he feels had residents been asked the question of whether 
or not to permit the sale of recreational cannabis from a dispensary located in 
Wilmette, people may have had a different answer.  Using a referendum question 
on the 2020 Presidential ballot will provide the largest outreach of residents, giving 
time to learn more and see what is happening elsewhere.   
 
There were no reports from the Village Manager or Corporation Counsel.  

 
5.0 REPORT OF LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSIONER 
 
 No Report. 
 
6.0 STANDING COMMITTEE REPORTS 
 
 6.1 LAND USE STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
 
 6.11 REMOVE FROM TABLE – Historic Preservation Commission Report 

#2019-HPC-02.2, 301 Sheridan Road, (Alexander McDaniel House), 
regarding a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for revisions 
to previously approved plans for an attached garage addition. 

 
  Trustee Barrow moved to remove Item 6.11 from the table, seconded 

by Trustee Dodd.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 
  Trustee Barrow moved to approve Historic Preservation Commission 

Report #2019-HPC-02.2, 301 Sheridan Road (Alexander McDaniel 
House), regarding a request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for 
revisions to previously approved plans for an attached garage 
addition, seconded by Trustee Dodd. 

 
  President Bielinski said Historic Preservation Commission cases use 

the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, which 
include ten review standards.  He then noted the three standards of 
review that applied in this case were to retain the historic character of 
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distinctive materials; to repair deteriorated historic features rather 
than replace and to have new additions or alterations that do not 
destroy materials/features that characterize the property. 

 
  The applicant, Dan Neely, apologized for originally not understanding 

the process. He said he agrees that the Historic Preservation 
Commission (HPC) needs to oversee the preservation of landmark 
homes.  He said he reviewed the previous HPC meetings for his case 
and that Chair Hutchinson apologized and said he didn’t believe it was 
made abundantly clear to Mr. Neely that if at any time changes were 
to be made to the design, he would need to come back to the HPC 
for review.  Mr. Neely said that regarding the standards of review, the 
Village Code states the HPC must use due consideration when 
applying the standards of review and that he can only conclude the 
HPC applied those standards during their considerations and 
subsequent approval of all by a super majority.  

 
  Mr. Neely addressed the three elements up for review.  He said there 

are three examples of historic homes with porches that have a metal 
roof in Wilmette; 937 Park, 932 Forest and 706 Forest.  He went on 
to say there was a round window to the right in the photo from 1905, 
but when they opened up the interior walls of the house, there was no 
round window (he showed a photo).  He concluded there were no 
round windows originally on the house, and so the decision was made 
to put square windows on the garage and return back to the siding 
treatment on the outside rather put in windows.  He then discussed 
the porch columns stating there have been too many different styles 
through the years to determine which original but that square columns 
were on the house when the purchased it. 

 
  Trustee Kennedy asked about the porch roof pitch making shingles a 

non-viable roofing material.  He said they picked the metal roof at that 
time due to consistency of materials on the other parts of the house.  

 
  Trustee Barrow said the explanation last meeting was over the 

concern of shingles working in that roof location and that the 
inclement weather prompted Mr. Neely to make a quick decision.  He 
asked if that was still part of the explanation for Mr. Neely’s actions.  
He said he didn’t think shingles would work in general.  Mr. Barrow 
called on Mr. Neely’s past experience in renovating landmark homes 
and his lack of understanding of the process.  Mr. Neely said the 
process wasn’t clear and that in the past, he has been able to make 
decisions on the fly and had they followed HPC guidelines, the project 
would be delayed nine months because each process takes three 
months.  Trustee Barrow said that the process here is concerning 
because the Board should receive an explanation that is consistent 
and credible, and he isn’t sure he has heard this yet. 
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  Trustee Dodd asked why any of the original approved plans were 
changed.  Mr. Neely said that the decision to change the windows 
was because it didn’t appear the round window was originally a part 
of the house when it was first built.  He didn’t feel it was true to the 
original character of the home.  They put the square windows in the 
garage to help designate it as a separate structure from the home.  
Regarding the roof, after a discussion at HPC about the massive 
asphalt shingled area between the garage and porch, no agreement 
was made at that point, but Mr. Neely felt that there needed to be a 
visual separation between the two structures.  Trustee Dodd said she 
didn’t see any comments in the HPC reports about the roof other than 
the Neelys would be putting in asphalt shingles.   

 
  John Adler, Community Development Director, said that it’s okay to 

have contemporary design but if you do something more modern, you 
need to be sure the colors and materials work to supplement and pay 
tribute to the historic portion of the home and that it blends in with the 
old.  

 
  President Bielinski asked a question over the style of the garage 

versus the house.  Mr. Adler replied the idea of the garage was that if 
someone wanted to remove it later, if it was off to the side and would 
not overwhelm the house.  

 
  Trustee Plunkett asked if there was anything done by the homeowner 

to preserve the original house to maintain balance with the changes 
made.  Mr. Adler said there was a two-story patio with a walkout door 
that was not original.  Removing that is one of the things the Neelys 
did to bring it back to the early 1900s style. 

 
  President Bielinski asked Mr. Neely what he thinks they did to 

preserve the house.  Mr. Neely said he replaced the back porch with 
one that more clearly represented the house’s original character; he 
replaced the round window with square windows and had the spindles 
on the side porch custom made to match the existing.  He said had 
he used asphalt shingles, from the rear of the house, that’s all you 
would see and that would take away from house’s original character.  
He said he feels the process was unclear but that he made the best 
decisions for the house.   

 
  Trustee Kennedy said the process is self-evident and that approval 

for one thing does not allow for changes to be made after the fact.  
Mr. Neely said that he did the work and then went back and asked 
HPC, which voted to approve the changes. 

 
  Trustee Dodd asked why they didn’t follow the original plans and 

when they realized they weren’t going to, why they didn’t return to 
HPC.  Mr. Neely said that they didn’t fully understand the process and 
neither did HPC.  Many of the decisions were made by themselves 
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without consulting their architect.  He apologized again and said the 
vote that night will affect renovations and landmark status long term.   

 
  Trustee Kennedy said she is convinced Chair Hutchinson understood 

the process and when he apologized, it was for not making the 
process abundantly clear to Mr. Neely.     

 
  Trustee Plunkett said that in 2017 the Neelys came to HPC with plans 

to make drastic changes to a historic home and all the changes were 
approved.   

 
  President Bielinski said when undertaking a remodeling project, 

sometimes the professionals hired may not understand the process 
fully, but that it’s the homeowner’s responsibility to ultimately know.  
He said that Trustees need to judge the credibility of the testimony 
and facts.  Mr. Neely said that even though he had experience 
rehabbing homes, the process in Wilmette was unclear.   

 
  Trustee Kennedy asked how he came to know he was not following 

the process.  Mr. Neely said he received notice from the Village. 
 
  Trustee Dodd asked Mr. Adler for the difference between a Historic 

Preservation award and a Landmark Status.  Mr. Adler said the 
historic preservation award is a way to honor additions and 
restorations.  Typically there is no historic designation but they are 
homes of significance that should be recognized.     

 
  Mr. Adler said that local landmark status is voluntary and provides 

protection for the property.  If the house is on the historic preservation 
national register, it doesn’t have the same protections.   

 
  Trustee Kurzman said he appreciates the volunteer service of HPC 

members and that the Board is tasked with something that they may 
or may not have experience for.  He said the applicant has given their 
perspective but that maybe there is something in the HPC process 
that needs to be refined. He said he wonders if the issue before the 
Board today is an isolated thing or if this is something that needs to 
be reviewed. 

 
  Mr. Adler said hopefully it’s isolated but that should not stop the 

Village from improving a process already in place.  In the future, staff 
will not only provide the standards, but they will give input on the 
standards for the Commission to consider when making their 
decisions, which is similar to what the Zoning Board does.  He also 
said that possibly, staff should go out during the framing inspection to 
be sure it’s going according to plan.   

 
  Trustee Plunkett said that in the HPC notes Commissioner Vitu said 

he had not seen a case where work was done outside of what was 
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approved, and she cannot remember a case like this either.  She said 
HPC is not used to these types of cases and it was a difficult case to 
review.   

 
  Mr. Adler agreed but he said the Village could make sure there is 

more wording on the Zoning Certification about what needs to be 
done on historic structures.   

 
  Tim Horton from 521 Elmwood spoke on behalf of the Neelys.  He 

said he could not speak to the process, but said that the Neelys tried 
to restore the house to original character and did a magnificent job.  
He urged the Board to use common sense and consider the time, 
money and dedication the Neelys put into the restoration.   

 
  Mike Cagney, a Wilmette resident, said the buildings don’t make 

Wilmette, the people do.  He appreciates the HPC and their role in 
preserving landmark homes, but he feels this situation may alienate 
future people from moving to Wilmette and restoring the landmark 
properties.  He asked the Board to consider that when making their 
decision. 

 
  Mary Gillard Anderson, a Wilmette resident, said she loves the unique 

homes in Wilmette and that landmark status properties are a treasure.  
She said that the Neelys put in many hours of research and time in 
restoring the home. She reiterated the prior comments about 
deterring future homeowners from taking on landmark properties if the 
decision is unfavorable. 

 
  Peter Cory, a Wilmette resident, believes the architecture is important 

to the Village.  He said that the Neely house has been transformed 
from a blight to a beautiful home.  The back porch now looks more 
representative to the turn of the century rather than what was there 
earlier.  He asked the Board to consider encouraging more of these 
restorations, not discourage them.   

 
  Katherine Barton, 1720 Walnut Avenue, has admired the home for a 

long time.  She said that historical value to the homes in Wilmette is 
what brings people here.  She asked the Board to take the Neelys into 
consideration and encourage others to take on the restorations. 

 
  Amy Donovan, 531 Linden, said the Neelys have put time, effort, 

money and love into this property and should be thanked more than 
anything. 

 
  Trustee Sullivan asked if any of these changes can cause the Neelys 

to lose their landmark status.  President Bielinski said that they would 
not lose their status but may need to change whatever is not approved 
to conform.  Trustee Sullivan raised the question of who has more 
authority since the HPC recommended granting the Certificate of 
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Appropriateness before the issue of the roofing materials was raised 
by Village staff.  President Bielinski said that if the Board doesn’t grant 
the Certificate, in the comments will be the reasons and clarifications 
for the conditions necessary to get approval.  In the event the Board 
says no, they must say why and tell staff and applicant what they can 
do to get approval.  Mr. Adler said breaking down the variations made 
it easier to review.  President Bielinski said he would be willing to 
break it down to three votes.   

 
  Trustee Plunkett asked if the Board will be reviewing the minutia of 

details like the round windows, spindles, etc., she doesn’t feel that 
she has enough information to make a decision.  Mr. Adler said that 
given the new information, staff has less concerns about the 
modifications.  He said that regarding the side porch, it’s not as much 
a concern because the porch was added back in 1990 and has no 
relevance to the historical characterization.  President Bielinski said 
the roof material is the real concern raised by the Director of the 
Historical Museum.  Mr. Adler said that it’s specifically the material on 
the front porch because that’s part of the original structure.  President 
Bielinski said that it’s historically significant so the standards apply.   

 
  Trustee Kennedy pointed out that the front porch roof was repaired 

with different material and not replaced.  President Bielinski said the 
question is whether the roofing material is an architectural feature or 
not and that is a question for each Trustee to answer individually. 

 
  Trustee Dodd said looking at the 1905 picture, it shows a front and 

back porch that match in terms of design.  She said that according to 
the standards, materials should match the previous material.  She 
said the house is beautiful but it has a landmark status and the debate 
is whether regulations were followed to bring the house to its original 
look.  She said was talking about the wraparound porch’s look relative 
to the front and back porch.  President Bielinski said that porch did 
not exist so the standards don’t apply. Trustee Dodd then asked for 
clarification from John Adler.  Mr. Adler said that the porch that was 
originally on the house in 1905 would need to be replicated if removed 
or fell into disrepair.  The porch that was removed was not original.  It 
was added in 1990 so it is not a concern.   

 
  Trustee Plunkett said the HPC could be a resource to homeowners 

on projects like this to get advice and referrals on materials and 
design.   

 
  President Bielinski said he would split the vote up into three parts.  He 

said if one of them was voted down, the process would be to have 
staff work with the applicant to make changes to achieve an approval.  
He asked Trustee Plunkett’s point of view from her HPC experience. 
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  Trustee Plunkett said this is one of the most important homes in 
Wilmette.  She doesn’t feel the process is burdensome and that HPC 
can help with material choices and decisions.  She said this case is 
difficult and that she doesn’t feel the metal roof is consistent with a 
Queen Ann home.  However, she said that roofing material is 
temporary and eventually this roof will need to be changed. 

 
  Trustee Barrow said that the Village owes the Neelys a thank you for 

the work they’ve done on this home.  He said he is troubled by the 
process and feels like the HPC may share in some of the confusion 
and that the Neelys and their experienced architect could have 
handled it differently.  He said that when all is said and done, he 
defers to the HPC and supports all three changes.   

 
  Trustee Dodd said that she thinks the home is beautiful, but having 

landmark status limits what can be done.  She said she can support 
the square windows and the porch spindle design.  She said she 
would be comfortable only asking the homeowner to change the front 
porch roof and not the side roof because that’s what is most visible.  
She also thanked Trustee Kennedy for bringing this to the attention of 
the Board because everyone has learned something from the 
experience. 

 
  Trustee Kennedy said she admires anyone who takes on projects like 

this.  She said that preserving homes is incredibly important.  She is 
sorry the HPC process was not respected and she thinks more can 
be done to make homeowners aware of what is involved.  She said 
she supports the windows.  When it comes to the roof, the 
wraparound porch roof is okay because that was new, but she said 
the front porch roof changes the character of the home.  She said 
when she interprets the standards of review, she looks at the porch 
as an architectural feature and she said the Neelys should have 
matched the shingles.   

 
  Trustee Kurzman said there is nothing clear cut about this and it’s his 

first HPC case like this.  He said that it is clear there is a breakdown 
to the process, but the applicant acknowledged his accountability right 
away.  He said one thing he noticed was that the HPC approves most 
of what comes to them, and President Bielinski said that the HPC and 
staff have many interactions with the homeowner before the 
homeowner goes before the HPC so their applications are well 
prepared to meet the requirements.  Trustee Kurzman said that he 
does not have knowledge of the content, as he hasn’t served on the 
HPC and doesn’t live in an older home, but when he looks at the front 
porch roof, to his untrained eye, it doesn’t look historic.   

 
  Trustee Sullivan said he is supportive of all three changes.  His issue 

was initially the roof but in looking at the porch, he can accept the 
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material even though it doesn’t look historic.  He said that he can 
understand the Neely’s desire for longevity.   

 
  President Bielinski said this is not a matter of personal taste.  The 

applicant thought they were making a good choice for the roofing 
material and he said he agreed with the choice they made for the 
windows.  As far as the side porch goes, this is a new piece and it’s 
acceptable for them to make it different if they choose.  The difference 
in spindles is a matter of personal taste.  He said in the matter of 
standards, he believes they were met.   

 
  Trustee Plunkett said she thinks HPC approved the metal roofing 

material because it’s temporary and can be changed, but she doesn’t 
want the metal roof to be the norm going forward.  Mr. Adler said a 
Certificate of Appropriateness would be good for that specific 
material, but a condition could be added that if the roof needs to be 
replaced, it would need to be back to the original material. 

 
  Corporation Counsel Jeff Stein said that it was possible to put a 

condition on the Certificate, but he recommended the condition be 
that the metal roof could be repaired but not replaced without 
returning to HPC. 

 
  President Bielinski reviewed the motions before the Board for the 

windows, the roof and porch columns.  Under Trustee Barrow’s 
motion to approve, the following vote on each element was taken: 

 
  Approval of the changes to the columns as outlined in the staff report:  
 
  Voting yes:  Trustees Sullivan, Kennedy, Dodd, Kurzman, Barrow, 

Plunkett and President Bielinski.  Voting no:  none.  The element was 
approved.     

 
  Approval of the changes to window and door openings as outlined in 

the staff report: 
 
  Voting yes:  Trustees Sullivan, Kennedy, Dodd, Kurzman, Barrow, 

Plunkett and President Bielinski.  Voting no:  none.  The element was 
approved.   

 
  Approval of the change in porch roof material to metal from shingle: 
 
  Voting yes:  Trustees Sullivan, Barrow and President Bielinski.  Voting 

no:  Trustees Kennedy, Dodd, Kurzman and Plunkett.  The element 
failed. 

 
  The motion was partially carried and partially denied.     
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  President Bielinski asked Trustees Kennedy, Dodd, Kurzman and 
Plunkett what conditions they would impose to get an approval.  
Trustees Kennedy and Plunkett said the side porch roof was not an 
issue.  Trustee Plunkett suggested that a condition be put on that if 
the roof needs to be replaced, the homeowner would need to restore 
the roof to a shingle style roof.  This condition requires no action from 
the homeowner at this time.  It would be for any future replacement.    

 
  President Bielinski asked Mr. Neely if he preferred to keep the metal 

roof on the side and replace the front or to keep the metal roof on 
both, unless it was replaced at which time the case would return to 
HPC.  Mr. Neely expressed he would choose the second option to 
keep the roofs as is and return to HPC if future replacement was 
necessary. 

 
  Trustee Barrow made a motion to approve the element of the roof 

material with the condition that any replacement of the roof, even like 
for like, would need to go back the HPC, seconded by Trustee 
Plunkett.   

 
  Voting yes:  Trustees Sullivan, Kurzman, Barrow, Plunkett and 

President Bielinski.  Voting no:  Trustees Kennedy and Dodd.  The 
motion carried.    

 
 6.2 STANDING FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT 
  
  6.21 Supplemental Presentation – Annual Road Program 
 
   Assistant Village Manager Mike Braiman gave an informational 

supplemental presentation to the Annual Road Program (PowerPoint 
attached), which was presented at the August 27, 2019.  He said that 
questions were raised by Trustees about the impact to the tax levy.  
He said this would give them information to review before the Budget 
Workshop on Monday, September 16, 2019.   

 
   Mr. Braiman reviewed the impact of four funding scenarios and the 

option for an accelerated road program.  He addressed the projected 
tax and fee increases. 

 
  Trustee Sullivan asked how the water rate increase was derived.  Mr. 

Braiman said the Finance Director put that together based on a 
model of where the water fund reserve is going into the future and 
having a $1 million annual water main replacement program in 2021.  
He said by pushing back that replacement project to 2023, the Village 
has given itself more time and some replacements are being made 
this year and next.  Trustee Sullivan asked when the last time the 
water rate was increased.  Mr. Braiman said in 2019, but the sewer 
rate has held flat for the last three or four years.  Mr. Braiman said 
the sewer fee increase is a combination of water consumption being 
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down and the continuance of ongoing capital projects which are 
bringing the reserve down.   He said this will all be discussed at the 
September 16, 2019 Committee of the Whole meeting.   

 
  Mr. Braiman discussed the General Fund reserve and the availability 

of funds for the road program.   
 
 6.3 STANDING ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE REPORT 
  All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.4 MUNICIPAL SERVICES STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
  All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.5 PUBLIC SAFETY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
  All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.6 JUDICIARY STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT 
  All items listed on the Consent Agenda. 
 
 6.7 REPORTS FROM SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
  No reports. 
 
7.0 NEW BUSINESS 
 
 No Report. 
 
8.0 ADJOURNMENT 
 
 Trustee Sullivan moved to adjourn the meeting at 9:45 p.m., seconded by Trustee 

Kennedy.  All voted aye, the motion carried. 
 
 
 
 
     Karen L. Norwood 
     Deputy Village Clerk 
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